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SPECIAL SESSION 


IN SENATE. 
MonpaAy, March 5, 1877. 


The Senators assembled in the Senate Chamber at twelve o’clock 
noon, in pursuance of the proclamation of the President convening the 
Senate in special session. 

PRAYER. 


Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D., Chaplain of the Senate, offered 
prayer, as follows: 

We praise Thee, O Lord of hosts, and laud and magnify Thy name, 
for that Thou art our keeper and our helper in our persons, in our 
families, in our estates, and in our nation. In every day of darkness 
our fathers trusted in Thee and were not confounded. Our history 
is fullof Thy presence, to admonish and chasten, to correct and de- 
liver. We thank Thee for the heritage of civil and religious liberty, 
for the strength of government, for the freedom of enterprise, for the 
light of intelligence, for the scope of prosperity, and for all the monu- 
ments of Christian civilization. We thank Thee for our laws and 
institutions, so often imperiled, and yet so often preserved. We 
thank Thee for the spirit, the endurance, and the hope of the people. 
We thank Thee for the past and we trust Thee for the future. Estab- 
lish Thine word in all hearts and Thine ordinances in all our borders; 
sweep away all infidelity, with all its terrible brood; cause Thy 
church to flourish in our midst; kindle the lamps of learning on 
every side; fill the people with pure knowledge and religious faith. 
Make us one and all Americans worthy of the name. Across the 
firmament of our destiny write in letters of living light, “ Patriotism 
and philanthropy,” toshine forever. Bless, we humbly entreat Thee, 
those Thy servants who are here to retire from the high cares of 
oflice, and those Thy servants who in Thy providence are now to suc- 
ceed them. O Lord our God, set the seal of Thy favor upon the 
doings of this day. Give acceptance of these things with all the 
people, and confirm the welfare of the nation in every State and in 
every city and overall the public domain. Bless, we humbly entreat 
hee, the nations near and far who are here present this day by 
their embassadors to witness with fraternity and congratulation the 
passing of this power from one hand to another. 

0, Lord God of our fathers, forsake us not in such a time as this. 
Our confidence is alone in Thee. Out of every storm guide us into 
the open, quiet sea. Pardon our sins, exalt our life, and be our 
shield, our exeellency, and our exceeding great reward; through 
Jesus Christ our Lord and Saviour. Amen. 


PROCLAMATION, 


The Secretary, (Mr. Grorce C. Gornam.] The Senate will 
Please come to order. The Chief Clerk will read the proclamation 
under which the Senate is convened. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


By the President of the United States of America. 
A PROCLAMATION. 
Whereas ob 


=. jects of interest to the United States require that the Senate should 

© convened at twelve o'clock on the 5th day of March next, to receive and act 

— such communications as may be made to it on the part of the Executive: 

aia —, therefore, I, Ulysses S. Grant, President of the United States, have con- 

= red it to be my duty to issue this my proclamation, declaring that an extraor- 

re tien. a requires the Senate of the United States to convene for the trans- 
‘on of business, at the Capitol, in the City of Washington, on the 5th day of 
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March next, at twelve o'clock at noon on that day, of which all who shall at that 
time be entitled to act as members of that body, are hereby required to take notice. 

Given under my hand and the seal of the United States, at Washington, the 
2d day of March, A. D. 1877, and of the Independence of the United States of 
America, the one hundred and tirst. 


(SEAL.] U. S. GRANT. 
By the President: 
HAMILTON Fisu, Seeretary of State. 


SWEARING IN AND ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 


Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Secretary, to perfect the organization of this 
body and in accordance with precedent, I submit a resolution for im- 
mediate consideration. 

The SECRETARY. The Senator from Maine offers a resolution and 
asks for its present consideration. It will be reported by the Chief 
Clerk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the oath of otfice be administered by Senator Timotny 0. Hows 
to Thomas W. Ferry, Senator-elect from the State of Michigan, and that he be and 
hereby is chosen President of the Senate pro tempore. 

The Secretary put the question on the resolution, and it was adopted. 

The SECRETARY. Senator Howe and Senator Ferry will please 
come forward to the desk. 

The Senators named advanced to the desk; the oaths prescribed 
by law were administered by Mr. Howe to Mr. Ferry, and he took 
his seat in the Senate and the chair as President pro tempore, and said: 

Senators, accept my sincere acknowledgments for this renewal of 
your courtesy and confidence. I will at once enter upon the duties 
of the Chair. The Secretary will call the roll of Senators newly 
elected who will present themselves at the desk and be sworn. 

The Chief Clerk read the following names: 

Henry B. Anthony, of Rhode Island. 

James B. Beck, of Kentucky. 

James G. Blaine, of Maine. 

George F. Hoar, of Massachusetts. 

David Davis, of Illinois. 

Henry G. Davis, of West Virginia. 

La Fayette Grover, of Oregon. 

Samuel J. Kirkwood, of Lowa. 

John R. McPherson, of New Jersey. 

Preston B. Plumb, of Kansas. 

Edward H. Rollins, of New Hampshire. 

Eli Saulsbury, of Delaware. 

Alvin Saunders, of Nebraska. 

Henry M. Teller, of Colorado. 

William Windom, of Minnesota. 

Richard Coke, of Texas. 

A. H. Garland, of Arkansas. 

Isham G. Harris of Tennessee. 

Benjamin H. Hill, of Georgia. 

John W. Johnston, of Virginia. 

Matt W. Ransom, of North Carolina. 


As their names were called the respective Senators-elect came for- 
ward and the oaths prescribed by law were administered to them, 
with the exception of Mr. Grover, who was not present. 

CONTESTED SEATS. 
The Chief Clerk called 
William Pitt Kellogg, of Louisiana, who advanced to the desk. 
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Mr. BOGY. Mr. Presideut, I make an objection to the oath being 
administered to Mr. Kellogg, of Louisiana. I understand there will 
be a contest as to his right toa seat. We all know that there are 
two legislatures now in session in the State of Louisiana, and it is a 
matter to be investigated which of these legislatures has the right 
to elect a Senator, he question of his admission properly should 
be submitted to the Committee on Privileges and Elections and re- 
ported upon by that committee. I therefore file my objection against 
the oath being administered to the gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. 
Ke llogg. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 

Resolved, That the credentials of Senators-clect in all disputed or contested cases 
lie upon the table until to-morrow 


Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I should like to know whose seats 
are the disputed seats. whose seats are contested, before I vote for as 
sweeping a resolution as that. I donot know what objections are to 
be made, Webave one here. Let these credentials lie on the table 
until to-morrow. When an objection is made again, if there is any 
foundation for it atall, let the credentials to which objection is then 
made take the same course ; but to pass a resolution that would en- 
able any Senator, by merely rising and objecting to aclaimant, to pre- 
vent him being sworn in, when there might be no ground whatever 
for the objection, when his credentials were perfectly regular and 
made a perfect prima facie case, is it seems to me a rather dangerous 
experiment. I think each case had better stand on its own merits ; 
and I suggest to my friend from Rhode Island that, instead of offer- 
ing that sweeping resolution, he move that the credentials of Mr. Kel- 
logg lie on the table until to-morrow, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, it strikes me 
that the resolution of the Senator from Rhode Island is eminently 
proper. There will be several cases, [understand, about which there 
will be dispute, and it seems to me, therefore, that the resolution of 
the Senator from Rhode Island is proper. We cannot investigate 
to-day the right to a seat of a single member, and certainly not of 
four or five, and I understand there may be that many contested 
Therefore [ trust we shall pass the resolution of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, and to-morrow or next day, or any other day take 
our time to discuss the propriety of admitting these gentlemen who 
come here claiming rights but who may have possibly no right. I 
think the better way is to just take this resolution at once. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move to amend the resolution by striking out 
all after the word “ resolved ” and inserting : 


Mr. President, I offer the following resolution : 


(2805, 


That the credentials of William Pitt Kellogg lie on the table until to-morrow. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. 
amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, concurring as I do in the criticism 
of the honorable Senator from Ohio upon this resolution, for I think 
there is some force in it although I do not believe that in the Senate a 
captions objection would be made, I suggest to him that, the Senate 
sitting now rather for a ceremonial purpose than for any purpose of 
business, it is not desirable that we should be detained by repeated 
divisions, as may occur. As no Senator whose credentials may be ob- 
jected to will suffer, nor will his constituents, nor will any other inter- 
est, because until to-morrow may be postponed his taking of the oath, 
in view of the nature of this occasion and the very brief postponement 
proposed, I appeal to the honorable Senator from Ohio to let this be 
disposed of under the general resolution, knowing as he does that, 
before the Senate proceeds to any business, the question will be en- 
countered in each case, and then, with time, the Senate can do what 
should be done in respect of each case. If we are to pass upon 
this amendment now, it will lead to subsequent votes and consume 
time. And I submit to the honorable Senator from Ohio it saves no 
point which would not be saved practically by the adoption of the 
resolution proposed by the honorable Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, when I first rose, I suggested that 
the objections that are to be made be specified now, so that we might 
know to whom they applied, and not vote in the dark on this resola- 
tion; but on the suggestion of the Senator from New York, which 
I trust is well founded, that no mere captious objection will be made 
to the swearing of a Senator whose qnuileutiole are perfectly regular, 
I withdraw the amendment that I offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the resolution 
of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. BOGY. I suggest before we take the vote on the resolution of 
the Senator from Rhode Island, that the names of the persons whose 
seats will be contested be called, so that we may know to whom the 
resolution will apply. As we now stand we do not know the names 
of those persons whose right is to be contested. I ask that the names 
be read by the clerk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the resolution 
submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is advised that there are 
two sets of credentials from the State of South Carolina and but one 
vacaney. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Let that case lie over. 

Mr. GORDON. I move that that case lie on the table. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The resolution carries ali the cases, 


I trust we shall not adopt the 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The credentials will lie on the tabje 
under the resolution. 

Mr. CONKLING. A mere objection, I submit, carries those creden- 
tials tothe table under the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair understands. 1 2 
Chair understood the motion of the Senator from Georgia to le in 

| the nature of an objection. 

Mr. GORDON. I object to the credentials of one of the claimants 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. SPENCER. I object to the oath being administered to tho 
Senators purporting to be elected from the States of Alabama and 
Mississippi, aud I base this objection upon grounds now before {le 
late Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made to those two 
cases, the credentials of those Senators will also lie on the table. 
This completes the list of Senators-elect to be sworn. 


SENATORS PRESENT. 
The Senators-elect having been sworn and taken their seats in (| 
Senate, the following Senators were present : 


FROM THE STATE OF 


Maine—James G. Blaine and Hannibal Hamlin. 

New Hampshire—Edward H. Rollins and Bainbridge Wadleizh. 
Vermont—Justin 8. Morrill. 

Massachusetts—Henry L. Dawes and George F. Hoar. 
Rhode Istand—Ueury B. Anthony and Ambrose E. Burnside. 
Connecticut—W illiam W. Eaton. 

New York—Roscoe Conkliug and Francis Kernan. 

New Jersey—John R. McPherson. 

Pennsylvania—Simon Cameron and William A. Wallace. 
Delaware—Thomas F. Bayard and Eli Saulsbury. 
Maryland—George R. Dennis and William Pinkney Whyte. 
Virginia—John W. Johnston and Robert E. Withers. 
North Carolina—Matt W. Ransom. 

South Carolina—Joln J. Patterson. 

Georgia—John B. Gordon and Benjamin H. Hill. 
Florida—Simon B. Conover aud Charles W. Jones. 
Alabama—George E. Spencer. 

Mississippi— Blanche K. Bruce. 

Texas—Ktichard Coke and Samuel B. Maxey. 
Arkansas—Stephen W. Dorsey and A. H. Garland. 
Missouri—Lewis V. Bogy and Francis M. Cockrell. 
Tennessee—James E. Bailey and Isham G. Harris. 
Keatucky—James B. Beck and Thomas C. McCreery. 

West Virginia—Henry G. Davis and Frank Hereford. 
Ohio—John Sherman and Allen G. Thurman. 
Indiana—Joseph E. McDonald and Oliver P. Morton. 
Itlinois—David Davis and Richard J. Oglesby. 
Michigan—Isaac P. Christiancy and Thomas W. Ferry. 
Wisconsin—Angus Cameron and Timothy O. Howe. 
Jowa—William B. Allison and Samuel J. Kirkwood. 
Minnesota—Samuel J. R. McMillan and William Windom. 
Kansas—Jobn J. Ingalls and Preston B. Plumb. 
Nebraska—Algernon 8. Paddock and Alvin Saunders, 
Nevada—John P. Jones and William Sharon. 
California—Newton Booth and Aaron A. Sargent, 
Oregon—John H. Mitchell. 

Colorado—Jerome B. Chaffee and Henry M. Teller. 


is 


SWEARING IN OF VICE-PRESIDENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Vice-President of the United 
States clect ready to take the prescribed oath of office? 

The Vice-President-elect (Hon. William A. Wheeler, of New York) 
entered the Chamber accompanied by Mr. MCCREERY, of the com- 
mittee of arrangements, and was conducted to the chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. I have great pleasure in presenting 
the Vice-President of the United States elect, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT ELECT. Senators, official station ever 
brings with it corresponding duty and responsibility. Service in analo- 
gous parliamentary spheres has taught me how delicate and at times 
difficult and aul are the duties which the oath Iam about to take 
will impose upon me. As President of the Senate it is my sincere pur- 
pose to lift myself entirely above the realms of partisanship; to ad- 
minister its rules in their true spirit, with courteous firmness, and by 
all means in my power to facilitate and expedite its deliberations. 
In doing this, I shall need your aid, your generous forbearance, and 
oftentimes your lenient judgment, upon all of which I know I may 
confidently rely when you shall be satisfied of the rectitude of my in- 
teutions. I trust that the relation about to be established between 
us may prove mutually pleasant and productive of good to the best 
interests of our National Commonwealth. 

Mr. President, I am now ready to take the oath of office prescribed 
by the Constitution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore administered the oath and said: 

Mr. Vice-President, I surrender the chair to which you have been 
duly elected. 

INAUGURATION CEREMONIES, 


The persons entitled to admission on the floor of the Senate Cham- 
ber having been admitted to the places reserved for them, the Presi- 


Bo idles. atelite adil nie aa 


aE ne co 


Poe me eee 


Riad 


eae tidedagiebes <7 


“eo 
5 


badge 


~~: 
ae 














dent, Hon. RUTHERFORD B. HAYES of Ohio, entered the Senate Cham- 
ber, accompanied by the late President, Hon. ULYsses 8. GRANT, and 
Mr. MorriLt, Mr. lowe, and Mr. McCREEkyY, members of the com- 
mittee of arrangements, and was accompanied to a seat in front of 
the Secretary's desk, and the late President and the members of the 
committee were seated on his right and left. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will now execute 
the order of the Senate relative to the inaugural ceremonies of the 
President of the United States. 

Those in the Senate Chamber proceeded to the platform on the cen- 
tral portico of the Capitol in the following order: 

The marshal of the Supreme Court. 

Ex-Presidents and Ex-Vice-Presidents. 

The Supreme Court of the United States, 

The Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, 

The committee of arrangements. 

The President of the United States and the late President. 

The Vice-President and the Secretary of the Senate. 

The members of the Senate. 

The Diplomatie Corps. 

IIeads of Departments. 

E:x-members of the House of Representatives and members-elect of 
the Forty-fifth Congress. 

Governors of States. 

And other persons admitted to the floor of the Senate Chamber 
and to the reserved seats at the left of the Diplomatic Gallery. 

The President-elect delivered the following 


INAUGURAL ADDRESS, 


FeLtow-Cit1zENns: We have assembled to repeat the public cere- 
monial, begun by Washington, observed by all ny predeceasors, and 
now a time-honored enstom, which marks the commencement of 
a new term of the presidential office. Called to the duties of this 
great trust, I proceed, in compliance with usage, to announce some 
of the leading principles, on the subjects that now chiefly engage 
the public attention, by which it is my desire to be guided in the 
discharge of those duties. I shall not undertake to lay down irrev- 
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Union is the question of government or no government, of social 








order and all the peaceful industries and the happiness that belong 
to it, or a return to barbarism. It is a question in which every citizen 
of the nation is deeply interested, and with respect to which we ought 


not to be, in a partisan sense, either republicans or democrats, but 
fellow-citizens and fellow-men, to whom the interests of a common 


country and a common humanity are dear. 


The sweeping revolution of the entire labor system of a large por- 
tion of our country, and the advance of four millions of people from 
a condition of servitude to that of citizenship, upon an equal footing 
with their former masters, could not occur without presenting prob- 
lems of the gravest moment, to be dealt with by the emancipated 
race, by their former masters, and by the General Government, the 
author of the act of emancipation. That it was a wise, just, and 
providential act, fraught with good for all concerned, is now gener- 
ally conceded throughout the country. That a moral obligation rests 
upon the National Government to employ its constitutional power 
and influence to establish the rights of the people it has emancipated, 
and to protect them in the enjoyment of those rights when they are 
infringed or assailed, is also generally admitted. 

The evils which afilict the Southern States can only be removed or 
remedied by the united and harmonions efforts of both races, actu- 
ated by motives of mutual sympathy and regard. Aud while in duty 
bound and fully determined to protect the rights of all by every con- 
stitutional means at the neal of my Administration, I am sincerely 
anxious to use every legitimate influence in favor of honest and ef- 
ficient local self-government as the true resource of those States for 
the promotion of the contentment and prosperity of their citizens. 
In the effort I shall make to accomplish this purpose I ask the cordial 
co-operation of all who cherish ap interest in the welfare of the coun- 
try, trusting that party ties and the prejudice of race will be freely 
surrendered in behalf of the great purpose to be accomplished. In 
the important work of restoring the South, it is not the political sit- 
uation alone that merits attention. The material development of 
that section of the country has been arrested by the cola and po- 
litical revolution through which it has passed, and now needs and de- 
serves the considerate care of the National Government within the 


ocably principles or measures of adininistration, but rather to speak | just limits prescribed by the Constitution and wise public economy. 


of the motives which should animate us, and to suggest certain im- 
portant ends to be attained in accordance with our institutions and 
essential to the welfare of our country. 

At the outset of the discussions which preceded the recent presi- 
dentialelection, it seemed to me fitting that I should fully make known 
my sentiments in regard to several of the important questions wiich 
then appeared to demand the consideration of the country. Follow- 
ing the —_ and in part adopting the language, of one of my 

sredecessors, | wish now, when every motive for misrepresentation 
ee passed away, to repeat what was said before the election, trust- 
ing that my countrymen will candidly weigh and understand it, and 
that they will feel assured that the sentiments declared in accepting 
the nomination forthe Presidency will be the standard of my conduct 
in the path before me, charged, as I now am, with the grave and dif- 
ficult task of carrying them out in the practical administration of the 
Government so far as depends, under the Constitution and laws, on 
the Chief Executive of the nation. 

The permanent pacification of the courftry upon such principles and 
by suc measures as will secure the complete protection of all its cit- 
izens in the free enjoyment of all their constitutional rights is now 
the one subject in our public affairs, which all thoughtful and patri- 
otic citizens regard as of supreme importance. 

Many of the calamitous effects of the tremendous revolution which 
has passed over the Southern States still remain. The immeasurable 
benefits which will surely follow, sooner or later, the hearty and gen- 
erous acceptance of the legitimate results of that revolution, have 
not yet been realized. Difficult and embarrassing questions mee. »s 
at the threshold of this subject. The people of those States are still 
impoverished, and the inestimable blessing of wise, honest, and peace- 
ful local self-government is not fully enjoyed. Whatever difference 
of opinion may exist as to the cause of this condition of things, the 
fact is clear, that, in the progress of events, the time has come when 
such government is the imperative necessity required by all the va- 
ried interests, public and private, of those States. But it must not be 
forgotten that only a local government which recognizes and main- 
tains inviolate the rights of all is a true self-government. 

With respect to the two distinct races whose peculiar relations to 
cach other have brought upon us the deplorable complications and 
perplexities which exist in those States, it must be a government 
which guarde the interests of both races carefully and equally. It 
must be a government which submits loyally and heartily to the 
Constitution and the laws—the laws of the nation and the laws of 
the States themselves—accepting and obeying faithfully the whole 
Constitution as it is. 

Resting upon this sure and substantial foundation, the superstruct- 
ure of beneficent local governments can be built up, and not other- 
Wise. In fartherance of such obedience to the letter and the spirit 
of the Constitution, and in behalf of all that its attainment implies, 
all so-called eesty interests lose their apparent importance, and party 
lines may well be permitted to fade into insignificance. The question 
we have to consider for the immediate welfare of those States of the 


But at the basis of all prosperity, for that as well as for every other 
part of the country, lies the improvement of the intellectual and 
moral condition of the people. Universal suffrage should rest upon 
universal education. to this end, liberal and permanent provision 
should be made for the support of free schools by the State govern- 
ments, and, if need be, supplemented by legitimate aid from national 
authority. 

Let me assure my countrymen of the Southern States that it is my 
earnest desire to regard and promote their truest interests, the inter- 
ests of the white and of the colored people both and equally, and to 
put forth my best efforts in behalf of a civil policy which will for- 
ever wipe out in our political affairs the color line, and the distinction 
between North and South, to the end that we may have not mercly a 
united North or a united South, but a united country. 

I ask the attention of the public to the paramount necessity of 
reform in our civil service, a reform not merely as to certain abuses 
and practices of so-called official patronage, which have come to have 
the sanction of usage in the several departments of our Government, 
but a change in the system of appointment itself; a reform that sball 
be thorough, radical, and complete; a return to the principles aud 
practices of the founders of the Government. They neither expected 
nor desired from public officers “any wart isan service. They meant 
that public officers should owe their whole service to the Government 
and tothe people. They meant that the officer should be secure in 
his tenure as long as his personal character remained untarnished, 
and the performance of his duties satisfactory. They held that ap- 
pointments to office were not to be made nor expected merely as 
rewards for partisan services, nor merely on the nomination of mem- 
bers of Congress, as being entitled in any respect to the control of 
such appointments. 

The fact that both the great political parties of the country, in 
declaring their principles prior to the election, gave a prominent place 
to the subject of reform of our civil service, recognizing and strongly 
urging its necessity, in terms almost identical in their specific import 
with those I have oe employed, must be accepted as a conclusive 
argument in behalf of these measures. It must be regarded as the 
expression of the united voice and will of the whole country upon 
this subject, and both political parties are virtually pledged to give it 
their unreserved support. ° 

The President of the United States of necessity owes his election 
to office to the suffrage and zealous labors of a political party, the 
members of which cherish with ardor, and Seanael as of essential im- 
portance, the principles of their party organization. But he should 
strive to be always mindful of the fact that he serves his party best 
who serves the country best. 

In furtherance of the reform we seek, and in other important re- 
spects a change of great importance, I recommend an amendment to 
the Constitution prescribing a term of six years for the presidential 
office, and forbidding a re-election. 

With respect to the financial condition of the country, I shall not 
attempt an extended history of the embarrassment and prostratian 
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which we have suffered during the past three years. The depression 
in all our varied commercial and manufacturing interests throughout 
the country, which began in September, 1573, still continues. It is 
very gratifying, however, to be able to say that there are indications 
all around us of a coming change to prosperous times. 

Upon the currency question, intimately connected as it is with 
this topic, I may be permitted to repeat here the statement made in 
my letter of acceptance, that in my judgment the feeling of uncer- 
tainty inseparable from an irredeemable paper currency, with its 
fluctuation of values, is one of the greatest obstacles to a return to 
prosperous times. The only safe paper currency is one which rests 
upon a coin basis, and is at all times and promptly convertible into 
coin. 

I adhere to the views heretofore expressed by me in favor of con- 
gressional legislation in behalf of an early resumption of specie pay- 
meat, and I am satisfied not only that this is wise, but that the 
interests as well as the public sentiment of the country imperatively 
demand it, 

Passing from these remarks upon the condition of our own country 
to consider our relations with other lands, we are reminded, by the 
international complications abroad, threatening the peace of Europe, 
that our traditional rule of non-interference in the affairs of a 
nations has proved of great value in past times, and ought to 
strictly observed, 

Che policy inaugurated by my honored predecessor, President 
Grant, of submitting to arbitration grave questions in dispute between 
ourselves and foreign powers, points to a new and incomparably the 
best instrumentality for the preservation of peace, and will, as I be- 
lieve, become a beneficent example of the course to be pursued in sim- 
ilar emergencies by other nations. 

If, unhappily, questions of difference should, at any time during the 
period of my administration, arise between the United States and any 
foreign government, it will certainly be my disposition and my hope 
to aid in their settlement in the same peaceful and honorable way, 
thus securing toour country the great blessings of peace and mutual 
good offices with all the nations of the world. 

Fellow-citizens, we have reached the close of a political contest, 
marked by the excitement which usually attends the contests be- 
tween great political parties whose members espouse and advocate 
with earnest faith their respective creeds. The circumstances were, 
perhaps, in no respect extraordinary, save in the closeness and the 
consequent uncertainty of the result. 

For the first time in the history of the country, it has been deemed 
best, in view of the peculiar circumstances of the case, that the ob- 
jections and questions in dispute with reforence to the counting of 
the electoral votes should be referred to the decision of a tribunal ap- 
pointed for this purpose. 

That tribunal—established by law for this sole purpose; its mem- 
bers, all of them, men of long-established reputation for integrity 
and intelligence, and, with the exception of those who are also 
members of the supreme judiciary, chosen equally from both polit- 
ical parties; its deliberations enlightened by the research and the 
arguments of able counsel—was entitled to the fullest confidence of 
the American people, Its decisions have been patiently waited for, 
and accepted as legally conclusive by the general judgment of the 
public. For the present opinion will widely vary as to the wisdom 
of the several conclusions announced by that tribunal. This is to be 
anticipated in every instance where matters of dispute are made the 
subject of arbitration under the forms of law. Human judgment is 
never unerring, and is rarely regarded as otherwise than wrong by 
the unsuccessful party in the contest. 

The fact that two great political parties have in this way settled 
a dispute, in regard to which good men differ as to the facts and the 
law no less than as tothe proper course to be pursued in solving the 
question in controversy, is an occasion for general rejoicing. 

se one point there is entire unanimity in public sentiment, that 
conflicting claims to the Presidency must be amicably and peacea- 
bly adjusted, and that when so adjusted the general acquiescence of 
the nation ought surely to follow. 

It has been reserved for a government of the people, where the 
right of suffrage is universal, to give to the world the first example 
in history of a great nation, in the midst of a struggle of opposing 
parties for power, hushing its party tumnults, to yield the issue of the 
contest to adjustment according to the forms of law. 

Looking for the guidance of that Divine Hand by which the des- 
tinies of nations and individuals are shaped, I call upon you, Sena- 
tors, Representatatives, judges, fellow-citizens, here and everywhere, 
to unite with me in an earnest effort to secure to our country the 
blessings, not only of material prosperity, but of justice, peace, and 
union; a Union depending not upon the constraint of force, but upon 
the loving devotion of a free people ; “ and that all things may be so 
ordered and settled upon the beat and surest foundations, that peace 
and happiness, truth and justice, religion and piety, may be estab- 
lished among us for all generations.” 


LS) 


The oath of office was then administered to the President by the 
Chief-Justice of the United States. ; 

The Senate returned to their Chamber, and the Vice-President took 
the chair at twenty-five minutes past one o’clock p. m. 
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NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I submit the following resolution 
and ask for its consideration at this time: , 
Resolved, That a committee of three members be appointed by the Vic« eee 
dent to wait upon the President of the United States and inform him that a quor . 

of the Senate - assembled and that the Senate is ready to receive any comm 
cation he may be pleased to make. P 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. HAMLIN, Mr. Morton, and 
Mr. Ransom as the committee, 


ORDER OF PROCEEDING. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I move that when the Senate ad- 
journ it be to meet on Wednesday at twelve o’clock. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator from In. 
diana if it is not better that we adjourn until to-morrow. We may as. 
sume that the President, on our giving him the proper‘notice, may say 
that he is ready to communicate immediately with this body, and jf 
so would it not be better that the body should be in session to receive 
that communication? If the President should say that at a subse- 
quent time he would be ready to communicate te the Senate, then we 
should convene at that time; but if the exigency should arise where 
the President would be ready to communicate to-morrow, it seems to 
me we ought to be in session to receive such communication, 

Mr. MORTON. My motion was simply for the purpose of giving 
the President a day to prepare aud submit any communication ho 
may have to make. If there is any objection to the motion I with- 
draw it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from Indiana 
is withdrawn. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, it was 


Ordered, That the hour of the daily meeting of the Senate, until otherwise or 
dered, be twelve o'clock m. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at one o’clock and thirty minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 


TUESDAY, March 6, 1877. 


WituiaM H. Barnvo, of Connecticut, and THEODORE F’. RANDOLPH, 
of New Jersey, appeared in their seats to-day. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ORDER OF PROCEEDING. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair, not understanding the eighth 
rule of the Senate prescribing the regular order of business to be ap- 
plicable at this session, awaits the pleasure of the Senate. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I beg leave to present a petition of Colonel Thomas 
Worthington, of Ohio, praying for a pension. It will have to lie on 
the table until the committees are appointed. 

Mr.CONKLING. Before the Senate receives the petition presented 
by the Senator from Ohio I wish to inquire whether at this called 
session of the Senate alone legislative business, or petitions relating 
to it, can be inorder. My inquiry is not an objection to the reception 
of the petition presented by the Senator from Ohio, but it is for in- 
formation for the government of myself and other Senators. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had supposed that the former 
practice of the Senate was otherwise, and that nothing could be in- 
troduced at this session which related to legislative business. If there 
is any doubt upon the matter, the Chair will submit it to the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I had some doubt upon that point before I sub- 
mitted the petition, and I presented it in order to raise the question. 
My impression is that the Senate has always held that it is a contin- 
uous body and can receive petitions, but certainly it cannot do any 
legislative act at a called executive session. In order to fortify my- 
self, I asked the Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. ANTHONY,] whose 
experience here is longer than my own, and it was his impression, as 
I understood him, that the presentation of petitions was now in order. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I was under the impression that petitions could 
be received at any time, but that no legislation could be had. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow 
me to ask aquestion? It may be said, I think, in general terms that 
the practice has been both ways in the Senate; but I ask the Senator 
from Rhode Island whether the practice of receiving petitions in the 
instance which can be referred to was not under a special order 
adopted by the Senate? If the Senator will remember, I think he 
will recall the fact that the Senate adopted on one occasion a cer- 
tain order or resolution, and under that the question arose as to the 
true construction, and after considerable discussion it was held on 
that occasion that petitions might be received and laid upon the table, 
or possibly referred to committees ; I do not remember about that. | 
do not think, however, that the practice of the Senate of late bas 
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been that at an executive session so called, a called session of the 


Senate convened for executive business, not for legislative business, 
anything is in order going to any stage, even the initiation, of legis- 
lative business. Ido not care for one which way the practice is de- 
termined ; but I have myself a number of petitions and may receive 
others, and I should like to know whether at this session it is the 
pleasure of the Senate to receive them. _ : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the question to 
the Senate, Will the Senate at this special session receive petitions? 

Mr. THURMAN. The question that is now mooted is one that was 
considered and, in my humble judgment, erroneously decided at the 
last special session of the Senate. There is no question that we can 
receive petitions in respect to anything that the Senate can do at this 
time; but that we can go and receive petitions on all matters of leg- 
islation and refer them to the different committees to consider them 
with a view to legislation, I do not believe. 

But what I rose to say now is that I hope this subject will not be 
discussed or pursued at this time. There are several gentlemen en- 
titled to seats on this floor who have not yet been sworn in, and it is 
a matter of the highest privilege that they should be sworn in as far 
as they are entitled, that the Senate may complete its organization 
before we proceed to the discussion of other matters. I hope, there- 
fore, that if there is any question now it will be deferred. I do not 
know exactly what the question is. 

Mr. CONKLING. Shall the petition be presented ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition os been presented. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let it be laid on the table for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHEr- 
MAN] consent to that arrangement ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WALLACE. I rise to a privileged question, and offer a resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. CONKLING. I rise to a question of order, and obtaining leave 
to address the Chair, I will state that I do not consent to that arrange- 
ment. If the petition is received and laid on the table it is received, 
I suggest to my friend from Ohio farthest from me, [Mr. THURMAN, ] 

Mr. THURMAN. Then let the question of reception be laid on the 
table. 

Mr. CONKLING. To that I have no objection ; but I object to the 
petition being received by consent and laid on the table, for I think 
that concludes the Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN, Although I dare say I shall be in favor of this 
petition itself, I ask that the question of reception be laid on the 
table. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is well enough. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senate consent to that arrange- 
ment? The Chair understands that there is noobjection to the question 
of reception lying on the table for the present. It is so ordered. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I wish to report to the Senate that the committee 
clothed with authority to wait upon the President and to inform him 
that a quorum of this body had now convened and was ready to re- 
ceive any communication he might be pleased to make have per- 
formed that duty and the President said he would probably desire to 
communicate executively with us to-morrow. 


SENATOR FROM MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. WALLACE. I rise to a question of privilege and offer the fol- 
lowing resolution : 


Resolved, That the credentials of L. Q.C. Lamar, Senator-elect from the State of 
Mississippi, be taken from the table, and that he be sworn. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

se refused to adjourn there being on a division; ayes 14, 

nays ob, 
_ Mr. BLAINE. I hope the Senate will not adjourn when a motion 
is pending to swear in a Senator whose credentials are entirely rog- 
ular, against whom there is no contest. If there be anything at all 
affecting his election, it is something for labored investigation in the 
Senate; [oe upon which prima facie we have no possible power 
to pass. This is the case of a Senator who has just the same right 
to be sworn in now as I had yesterday, and therefore I cordially sec- 
ond the resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SPENCER. I call for the reading of the report made during 
the last Congress on the Mississippi case. [“O,no!”] I think it is 
ma germane to this subject, and I call for the reading of that re- 

Mr. THURMAN. About how long would that take? 

Mr. SPENCER. I do not know how long. It is the report made 
ny the late Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Boutwell] from a se- 
ect committee appointed to investigate affairs in Mississippi, and 
engoctaey the election of 1875. 

Mr. WALLACE. I rise to a point of order, that the matter is not 
pertinent to the issue before the Senate. The Senator may submit it 
as part of his remarks, but it is out of order that a paper of that kind 
should be Tene pending a resolution to which it has no reference. 

- THURMAN. I understand the Senator from Pennsvlvania to 
- © @ point of order, and I wish to say one word upon the question. 
“o matter what is contained in the report, nothing in it goes to the 
prima facie right of Mr. Lamar to a seat in this ‘body. It may be 














matter for the Committee on Privileges and Elections to consider 
after he has been sworn in, if objection is made to his retaining his 
seat; but his credentials make a prima facie case entitling him to a 
seat here, and there is not one word in all that voluminous report 
which touches the question at all. It may go to his right to retain 
his seat, but his credentials make a prima facie case. He was elected 
by the acknowledged Legislature of his State; he is certified pursu- 
ant to her laws and to the act of Congress; and, as the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. BLAINr] has truly said, he has as much right to be sworn 
as had any Senator who was sworn in yesterday. Then, if there is 
matter to oust him from his seat, that will be a subject for considera- 
tion by the Committee on Privileges and Elections. I therefore agree 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WALLACE, } that it is out 
of order to call on us to sit here for an or two hours to listen to that 
report. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will ask the Secretary to read 
the fifteenth rule of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

15. When the reading of a paper is called for, and the same is objected to by any 
Senator, it shall be determined by a vote of the Senate, and without debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the report specified by the Senator 
from Alabama be read? 

The VICE PRESIDENT put the question, and declared that the 
noes evidently prevailed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the resolution sub- 
initted by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SPENCER. I call for the yeas and nays upon the question 
whether the report shall be read. It is a very unheard-of proposition 
embodied in the resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania. The 
government of the State of Mississippi is a usurpation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question of the reading of the paper 
is not debatable. The Senator from Alabama calls for the yeas and 
nays on that question. 

e Mr. GORDON. The question has already been decided by the 
hair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Those in favor of taking by yeas and 
nays the question whether the report specified by the Senator from 
Alabama shal! be read will say “ay,” [putting the question ;] con- 
trary “no.” Evidently one-fifth of the Senate present have not voted 
to sustain the call. 

Mr. SARGENT. I think the ordinary way in the Senate is to re- 
quire a show of hands, or for Senators sustaining the call for the yeas 
and nays to rise. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thanks the Senator from 
California, as he will any Senator, for a suggestion as to the practice 
of the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I cannot see any good reason why 
there should be delay in swearing in the Senator from Mississippi. 
He comes here with his certificate signed by a man whom every de- 
partment of this Government has recognized as the acting governor 
of Mississippi. There is no claim even that there is any other per- 
son entitled to act as governor of Mississippi at this time. The Sen- 
ator-elect bears his certificate like that which entitled the electors of 
that State to cast their vote for President of the United States. I 
think it was the same governor, recognized by both branches of Con- 
gress, who certified to the electors. If any faith is hereafter to be 
given to the certificate which a Senator brings here from the gov- 
ernor of his State in conformity, in form, to the law of his State, such 
force must be given to this. 

It seems to me to be trifling with a serious question to be interpos- 
ing delays in such a case. It is a matter which the Senate would do 
well to look at very carefully before they conclude that when a man 
presents himself here with all the title that it is possible for a man 
to bring upon paper he should be excluded, not because of any ineli- 

ibility of his to hold the seat, but upon the question whether he has 

n elected or not. That seems to me to be a matter which should 
be referred to a committee, and should be heard in the preper manner, 
and decided after we give effect to the certificate. Of what possible 
service can the certificate which any one of us brings here be to any 
of us or to the Senate unless it have the very force of admitting the 
man holding it to a seat pending the question whether he is entitled 
in fact to hold that monk Otherwise he might and all of us might 
stand at the threshold, and one-third of the Senate, at the commence- 
ment of each two years, would be required to stand at the threshold 
while the other two-thirds passed upon the question finally whether 
they were actually elected or not. The distinction to be mado 
between one certificate and another oe ge upon the certificate 
itself, and not upon the question behind that certificate, whether the 
mah was properly elected or not. It goes to the question whether 
one-third of the Senate, once in two years, shall stand outside while 
the other two-thirds pass finally upon their right to the seats to which 
they have been elected. 

r. MORTON. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio | Mr. THur- 
MAN] this morning lays down a doctrine about which there should 
be no controversy, as he says. It is very distinctly within “y recol- 
lection that the distinguished Senator from Ohio stood precisely upon 
the other side of that doctrine not much more than a year ago in the 
case of Pinchback, who was certified by a governor recognized by 
every department of this Government. It was urged that he should 
not be admitted to his seat until after investigation took place as to 


































































































ae 

































































































































































































































































































































































6 


whether the Legislature which elected him was a lawful body or not. | 


I remember distinctly that every distinguished gentleman on this 


side of the Chamber affirmed the proposition that his certificate gave 


him no title to the seat and the right to have the investigation after 
ward instead of before. If it were admitted that the present gov- 
ernor of Mississippi is the lawful governor of that State, (of which I 
say nothing now,) still any question thatinight be raised as to whether 
the Legislature that elected Mr. Lamar was the lawful Legislature of 
Mississippi may be investigated before he takes his seat, according to 
the doctrine laid down in regard to Pinchback and upon which he 
was rejected by the united democratic vote of this body with a few 
Republicans entertaining the same opinion. So far as I enunciated 
any doctrines upon that occasion I am not prepared to retract them ; 
I have not changed my mind; but I beg leave to remind Senators 
that this is an exceedingly sudden revolution upon the part of the 
Senator from Ohio. 

So far as these objections are concerned, it seems to me it would 
be right (without saying now anything at all upon the merits or what 
may be my action) to take these States in the order in which they 
have been named. The Senator-elect from Louisiana is certified 
here by the recognized governor of that State, recognized by every 
department of this Government, and indisputably the governor of 
the State of Louisiana when he made that certificate. Gentlemen 
have interposed an objection and have stopped him. Upon the very 
ground upon which they propose to stop him the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Srencer] would have aright to oppose an objection in the 
case of Mississippi; whether it is well founded or not 1s another 
question; but [ am speaking of the principle involved. It seems to 
me it is one doctrine in one case and it is another doctrine in another 
case. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I should be very sorry to believe 
that the faculties of the Senator from Indianaare failing, but I must 
say that one of them has exhibited a weakness this morning in the 
remarks that he has jast made which might give concern to his 
friends—the faculty of memory. When the Senator from Indiana 
says that there is any inconsistency in the position I took in the few 
remarks that I made to-day and my position in regard to Pinchback’s 
case, he utterly forgets that twice I corrected that misapprehension 
of his when Pinchback’s case was under consideration, and that the 
late Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Carpenter] corrected him as well 
as I did, 

Sir, L said in the Goldthwaite case, I said in the Pinchback case, I 
say now, that where aman has been elected by that body which is 
confessedly the Legislature of the State to a seat in this Senate, and 
brings with him the credentials which the law prescribes, there is not 
in the whole history of this Government a single instance in which 
he has not been allowed on that prima facie case to take his seat. But 
mark the two elements: first, that he has been elected by a body that 
is the Legislature, and not by amob ; and secondly, that he brings the 
proper credentials. The defect in Pinchback’s case was that, accord- 
ing to the testimony taken before the very committee of which the 
Senator from Indiana is chairman, according to the very report 
made by that committee, made with not a single dissenting voice ex- 
cept his own, that body which elected Pinchback was not the Legis- 
lature of Louisiana; and it was upon that ground, and that ground 
alone, that we held, having the facts before us, having the facts found 
by our committee and spread out before us, that his credentials did 
not make a prima facie case. 

Now, sir, there is no such case here. Nobody doubts that the body 
that elected Mr. Lamar was the Legislature of Mississippi; nobody 
can donbt that at all in a legal point of view; and that being the 
case, and he coming here with the proper credentials, I say again that 
he stands as every other Senator stands who has been saorn into this 
body and that there is not in the whole history of the Senate one sin- 
gle instance in which it has been refused to allow the man thus pre- 
senting himself to be sworn in. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio is pleased to 
talk about failing faculties. My faculties would have failed sadly if 
I did not remember that the Senator from Ohio stood upon precisely 
tho reverse ground from what he does now in the Pinchback case. In 
this case the claimant was certified by the governor, indisputably 
recognized as such by every department of the Government; he was 
elected by a Legislature which was the only Legislature in Louisiana, 
which had enacted hundreds of statutes, had been recognized by the 
different departments of this Government in other respects as the 
Legislature, had been recognized by the supreme court of the State, 
had been the Legislature for the State for years. And, sir, the pres- 
ent Legislature, if they have one, the Legislature of last year, was a 
lineal descendant of that body. 

But the Senator says the election must be by a Legislature confess- 
edly legal. Confessed by whom? Confessed by everybody or de- 
nied by a party? No, sir; a Legislature recognized by the proper 
au‘ horities as the legal Legislature is all that is required. It does not 
need to be confessed by everybody, by the Senator from Ohio, in order 
to make italawful Legislature. That sort of doctrine will not prevail. 

But the Senator says that in that case Pinchback was not elected 
by the Legislature of Louisiana, as was shown by a report made by a 
committee of this body. Perhaps the report that the Senator from 
Alabama wants to have read might show, if we hear it, that the 
Legislature that chose Mr. Lamar was not a lawful Legislature. Lf 
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mere reports can establish facts and make a Legislature lawful or 
unlawful, it might be of great interest to hear the report which the 
Senator from Alabama proposes to have read. 

Without giving any opinion in regard to what should be done, | 
want to say that from my knowledge of what took place in Mis. 
sissippi in 1875 it presented a field of carnage; that that election 
was afraud from beginning to end, the most monstrous fraud that 
was ever practiced in this country, in any State, or by any party. [ft 
was a shameless outrage from beginning to end, without mitigation 
or excuse ; and it is not in the ingenuity of man, itis not in the ability 
of man, to furnish an excuse or a palliation for the outrages in Missis- 
sippi in 1875. All that occurred in Louisiana was even small and 
trifling compared with it. Mississippi was an armed camp throngh- 
out the campaign in 1875, and a republican majority known to be not 
less than 30,000 was overcome by violence and intimidation. Sir, 
republican majority as indisputable as that in the State of Maine or 
in the State ot Vermont was overcome by violence, by every species 
of intimidation, of unlawful pressure and outrage that the ingenuity 
of man could devise. The cases are different, simply because the 
case is reversed, That isall. It is not Pinchback now, a republican 
applicant, but it is Mr. Lamar, a democratic applicant. Mr. Pinch- 
back came witha certificate from a governor who I believe was 
elected by the people of Louisiana, but whether he had been or not 
he was recognized by every department whose recognition was re 
quired, elected by a Legislature that was the only Legislature of the 
State, and which had been recognized by every department of the 
State government. The title of that Legislature in point of morals 
and in point of fact was infinitely higher than the title of the Leg- 
islature of Mississipppi chosen in 1875. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I have been in the Senate just long 
enough to notice how unpleasant it is to have a record ; and, there- 
fore, if Iam to have Jength of days here as the honorable Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN ]} has, I want to be very careful as to what 
record I make. I am very glad, if he will permit me to say it with- 
out any intentional offense, that he is changing his record from the 
Pinchback case. I think Pinchback ought to have been admitted; 
I think he had precisely the same right to be admitted that Mr. 
Lamar has to-day. I beg my friend from Indiana that, just at the 
moment when the Senator from Ohio is getting right, he will not yet 
wrong. They both came here with credentials as absolute as the Sena- 
torfrom Indiana or any other Senator on this floor presented. Possibly 
all that is in the report that the Senator from Alabama desires to have 
read may be true. Possibly a great deal more may be true than the 
Senator from Indiana has said. All that is matter for investigation. 
It may amount to enough to unseat the Senator from Mississippi ; 
but that is for subsequent investigation. 

We are to determine here now whether the Senate of the United 
States will say that a Senator who has no contestant, by a ~— and 
undisputed Legislature, his credentials bearing the broad seal of the 
State and signed by the undoubted governor of the State, shall be 
stopped on the threshold for an investigation. Itis a dangerous thing 
to do, Mr. President ; it is a dangerous thing for any legislative body 
to do; and for one I propose to have a clean record on this question. 
I have seen what might be called a little of the Sangrado politics in 
the Congress of the United States—of course I do not refer to the 
Senate—that where blood-letting and warm water were resorte«| to 
they must be kept up evenif it kills the patient. I do not propose to 
adopt the recipe. Let us treat northern States and southern States 
and western States and all States alike on this question. Let tho 
broad seal and the certificate of the executive be at once the creden- 
tial, no matter what may be the politics or the personal character of 
the person who presents himself, although in that case, lest the remark 
might be misunderstood, it gives me pleasure to speak of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi now under consideration as one whom I am al- 
ways happy to meetin any body. 

Mr. MORTON. Ishould like toask the Senator this question, what 
objection he has, under the Views he has given, to having Mr. Kellogg 
sworn in? 

Mr. BLAINE. I am going, as soon as this is disposed of, to present 
a resolution — 

Mr. MORTON. 
made. 

Mr. BLAINE. I havea resolution written that I will present when 
this case is off to have Mr. Kellogg sworn. That will tell what I 
think of it. ; 

Mr. MORTON. I want to say one word to my friend from Maine. 
So far as my record is concerned, 1 propose to take eare of that. Ile 
will perhaps have quite enough to do to take care of his own. I was 
calling attention not to any new position I have taken, for I do not 
intend to change my views because there is a change of case, but I 
was callingattention to the extraordinary revolution that I witnessed 
on the floor of the Senate this morning in the views of others. My 
own opinion is that these cases onght to be taken in the order in 
which they are called, that Lonisiana should be taken up first and 
let the others follow as they were called. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I am never very much troubled about 
my record. That can take care of itself. I voted against the admis- 
sion of Mr. Pinchback toa seat here upon the certificate which he pre- 
sented. I believed then I was voting right, and I believe now that I 
was then voting right. If such a certificate as was given to him un- 
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der the same circumstances should he presented here, I should so vote 
again. To-day, while I vote to admit Mr. Lamar to his seat, I should 
vote against admitting Mr. Pinchback until it was settled between 
the certificate which he brought here and the certificate which a man 
standing by his side brought here, signed by another man claiming 
to be governor of Louisiana, up to that time with precisely the same 
title upon paper and upon recognition that Mr. Pinchback brought 
here. Upto the time that Pinckback’s certificate was signed by 
Kellogg, no department of the Government, neither branch of Con- 
gress, “had recognized cither the one or the other of those men as gov- 
comet of the State of Louisiana. They both claimed to be governor; 
they both claimed to have a Legislature behind them ; and neither 
of them had up to that time becn sanctioned by any judicial deter- 
mination in the State itself or here; neither had recognition by the 
Executive or by either branch, and so neither had any advantage 
over the other. I believe that Mr. Kellogg was the lawful governor 
subsequently to that day, and so I voted to recognize him as a gov- 
ernor; and from that time any certificate which he had given to any- 
body under the seal of the State presenting himself hero as elected a 
Senator would have been such a certificate as Mr. Lamar has. 

It is worth while to keep up the distinction. It was becanse I was 
compelled to recognize that fact that I said that Mr. Pinchback and 
the other man, whose name I do not now recall, one bringing a cer- 
tifieate from Mr. Kellogg and the other from Mr. McEnery, each of 
them claiming to be the governor of the State and each reciting that 
the lawful Legislature in conformity with the law of the State had 
chosen him a Senator, stood upon the same footing and neither had a 
prima facie case. I said that those two men, with propriety and with- 
out danger, and without trampling upon the rights of a State at all, 
might well stand at the door while the Senate should determine, so 
far as it was necessary for the admission of a Senator here, which of 
them was the rightful Legislature. The question which was the 
rightful Legislature assumed another form after that. When a dis- 
tinguished committee of the other branch went down to Louisiana and 
reported such facts as justified a very large majority of the House in 
recognizing Mr. Kellogg as the governor, then he stood in a position 
just where the governor of the State of Mississippi stands to-day upon 
the certificate that Mr. Lamar presents here at this door; and, there- 
fore, withont troubling myself about my record, while I voted one 
way upon Mr. Pinchback I vote the other way upon this man on the 
title that this man has presented here at the door. 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, I am opposed to the admission of 
Senator Lamar from the State of Mississippi upon the ground that 
the State government is a fraud and a usurpation. The Legislature 
vas as much of a mob as the Legislature of Louisiana, and I think 
much more of a mob. For the reasons on which I am opposed to the 
admission of the Senator from Mississippi, I desire to send the fol- 
lowing document to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have it read as part 
of my remarks. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report submitted by Mr. Bout- 
well from the select committee to inquire into alleged frauds in the 
recent election in Mississippi, on the 7th of August, 1876: 

‘The special committee appointed under a resolution of the Senate adopted on the 
3ist of March last, and instructed to inquire how far the rights of the people of 
Mississippi, guaranteed by the Constitution of the U nited States, and secured espe- 
cially by the fifteenth amendment, were violated by force, fraud, or intimidation at 
the election held in that State on the 2d of November, 1875, respectfully submit to 
tho Senate the testimony taken, with the conclusions of the committee thereon. 

The testimony will fully support the allegation that force, fraud, and intimida- 
tion were used generally and successfully ia the political canvass of 1875. 

But. before proceeding to a detailed statement of the facts and conclusions sus- 
tained and warranted by the proof, the committee think it proper to refer to the 
suggestions and excuses offered in justification of the outrages committed. 

t has been alleged that Governor Ames was an unfit person to hold the office to 
which he was elected in the year 1873; but, on the contrary, the committee find 
from the evidence as well as from general report in Mississippi that Governor Ames 
wes not only not amenable to any just charge affecting his personal integrity, his 
character as a public officer, or his ability for the duties of chief magistrate of that 
State, but that his fitness in all these particulars was sustained by the testimony of 
those who were not in accord with him aes, The committ*e refer especially 
to the testimony of Hon. J. A. P. Campbell, appointed by the existing government 
one of the judges of the supreme court of the State of Mississippi. 

The evidence submitted tends strongly to show, what cannot be denied, that thero 
were many persons in office in the State of Mississippi, especially in elective offices, 
in the several counties, who were either ieaepakie or dishonest; and there were 
a fow of the same character connected with the State government. The conduct 
of these persons, however, was not approved by the governor nor by the masses of 
the republican Lay 

Complaints and charges against a class of persons called “ carpet-baggers” are 
frequent in the depositions of witnesses opposed to the republican party in the 
State. It is to be admitted that a small number of the immigrants from other States 
misused the confidence of the black people, secured office, and betrayed the trusts 
contided tothem. But the number of such persons, compared to the whole num- 
ber of immigrants, was bi small ; and it is but just to say that the great majority 
are intelligent, upright, and brave men from the North, whoaro entirely incorruptt- 
ble, and who, in peril of their lives, are now struggling against serious odds to main- 
‘ain their political opinions and to secure a just adminis! ration of the government. 

It is alleged that during the last six or eight years the expenses of the State have 
been unnecessarily increased and that heavy taxes have been imposed for which no 
adequate retarn has been reccived by the people. Comparisons are made between 
the rate of taxation previous to the war and since the year 1870, and the conclusion 
is drawn that large sumsof money are extorted from the people and wasted, or 
through negligence and extravagance misapplied. 

It is undoubtedly true that taxes are higher in the State of Mississippi than they 
Were previous to 1¢60; but the rate of increase is far less than in some of the north- 
public aan where no serious complaints are made against the administration of 

rs. 

It is to be observed also that previous to the war taxes were not levied for the 
support of schools in Mississippi; indeed, there was no system of public instruc- 
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tidn; and that since the war school-houses hare been erected in all parts of the 
State for the education of the children of both races, and large sums of money 
have been expended annually for the maintenance of schools, including schools for 
training teachers. 

It is also true that previous to the war the taxes were imposed upon slaves and 
upon business, while since the war the taxes have been laid chiofly upon personal 
property and upon land. 

In 1873 the State expenses were $953,000; in 1874, $902,000 ; and in 1875 the ex- 

mses were only $615,000. The State debt, not including trust funds, is only 



































A tax of $1.60 upon each person will pay the public debt and meet the current 

expenses for ayear. (Testimony, page 8 ) 
ttorney-General Harris makes the following statement in regard to taxation for 
the period of twenty-six years. He says: 

“Take, for example, twenty years of democratic rule in Mississippi, and see what 
amount of money their own records show were expended, and they hold aninter- 
rupted sway, as we can best ascertain from the reports of the auditor and tfeasurer, 
made to biennial sessions of their Legislature. Take the twenty years from 1850 
to 1870 and compare it with six years of republican rule, from 1870 to 1875, inclu- 
sive, the following is shown: 


































































Expenditures: 
ives swubctneesccuntes ne ne $663, 536 55 
1851 Te FSU ven nd.icnésdnccngncndaun 1, 824, 161 75 
579 76 | scp ea dda 6,819,894 51 
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Total expenditures for twenty years évasubuccaveus +. .--25, 832, 646 44 
Now, take the republican administration for six years. Expenditures for— 
TED casceenccaes © ccccccccee $1, 061, 249 90 
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“ Total oxpenditures for six years, $5,957,525.78. 


“The twenty years of democratic administration show an annual average of 
$1,291,632 32. The six years of republican admiaistration show an annual average 
of $992,920.96. 

“This may be claimed to be nnfair, as it embraces four years of the war; but, for 
the sake of fairness, lot us strike out the four years of the war, or the amount ex- 
pended during those four years, 1861, 1862, 1863, and 1864, and add in licu thereof 
the amount expended in 1260, $663.536.55, and we have an expenditure of $12.194,- 
019 06, or an annual average of $699,200.95, as against $992,920.96. From this it 
would appear thot the repablican administration has been more expensive than tho 
democratic administration ; but there are several reasons for this: Before the war 
the taxes were paid in gold and silver, and everything much cheaper than since the 
war; and in January, 1870, when the republicans came into power, State warrants 
were worth about sixty or sixty-five cents on the dollar; the capitol and mansion 
were dilapidated ; the penitentiary and Innatic asylum were too small, and had to 
be entenied and — and all the improvements cost nearly two prices, because 
payments were made in warrants at their reduced value. And the judiciary sys- 
tem was rendered more expensive to the State by dispensing with the probate 
court, the expenses of which had been formerly paid by the counties ; this juris- 
diction was given to the chancery court, and the number of citizens had moréthan 
doubled, and all departments of State government rendered necessarily more ex- 
i. And again, the school system has been carried on at an exponse very 
argo, a thing that had never existed before the war. The expenditures for school 

narposes in the six years have been about $320,000 per annum. Let us add a few 
tems which have m necessary since the war, and for which no expenditures 
were ever made by the democracy, by way of annual averages, and it will be seen 
at a glance why it is that the expenditures have been larger than formerly : 
For school pur, 






























































































































































3, (a3 above) ...... shin chttihn peemet niki dtishdi-nelnnt $320, 000 
Probate-court business by the chancery court, (probates’ salaries by the 
counties,) (Code, 1857, page 423)...........-. 6+ ..--0 nes eagueiitinc ts teaetena Genteean 36, 700 
Average annual improvements on public buildings, about. ........... -.-- 100,000 
County record, &c., furnished, (destroyed during the war, and oxhausted, 
Jocccce cocccecccces cccccccecccesesos eccvese cecce Sooececevoccccosccece 2, 500 
FE FE SIRO FUE CINE oc crdi cccenentnieeccnseccccccccccs 469, 200 








“Taking this from the ona. $992,920.96, leaves $523,720.96. These were neors- 
sary Oxpenses, never incurred by a democratic administration. The only common. 
achool system in the State before the war seemed to be a well-organized system to 
squander the school fund of the State as rapidly as the samo was donated to the 
State by the Government, as the history of the fund will show. Take these items 
from the annual expenditures of the six years of republican administration, and 
the average is reduced per year to $523,720.96; thus showing the average annual 
expense of the republican administration to be, on the old basis of State expenses, 
actually $75,480 less than the average expenses under the democratic rule of twenty 
years, with leas than one-half of the citizens to be governed, and at « time when 
expenditures everywhere were largely in advance of former years, Many other 
items of extraordinary expenses have been incurred since January, 1870, not in- 
cluded in these statements. 

* This, I think, shows a fair statement of the expenditures for the last twenty- 
six years, twenty years of democratic rule and six years of republican rule. 

“The taxes have been increased and decreased for the varions State purposes, 
for the six years alluded to, as follows: 1870, 5 mills on the dollar; in 1871 it was 
4 mills; in 1872, 84 mills; in 1¢73 it was 124 mills; in 1874 it was 14 mills; in 1875 it 
was 7 In the last three years there was a school tax as follows; 1873 and 1874, a 
school tax of 4 mills, and for 1475, 2 mills. This is included in the above estimate, 
and the counties were restricted in their levies for county purposes as follows: By 
act of 1872 the counties were prohibited from levying a tax which, with the State 
and school tax added, shall exceed 25 mills on the Seiten, and in 1875 they were 
restricted to 2) mills on the dollar. 

“ It scems that the real complaint of the people of the State, as to the burden of 
taxation, grows outof the fact. that the taxablo property of the State is, in the main, 
unproductive; and to evade the tax the tax-payers, in giving their property to the 
assessor, place it far below its actual value, and continue year after year to reduce 
the taxable values of the ger. 

The statements made by Hon. G. E. Harris, attorney-general, Captain H. T. 
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sod Mr. E. Barksdale are referred to as presenting both sides of the case 
rnishing the best means at the command of the committee for a just judg 
taken tends to show that. those who participated in the means by 
election of 187 by the democratic party rely, for justifica 
upon the facts of maladministration, as set forth in the testimony submitted 
this t 


testimony 
which the S was carnred 
tion, 
with 
In the opini mof the committee, those errors and wrongs if admitted to the ex 
tent claimed, furnish no justification whatever for the outrages and crimes estab- 
lishe«t by the testimon 
It is also alleged 
ted durivg 


port 


in justification of the acts of intimidation, and of the crimes 
commit the « und at the election, that Governor Ames had organ 
ized, or attempted to organize, a force, termed the negro militia. At the time of 
the riot at Clinton, on the 4th of September, 1875, which re sulted in the death of at 
t thirty persons, there was no military organization in the State rhe sum of 
00 had fr en appropriated by the Ls gidature at its preceding s« ssion for the 
anivation and support of a military force; and the event at Clinton, in connec 
tion with the fact of disturbances in other portions of the State, led Governor Ames 
to attempt its organization. At the same time he issued the following proclama- 
ton 


CANVASS 


wus 


0 


o 


PROCLAMATION. 


STATE OF Mississivri, EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
5 


Jackson, September 7, 1878 

Whereas persons have formed themselves into military organizations in various 
parts of the State without sanction of law, an lauch organizations are moved to 
the support of cach other from point to point in counties and from one county to 
another without the approval or consent of the peace ofticers of such counties, and 
without the knowledge or authority of the State government; and 

Whereas such organizatio overthrown civil government in Yazoo County, 
it at defiance in Hinds ¢ and created distrust and fear in Warren and 
other counties, causing the loss of many lives and compelling many persons to flee 
from their homes ; and 

W hereas such action has already cansed great injury to the interests of the peo 
ple, and, if persisted in, will result in incalculable evil 

Now Adelbert Ames, governor of the State of Mississippi, do hereby 
make proclamation and command all persons belonging tosnch organizations to dis- 
band forthwith; and I hereby require all citizens to render obedience to and assist 
the peace oflicers of the various counties in the preservation of peace and order and 
the enforcement of the laws of the State 

In testimony whereof I hereunto eet my hand and caused the great seal of 
the State of Mississippi to be affixed, this the 7th day of September, A. D. 1875 

] ADELBERT AMES. 


t.. 8.) 


Rel ounty 


therefore, I 


by the governor 
James Hi. Secretary of State 


Some of the him were native-born white citizens who hed 
served in the late war on the side of the confederates, and he solicited and accepted 


reeraits from the white as well as from the black population. (See testimony of 
General Llarat, page #7.) 

Phis effort on the part of the governor 
ly the organ ai 
black militia; but, in fact, such oF 
shown by the testimony concerni: 


officers selected by 


it is now claimed, was the occasion seized 
d arming themselves, ostensibly to resist the 
ranization had been effected previously, as is 
r the Clinton riot, and in the end it became the 
means by which the colored inbabitants and the white republicans of tue State were 
overawed, intimidated, and deprived of their rights as citizens. (See testimony of 
lion. H. Swann, pages 307, 308; W. A. Montgomery, page. 546; and others. 

These organizations were the instruments alse by whic h numerous murders were 
committed upon persons who were then active, or who had been active, in the re- 
publican party 

Ly the terms of the peace conference entered into by General J. Z. George, the 
chairman of the democratic State committee, and Governor Ames, on the 13th of 
October, 1575, the attempt to organize the militia was abandoned, General George 
on his part agreeing to secure a peaceful election and the fall and free enjoyment 
of the elective franehise by every citizen. The stipulation on the part of the gov- 
ernor was faithtully kept, but the promise made by General George was system- 
atically disregarded by the democrats in the larger portion of the State. 

Phe outrages perpetrated by the white people in the canvass and on the day of 
election tind no justification whatever in the acts or the policy of Governor Ames 
concerning the State militia 

Phe effort on his part to organize the militia for the preservation of the public 
peace seems to the committee to have been not only lawful but proper, and the 
course of the democrats in organizing and arming themselves to resist the governor 
in bis efforts to preserve the public peace was unlawful, and the proceedings should 
have been suppressed by the State authorities if possible, and, in case of failure on 
their part, by the Government of the United States 

The constitution of the State provides that the militia shall consist of the able 
bodied male citizens between the age of eighteen years and the age of forty-five 
years, and the Legislature provided for its organization by an act passed at its 
first session in the year 1870. It was the duty of the governor to use the militia 
for the suppression of such riots as those of Vicksburgh and Clinton, and this with 


out regard to the question whether thé white or the black race wis most responsi 
ble therefor 


democrata for mye 


In the opinion of the committee the riot at Clinton was in harmony with the 
policy previously adopted by democrats in that vicinity, and designed to intimi 
date and ~~ ro the republican party. The testimony shows that the riot was in- 
augurated by a body of eight or tem young men from haymond, who acted, appar 
ontiy, under the advice of the Raymond Gazette, a democratic newspaper, edited 
by G. W. Harper, an aged and highly respected man, according to the testimony of 
Frank Johnston, W. A. Montgomery, (page 559,) and others f 
Che riot occurred September 4, and the Raymond Gazette, as early as June or 
July, gave this advice 

rhore ere those who think that the leaders of the radical party have carried 
this ayatem of fraud and falsehood just far enouch in Hinds County, and that the 
time has come when it should be stopped—peaceably if possible, forcibly if neces- 
sary. And to this end it is proposed that whenevera radical pow-wow is to be held, 
the nearest anti-radical clab appoint a committec of ten discreet, intelligent, and 
reputable citizens, fully identitiod with the interests of the ncighborhood and well 
known as men of veracity, to attend as representatives of the tax-payers of the neigh- 
borhood and county, and true friends of tie negroes assembled, and that whenever 
the radical speakers proceed to mislead the negroes, and open with falsehoods, and 
deceptions, aud misrepresentations, the committee atop them right then and there, 
and compel them to tell the truth or quit the stand.” 

Nor do these outrages find any excuse in the statement made repeatedly by wit- 
nesses, that the negroes were organizing or threatened or eonteneiages organizing 
themselves into military bands fer the destruction of the white race. The evidence 
shows conclusively that there were aot only no such organizations, but that the 
negroes were not armed generally ; that those who had arms were furnished with 
inferior and second-hand weapons, and that their leaders, both religious and polit- 
ical, had discountenanced a resort to force. Many rumors were current among the 
whites that the negroes were arming and massing in large bodies, but in all cases 
these ramors had no basis. 

In a sentence, it may be asserted that all the statements made that there was any 
justifiable cause for the recent proceedings iu Mississippi are without foundation. 
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On the other hand, it is to be said, speaking generally, that a controlling », 
and, as we think, a majority of the white democratic voters of the State ans aes 
gaged in a systematic effort to carry the clection, and this with a purpose to resort 
| to all means within their ee including on the part of some of them the murd . 
of prominent persons in the republican party, both black and white. 

There was a minority, how large the committee are unable to say, who were on 
posed to the outrages which by this report are proved to have taken place. This 
minority, however, is for the time overawed and as powerless to resist the con. 
of ovents as are the members of the republican party. Under more favora)|e ¢i, 
cumstances they may be able to co-operate with the friends of order and redecn 
the State from the control of the revolationary element. ' 

(1.) The committee find that the young men of the State, especially those w) 
reached manhood during the war or who have arrived at that condition since t 
war, constitute the nucleus and the main force of the dangerous element 

As far as the testimony taken by the committee throws any light upon the sy} 
ject it tends, however, to establish the fact that the democratic organizations both 
in the counties and in the State, encouraged the young men in their course, accepted 
| the political advantages of their conduct, and are in a large degree responsible { 
| the criminal results. 

(2.) There was a general disposition on the partof white employers tocompel the 
laborers to vote the democratic ticket. This disposition was made manifest }y 
newspaper articles, by the resolutions of conventions, and by the declarations of 
land-owners, planters, and farmers to the workmen whom they employed, and by 
the incorporation in contracts of a provision that they should be void in case thie 
negroes voted the republican ticket 

(3.) Democratic clubs were organized in all parts of the State, and the able 
bodied members were also organized generally into military companies and fy; 
nished with the best arms that could be procured in the country. The fact of their 
existence was no secret, although persons not in sympathy with the movement were 
excluded from membership. Indeed their object was more fully attained by public 
declarations of their organization in connection with the intention everywhere ex 
pressed, that it was their purpose to carry the election at all hazards 

In many places these organizations possessed one or more pieces of artillery, 
These pieces of artillery were carried over the counties and discharged upon the 
roads in the neighborhood of republican meetings and at meetings held by tho 
democrats. For many weeks before the election members of this military orgay 
ization traversed the various counties, menacing the voters and discharging their 
guns by night as wellas by day. This statement is sustained by the testimony of 
Captain W. A. Montgomery, Captain E. O. Sykes, J. D. Vertner, leading democrats 
in their respective counties, as well as by the testimony of a large number of trust- 
worthy ropublicans 

(4.) It appears from the testimony that, for some time previons to the election, 
it was impossible, in a large number of the counties, to hold republican meetings 
In the republican counties of Warren, Hinds, Lowndes, Monroe, Copiah, and 
Holmes meetings of the republicans were disturbed or broken up. and ail attempts 
to engage in public discussion were abandoned by the republicans many weeks \e- 
fore the election. 

(5.) The riots at Vicksburgh on the 5th of July and at Clinton on the 4th of Sep- 
tember were the results of a special purpose on the part of the democrats to break 
up the meetings of the republicans, to destroy the leaders, and to inaugurate an era 
of terror, not only in those counties, but throughout the State, which would deter 
republicans, and particularly the negroes, from organizing or attending mectings, 
and especially deter them from the free exercise of the right to vote on the day of 
the election, The results sought for were in a large degree attained. 

(6.) Following the riot at Clinton, thecountry for the next two days was scoured 
by detachments from these democratic military organizations over a circuit of 
many miles, and a large number of unoffending persons were killed. The number 
has never been ascertained correctly, but it may be estimated fairly as between 
thirty and fifty. 

Among the innocent victims of those days of horror and crime was Mr. William 
P. Haffa, a white man, a teacher by profession, a justice of the peace by the choice 
of his fellow-citizens, and a candidate for re-election upon the republican ticket. 
He was a residentof Philadelphia with his family until the year 1870, when he om- 
igrated to Mississippi for the purpose of planting. The story of his assassination 
as related by his wife is here given in full: 





or 


ASSASSINATION OF MR. HAFFA. 


WASHINGTON, D.C., July 7, 1476. 
Mrs. ALzina F. HaFFA sworn and examined. 


PERSONAL STATEMENT. 
By the CHAIRMAN: 


Question. Have you lived in Mississippi; and, if so, how long? 
Answer. Yes, sir; it will be seven years next February since I went there. 
Q. Where did yon live beforo that ? 
A. In Philadelphia, my native place. 
3 What was your husband's name ? 
A. William P. Haffa. 
Q. Did you go to Mississippi with him ? 
. Yea, sir. 
. He is not living now ? 
. No, sir. 
Will you state to the committee the time when he died and the circumstances 
of his death? 
A. Do you desire me to state anything previous to that ? 
Q. You can state just what took place in Mississippi that you think important. 
A. We were there about two months and a half or threo months — 
Q. When did you go there ? 
A. In February. 
Q. What year f 
A. Eighteen hundred and seventy ; seven years next February. Mr. Haffa went 
there for the purpose of raising cotton and corn. 
Q. Where did yon live? 
A. In Hinds County, third district. 


VISITED TO DEFINE HI8 POLITICS. 

Q. Near what town? 

A. I cannot tell you how many miles from Vicksburgh, T don’t remember ; but 
we lived within a few miles of Auburn, Mississippi ; I think it was two or three 
miles. After we had been living there about three months we were waited npon 
by the owners of the land, and they asked Mr. Haffa whether he was a friend to the 
white people or to the nigger, using a profane word. They called him outside and 
I followed him and stood at the door and heard what they said. 
owner, but Frank was. William Bush was the agent for his wife and did all the 


business connected with the estate, which belonged to his wife. Her name was 
| Mollie Bush. 


Do you know who these 


} »ple were f 
Frank and William Bush, the owners of the land. William Bush was not an 


Mr. Haffa said he was a friend to any one, be he black or white, that was de- 
serving of bis friendship. They then said to him, “ We understand that you are a 

| friend of the nigger,” using profane language; and they made some other remarks, 
I don't remember what ; but they went away,and a short timeafter that they came 
back and inquired for him. He was notin; he was out in the field. They went 
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, he was, and my little boy, who was out there, said that they used 
“ ene el ee toward Mr. Haffa, and that they threatened him. Hecame 
i. seer much excited from the field and said to me, “* Mamma, Iam afraid there will 


be difliculty here.” 


MR. HAFFA TEACHES SCHOOL. 


2 How long ago was it ? 
. I think it was three years ago last May, if my memory serves me right. The 
colored people waited on him and asked him if he would take their school to teach, 
about seven miles from there. He said he did not know whether he would or not. 
They asked him if he would take an office at the next election. Said they, ‘We 
are determined to have you somewhere, because we are afraid we are going to lose 
you. Weare very much afraid of that, and you have got to remain here with us."’ 
He always consulted me in every question ; said he, “ Mamma, what would you 
advise me todo?” Said I, ‘Do just as you think best. If you think it will be 
remunerative, perhaps you had better take the school.” He said he would give 
them an answer. So they came again, and he finally determined to take the school, 
and he taught the school up to the time he was assassinated. 






































ELECTED JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 


Then the colored people nominated him for squire—magistrate—and he received 
his appointment from Governor Alcorn, who was then overnor of Mississippi. 
That raised the indignation of the white le. They declared no northern man 
should come down there and rule them. 5o they sent up a number of petitions to 
have him removed. Governor Alcorn said there was — against him that he 
could find out, and unless there was something else against him than his birth he 
could not do enything. as long as it was the desire of the majority of the people, 

yo are olorec Ope. Fi 
. eo chee he fu filed his office for two years, and the first election came on and 
be was renominated for the same position, and he was elected by the people at that 
time. Then he had occasion to have some business with these people, the Bushes. 


MR. HAFFA LASHED. 


Was it private or public business? 
A. Lhave forgotten now; I cannot say. They came to the honse one Sat- 
urday afternoon; I don’t know what time it was, but anyhow they got the col- 
ored people all to leave the premises except one, an old colored woman ; she could 
not getaway. They came to the house and asked me if Mr. Haffa was in. I said, 
“Yes.” They said they wanted to see him. I went tothe door as usual—I always 
wept to the door when there was white people come around, for I was very much 
afraid of them myself. . . 
So they got him out by a tree a short distance off, and they had hitched their 
horses to that tree. I watched them, and they took a cowhide and commenced to 
lash him very freely with it. I ran out and grasped him around the waist. They 
said, ‘** We will show you what southern blood is.” Mr. Haffa never said a word. 
Isaid, “ Mr. Bush, you have a wife in heaven and a child also here; remember 
what your fate will be. Iam here among strangers.’ He says, ‘‘ Well, you have 
got no business to be down here among such anilliterate class ef people.” 


MRS. HAFFA INJURED. 


And, finally, I kept on, and I presume it lasted over an hour, pee 3 two hours ; 
and they kept on until they got up to the house, and then Frank Bush took hold of 
me and threw me violently against a sill in front of the door, and the effects of it I 
have never gotten over yet. was laid up in consequence of it for about a month. 
I was taken to Jackson, Mississippi. Senator Caldwell, of Mississippi, a colored 
man, paid my expenses there, which cost him $50. I was there for a month to be 
recuperated ; I was not able to be home at all; they had no hopes of me. 

In the mean time Mr. Haffa had gone to Jackson to make his bond for his posi- 
tion as magistrate for the second term. He was there for a few days and then 
went back and attended to his business, leaving me there. 


HER HUSBAND INSULTED—HER BOY FIRED AT. 


Then I went home, and there was nothing of any moment occurred for several 
months. Then Robinnett, a brother-in-law of these Bushes, met Mr. Haffa coming 
from the depot with my little boy, who was on a mule, wd Mr. Haffa wae on a 
horse. Robinnett came up to Mr. Haffa and took hold of his whiskers, and told 
him he wanted him to come down off his horse and he would have it out with him 
there. Mr. Haffa somehow got away from him and put spurs to his horse, and the 
horse ran, and then Robinnett fired at my little boy. 


WABNED OF IMPENDING DANGER. 


The school closed on Friday, and the public school was opened the following 
Monday and on Monday, the 6th of September—I have forgotten whether it was 
between two and three or three and four o'clock mm the morning—but my aflidavit 
that I made out in Jackson has the precise time, but I have forgotten now. There 
was a number of colored people waited on Mr. Haffa on the Sunday before. He at- 
tended their Sunday school, and always preached there Sunday for the colored peo- 
»le ; and he came back and they said to him, “ Squire, don't you feel afraid of your 
ife? Don’t you feel timid?” He said, “No, Lam nottimid.” They said that tho 
white people said they were going to destroy very many, and that they were not 
going to escape a limb, and that he was mentioned as one of them. Said he, “0, 
no; there is so much braggadocio about them, I don’t suppose they will harm me, 
age, after we have been living here so many years, and they have attempted it so 
often.’ 

A FEDERAL OFFICER APOLOGIZES FOR HIS NEGLECT OF DUTY. 


I neglected to say that when we were first struck, how he would take it to court 
anda gentleman that has a United States position, he came to bim and apologized 
for not doing his duty to him. I think he is now United States marshal. When 
we first went there he was sheriff, and the Bushes were wealthy, and he said, “ Mr. 
Haffa, it is no use for you to be butting yourself against the bricks while you have 
no money and the Bushes are wealthy, and you might as well drop the case right 
away, for you cant gain anything.” 

But Mr. Haffa laid his damages at $10,000. T heard Mr. Haffa say that himself ; 
and he got defeated out of it. Through Mr. Lake not sending the papers to the 
oor place at the circuit court our damages were all lost and we never got any- 
thing. 

When the election came around again Lake came to Mr. Haffa and apologized 
tohim. He said, “Iam very sorry for what has happened ; it was my fault that 
en did not reach their destination.” Says Mr. Haffa, “Isitso?” Says 
he, “ Yes.” 

. Do you remember Mr. Lake's first name? 
. No, sir. They told me that he had a position there when I was in Jackson. 


THE ASSASSINATION OF MR. HAFFA DESCRIBED. 


We were aroused by the barking of our dog furionsly on the morning of the 6th 

of September. I hallooed, ‘‘ Who is there?” and no answer. I repeated it, and there 
was noanswer. And then Mr. Haffa got up and said, ‘‘ Who is there?” They said 
“We will let you know who is there;” or “ You will know who is there,” or some- 
thing to that effect; and I said, “My God; they have the yard full of men.” [ 
presume there were from fifty to seventy-five men barrics lies the whole of the 
youse. And they had not only armed Ghemapeives with one or two weapons, but 
they had sq@pe of them half a dozen, because I could see them. They had them 
buckled arofind them, besides the musket that they carried. 

They tried to unfasten the door to get in, but we had a small crevice where we 
could insert our foot between the door and the sill, and I inserted my foot between 
the door and the sill and kept the door closed, and they could not getin. My daugh- 
ter assisted me also. Finding they could not get in they finally took one of the 
fence-rails and broke the door down and partof the furniture ; and we were halloo- 
ing all the time, ‘Murder! murder!” and no one came to our assistance. They 
could hear me halloo “ murder" for about two miles, as the neighbors told me after- 
ward. Finally, Mosely, the agent of the Singer sewing-machine, came up to me 
and choked me, and held a revolver close tomy head. Before he choked me I said, 
“Tam not afraid; if you will take me and spare my husband, that is all I ask.” 
And Mosely said to me, when I called his name several times, “ Sh—! sh—!"’ Ihad 
a nursing baby then, and it was lying on the bed, screaming. After I was choked 
so IL could not halloo any longer, my daughter came, and she left me and went over 
to her father ; and they broke a shutter off the window and fired at Mr. Hafla; and 
my little boy told me yesterday—I have him at boarding-school, at least at a house 
out in Germantown—he said that he would take oath any time that it was Jimmy 
Whitehead who fired one of the shots at Mr. Haffa ; and Sid. Whitehead, the owner 
of the land that we rented our land from, he had threatened Mr. Hatffa s life several 
times, which the children know of. 

They fired twice, and I went to him, and he asked me to take him to the bed ; so 
my daaghter and I assisted him to the bed; and—we had no light; it was utter 
darkness there—and says he to me, “ Mamma, I want water.” As soon as I could 
get a light I gave him water and laid him down, and ran out for assistance, and 
sent my little boy over to some colored people, and they came rushing over. 

Finally Sid. Whitehead came along and refused to let me have a physician; he 
said it was no use, that he would die anyhow. Mr. Haffa spoke as strongly as [ 
am speaking, and he asked for water, and that was all he asked for. He said, 
“Mamma, fam going to die,” and he asked God to have mercy on his soul, and he 
laid his head on my shoulder and expired. 


THE WIDOW FORCED TO DENY THAT SHE KNEW ONE OF THE ASSASSINS, 


Soon after the colored people had laid him away I said to Mr. Sid. Whitehouse, 
‘“* Mosely is the one that eon me; and he held a revolver at my head ;" and Sid. 
Whitehouse said, “ You kuow Mr. Mosely was not here.” I said, “ Yea, sir; he 
was ;” and he spoke out—that is Jimmy Whitehead—to say that I had to recall 
those words for the sake of my life. They made me recall it, and say it was not 
him. 


ATTEMPT AT ASSASSINATION. 


Owing to the excitement he could not get out any warrant to have the man ar- 
rested, and there was never anything done with on. So, repeatedly after that 
the Bushes made attempts at Mr. Haffa, and Mr. Haffa had always somebody with 
him wherever he went. He had to be guarded by the colored people. Even in go- 
ing to the stable, which was no farther than from here across the street, he was 
atraid of his life. One evening after he came home from the depot—he went there 
generally of a Saturday to get his mail—a son of a member of the board of super- 
visors—I think he was @ supervisor ; he was an officer anyhow; his name was 
Fatheree. Lalways answe the door if anybody calsed at night, and, in fact, in 
the day-time as well as night, for I thought I might do better than Mr. Haffa—he 
came to the door and says: “ Is Mr. Haffain?” SaysI, “ Yes, sir.” He says, ‘‘ I wish 
to see him on business.” I said, ‘ Won't you alight and walk in?” He said, “ No.” 
I went in and told Mr. Haffa, and I went out with a candle, and he says to me, 
* Mamma, you go in ; it is too cold for vo here, you will takecold.” The young man 
says to him, “Send your wife in; I want to talk about business, and it is not 
prudent for ladies to be present.” There was a colored woman, a school-teacher, 
there, standing by me. Mr. Haffa then spoke in a more emphatic manner than 
usual, for me to go in, and I went to turn around with the candle to go in when this 
colored woman just shook her head that way, [indicating,) and I said, “ I will not 
goin; and I turned, and at that moment saw a pistol aimed at Mr. Haffa. He had 
it cocked, but Mr. Haffa snatched it from his hand, and made him get down off his 
horse, and put him in the cotton-house and locked him up until next morning. In 
the ee he knocked at the door and prayed to be let out, and asked Mr. Haffa’s 
pardon, and said he did not intend anything. 

Mr. Haffa thought probably, on account of the feeling, that it would be better 
to be lenient than to use harsh means, though he had him in his power ; so he let 
him out; and said he, “ Squire, won't you give me my pistol?” It was a small Der- 
ringer pistol. Mr. Haffa said, “I don’t know that I will.” He said, “ Will you give 
it back to me, please? I will promise you I won't do any such thing as that again, 
and I'am very sorry for it, but I was put up to do it.” “Mr. Haffa said, “ Who put 
you up todo it?” and he would not say who it was; and he gave him back his pis- 
tol, and he went home. 

Two or three days after that his mother called on me—Mr. Haffa was absent at 
the time—and made an apology to me for the conduct of her son. Mr. Hatla says, 

We will think nothing about it; we will let it slide, as long as he made reparation 
for it. In that way probably I can overcome them by kindness.” 


MRS. HAFFA TEACHES SCHOOL AND ADVISES COLORED VOTERS. 


: shen he came on North here and remained a year, and left me there as teacher. 

a been teacher there ever since the public schools have been in vogue. The 
“ 2001-house was only twent or thirty yards from my house, and we held all our 
club meetings there, and in the absence of Mr. Haffa f attended to the business of 


the colored le ; : ; 7. : 
aan a was their secretary part of the time, and I did various other 


: During the election of McKee the colored le waited on me and asked me if 
Sn ld persnade them to vote for McKee. They left it all to me whether he was 
i e right kind of a man for them to have to represent them in Congress. I had 
seard Mr. Haffa speak very happily of Mr. McKee as well as several of his inti- 
mete friends at Jackson, one of whom, I think, was Captain Fisher; so I said to 
-, Vote for McKee ; vote the republican ticket straight through ; don’t allow 
aa ne to influence you against voting that ticket.” They had implicit confi- 
cnee in me from the fact of my being there so long; and they always consulted 
™ in every respect during Mr. Haffa’s absence. 
taught day echool and night-school up to the day of Mr. Haffa’s murder. He 


came back, I don't remember i ras i -—Apri 
or Sing, Guaeaiaee exactly what time, but I think it was in May—April 


PROFANE LANGUAGE—ABUSE OF NORTHERN PEOPLE—A COFFIN REFUSED. 

They came there together and set up the first night—Whitehead and two or threo 
other gentlemen—and they did nothing but use profane language all the time, and 
abuse the northern people. They said that they would show them that they were 
fully armed now and ready for war at any time, and that they could not rule over 
them and do as they pleased with them. 

They would not allow me to have a coffin for him at all. Colonel Griffin, formerly 
United States Senator here—so he told me—he came and said, “ Mrs. Haffa, I re- 
gret this very much.” Says he, “ I cannot got a coflin for you for they won't allow 
any travel through.” 

Jo you want to know anything abont the other men that were assassinated the 
same day? 


ASSASSINATION OF A FATHER AND SON. 
Q. If you know any others you may specify them. You have not yet given the 
date of the night when this took place ? 
A. This was the 6th of September, 1875. Well, after Mr. Haffa was gone, the 
colored people, who were very friendly toward us, all the colored people, they were 
there, and they said, “ Well, I would like to see any one come to my house and 
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kill me in as brutal a manner as thoy did the squire. We have lost our best 
friend The names of the people who said this were Stevens ; and his wife said, 

I mast go home.” He says to her, “ Yes, you better go home, for I will be the 
next one.’ Mr. Whitehead said, “ Dolph "—bis name was Adolph—“ you better 
be careful how you talk, or the men will be after you.” So about eleven o'clock 
these men came back to see if Mr. Haffa was gone, and they were looking like 
hungry wolves, the most flendish-looking men I ever saw. They said, “ Any col- 
ored weople accreted about your premises here?” Saya I, * No, sir. T bere was 
nobody in the house then but my children and Mr. Haffa. I said, ‘ ‘There is no- 
hody here, but you are privileged to come in and examine the pe and look 
up the chimney.” ‘Two of them alighted and came in and looke« around, and they 
sald that was all they wanted to know. 

They went over to these colored people's houses, and took the Stevenses, father 
and son, out, and stood them on a stump, and shot them and killed them instantly. 

Q. Did you know these people who came to your house the last time | 

A. No, sir; I could not know them. 

Q. Were they disguised in any way? 

\. No, sir; not the last time, they were not; the first time they were disguised. 
They did not give them any warning, any more than they did Mr. Haffa, when 
they camo in the house and took them out 

They said they had a large day's work on hand, and that they had to commence 
carly ; and during that day they perpetrated a numberof murders. They were | 
after Senator Caldwell, but I don't know whether they got bim at that me or 
not; I never found out. 

THE WIDOW ORDERED TO LEAVE. 


Mr. Whitehead then gave me ten days’ notice to leave; and so the colored people 
harbored me. Lcould not get away from thero, as no one came in and out of the 
depot, for they were afraid to go there. 

Mr Haffa was buried in a rude box, and just the colored people and my son went 
along. Le was just wrapped up in a sheet; they would not allow it in any other 
way. 

Mr. Whitehead said that Imust leave, that we were looked upon as spices here. 
The colored people harbored me until I got a conveyance totake me tothe depot. 
Finally, there was a man, an intimate friend of Mr. Hafla'’s came out, with three 
pistols belted around him, and said he would take us in. 

THE COLORED PEOPLE DISARMED, 


They disarmed all the colored people through the country there, took their arms 
from them, and would not allow them to have any ; and before I left for the depot 
they made the colored poople break up their clubs, and every one of them joined 
the democratic clubs ; they compelled thom to do so or their life, one or the other. 
Thoy were given ribbons, and I could sce them marching along to the democratic 
clubs at Auburn and Utica; they went to and fro. 

CAPTAIN MONTGOMERY GIVES HELP. 


We went to the depot, end there they sent for Captain Montgomery. I had no 
money, and I was obliged to leave everything; I had not even a change of cloth. 
ing; and Captain Montgomery raised me a purse of between thirty and forty dol- 
lara, and Ll went to Jackson. I had to make some purchases there for the children ; 
and after I got there I was taken into Mr. Wolf's — the superintendent of ed- 
ucation, and his family received me very kindly. He was an intimate friend of 


Mr. Haffa’s, and he said he would do all he conld for me; but he could not have me 
there at his house at all, because hia life would be in jeopardy ; but said that he 
would call on the governor, and that he would send his officials around to take my 
affidavit, and he would secrete me at the hotel and pay my board while I was there. 
This is the document that he drew up ——e peoer } 


And he went around among the republican members of the governfent, and he 
was chagrined at the republicans not doing more than they did. Governor Ames 
donated & and gave me a ticket half way to Cincinnati; and after I arrived at Cin- 
cinnati with my three children I had to beg my way on to Philadelphia. I was only 
a few hours at Mr. Wolf's house, and then was taken to the hotel there, 

Q. How many children have you! 

A. Lhave two; I have lost my baby. 

Q. What is your age? 

A. Thirty-eight 

The story of the marder of Square Hodge, a colored man, Sunday morning, Sep- 
tember 5, is thus told by his wife: 


ASSASSINATION OF BQUARE HODOR,. 


JACKSON, Missiseirrt, June 19, 1876. 
Ane Tlopor (colored) sworn and examined. 
By the CHAIRMAN; 
PERSONAL STATEMENT, 
Ilow old are you? 
Righteen years old. 
liave you been married! 
Yea, sir 
What is your husband's name? 
Square Hodge 
Where do you live now ? 
Eight miles below Raymond. 
Do you know anything about the Clinton riot last September ? 
I was not there. I know my husband came home ; he was there, 
. What day of the week was that! 
On Saturday. The riot was on Saturday. 
Did your husband come home to your place? 
A. Yes, sir; he came home Saturday night, in the night. 
. Waa he burif 
. He was shot in the arm. 
. Could he use his arm? 
. No, sir; he could not use it at all. 
Did he tell you how he got hurt? 
A. Only that he got shot. That is all he told me. 
. Did he stay at home that night! 
. Yea, air. 


Question 
Anewer 


2 
9 
A 
Q 
A 


He had it in a sling. 


WHITE PROPLE CAME FOR HIM, 
On Sunday morning what happened t 
Pho white people came there after him in the morning. 
Who were they? 
Henry Quick, Willy Locke, Bryan McDonald, John McDonald, George Allen 
John MeNeir, and Allen Grafton came. 7 
Q. Any more? 
A. No, sir; I did not know any more. Two or three, I didn't know them. 
Q. Did they have horses or come on foot ! 
A. All riding. 
Q. On horses ? 
A. Yea, sir 
. Did they have any guns? 
A. Yea, sir; guns and pistols 
They came to your house ? 
Yea, air. 
Q. Who was in the house besides yourself ? 


A. Me and my brother there and another brother. 
. Who is be? 
. John Jones. 
. Who else? 
. My other brother, Lewis, and brother William, and my mother and litt|s 
children. 
. How many children? 
A. Five of them. 
Q. Have you any children yourself 1 
A. Yea, sir; I havo two. 
. Did these men come in the house f 


. Allen Grafton and John McNeir came in. The rest staid around the house, 


THEY FIND HODGE 

. What was done? 

. They made my brother come out from under the bed—my brother John—and 
asked where Square was, and said, “Is he in the room?” and I did not tell, and 
said [ did not know, at first. Then he asked if they had been at the Clinton riot 
and I said that I did not know. Then ho said, “ If you don’t toll, will shoot your 
God damned brains out.” They made him come out from under the bed, and 
started to shoot under the house—mother put the children under tho house: sho 
was scared and put the children under the honse, and they gone round. There js 
two doors in the house. They had pistols pointed under the Foun, and I told them 
that nobody was under but tho children. Then they came into the house, but could 
not find Square, and they went out right where he was, and snatched off the weather. 
boards, only one in the room, and the other went outside the door and snatched the 
weather-board and turned back the bed, and made him come out. and called him a 
damned son of a bitch, and said he must come with them. Mr. Quick says, “[ 
told you this; if you had listened to me you would not have come to this,” and they 
told him to put his shoes on, and I got them and said I will put them on: and | 
had te put them on and could not tie them very well; and some one said, “ Let the 
God damned shocs be; he don't need any shoes.” 1 put my brother's coat on him 
aud they carricd him before them. ; 

. On the horse? 

A. No, sir; he walked before them away toward Raymond. 
Q. Now what happened? 


A. Nothing elso. 
9. What became of your husband ? 
A. They killed him. I never did find htm for a week, until the next Saturday. 
. Where did you find him? ; 
- Near about a mile and a half to the last bridge to Raymond, in the swamp. 
. Who found him? 
. A colored man who was running off, keeping out of the way of the rebs, too, 
and he come across the body, and went and got a spade and dug a hole and puta 
blaze on the trees all the way out, and then we got the news; and Mr. Quick he 


took and made a box for us, and he loaned us a wagon, and we went after him that 
Saturday. 


“THEY KILLED Hm.” 


THR BODY FOUND. 

. You found his body f 

. The buzzards had eat the entrails; but from the body down here [indicating] 
it was as nainral as ever. His shoes were tied just as I had tied them. The skull 
bone was on the outside of the grave, and this arm waa ont slightly and the other 
was off. Some we didn't find. We picked up the rings of the backbone. We got 
the pocket-book, and there was the Nhat hanging up, and this ring was put on the 
tree and the black onc was on the ground; this one. 


By Mr. Bayarp: 


Q. Did you ever take an oath before 4 
A. No, sir. 


. Do you know the meaning of taking an oath? 
. No, sir. 


, ~ you know what the consequences are of swearing falsely ? 
. No, sir. 
ASSASSINATION OF SENATOR CALDWELL. 


An equally horrid crime was the murder of Senator Caldwell and his brother, at 
Clinton, Christmas night. A history of the events of that evening is given by Mrs. 
Caldwell, which we here quote in her own words. 


Mrs. MARGARET ANN CALDWELL (colored) sworn and examined, 
By the CHarrMan: 


Question. What is your name? 

Answer. Margaret Ann Caldwell. 

. Where do you live? 

° In Clinton, Hinds County. 

az as Mr. Caldwell, formerly senator, your husband? 

+ Yes, sir. 

- What was his first namo4 

- Charles. 

Q. When did he die? 

A. Thursday night, in the Christmas. Him and his brother was killed. 

. You may state to the committee what you know of his death. 

. IL know when he left the house on the Thursday evening, in the Christmas, 
between dark and sundown. In the beginning of the day he was out on his fox- 
chase all day. The first commencement was an insult passed on his nephew, and 
he came out home. 

STORY OF HIS ASSASSINATION. 

. Who was that? 

. David Washington; he is in Washington City now. He is therein business; 
watchman in the Treasury Department now ; has beon ever since October, I think. 
So they picked a fuss; Waddy Rice in George Washington's blacksmith shop in 
Clinton. They commenced talking this way : I think David asked, ‘‘ How many 
did he kill on the day of the Moses Hill riot; who did he shoot?" David said that he 
did not know as he shot anybody ; said he dida’t know that he shot anybody. They 
told him, he said, *‘ he came there to kill the white people, and if he did, to do his 
work in the day, and not to be seeking their lives at night.” David came immediately 
back to my house. His unclo was at the fox-chase, I said, “ Don’t go out any more, 
Probably they are trying to get up a fuss here.” 

His uncle sent him down for something. He staid in the house until he came. 

That was about four o'clock in the evening, and some one had told about the 
fuss picked with his nephew, and he walked dowa town to see about it, I suppose. 
Tle was down town a half hour, and came back and cat his dinner, and just be- 
tween dark and sundown he goes back down town again. He went down town 
knocking about down there. I do not know what he was doing down there, until 
just nearly dusk, and a man, Madison Bell, a colored man, came and says, ‘ Mrs. 

‘aldwell, you had better go down and see about Mr. Caldwell, I think the white 
folks will kill him ; they are getting their guns and pistols, and you had better go 
and get your husband away from town.” 

I did not f° myself; I did not want to go myself, but went to Professor Bell and 
said would he go and got him. Mr. Bell went, and he never came back at all until 
he came back under arrest. 

I was af my room uniil just nearly dark. 
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They can find no cause; but some said they killed him becanso he carried the 
militia to Edwards’, and they meant to kill him for that. The time the guns were 
sent there he was captain under Governor Ames, and they said they killed him for 
that; for obeying Governor Ames. 

After the bodies were brought to my house Professor Hillman and Martin all 
staid until oneo’clock, and then at one o'clock the train came from Vicksbargh with 
the ‘“‘ Modocs.” They all marched up to my honse and went into where the twodead 
bodies laid, and they cursed thom, those dead bodies, there, and they danced and 
threw open the melodeon, and sung all their songs, and challenged the dead body to 
got up and meet them, anc they carried on there like a parcel of wild Indians over 
those dead bodies, these Vicksburgh Modocs. Just one or two colored folks wero 
sitting up in the room, and they carried on all that in my presence, danced and sun 
and done everything they could. Some said they even struck them; but I hear¢ 
them curse and challenge them to get up and fight. The Vicksburgh Modocs done 
that that night. Then they said they could not stay any longer. 

Then the day after that Judge Cabinisasked me was there anything he could do, 
and I told him, I said, “ Judge, you have already done too mach for me.” I told him 
he had murdered my husband, and I didn't want any of his friendship. Those were 
the words I told him the next day, and he swore he did not know me that time; but 
I saw Judge Cabinis with this crowd that killed my husband. TI saw him right in 
the midst, and then he made his excuse. He said he did everything he could for 
Charles, and that he was crazy. Well, they could not tell anything he had done, 

They said Aaron Page was shot during tho fuss. 

In the league that was held here in that town, that day my husband was buried, 
they all said that hedid not shoot him. They said that Aaron Page was shot acci- 
dentally; that my husband did not kill him. All started up from picking a fuss 
with his nephew. 

As for any other canse I never know; but only they intended to kill him becanse 
for carrying the militia to Edwards's; for obeying Governor Amos; and that waa 
all they had against him. 

THB MODOCS AFTER THE CLINTON RIOT. 


At the same time, when they had the Moses Hill riot, the day of the dinner in 
September, when they came over that day, they telegraphed for the Vicksburgh 
“Modocs" to come out, and they came out at dark, and when they did come, 
about fifty came ont to my house that night; and they were breaking the locks 
open on doors and trunks ; whenover they would find it closed they would break 
the locks. And they taken from the house what guns they could find, and plun- 
oon and robbed the house. The captain of the Vicksbugh ‘“ Modocs,”’ his name 
s Tinney. 

Q. What day was that? 

A. The day of the Moses Hill riot, in September. 


THREATS AGAINST MR. CALDWELL AFTER THR CLINTON RIOT. 

. When; the Clinton riot ? 

. The 4th day of September. They came ont, and Tinney staid there, and at 
daybreak they commenced to go, and he, among others, told me to tell my husband 
that the Clinton people sent for him to kill him, and he named them who they 
were to kill—all the leaders especially, and he says, “ Tell him when I saw him "— 
he was gone that night ; he fled to Jackson that evening with all the rest—" we aro 
going to kill him if it is two years, or one year, or six; no diflerence ; we are going 
to kill him anyhow. We have orders to kiil him, and we are going to do it, because 
he belongs to this republican party, and sticks up for these negroes.” Says he, 
“ We are going to have the South back in our own charge, and no man that sticks 
by the repnblican party, and any man that sticks by the republican party, and isa 
leader, he has got to dic.” He told me that ; and that “the southern people are going 
to have theSouth back to ourselves, and no damned northern soagie and no repub- 
lican party; and if your husband don’t join us he has got to Ke. Tell bim I said 
so.” I told him what he said. I did not know Tinney at the time; and when I saw 
my husband enter I told him, and he knew him from what I said, and he saw him 
afterward and told him what I said. He just said that he said it for devilment. 
They carried on there until the next morning, one crowd after another. I had two 
wounded men. I brought them off the Moses Hill battle-field, and these men treated 
me very cruelly, and threatened to kill them, but they did not happen to kill them. 


CLINTON RIOT. 


Next morning, before snn-up, they went to a house where there was an old black 
man, a feeble old man, named Bob Beasley, and they shot him all to pieces. And 
they went to Mr. Willis’s and took ont aman named Gamaliel Brown and shot 
him all to pieces. It was early in tho morning; and they goes out to Sam Jack- 
son's, president of the club, and they shot him all to pieces. He hadn't even time 
to put on his clothes. And they went out to Alfred Hastings; Alfred saw them 
coming. And this was before sun-up. 

. This morning after the Clinton riot ? 

. On the morning of the 5th; and they shot Alfred Hastings all to »ieces, an- 
other man named Ben. Jackson, and then they goes out and shoots one Gr two far- 
ther up on the Madison road ; I don't know exactly ; the name of one was Lewis 
Russell. He was shot, and Moses Hill. They were around that morning killing 
people before breakfast. Isaw a young man from Vicksburgh that I knew, ont 
asked him what it all meant. 

. Who was he ? 

. Dr. Hardesty’s son ; and I asked him what did it mean, their killing black 
people that day? He says, ‘‘ You all had a big dinner yesterday and paraded 
around with your drums and flags. That was impudence tothe white oonaie. You 
have noright to do it. You have got to leave those damned negroes ; leave them 
and como on to our side. You have got to join the democratic party. We are go- 
ing to kill all the negroes. The negro men shall not live.” And they don't live; 
for every man they found they killed that morning and did not allow any one to 
escape them, so he said. So he told me all they intended to do about the colored 

y Ye for having their dinner and parading there, and having their banners ; and 
ntended to kill the white a the same ; didn’t intend to leave any one 
alive they could catch; and they did try to get hold of them, and went down on 
Monday morning to kill the school-teacher down there, Haffa, but he escaped. Jo 
Stevens and his son, Albert Stevens, I believe, was his name—they just murdered 
them right on through. These people staid there at the store and plundered it, and 
talked that they intended to kill them until they got satisfaction for three white 
people that was killed in that battle here. I can show who was the first white man 
that started the riot ; and I can show you I have got his coat and panta, and I can 
show you how they shot him. They blamed all on my husband ; and I asked what 
they killed Sam for; asked Dr. Alexander. They said they killed him because they 
were afraid he would tell about killing his brother. They killed my husband for 
obeying Governor A mes’s order, and they cannot find anything he did. He didn't 
do anything to be killed for. Then they have got his pistols there and they won't } 
give them to me. I have asked I don’t know how many times. { 

The outrages were generally confined to the republican counties where it was 
necessary to overcome the republican majority by anlawful means; but in two or 
three counties, as Wilkinson and Issaquena, there was comparative peace at the 
clection and during the canvass. 

Captain William A. Montgomery, 1 leading democrat and a commander of five 
military companies, with the designation in rank of major of battalion, testified that 
in some of the counties there was no military organization ; that in those counties 
you killed acoward. Iwant you to remember it when I am gonc.”’ the democrats did not try to carry the election. This appears to have been true of 

Nelson told me that, and he said he never begged them, and that he never teld | the two counties named; but since the election, namely, in December and Maw 
them, but to see how a brave man could die. | 18%, great outrages, attended with violence and murder, have been perpetrated, 


te young, and the chapel bell rang. 
o feed —— it I beow the minute the bell tolled what it all meant. 

And the young men that lived right across the street, when the bell tolled they 
shed right ont ; they went through the door and some slid down the window an 
ewer they SPFANg ; some went over the fence. They all ran to the chapel and got 
— guns. There was one hundred and fifty 8 there to my own knowing; had 

pocn there since the riot, at the Baptist “— . They all got their guns. 

I went down town, and then all got ahead everywhere I went; and some of them 
wanted to know who I was, but hid my face as well as I could. I just said 
“woman,” and did not tell who I was. ’ 

As I cot to town I went to go into Mr. Chilton’s store and every store was closed 

nat that quick, forit was carly, about six o'clock. All the other stores were closed. 
ee was lit up by a big chandelier, and as T went over the lumber-yard I saw 
a dead man. I stambled over him, and I looked at him, but Idid not know who it 
was, aud 1 went into Chilton’s, and as I put my foot up on the store steps, standing 
as close may be a few feet, (everything was amped in it that day,) there was Judge 
Cobinis, who waa a particular friend of my bus nd; a particular friend to him. He 
w.s standing in the center with a pun with a blue strap, in the center of the jam; 
and as | went to go in they enseet me and threatened to hurt me, and “ make it 
damned hot for me,” and the judge among tho balance; but he said he didn't know 
mo afterward. And they allstood; nobody would let me go in; they all stood there 
eir guns, 
gp there was two dead men there, but I did not think it was my husband at 
ie. 
& ee right there, and as I stood they said to me, “If you don't go away the 
would make it very damned hot for me,” and I did not say anything, and walkec 
off. and walked right over the dead man. He was right in my path where I found 
the body. He was lying broadside on the street. I did not know who he was. I 
then stopped and tried to see who he was, and they were cursing at me to get out 
of the town—to get out. 

Then I went up, and there was Mrs. Bates across the street, my next-door neigh- 
bor. I seed her Nietle girl come up a | us and she said, “ Aunt Ann, did you sce 
my uncle here?” LI said, “Idid not. Isawa dead body on the street; I did not sce 
who he was.” She said, “ What in the worldis going on down town?” Says I, “I 
don’t know, only killing people there.” Says she, “* Aaron Bates’s hand is shot all 
to pieces, and Dr. Bangs is killed.” He was not killed, but was shot in the leg; 
nobody killed but my husband and brother. 

I went on over to the house, and went up stairs and back to my room and laid 
down a widow. 

After I bad been home I reckon three-quarters of an hour, nearly an hour, Par- 
son Neleon came up—Preacher Nelson--and ho called mo. I was away upstairs 
He called several times, and I heard him call each time. He called three or four 
times, and says, “Answer; don’t be afraid ; nobody will hurt you.” He says, “ Don't 
bo afraid ; answer me ;” and after I had made up my mind, I answered him what 
he wanted ; and he said, “‘ Il have come to tell you the news, and it is sad news to you. 
Nobody told me to come, but I come up to tell you.” I didu’t say anything. “Your 
husband is dead,” he said; ‘ he is killed, and your brother, too, Sam.” 

I never said anything fora good while. He told me ~~ would hurt me then ; 
and when I did speak, says I, ‘Mr. Nelson, why did they kill him? Le says, ‘I 
don’t know anything about it.” He just said those words: “I don't know anything 
about it.” He says after that, “ Have you any men folks about the place?” I says, 
“No.” He says, “ You sha'n't be hurt; don't beafraid of ns; you sha'n't be hurt.” 

I never said anything whatever. He went off. 

Sam's wife was there at the same timo with three little children. Of course it 
raise great excitement. 

After a length of time, Professor Hillman, of the institute, the young ladies’ 
school or college, he brought the bodies to the house; brought up my husband, him 
and Frank Martin. Professor Hillman and Mr. Nelson had charge of the dead 
bodies, and they brought them to the house; and when they brought them, they 
carried them in the bed-room, both of them, and put them there ; they seed to hav- 
ing them laid out, and fixed up and all that. 

Mtr Nelson said in m prenenee, I listened at him, ho said, “ A braver life never 
had one Charley Caldwell. He never saw a man diod with a manlier spirit 
in his life.” 

Iie told me he had bronght him out of the cellar. 

Yon see when they had shot Sam, his brother, it was him who was lying there on 
the street. They shot him right through his head, off of his horse, when he was 
coming in from the country, and ho fell on the street. He was the man I stambled 
over twice, I did not know who he was. When they shot him, they said that they 
shot him for tear he would go out of town and bring in other people and raise a 
fuss. He found out, I suppose, that they had his brother in the cellar, so ho just 
7 ae deal; he that was never known to shoot a gun or pistol in his life, never 
hhew now, 

Mr. Nelson said that Buck Cabell carried him into the cellar; persuaded him 
to go out and drink ; insisted upon his taking a drink with him, and him and Back 
Cabell never knowed ate against each other in his life; never bad no hard 
words. My husband told him no, he di@n't want any Christmas. He said, “ You 
must take a drink with me,” and entreated him, and said, ‘‘ You must take a drink.” 
Ile then took him by the arm and told him to drink for a Christmas treat ; that he 
must drink ; and carried him into Chilton’s cellar, and they jingled the glasses ; 
and at the tap of the glasses, and while each one held the glass, while they were 
taking the glassea, somebody shot him right through the back from the outside of 
the gate window, and he fell to the ground. 

As they struck their glasses, that was the signal to shoot. They had him inthe 
cellar and shot him right thore, and he fell oa the ground. 

When he first shot he called for Judge Cabinis and called for Mr. Chilton ; I don't 
know who else. They were all around, and nobody went to his relief ; all them 
men standing around with their guns. Nobody went to the cellar, and he called for 
Preacher N. , called for him, and Preacher Nelson said that when he went to 
the cellar-door he waa afraid to go in and called to him two or three times, “ Don't 
shoot me ;” and Charles said “ Come in,” he wouldn't hurt bim, “ and take him ont 
of the cellar;” that he wanted to dic in the open air, and did not want to die like a 
dog closed up. 

When they taken him out he was ina manner dead, just from that one shot; and 
they brings him out then, and he only asked one question, so Parson Nelson told 
pe take him home and let him see his wife before he died ; that he could not 

ive ong. 

It was only a few steps to my house. and they would not do it, and some said this. 

Nelson carried him to the middle of the street, and the men all hallooed, * We 
will save him while we've got him; dead men tell no tales.” Preacher Nelson told 
=o 80. ent is what they all cried, ‘* We'll save him while we got him ; dead men 

"| no ies.”" 

Whether he stood right there in the street while they riddled him with thirty or 
forty of their loads of course I do not know, but they shot him all that many times 
when he was in a manner dead. All thoso balls went in him. 

I understood that a young gentleman told that they shot him os he lay on the 
ground until they turned him over. Ho said so. I did not hesr him. 

Mr. Nelson said when he asked them to Ict him see me they told him no, and he 
then said, taking both sides of his coat and bringing them up this way so. he raid, 

Remember when you kill me you kill a gentleman and a brave man. Never say 





















































































































































































































































































































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 
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with the design of overawing the colored voters and preparing them 
victory in the coming election : 
if the Senate is directed to the testimony concerning the events in 
nty, which took place in the month of December last. A Colonel 
in the confederate service during the war, who at the time of the 
was officiating as a clergyman, took command of a body of armed and 
mounted men Su y morning, December 5, and traversed the country below Roll- 
ing Fork durin 16 day: and that night the men of his command took from their 
homes at least seven unoffending negroes and shot them in cold blood, Within the 
next two days fiveother leading negroes were summoned to Rolling Fork, and there 
compelled to sign a statement by which they became responsible for the good con- 
dnct of all the negroes in their vicinity, with the exception of fourteen, who, in fact 
by that stipulation, were made outlaws, and, as a consequence fled from their 
homes and their familics and abandoned their property. (This statement may be 
found in the testimony of W. D. Brown.) Reference is made to the testimony of 
W. D. Brown and William S. Farrish, both democrats and participators in the out- 
rages. althorgh they did not admit that they had personal knowledge of the killing 
of eitl of the seven men who were massacred on the night of the Sth of Decem 
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(7.) Thee find ially from the testimony of Captain Montgomery, 
supported by numerous facts stated by other witnesses, that the military organi- 

ition extended to most of the counties in the State where the republicans were in 
a majority, that it embraced a proportion not much less than one-half of all the 
and that in the respective counties the men could be summoned by 
signals given by firing can anvils; and that probably in less than a week 
the entire force of the State could be brought out under arms 

rhe committee find that in several of the counties the republican leaders 

were so overawed and intimidated, both white and black, that they were compelled 
to withdraw from the canvass those who had been nominated, and to substitate 
others who were named by the democratic leaders, and that finally they were com- 
pelled te vote for the ticket so nominated under threats that their lives would be 
taken if they did not do it. This was noticeably the case in Warren County, where 
the democratic nomination of one Flanigan for sheriff was ratified at the repub 
lican county convention, held in Vicksburg the members acting under threats that 
if it were not done they should not leave the building alive. Similar proceedings 
occurred in other counties 

(9.) The committee find that the candidates, in some instances, were compelled, 
by persecution or through fear of bodily harm, to withdraw their names from the 
ticket, and even to unite themselves ostensibly with the democratic party. J. W. 
Caradine, a colored candidate of Clay County, was compelled to withdraw his name 
from the republican ticket and to make speeches in behalf of the democratic can- 
didates and policy An extract from his testimony is herewith given, as follows : 

Chey told me that 1 would have to go round and make some speeches for them ; 
that I had risen up a great element or some kind of feeling in the colored men that 
they never could get out of them for the next ten years to come with the speeches 
I had made, and that I had to go around and make some speeches in behalf of them 
in some way, or else I might have some trouble. They told me if I would do that 
1 could demand some respect among them, and have no further trouble with them. 

Q. What did they say would be the consequence if you did not go with them and 
make speeches | 

A. They did not say if I did not do it what would be done, as I remember; but 
they came to my house and fotched a buggy for me, and told me I had to go with 
them to make speeches for them. And they said, * You know what has been said 
and what has been done; you have got to go along if you don't want any further 
trouble I then got in and went along with them, and they did not really appre- 
ciate my speeches at length; but I went along with them and made three speeches ; 


and they had some fault to find with my speeches at last, but I have never had any 
trouble with them since 
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rhe committee find that on the day of the election, at several eating fens, 
armed men assembled, sometimes not organized and in other cases organized ; that 
they controlled the elections, intimidated republican voters, and, in fine, deprived 
them of the opportunity to vote the republican ticket 

The most notable instance of this form of outrage occurred at Aberdeen, the 
shire town of the county of Monroe. At half past nine o'clock on the day of the 
election a cannon in charge of four or five cannoneers, and supported by ten or 
twelve men, a portion of the military company of that town, was trained upon the 
voting-place and kept in that position during the day, while the street was trav 
ersed by a body of mounted, armed men under the command of Captain E.O. Sykes, 
of Aberdeen. Captain Sykes testified that he did not know the men under his com- 
mand, but admitted finally that they were probably from Alabama, and that they 
had come there upon the suggestion or the request of a Mr. Johnson, who wasa 
member, as was sleet aptain Sykes, of the democratic committee of the county of 
Monroe 

Captain Sykes had also given orders that the ford-ways across the Tombigbee 
Kiver, over which negroes from the east side having a right to vote at Aberdeen 
must pass, should be guarded by squads from the military company under his com- 
mand 

During the night preceding the election the draw in the bridge crossing the river 
was turned, so that there was no passing from the east to the west of the Tombig- 
bee River during the early part of the day of election 

\s a matter of fact, the republican voters who had assembled abandoned the 
polls between ten and eleven o'clock in the forenoon, and Captain J. W. Lee, the 
sheriff of the county and a leading republican, a man who had served during the 
war in the confederate army, abandoned the polls and took refuge in the jail, of 
which he was the custodian 

Chis statement in regard to Monroe County is set forth in detail by Captain Lee, 
and it is corroborated in all essential parts by Captain Sykes, a democrat, and the 
principal actor in the events of the day. Similar outrages were perpetrated in 
Claiborne Copiah, and Clay Counties 

(11.) The gravity of these revolutionary proceedings is expressed in the single 
fact that the chairman of the republican State committee, General Warner, owes 
the preservation of his life on the day of the election to the intervention of General 
George, chairman of the democratic State committee, as appears from a dispatch 


sent by General George to Messrs. Campbell and Calhoun, and a reply thereto, both 
of which are here given 


Kemper Amite 


To CAMPBELL and CaLuouN, Canton, Mississippi : 
If Warner goes to Madison 

threugh now 

our hands 


see by all means that he is not hurt 


We are nearly 
and are sure to win 


I Don't let us have any trouble of that sort on 
lie will probably be at his store to-night. 

J. Z. GEORGE. 
aati . CANTON, 2, 1875. 
To General Groror 


Your telegram of last night saved A. Warner at Calhonn 
GART. A. JOHNSON, 


The circumstances of this affair are given in the testimony of Chase. 

The testimony of General Warner, t 
acconnt of his experience 
well founded, anc 
sonal safety 


© which attention is invited, gives a detailed 
showing that the fears of General Warner's friends wer« 


that the intervention of General George was essential to his per 


(t2.) The committee find in several cases, where intimidation and force did not 
result in securing a democratic victory, that fraud was resorted to in conducting 
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the election and in counting the votes. In Amite County, the legally appoint 
inspectors of election, to whom in Mississippi the duty is assigned of receiviy :' ane 
counting the ballots, were compelled by intimidation to resign on the morni; 
election, in order to secure a fraudulent return. The inspector so forced to peso, 
was a democrat, a man of established character for probity at his precinct—Rose 
Hill. 

“ When the voting began,” said General Hurst, an eye-witness, “ the democrat 
club drew up in line and demanded that Stranm should not act as one of th 
spectors of election. They said, ‘ We don't want you, not because you are dishones: 
but becanse you will not do what we want you to.’ He said, ‘If that is the eas 
I will go,’ and they gota man by the name of Wat Haynes and appointed him 
spector.” 

General Hurst, who was brigadier-general of the State militia in that co: 
thus explains what resulted : 

“When it was time to close the polls I asked one of the inspectors if he wants l 
a guard placed over the ballots, so that they would be unmolested while they were 
counting the votes. I thought that he was a very honest, high-minded man, [Io 
said, ‘Iam afraid to count these votes.’ He had been notified by this part, of 
Louisianians, and told what they were going to do with the box.” Wat Haynes 
when I told him I had concluded to place a guard around there that night. saia. 
‘Don't you do it; I want to manipulate that box to-night. 
thing.’” 

The party of Louisianians referred to were a company of outlaws, notorious in 
that district, whom the democrats had invited to come into that precinct, and who 
fired at a crowd of colored citizens when they were in line waiting to deposit their 
votes. About seventy of them were thus driven into the woods, 

Nor was this the only precinct at which armed invaders from adjoining States 
took conspicuous part in the election. It is testified to both by republicans and 
democrats that they came over from Alabama and helped to swell the democratic 
vote in the counties adjoining that State. 

In Amite County the republican sheriff, the superintendent of education, and 
other officers were driven into exile as soon as the polls were closed. Here the pr: 
text that the oflicers were obnoxious to the people, or that the negroes and northern 
men monopolized the offices, is refuted by the facts that both Parker and Redmond 
who were expelled, were offered the democratic nomination for sheriff; that the 
republican candidates for sheriff, circuit clerk, chancery clerk, treasurer, coroner, 
and three of the five supervisors were white men, leaving only the assessor and 
two supervisors to be colored, which, as Mr. Parker remarks, “as four-fifths of tho 
republican voters were black, was the best that we could do.” There were only 
three northern men on the republican ticket, and two of them had married southern 
women; all the others were natives of the State 

(13.) The evidence shows that the civil authorities have been unable to prevent 
the outrages set forth in this report or to punish the offenders. This is true not 
only of the courts of the State, but also of the district court of the United States, as 
appears from the report of the grand jury made at the term held in June last, when 
the evidence of the offenses committed at the November election and during the 
canvass was laid before that body. 

In support of this statement reference is made to the testimony of J. W. Tucker 
and to the letter written by him to Colonel Frazee, as well as to the report malo by 
the grand jury to Hon. R. A. Hill, judge of the district court for the northern dis. 
trict of Mississippi. (See document evidence, pp. 150, 151; tes. of H. P. Hurst Pp 
92.) 

(14.) The committee find that outrages of the nature set forth in this report were 
perpetrated in the counties of Alcorn, Amite, Chickasaw, Claiborne, Clay, Comah 

Je Soto, Grenada, Hinds, Holmes, Kemper, Lee, Lowndes, Madison, Marshall, Mon 
roe, Noxubee, Rankin, Scott, Warren, Washington, and Yazoo, and that the demo- 
cratic victory in the State was due to the outrages so perpetrated. 

(15.) The committee find that, if in the counties named t* ere had been a free 
election, republican candidates would have been chosen and the character of the 
Legislature so changed that there would have been sixty-six republicans to fifty 
democrats in the house and twenty-six republicans to eleven democrats in the sen 
ate; and that consequently the present Legislature of Mississippi is not a logal 
body, and that its acts are not entitled to recognition by the political department 
of the Government of the United States, although the President may, in his discre- 
tion, recognize it as a government de facto for the preservation of the public peace 

(16.) Your committee find that the resignation of Governor Ames was affected 
by a body of men calling themselves the Legislature of the State of Mississippi, 
by measures unauthorized by law, and that he is of right the governor of the State. 

(17) The evidence shows, further, that the State of Mississippi is at present un- 
der the control of political organizations composed largely of armed men whose 
common purpose is to deprive the negroes of the free exercise of the rights of suf- 
frage and to establish and maintain the supremacy of the white-line democracy, in 
violation alike of the constitution of their own State and of the Constitution of the 
United States. 

The events which the committed were called to investigate by the order of the 
Senate constitute one of the darkest chapters in American history. Mississippi 
was a leading State in the war of the rebellion and an early and persistent advo- 
cate of those fatal political heresies in wi®ch the rebellion had its origin. To her, 
in as large a degree as to any other State, may be charged justly tho direful eviis 
of the war ; and when the war was ended the white inhabitants resisted those meas- 
ures of equality which were cssential to local and general peace and prosperity. 
They refused to accept the negro as their equal politically, and for ten years they 
have seized every fresh opportunity for a fresh denial of his rights. At last they 
have regained supremacy in the State by acts of violence, frand, and murder, 
fraught with more than all the horrors of open war, without its honor, dignity, gen- 
erosity, or justice. 

By them the negro is not regarded as a citizen, and whenever he finds a friend 
and ally in his efforts to advance himself in political knowledge or intellectual cult- 
ure, that friend and ally, whether a native of the State or an immigrant from the 
North, is treated asa public enemy. The evil consequences of this policy touch 
= peony every branch of industry, and the movements of business in every 
channel. 

Mississippi, with its fertile soil, immense natural resources, and favorable com- 
mercial position, is in fact more completely excluded from the influence of the civ- 
ilization and capital of the more wealthy and advanced States of the Union than 
are the distant coasts of China and Japan. Men who possess capital are anxious 
to escape from a State in which freedom of opinion is not tolerated, whero active 
ea in public affairs is punished often with social ostracism, always with 

susiness losses, and not infrequently, a8 the record shows, with exile and the 
abandonment of property through fear of death. 

Consequently, oul s depreciate in value, the rewards of kbor become more and 
more uncertain, taxes more and more burdensome, the evils of general disorder are 
multiplied and intensified, and by an inevitable rule of social and public life, the 
evils themselves, reacting, increase the spirit of disorder. Unless this tendency 
can be arrested, every successive chapter in the annals of that State will be darker 
and bloodier than the preceding one. 

This tendency cannot be arrested by the unaided efforts of the peaceful, patriotic, 
and law-abiding citizens. There is a small body of native white persons, who, with 
heroic courage, are maintaining the principles of justice and equality. There is 
also a small body of men from the North, who, with equal courage, are endeavoring 
to save the State from anarchy and degradation. If left to themselves, the negroes 
would co-operate with these two classes. 


But arrayed against them all are a majority of the white people, who possess the 


inty, 


1 
We want to carry this 
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a 


lorger part of the property; eo gr yor pe ee a majority of both houses of the Legislature were duly elected, and 

ally, they possess property or not; : + race | they had the power under their constitution to determine the elec- 
; race who are their political allies ; who are habit- | ¢."~* sy . 7 

and with hatred upon the white men Mn tions and qualifications of their own members. It was their duty, 


ted to the use of arms in war and in peace; whoin former times were accustomed 7 
to the exclusive enjoyment of political power, and who now consider themselves | therefore, to unseat those who were illegally elected, if there were 
degraded by the elevation of the negro to the rank of equality in political affairs. | such. 

This case is not, to my mind, at all like the Louisiana case as pre- 


They have secured power by fraud and force, and, if left to themselves, they will 
sented upon the admission of Pinchback. There a committee of the 


by fraud and force retain it. Indeed, the memory of the bloody events of the cam - 

ioe of 1875, with the knowledge that their opponents can command, on’ the in- | “ c ; oi. 

pais Senate reported that neither party in Louisiana was legally elected, 
that neither governor was legally elected, that neither Legislature 


he presence of organized ies of armed men at every voting-place. will 

he ‘publican party from any general effort to regain the power wrested from 
was legally elected ; and it was precisely upon that ground that Mr. 
Pinchback was rejected by a majority of the Senate. If any one can 


them. These disorders exist also in the neighboring States, and the spiritand ideas 
see a striking resemblance between that case and this, he can see 


which give rise to the disorders are even more eneral, 
‘The power of the National Government will be invoked, and honor and duty will 

what I am unable to see. I see no objection whatever to the admis- 

sion of Mr. Lamar. 


alike require its exercise. The nation cannot witness with indifference the domin- 
jon of lawlessness and anarchy in a State, with theirincidentevils anda knowledge 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, the Senator from Michigan reads 

from the evidence of some witness to show that the Legislature of 


of the inevitable consequences. It owes a duty to the citizens of the United States 
residing in Missianton". and this duty it must perform. It has guaranteed to the 
Mississippi had been recognized by the supreme court of that State 
as a legal body, not by any decision that the court had directly 


State of Mississippi a republican form of government, and this guarantee must be 
made, but as an inference from the action of the chief-justice ; and 


made good, 
also that the different departments of the government had in one way 


[he measures necessary and possible in an exigency are three: | J 
1. Laws may be passed by Congress fer the protection of the rights of citizens 
or another-recognized substantially the legality of that Legislature. 
In Louisiana the supreme court, by half a dozen decisions, directly 


in the respective States. , 
2. States in anarchy, or wherein the affairs are controlled by bodies of armed men, 
recognized the legality of what was called the Kellogg government. 
They directly recognized in terms the legality of that Legislature ; 


should be denied representation in Congress. 
3. The constitutional guarantee of a republican form of government to every 
not only so, but every subordinate court, every department of the 
government, and every county government recognized the legality of 


State will require the United States, if these disorders increase or even continue, 

and all milder measures shall prove ineffectual, to remand the State to a territorial 
the Kellogg government and of the Kellogg legislature which elect- 
ed Mr. Pinchback. But the Senator says, to show the difference be- 


condition, and through a system of public education and kindred means of im- 

provement change the ideas of the inhabitants and reconstruct the government 
tween this case and the Louisiana case, that a committee of this body 
reported, after taking testimony, that the Legislature of Louisiana 


upon a republican 
Before the conclusion of the reading of the report, 
was not a legal body. It so happens that report was made by a ma- 
jority of the Committee on Privileges and Elections. I have a report 


Mr. GORDON. Will the Senator from Alabama consent that this 
report be incorporated in his remarks without being read and detain- 
here made upon Mississippi by a majority of a select committee. The 
committee in the Louisiana case reported upon a very imperfect ex- 


ing the Senate ? 2 
Mr. SPENCER. That report is not very long, and I am very anx- 
amination, bringing comparatively few witnesses from the State ; but 
the Senate sent a select committee to the State of Mississippi which 


jous that the Senate shall hear it. 
Mr. GORDON. It must be very apparent to the Senator from Ala- 
spent some six weeks there, examined a great number of witnesses, 
and took a vast body of evidence, which L holdin my hand. To show 


bama that nobody is listening to it. 
Mr. SPENCER. I am very sorry for that. I want the report read. 
I want the Senators to ‘have an opportunity to hear it by listening. 
Mr. GORDON. I suppose it is familiar to us all. 
Mr. SPENCER. It is not very long. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama insists on the y ly 
reading of the report. The Secretary will proceed with the reading. | that there is no difference and that the ground the Senator from 
The Secretary concluded the reading of the report as given above. Michigan places the difference on is absolutely wanting, I am going 
Mr. SPENCER. The evidence which accompanies this report | to read from the report of the committee : 
covers over eighteen hundred pages of closely printed matter and (14.) The committee find that outrages of the nature set forth in this report were 
fully corroborates every word of the report. I shall not ask that ved a in = ee aan — Cane, Cioran: Siew. Copieh, 
nit niall i sas s i . e Soto, Grenada ,Hinds, Holmes, Kemper, Lee, Lowndes, Madison, Marsha on- 
that evidence be read. My proposition is that a mob cannot Organize | roe, Noxubee, Rankin, Scott, Warren, Washington, and Yazoo, and that the dem- 
a State government sufficient to make out a prima Sacie case. That | ocratic victory in the State was due to the outrages so perpetrated, 
is all I have to say upon this subject. (15.) The committee find that if in the counties named there had been a free elec- 
Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, I rise not for the purpose of tion, republican candidates would have been chosen, and the character of the Leg 
aleis MW : c islature so changed that there would have been sixty-six republicans to fifty 
making * speech, but for the purpose of calling attention to some of democrats in the house, and twenty-six republicans to eleven democrats in the sen 
the evidence taken by the committee of the Senate sent to Mississippi | ate; and that consequently the present Logisietare of Mississippi is not a legal 
to investigate that election. I refer to the testimony of Mr. Thomas | body, and that its acts are not entitled to recognition by the political department of 
Walton, who was a chancellor of the State of Mississippi, @ professor the Government of the United States, although the President may, in his discretion, 
® 7 : : . . a recognize it as a government de facto for the preservation of the public peace. 
of law, and W ho has since been appointed district attorney for the (16.) Your committee find that the resignation of Governor Ames was effected by 
oie district of that State, which, I take it, is sufficient evidence of | a body of men calling themselves the Legislature of the State of Mississippi, by 
iis republicanism. I call attention to a small portion of that testi- | measures unauthorized by law, and that he is of right the governor of that State. 
The many outrages that have been perpetrated upon Louisiana in 
Congress, so long deprived of representation in this body, have been 
justified in every case as by the Senator from Michigan now, because 
of a report made simply by a majority of a committee upon a very im- 


mony: 
Question. * * * Has any question been raised in Mississippi about the legal- 
perfect examination, with but few witnesses; an examination which 
in point of labor and care did not at all compare with the examina- 


ity of that election ? 
That is, the election of 1875, upon the legality of which depends the 
tion made by the select committee that was sent to the State of Mis- 
sissippi. Here is the report of that committee, showing that but for 


election of Mr. Lamar to the Senate of the United States. He says: 
Well, sir, there has been a question as the legality of the election, a question as 
this murder and violence both branches of that Legislature would have 
been republican; showing that that Legislature, thus illegally cre- 


to whether this intimidation in the Stat@made the election illegal. 
. Has any department of the government in ee or any authority, State 
a 
ated by violence and frand, deposed the governor and the lieutenant- 
governor and put the president of the so-called senate inte the office 


or Federal, questioned the legality of the present Legislature ? 
A. I believe not, sir. That is to say, no authority, State or Federal, nor depart- 

of governor, who is now the acting governor of that State and signed 

these credentials. 


ment of the government in Mississippi has questioned the legality of the present 
Legislatare. There has been a popul r charge that it was a Legislature elected by 
vi 
Mr. MCDONALD. I desire my colleague to state that that is the 
report simply of a majority of the committee. Out of the five mem- 


intimidation; butthen, while they have questioned it unofficially, they have recog- 
nized the legality of the Legislature by their official intercourse with it. 
bers of the committee but three signed the report. The other two 
dissented from it in toto. 


Q. Mave not both the a and executive eutoonty of the State repeatedly 
Mr. MORTON. My friend is entirely right, and yet the report in 


recognized the legality of the Legislature elected in 1875 
A. The nee authority, the supreme court, may be considered as having recog- 
regard to Louisiana, which has been made the justification for all 
wrongs inflicted upon her, was but the report of a majority. There 


nized the legality of the Legislature in this way : two of the judges of the supreme 

court by turns—.he court consists of three judges—presided over the impeachment 

of Governor Ames. The chief-justice of the State first presided, and then in con- 

sequence of ill-health he resigned his position, and became only an associate jus- 
was a minority report in that case as there was in this case, and [ 
think the minority report in the case of Louisiana was based upon 
better grounds than the minority report in this case. I can say 
further, although perhaps I am not the person to say it, that the 


tice, and the person who was elected chief-justice in his poe took his position as presi- 

dent of the court of impeachment. The officers of the State generally reported to 
grounds taken in the minority report were afterward recognized and 
acted upon by nearly all the republican members of the Senate. 


the Legislature, and the ae of the State sent his message to the Legislature, 
«nd approved or vetoed its bills. I remember that I had a conversation with Gov- 
ernor Ames on that subject, in which comateng ves said about the legality of the 
Legislature. I recollect he made the remark, which impressed me as anthorizing 
his action in the matter, that the slature was a | body, because the number 
of republicans in the Legislature the number of democrats in the Legislature, 
who were peacefully elected, constituted a majority of each house, and thereby 
were entitled to decide the question of the right of the other members to their seats. 
He contended, however, thata good many of the members had been illegally elected. 

Mr. President, I bring this matter forward simply that this discus- 
sion shall not pass without this remarkable acrobatic performance 
being called to the attention of the public. Here is a complete revo- 
lution of position, a change of ground; and I think it ought not to 
— without having public attention called to it. It is somersault 
No. 1; and when we come to Louisiana I expect another somersault, 
a back one; this may be said to be forward; that will be back. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the resolution vf- 
fered by the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WaLLACE. } 




















































2 But that that was a question which there was a legal body there to determine ! 
. That there was a legal body there composed of republicans who had been 
elected without any improper influence, and democrats who were elected peacefully 
in sufficient numbers to constitute a majority of each house. Iremember his mak- 
ing that remark to me in January, shortly after the Legislature met. He did not 
give that as his reason for recognizing the Legislature in his official capacity ; but 
the two things coupled themselves together in my mind. 


It is quite evident from the report which the committee made to 
the Senate that this matter of intimidation and fraud applied to 
merely a portion of the State, and that in other portions of the State 
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Mr. SPENCER. Upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, as a member of the Senate I voted 
ayainst the admission of Mr. Pinchback. I believed then that I 
voted rightly. I believe so now; and I believe that now, in order 
to make my action consistent with my action then, I must vote 
azainst the admission of Mr. Lamar to this body upon the same 
grounds and for the same reasons, I believe that it is the right of 
the Senate and its duty, when any one presents himself here with 
credentials for admission, to examine, if there is question about it, into 
the legal existence of the government which he represents and of 
those officials whose names are signed to his credentials. I do not 
believe that at some future time a government founded solely upon 
usurpation and force which has crushed out by violence the legal 
government of a State and obtained possession of the insignia of power 
can send to this body a representative against whose admission in the 
first place this body and the members of it cannot protest. I believe 
it is our duty to examine into this matter, to ascertain if these charges 
be true, to ascertain whether this is a lawful government or whether 
it is a foul usurpation, based upon wrongs and cruelties such as a com- 
mittee of the Senate las reported to have been proved by a vast mass 
of testimony. 

It seems to me that these two cases are not unlike. It is said here 
that in the case of Louisiana there were two governments, each 
claiming to be legal. In this case an unlawful government has un- 
lawfully destroyed the legal government. It has annihilated it; it 
has crushed it; it has forced it from existence; and now can that 
unlawful government come here and say that, because it stands 
alone and stands alone by virtue of force, that gives its representa- 
tive the nght toa seat in this body? Ido not believe in that doc- 
trine, and I feel myself bound for one to vote in this case as I voted 
from the imperious sense of duty in the case of Mr. Pinchback. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, I have but jast come into the Cham- 
ber. 1 ask if there are on the files of the Senate any remonstrances, 
and, if sc, what they are, against the right of this claimant to a seat? 

Mr. SPENCER. The report of the committee sent to investigate 
the Mississippi election has just been read by the Secretary as part of 
my remarks. 

Mr. BLAINE, 

Mr. SPENCER. 

Mr. MORTON. 
committee read, 

Mr. HOWE. 


That was no part of this case. 
It has reference to this case especially. 
The Senator from Alabama had the report of the 


Is that report in the nature of a remonstrance? 

Mr. MORTON, It was read as part of the remarks of the Senator 
from Alabama. 

Mr. WALLACE. I believe, in answer tothe question of the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin, that there is neither remonstrance nor adverse 
claimant in this particular case. The report which was read was on 
an entirely different question and had no reference to the credentials 
on the table, and has nothing to do with the question before us. The 
gentleman is here unchallenged by remonstrance, or by adverse claim, 
or petition. 

Mr. HOWE. If nobody else condemns him, I do not know why I 
should. LT understand the credentials are in the usual form. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. So the Chair understands. 

Mr. HOWE. And that they come from the usual authorities? 

Mr. MORTON. As in the Pinchback case. 

Mr. HOWE. And 1 voted for the admission of Mr. Pinchback. 
I do not know how I can correct that error by voting against 
the admission of this claimant. I conceive it to have been an error, 
not my own error, but an error of the Senate, and I do not know how 
I can correct it by voting against tho admission of this claimant. I 
certainly think if the voice of Mississippi saysthat this man has been 
elected we ought to believe her, unless somebody disputes it. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. The question in this case is whether the voice 
that comes here is the voice of Mississippi. Into that I say we have 
the right to inquire. Nay, it is our bounden duty to make that in- 
quiry. What if there is no remonstrance here? The force and vio- 
lence charged there were so rigid and 80 stern, that the voice of re- 
monstrance may have been hushed. Through terror no one may dare 
to make remonstranee, I do not positively assert, Mr. President, that 
this is such acase. But at some future time such a case may arise. 
If the Senate now decides that when a government based upon force 
and violence used such means 80 effectually as to stifle remonstrance 
its representatives must be admitted here, I fear we may some time 
regret having adopted that theory. Whether any remonstrant comes 
here or not, it is the duty of the Senate to inquire if that voice which 
sends Mr. Lamar here is the real voice of Mississippi, or whether it 
is the voice of a government established there by force in violation 
of law, as is charged. I have not examined this testimon;. I do not 
know what it is; but the report of a committee of this body is 
prima facie evidence; and in view of that repost, I maintain that 
whether any remonstrance is made or not, it is the bounden duty of 
the Senate to first inquire whether the government behind the claim- 
ant is a lawful government or a usurpation. 

A usurpation should have no representative on this floor. In that 
raleonly is there safety. Establish the rule thata government founded 
ou force and violence can seize upon a State, and that when it has 
crushed all remonstranco and all opposition its representatives are 
entitled to seats in this Chamber without power on tho part of the 


Manrcn 6, 


Senate to nowt it, and we shall have asserted a doctrine fatal to 
American liberty. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, Iam unable to see any distinction 
in principle between the present case and that from Louisiana jy. 
volving the rejection of Mr. Pinchback. As I understand the question 
presented to the Senate, it is not whether the person presenting hin). 
self as a Senator from that State now has a perfect title to a seat jn 
this body, but only whether he has a prima facie title to it ; whether 
upon tke face of the papers as presented to the Senate they are regu- 
lar or not. The proper oflicer to give credentials to a Senator of the 
United States is the governor of the State seeking the representation, 
The governor's certificate, if it is regular in form and has attached to 
it the great seal of the State, is the prima facie evidence of his title, 
The moment you go behind that certificate to inquire whether there 
was a legal Legislature or not, to inquire whether there was fraud in 
the election of the Senator or not, you go behind the prima facie case, 
you then decide upon the question of the merits of the case and deter- 
mine the absolute title of the representative to a seat in this Chamber, 

In the case of Pinchback, the Senate of the United States did dis- 
regard the prima facie title. There can be no doubt whatever that 
Pinchback presented to the Senate a certificate from the governor of 
Louisiana entitling him to a seat upon this floor; the great seal of 
that State was attached to the certificate; and this Senate, every 
member upon the other side of the Chamber voting for it and a few 
upon this, determined that he should not be seated here. I conceived 
at that time, as I conceive now, that the rights of the State and of 
the person presenting himself as Senator were violated. That great 
violence was done in that case I never bad any doubt. Senators nay 
endeavor to distinguish between that case and this as they pleaso, 
the only question is the prima facie right, and the moment you go be- 
yond that certificate you pass upon the merits. Whether there was 
a Legislature behind the governor or not is a question which deter- 
mines the absolute right of the Senator. In voting for the admission 
of Mr. Lamar upon this certificate I determine nothing as to his ab- 
solute right to a seat in this Chamber. That is a subject for future 
investigation and for future determination. 

I think the Senator from New Hampshire who has addressed the 
Senate upon this question [Mr. WADLEIGU ] is consistent. Entertain- 
ing the views he does upon this question his action is right and the 
only consistent conclusion as it seems to me that a Senator occupying 
his position can come to. 

Participating in the report made by the committee investigating 
the affairs of Mississippi in 1875, I shall vote for the admission of 
Mr. Lamar at this time and upon this question without affecting my 
judgment or determination whatever upon the question when it shall 
be presented whether he was lawfully elected a Senator here and is 
entitled to his seat as a Senator permanently in this body. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to ask my friend from Minnesota if he 
agrees in that part of the report which sets forth that Mr. Ames is 
now the governor of that State? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The report does not state that Mr. Ames is the 
rovernor of that State, I beg leave to suggest to the Senator from 

assachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. I may be mistaken; but I will ask the Clerk to read 
that part of it to see what it does say. 

Mr. SPENCER. While that is being looked for I move to amend 
the resolution by striking out that portion of it which says that Mr. 
Lamar shall now be sworn and inserting—— 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Clerk send the report to me? 

Mr. SPENCER. And inserting in lieu thereof that the credentials 
be referred to the Committee on a and Elections. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts has tho 
floor. 

Mr. SPENCER. He will yield to me for that purpose, 

Mr. DAWES. I yield temporarily. 

Mr. SPENCER. My motion is to strike out that portion of the 
resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvauia and insert “ the creden- 
tials be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.” 

Mr. THURMAN. I rise to a question of order. I make the point 
of order that the amendment offered by the Senator from Alabama 
is out of order, there being no Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

Mr. SPENCER. The Senator from Ohio must have misunderstood 
my motion. My motion was that they be referred to the Committec 
on Privileges and Elections when appointed. Itis a well-known fact 
that to-morrow, or next day at farthest, there will be a Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. I think my motion is in order. , 

Mr. DAWES. I suppose the Senator from Minnesota will admit 
that at one time Governor Ames was the rightful governor of tlic 
State of Mississippi; that he was clothed with all the authority of 
its executive. Being so clothed, I understand the Senator from Min- 
nesota to agree in this statement: 

Your committee find that the resignation of Governor Ames was effected by a 
body of men calling themselves the Legislature of the State of Missisaippi, by 
measures unauthorized by law, and that he isof right the governor of that Siate. 


Mr. McMILLAN. That is that he is the de jure governor. There 
is an acting governor of Mississippi at present, one who has been 
recognized as the acting governor of that State in the counting of the 
electoral vote for President, one who has given his certilicate to Mr. 


Lamar of his election asSenator. That constitutes a prima facie case, 
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and one which the Senate will have to pass upon subsequently to the 
admission of Mr. Lamar upon his prima facie title. . 

Mr. DAWES. As the Senator from Minnesota and myself entirely 
agree upon our duty in this pending question, it is hardly worth while 
for me to trouble the Senator any more; but in undertaking to sup- 
port the resolution the Senator felt called upon to arraign the consist- 
eney of those who were unable to vote for the admission of Mr. 

Pinehback and at the same time are in favor of the admission of Mr. 
Lamar. Now, the state of facts which produced the certificate that 
is here before the Senate and all the facts that existed when this cer- 
tificate was made were these: Mr. Amee was the de jure, according to 
my friend, and the de facto governor of the State, He never resigned 
that office according to this statement, but a sort of form of resig- 
nation was forced out of him by an. unlawful body of men and an- 
other man was clothed with the form of office, unrecognized up 
to the time this certificate was given by anybody as governor except 
the body that made him such. J 

Now | submit that it is not necessary to arraign the consistency of 
those who, when there were two men claiming to be governor of 
Louisiana, and when they put their names to the certificates of two 
men as Senators from that State, each of them putting his name as 
governor of the State, each of them putting a seal, the one as much as 
the other purporting to be the seal of the State, and each of them here 
at the door of the Senate knocking with one band, and showing with 
the other a title in totidem verbis the same, held that neither had a title 
superior to the other. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question ? 
Was that the case at the time the vote rejecting Mr. Pinchback from 
a seat in the Senate was taken and determined ? 

Mr. DAWES. So I understand it, sir. I understand that certain 
proceedings in another body, and certain proceedings by the Execu- 
tive subsequent to the time when these men acting as governor and 
claiming to be governor had asserted this right, recognized one of 
them rather than the other as at the time the proceedings were in- 
stituted governor de facto, having no reference and no relation at all 
to who was governor de facto when the certificates were made ; but 
two years more or less after these two certificates were made by the 
two men occupying at that time precisely upon paper and upon claim 
the same ground, sending up two men here, as I said before, and each 
claiming the seat, and each with his paper in his hand precisely alike, 
except that one bore the name of William Pitt Kellogg, governor, 
and the other the name of John McEnery, governor, each bearing a 
seal that purported to be the seal of the State of Louisiana. and we 
hesitated here, and said that upon that title it was proper for an in- 
vestigation to determine which of the two was in point of fact and 
in point of right the Senator from that State. 

But is a man bringing a certificate of the only person who claims 
to be governor of Mississippi—for I do not understand the claim of the 
committee here that Mr. Ames is at this day governor of the State of 
Mississipp is acquiesced in even by Ames himself. I believe in the 
fact that this resignation was forced out of Governor Ames; I believe 
that as much as the Senator from Minnesota; but I believe that 
Governor Ames resigned nevertheless and did cease to be governor 
from that moment, and the man who took his place is there by all 
the forms of law and the constitution of Mississippi. I do not think 

’ that because Governor Ames yielded to the force there and thought 
it wise and prudent for the purpose of maintaining the peace in that 
State to retire from that office it is exactly a legal or logical conclu- 
sion to say that he is still the governor of that State when he has left 
it and sets up no claim to it, asserts no right to put his name to any 
such certificate, to use the seal of the State, to fill any of the functions 
as an executive of that State at all. He has yielded of his own choos- 
ing to the assertion of power by the men in the State of Mississippi, 
and has voluntarily retired. Now, to say that he never resigned in 
pone of fact and is still the governor, and then to say in the next 

yreath that the certificate of the man who took his place wrongfully is 

the true certificate—I do not mean tosay that the Senator from Min- 
nesota is inconsistent, for that is not any part of my business. If the 
Senator will let my record alone I certainly will his on that point. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I did intend to draw attention to the gentle- 
man’s record. 

_Mr. MORTON. It may be that the president of the senate of Mis- 
sissippi is the lawful governor of that State; but certain it is that 
he has never had the recognition by the courts and by the Govern- 
ment of the United States that was so fully accorded to Kellogg in 
Louisiana. I have accomplished my purpose when I have shown 
that the principle upon which it is now claimed to seat immediately 
Mr. Lamar from Mississippi was absolutely violated and trampled un- 
der foot in the case of Mr. Pinchback. If it is right to seat Mr. La- 
mar, it was a wrong not to seat Mr. Pinchback. The demo- 
cratic party of this Senate were unanimous in refusing to seat Mr. 
Pinchback and I presume will be unanimous in favor of seating Mr. 
Lamar. My whole purpose was simply to call attention to this ex- 
traordinary change of ition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama proposes to 
amend the resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania by striking 
out all after the word “resolved ” and inserting : 


That the credentials of the Senator from Mississippi be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections when formed. 


Mr. SPENCER. Upon that amendment I ark for the yeas and nays. 












The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. SPENCER, (when his name was called.) On this qnestion I 
am paired with the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. MERRiMoN. } 
If he were here he would vote “ nay,” and I should vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 1, nays 53; as follows: 

YEA—Mr. Wadleigh—1. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Bailey, Barnum, Bayard, Beck, Blaine, Bogy, 
Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, Chaffee, Christiancy, Cockrell, 
Coke, Conkling, Conover, Davis of Illinois, Davis of West Virginia, Dawes, Dennis, 
Eaton, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Hoar, Howe, Johnston, Jones of 
Florida, Jones of Nevada, Kernan, Kirkwood, McCreery, McDonald, Me Millan- 
McPherson, Maxey, Mitchell, Morton, Oglesby, Paddock, Patterson, Plumb, lau, 
dolph,Ransom, Rollins, Saulsbury, Saunders, Sharon, Sherman, Teller, Thurman, 
Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—X. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Cameron of Wisconsin, Dorsey, Edmunds, Ferry, Hamlin, 
Ingalls, Merrimon, Morrill, Sargent, Spencer, and Windom—11. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now recurs on the original 
resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WALLACE, ] upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. McMILLEN. Let the resolution be reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be reported for information. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the credentials of L. Q. C. Lamar, Senator-elect from the State of 
Mississippi, be taken from the table and that he bo sworn. 

Mr. SPENCER. Upon this question I am paired with the Senator 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Merrimmon.] If he were here he would 
vote “yea,” and I should vote “nay.” 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 57, nay 
1; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Bailey, Barnum, Bayard, Beck, Blaine, Bogy, 
Booth, Brace, Burnside, Chaffee, Christiancy, Cockrell, Coke, Conkling, Conover, 
Davis of Illinois. Davis of West Virginia, Dawes, Dennis, Eaton, Garland, Gordon, 
Harris, Hereford, Hill, Hoar, Howe, Johnston, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, 
Kernan, Kirkwood, McCreery, McDonald, McMillan, McPherson, Maxey, Mitchell, 
Morrill, Morton, Oglesby, Paddock, Patterson, Plumb, Randolph, Ransom, Sauls- 
bury, Saunders, Sharon, Sherman, Teller, Thurman, Wallace, Whyte, and With- 
ers—57. 

NAY—Mr. Wadleigh—1. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Cameron of Pennsylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Dorsey, 
Edmunds, Ferry, Hamlin, Ingalls, Merrimon, Rollins, Sargent, Spencer, and Win- 
dom—12. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi will pre- 
sent himself to take the oath of office. 

Mr. LAMAR advanced to the desk, (escorted by Mr. Davis, of West 
Virginia,) and the oaths prescribed by law having been administered 
to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 

SENATOR FROM LOUISIANA. 


Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I offer the following resolution, one 
of privilege 

Mr. BAYARD. By leave of the Senator from Maine, I would ask 
him to withdraw that for the present that I may offer a resolution 
for the swearing in of Mr. Morgan, of Alabama. His case is precisely 
that of Mr. LAMAR, excepting that there has not even been the pre- 
text of a committee going to Alabama for the purpose of taking any 
testimony whatever on the subject. We all know that tho intention 
is to organize the committees as soon as we can; and the Senate 
should be full. ' 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Delaware will remember that yes- 
terday the Senator from Louisiana was called regularly on the list 
and he preceded both the Senator from Mississippi, who has been sworn 
in,and the Senator from Alabama, and was on the very eve of taking 
the oath when arrested by an objection. He had precedence then of 
the case which has now been disposed of by the Senate. I think it ; 
would hardly be fair or just to the Senator from Louisiana to ask hin t 
to wait, although I should be very glad to oblige the Senator from ; 
Delaware. j 
Mr. BAYARD. My object was merely a practical one of disposing | bade 






































































































































































































































of what I thought would be an unobjected case before one which I 
am satisfied will lead to objection. 

Mr. BLAINE. Of course it will have to be ultimately determined 
by the Senate. I ask to have my resolution read. Eieunt 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the resolution : 

offered by the Senator from Maine. La 
The resolution was read, as follows : 
Resolved, That the oaths prescribed by law be now administered by the Vioe- 
President to William Pi‘t Kelloge. whose credentials as a Senator from the State 
of Louisiana were presented on the 20th day uf January, 1877. 


Mr. BAYARD. I offer the following as asubstitute for that: Strike 
out all after the word “resolved” and insert: 

That the credentials of William Pitt Kellogg, claiming to be a Senator from the 
State of Louisiana, do now lic upon the tablo until the appointment of a Commitice 
on Privileges and Elections, to whom they can be referred. 


Mr. BLAINE. I do not desire, Mr. President, to detain the Senate 
by any lengthy presentation of Mr. Kellogg’s case. Regardiug him 
as I do as the regularly and duly elected Senator from the State of 
Louisiana, I could wish that there would be no objection to his being 
sworn in. I believe that he was elected by the legal Legislature of 
Louisiana. I believe that he was clected by and represents the legal 
government of Louisiana, and I do not see now to-day—and that is 
the main point I desire to present—bhow any Senator whv voted in 
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this Chamber that the electoral vote of Louisiana was legally and 
properly cast for Rutherford B. Hayes and yourself, Mr. President, is 
permitted todoubt that 8. B. Packard is equally of right the governor 
of that State. There may be some technicality, there may be some 
keen form of logic which I have not yet heard and which I do not 
think I shall ever be able to comprehend, by which a man who had 
nearly a thousand votes more than the electoral ticket received was 
not elected governor when the electoral ticket was chosen. 

And I frankly repeat that I am not permitted to doubt, no man is 
permitted to doubt legally to-day, certainly the other side of the 
Chamber is not permitted to doubt legally, that the electoral vote of 
Louisiana was properly cast for Hayes and Wheeler. It was decided 
so by the tribunal created by that side of the Chamber. The Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. Eaton] bows to me. He and I are guiltless 
of that tribunal. But with the single exception of the Senator from 
Connecticut, every gentleman on that side of the Chamber in the Con- 
gress just closed voted to establish that tribunal, and it came in with 
peons and shouts and congratulations that the day of the political 
millenium had at last dawned, and that we had now established a 
tribunal distinguished above all human instrumentalities for impar- 
tiality and to whose decision we would all bow in the most ready 
spirit of cordial acquiescence. They took the question into consider- 
ation and heard it elaborately argued, and decided, as I believe right- 
fully, that the electoral vote of Louisiana belonged to Hayes and 
Wheeler. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. BLAINE, Certainly. 

Mr. THURMAN. The electoral commission decided that it could 
not look behind the decision of the returning board. 

Mr. BLAINE. Precisely; but it did decide 

Mr. THURMAN. Iam not through. The decision was that it could 
not look behind it, and therefore would receive no evidence. But 
does the Senator say that the Senate of the United States, that is 
made the judge of the elections, qualifications, and returns of its 
members 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator is too rapid. I am coming to that. 

Mr. THURMAN. That the Senate cannot look behind that return- 
ing board ? 

Mr. BLAINE. Iam coming to that in due season. The Senator 
will permit me to say, however, that the electoral commission, of 
which he was an honored member, did decide that the Louisiana re- 
turning board was constitutionally and legally competent to make the 
count which determined the electoral vote of that State. Am I right? 

Mr. THURMAN. A majority did. 

Mr. BLAINE. A majority constitutes the board. [Laughter.] 
Then I understand the Senator from Ohio to admit that the electoral 
commission did decide that the Louisiana returning board was a legal 
and constitutional body, competent to do what it did do, and that 
they were unable to review or reverse it; and that same board, com- 
petent to declare who were the presidential electors of that State, 
declared also who were the Legislature of that State, and the Legis- 
lature, performing a mere ministerial duty, declared who was the 
governor of that State; and I stand here, if I stand alone, to say that 
the honor and the credit and the faith of the republican party, in so 
far as the election of Hayes and Wheeler is concerned, are as indissolu- 
bly united in maintaining the rightfulness of the return of that body 
as the illustrious house of Hanover that sits on the throne of En- 
gland to-day is in maintaining the rightfulness of the revolution of 
lec, You discredit Packard and you discredit Hayes. You hold 
that Packard is not the legal governor of Louisiana and President 
Hayes has no title, and the honored Vice-President who presides over 
our deliberations has no title to his chair. 

I say, therefore, that on the action of the returning board, which the 
Senator from Ohio admits was determined by the electoral commis- 
sion to be a competent, legal, and constitutional body, rests the au- 
thority of S, B. Packard to the governorship of that State, and on 
the authority of that board rests the Legislature of that State, and 
by the Legislature of that State William Pitt Kellogg was duly elected 
Senator. By the governor of that State, thus determined, he comes 
here commissioned as Senator, his certificate bearing the great seal 
of the State; and I maintain—and I do not unless challenged upon 
that point desire to go into any of the details of the election 

Mr. THURMAN. Do I interrupt the Senator ? 

Mr. BLAINE. Not at all. 

Mr. THURMAN, Does the Senator understand that that retnrning 
board counts the votes for governor and declares who is elected gov- 
ernor f 

Mr. BLAINE. The Legislature did that. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then the Senator is in great error. 

Mr. BLAINE. No, I never said any such thing; but they were 
based on the same returns precisely ; and the same returning board 
counted the votes for members of the Legislature, and also counted 
and transmitted to the Legislature the votes for governor. 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes. 

Mr. BLAINE. That is only one degree off in lineal descent; it is 
the difference between son and grandson. 

Mr. THURMAN. I beg tosay to the Senator that the electoral com- 
mission never decided that the returning board was a constitutional 


board for counting anything but the electoral vote for President and 
Vice-President. 
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Mr. BLAINE. DoI understand the Senator from Ohiothen to main- 
tain that the returning board was good enough to count in the elect. 
ors for President, but not good enough to determine who was goy. 
ernor? 

Mr. THURMAN. If the Senate asks my opinion, I say it w 
good for anything except to be hung. [Langhter.] 

Mr. BLAINE. I believe the gentlemen in Louisiana, whom the 
Senator from Ohio represents in his ape hold that the electory 
commission deserves about the same thing, or at least eight of them. 

Mr. THURMAN. A majority. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAINE. I want to hold the Senator to the point that the 
Legislature, the governor, and the presidential electors of Lonisiana 
all derive their legality and their right to act from the same source 
and the same count; that if one is discredited the other is discred- 
ited, and that, the electors having been accredited by the highest 
tribunal known to the Constitution and the laws, he is precluded 
from raising a doubt on that question, and it is therefore that I main- 
tain, without any elaboration of argument, that, resting as Mr. Kel- 
logg does his claim to a Senatorship here upon as broad a basis and 
upon precisely the same foundation that the presidential electors 
rest upon, he is entitled to be sworn in, and I say to the Senator from 
Delaware, whom I am always desirous of treating with courtesy, that 
I believe the right of Mr. Kellogg is just as absolute as that of Mr, 
Morgan, and therefore I could not find that I was under any obji- 
gation to yield the one to the other. 

Mr. BAYARD. I did not signify any obligation. It was a mere 
matter of practical convenience. 

Mr. BLAINE. I know that there has been a great deal said here 
and there, in the corridors of the Capitol around and abont, in by- 
places and in high places of late, that some arrangement had been 
made by which Packard was not to be recognized and upheld; that 
he was to be allowed to slide by and Nicholls was to be accepted as 
governor of Louisiana. I want to know who had the authority to 
make any such arrangement. I wish to know if any Senator on this 
floor will state in his place that any person, speaking for the admin 
istration that was coming in or the one that was going out, had any 
right to make any such arrangement. I deny it. I deny it with- 
out being authorized to speak for the administration that now ex- 
ists. But I deny it on the simple, broad ground that is an im- 
possibility that the administration of President Hayes could do 
it. I deny it on the broad ground that President Hayes _pos- 


a5 not 


sesses character, common sense, self-respect, patriotism, all of which 


he has in high measure and in eminent degree. I deny it on all 
the grounds that can influence human action, on all the grounds 
on which men can be held to personal and political and official re- 
sponsibility. I deny it for him, and I shall find myself grievously dis- 
appointed, wounded, and humiliated if my denial is not vindicated in 
the policy of the Administration. But whether it be vindicated or 
whether it be not, I care not. It is not the duty of a Senator to in- 
quire what the policy of an Administration may be, but what it ought 
to be; and I hope a republican Senate will say that on this point there 
shall be no authority in this land large enough or adventurous 
enough to compromise the honor of the national administration or 
the good name of the great republican party that called that adminis- 
tration into existence. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President 

Mr. THURMAN. Will my friend from Delaware have any objec- 
tion to retaining the floor and going on in the morning ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Notatall. I should prefer it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at three o’clock and fourteen min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, March 7, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. _ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘There comes over as the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday the resolution offered by the Senator from Maine, 
(Mr. BLAtNe,] which the Secretary will report for the information of 
the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution of Mr. BLAINE, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment offered to this resolution by the Senator from Delaware, which 
will also be reported for the information of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read the substitute of Mr. BAYARD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon this question the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] is entitled to the floor. 


SENATOR FROM OREGON. 


Mr. WALLACE. Mr. President, I rise to a question of privilege. 
The Senator-elect from Oregon is now present, and I ask that he be 
sworn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon will present 
himself at the desk and take the oaths prescribed by law. 


Stee) nn, aad 
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under which was vested in the Executive in case of an insurrection 
too powerful to be controlled by the local authority of the State, to 
aid the duly, regularly established republican government of that 
State against introsion or against domestic violence. 

Mr. President, it never was intended that every contested election 
in a State should be used as a pretext to call upon the Executive of the 
nation to interfere in behalfof one of two political opponents; anb yet 
this has been done and done too frequently within the last six years in 
Louisiana, and from such exercise of power the difficulties and the 
distress that we witness this day have chiefly arisen. The fruits of 
such interference are before us to-day and have grown into such 
serious importance to the welfare of the entire country as makes 
their settlement no longer capable of being neglected or postponed. 

The power and the duty of the Executive in recognizing one of two 
contending governments within a State, only grows out of the ex- 
treme case of actual insurrection soextensive asto threaten the auton- 
omy of the State’s government. If it be not carefully, consider- 
ately confined to such cases, it would be a power that could create 
cases at its own will for the very purpose of taking sides in a polit- 
ical contest. As I said,it never was intended that such a power should 
be used to settle mere political disputes or under color of preserving 
arepublican form of government in a State to take sides between 

wlitical parties, however heated might be their controversies, much 
es in advance of conilict upon a claim of assistance from one side 
to anticipate that by using the entire force of the nation pending an 
election to produce a result in favor of one of the contending parti- 
BalK, 

It seems to me that this confusien of ideas, this misunderstanding of 
the objects with which the Executive was invested with this power, 
if continued, would lead to au absolute destruction of all local self- 
government. In this country at times we blame the masses for their 
apathy; at times we blame them for their over excitement. For my 
own part I believe the dangers to our liberty come more from the 
former than from the latter. Animated, even bitter discussion is better 
than cold indifference. Men must feel strongly before they can be 
induced to undertake the great trouble and difliculty steadily of main- 
taining a free government; and if those political excitements and 
contests natural and incidental to a spirited, a strong, and a vigorous 
people are to be used as pretexts for constant interference by the ex- 
ecutive power of the nation invested with the control of the military 
arm, for the purpose of settling these disputes within the States, then 
we shall find that for the sake of peace, political duties will be dis- 
regarded, and in lieu of excitement you will have an apathy that is 
but the precursor to the death of that spirit that can alone make and 
keep a people free. 

Sir, after repeated trials of this Federal interference there came a 
recognition, tardy but I believe honest, of the outgoing administra- 
tion that such methods had been tried with no good results. I have 
read lately telegrams authorized by the late Executive stating to Mr. 
Packard the simple and forcible truth, that a government that did 
not possess the confidence and the respect of its people sufficiently to 
maintain itself without the interposition of the strong arm of Federal 
military power ought to be suffered to godown. This wasa reluctant 
but positive recognition after all that this government of ours does 
spring from the will of the people; it is based as to allits just powers 
upon “the consent of the governed ;” and I view the late dispatch 
of which I have spoken as being nothing but a paraphrase of the 
very sentiment of the language of the Declaration of Sedeweodianen 
under which our forefathers took up arms to make themselves free 
and independent of the British Crown. 

Now, Mr. President, the duties, the powers of the Senate over the 
question of membership in this body are sole, exclusive, and inde- 
pendent; independent of the Executive; independent of electoral 
commissions; independent of everything but our own conscience 
carrying into effect the Constitution, to osover what has been the 
choice of the State—not the choice of the Senate, but what has been 
the choice of the State in the person or persons she has sent here as 
her representatives. To do this we must examine the constitution 
and the laws of that State. We cannot determine whether the voice 
that assumes to speak for the State is her true voice until we have traced 
the only avenues by which a State can speak. It is through her 
agents, itis through her constitution, it is through her laws; and 
when we would know whether a man who presents himself here is 
her representative, it is by examining whether he has come to us 
through those legal avenues which she has marked out for her repre- 
sentatives to tread. Therefore, it is that our duty is utterly distinct 
from those which were assumed by those of the electoral commission. 
The aa of the electoral commission, on the contrary, as they were 
decided by a majority, a bare majority of the members of that com- 
mission, differ as to the measure of authority, differ totally as to the 
character of authority, and according to that decision infinitely, more 
restricted than can be the power of the Senate in passing upon the 
admission of its members. 

What was the decision of that commission in respect of ascertain- 
ing what were the lawful electoral votes of Louisiana? The propo- 
sition made to them was that they should hear testimony upon cer- 
tain subjects ; that they should hear testimony to show that the re- 
turning officers of that State, a merely ministerial body, having only 
statutory jurisdiction, had not only grossly violated the law of their 
being, but had disregarded it in every possible form; not only that 
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they had refused to canvass and compile the votes cast at that elec. 
tion by the people of Louisiana upon the only basis on which the lay 
permitted them to canvass and compile such vote, but they had do. 
liberately selected as the basis of their action a class of stateme 
which they were forbidden by the law to consider. 

I do not propose to fatigue the Senate or myself at this time, to ro. 
argue the laws of Louisiana touching elections. They are before t\\o 
Senate; they are here in reports; they are here in the printed testi. 
mony ; and the Senate is bound to take notice of them. Not only was 
it offered to be proven to the electoral commission that this returning 
board, merely ministerially, having but quasi-judicial powers in ce-. 
tain given contingencies and in no other, never for one moment re- 
garded the laws under which alone they had any power but acted 
altogether outside of any legal authority. Called upon by law and 
authorized by law to canvass and compile the statements of commis. 
sioners of election, they never canvassed or compiled the statement 
of any commissioner of election. Called upon to consider charges of 
intimidation and violence only when those charges were brought to 
them through certain specified and legal channels, they did not follow 
the legal channels once in their action, but at all times acted entirely 
outside of them. Called upon to canvass with honesty, they can- 
vassed with a fraud that was monstrous; not simply that suborna- 
tion of perjury was by them frequently resorted to, but forgery itself 
was committed under their instructions; not only were truce returns 
not regarded, but false returns were deliberately fabricated; and then 
the shocking feature was presented that they offered to put in the 
market their authentication of the voice of that State and sell it to 
the highest bidder. 

All these things were offered to be proven to the electoral commis- 
sion; but their decision was that, being endued only with the count- 
ing power vested by the Constitution in the two Houses, they had no 
right to consider any or allof these things. They treated these facts 
as proven, and yet they said, “ We cannot look at them; for, if you 
prove them alf to be true we have no power to change the result of 
that fraudulent certificate.” 

Mr. President, I do not propose to comment upon that decision. | 
have done so elsewhere, and to those with whom I was associated. 
That decision was a blow to my fondest hopes and to my most honest 
belief in law. I believe that there was a clear abdication of a positive 
duty for which I cannot find explanation in my own mind after hear- 
ing the discussions in the commission on that subject; yet neverthe- 
less it was so. They denied all power to consider those things which 
this Senate must consider, which the oath and the duty of every 
member of this body binds him to consider; and let me here say that 
in the course of those discussions before that commission, when it 
was urged that parliamentary committees from either House had been 
sent down under resolutions of the Senate and of the House to take 
testimony directly upon these subjects, the answer not once but al- 
most always that came from those who decided not to hear any testi- 
mony whatever was that the power of the Senate to pass in judg- 
ment upon the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own mem- 
bers was admitted, but that that was not the measure of the power 
of the commission. 

In contending that the commission had not the power to hear any 
testimony, they illustrated that argument by showing that the Sen- 
ate had the power. Why, sir, if proof were needed of that, I would 
take one of theleading minds of this body andof that commission, the 
honorable Senator from Vermont who is not in his seat, [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS,] who in 1875, on the 16th of March, addressed this body upon 
the question of the admission of Pinchback, claiming to be a Sena- 
to- from Louisiana, and holding just such a certificate as Kellogg 
holds to-day. In tie course of those remarks Mr. EDMUN?s gave his 
justification for his vote to exclude Pinchback from membership of 
this body and he based his rejection upon the illegal action of the 
Louisiana returning board. All over these pages running from—— 

Mr. BLAINE. I do not understand the Senator from Delaware, if 
he will permit me to interrupt him, as quoting the Senator from Ver- 
mont as on record against the legality of the present returning board. 

Mr. BAYARD. 0, sir, I am arguing this case upon a principle, upon 
a principle that applies to this and to all cases, the power and duty 
of the Senate.to decide these questions agmyem, ho the constitution 
and laws of the State whose embassador in this body she proposes to 
receive, and to show the honorable Senator from Maine that when he 
urges the action of the electoral commission as being of authority 
upon this body or upon the Executive as affecting the question of 
State recognition he has no authority in law whatever for doing so. 

Mr. BLAINE. All I meant to imply was that the Senator from Ver- 
mont would hardly vote for the legality of the board in the electoral 
commission and vote for its illegality in the Senate. That is all I 
meant. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from Vermont did not pass on the 
legality or ilegality of the returning board in the late commission. 
He said distinctly he would not take evidence to inquire whether 
it was legal or illegal. That was in commission; and in the debate 
in the Senate to which I have referred he says he will consider evidence 
to ascertain whether it is legal or illegal. on 

Therefore when the Senator from Maine asserts that the decision 
of the electoral commission can have any weight by any intendment 
to control the judgment of this body on the action of Senators in 
passing apon the right of admission to this body, he is counting 
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‘ +s host. I say that on these pages, running from page 64 to 
— tthe CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of March 6, 1575, will be found 
yr elaborate and able presentation of this very question by one of the 
ov lest lawyers of this body and one of those whose opinion is most 
aaa upon to give weight to the late decision of the electoral com- 
ssieaion. And I say here that in the discussions of that commission 
the distinction between the powers and duties of the Senate or the 
Hlouse of Representatives in passing upon membership of their re- 
spective bodies was ——-—? brought up as illustrating the differ- 
ence between their powers and the powers and duties of the elect- 
oral commission over the count of the electoral vote. 

When we of the minority of that commission would say, “Why have 
you sent committees broadcast over a number of States? Why have 
you adopted resolutions to inquire into these very questions of State 
elections? Why are your members of both Houses of Congress now 
occupied in taking such testimony if it is all to be for naught and all 
to be disregarded Was it not intended to affect the result of the 
presidential election? Was it not intended to throw light on those 
vexed questions in those disturbed communities ?” The majority would 
reply: “No; that was meant for action in the Senate and in the House 
in respect of their membership, or for the purpose of legislative ac- 
tion.” No, sir; the majority of the electoral commission found for 
their reasoning to justify their decision constitutional a which 
compel the Senate to-day, if those reasons are regarded, to have this 
election of a Senator properly investigated before we pass upon the 
admission of this person as a Senator from the State of Louisiana. 
The difference in the commission arising upon the great and controll- 
ing question of the admissibility of evidence was as to the scope of 
their powers. ‘There was not a man there who would say that if he 
had the power he would allow these wrongs to be consummated. 
Their argument was that they had not the power and they must sit 
by helplessly while wrong triumphed, because they had not the con- 
stitutional power to examine into and resist it. 

Mr. BLAINE. I must interrupt the Senator there with one ques- 
tion, for I want to be set right. o I understand the Senator from 
Delaware to say that the Senator from Vermont, whom he quoted 
approvingly, and no more so than I am always anxious to quote him, 
did not, acting a8 a commissioner on the electoral commission, satisfy 
himself, and act upon that satisfaction, that the returning board in 
Louisiana was a competent constitutional body to make the returns? 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from Vermont gave as his reason for 
accepting the certificate of that returning board his want of power 
to examine into its exercise of jurisdiction, and therefore voted not 
to recelve any testimony to prove that its jurisdiction had been ex- 
ceeded or fraudulently exercised. 

Mr. BLAINE. Was it not that he accepted it, that he had no 
power to go behind what they had done, they being a legal and con- 
stitutional and competent tribunal? But does the Senator from 
Delaware mean that the Senator from Vermont did not satisfy him- 
self that that was not a fraudulent and illegal body, and however 
illegal and however unconstitutional the body might be, he was 
compelled under that law to sit still and take its return ? 

Mr. BAYARD. He refused to hear any evidence on the subject. 

Mr. BLAINE. Any evidence on what subject ? 

Mr. BAYARD. On the subject of the constitutionality or legality 
of that board and its action. 

Mr. BLAINE. Was not thataffirmed and accepted by the electoral 
commission on the ground that it was constitutional ? 

Mr. BAYARD. They did affirm and accept it in the face of facts 
that in my opinion—- 

Mr. BLAINE. Ah! there the Senator gives way wholly. I say the 
Senator did not correctly represént the ition of the Senator from 
Vermont, if he will pardon me; he did not correctly represent the 
majority of the electoral commission. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I am stating just that which I know. 
I am stating just that which appears by the record. I am showing 
the Senator from Maine, or tryjng to show, the falsity of the position 
he assumed here yesterday when he undertook to say that the Presi- 
dent of the United States and that this Senate were bound—I think 
he said in honor—but bound in every way and by every obligation 
to follow the decision of the electoral commission. I answer that his 
premises are totally and wholly unfounded. 

That commission refused to take testimony that the Senate is bound 
to take. That commission refused to hear truth that the Senate can- 
not shut its ears to. That commission acted upon an alleged want 
of power to hear any testimony whatever on the subject. They said 
they were bound to take this returning board as a true returning 
board. Why? Because they would not hear testimony against it. 
They were bound to assume that it was formed in accordance with 
the constitution and laws of that State, and they would hear no tes- 
timony to refute that idea and that position. 

herefore what I say is perfectly just, and here stands the speech 
of the Senator from Vermont. It is not necessary for me to read ex- 
tracts from it, because it is in the memory of every member of the 
Senate that he proceeded to consider and did consider the constitu- 
tionality of the composition of that returning board and the fact 
Whether they hac or had not exceeded their jurisdiction; and he 
voted against the admission of Pinchback upon testimony that he 
would have refused to consider when stting as a member of the electo- 
ral commission. That is what I say and no more. 
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As to what was the knowledge or intent or motive of the Senator 
from Vermont, I do not speak. I am only speaking of the decision 
of the elecioral commission, of which he was a leading member, and 
of what was his position upon the subject of the powers of the re- 
turning board of Louisiana when he came to pass upon the admission 
of a Senator two yearsago. That is all that I meant, and that is what 
I think I have stated correctly. 

So in regard to the election of governor of the State. The consti- 
tution of the State of Louisiana does not commit to the returning 
board any power whatever of canvassing or compiling the votes for 
governor. That is fixed by the constitution, not by the law. Article 
48 of the constitution of Louisiana is: 

Akt. 48, The supreme executive power of the State shall be vested in a chief 
magistrate who shall be styled the governor of the State of Louisiana. He shall 
hold his office during the term of four years, and, together with the lieutenant- 

vernor, chosen for the same term, be elected as follows: The qualified electors 
or representatives shall vote for governor and licutenant-governor at the time and 
place for voting for representatives ; the returns of every election shall be sealed 
up and transmitted by the proper returning ofticer to the secretary of state, who 
shall deliver them to the speaker of the house of representatives on the second day 
of the session of the General Assembly then to be holden. The members of the 
General Assembly shall meet in the house of representatives to examine and 
count the votes. The person having the greatest number of votes for governor 
shall be declared duly elected ; but in case of a tie vote between two or more can 
didates, one of them shall immediately be chosen governor by joint vote of the 
members of the General Assembly. 


And then follows the provision for the election of lientenant-gov- 
ernor. Now, sir, I tind that provision of the constitution or of these 
laws was a matter in regard to which the electoral commission would 
take no testimony ; but in the speech of the honorable Senator from 
Vermont two years ago I find the very extract from the constitution 
of Louisiana which I have read and which he read for his guide upon 
the occasion of his vote on the admission of a member of this body, 
and following after that, upon the same page, is a careful criticism 
of the language of the election law of Louisiana which was totally 


disregarded by the commission in their decision. 


In vain it was to say that the returning board canvassed and com- 
piled their returns from certain sources when they had only power to 
take them from certain specitied statements ; in vain to say that they 
substituted false certificates; in vain to say that they fabricated re- 
turns, that the real returns were given over to the hands of their 
clerks and had been brought up here to be hawked about the Capitol. 
Nothing of the kind would be heard; nothing was considered. Why 
not? Simply because the majority saw fit to decide that under the 
counting power of the two Houses, which was invested for the time 
being in the electoral commission, there was no authority or time to 
consider these matters or give them weight; but when we as Senators 
now act we do give them weight, we do give them consideration ; 
and the very arguments that were made here by a member of that 
commission against the admission of Pinchback show me the force 
that he gave to the constitution and the laws of Louisiana in his de- 
cision of that case. The election of Mr. Packard as the governor of 
the State is provided for by very different machinery than that of 
the returning board. I merely mention that to show the honorable 
Senator from Maine the incorrectness of his statement that the elec- 
tion of Packard was by the same means, at the same time, and as to 
its effect upon the electoral votes counted for the President and Vice- 
President that they must stand or fall together. 

Now, sir, I wish to say that neither the President of the United 
States nor the Senate, in their respective recognition of the State 
government of Louisiana, are in the least degree bound by law, by 
the Constitution of the United States, by any law of moral or honor- 
ary obligation to follow the action of the electoral commission in >x- 
cluding evidence which compelled them. by the exclusion to accept 
the electoral votes of Louisiana as cast for the present President and 
Vice-President of the United States. The measure of duty, as I have 
shown, to each is distinct. It differs in its measure; it differs in its 
object. The President of the United States has been elected under 
the forms of law; and the reasons and justification for that decision 
in his case must be found in the action of the majority of the tribunal 
appointed under the late electoral law. Through it he holds his 
office. The reasons for his installment are not the reasons for the 
Kellogg or the Packard pretensions. They do not touch them. 
Nothing connected with the electoral law can in any way be brought 
to bear upon the election of the governor of Louisiana or of its Legis- 
lature, or of the Senator chosen by the Legislature. There is no pos- 
sible connection in law or logic between them. 

Mr. President, I have spoken of the election of President and Vice- 
President of the United States under the forms of law. I recognize 
them as so elected and so invested with power under the Constitution 
and laws of the United States. The remarks of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Maine yesterday led him with much abruptness to chal- 
lenge the position of the President of the United States in respect of 
this class of questions, of which the case before us forms one. The 
President seems to recognize, as at last did his predecessor, the true 
condition of affairs in Louisiana. I find in his inangural address 
words which, believing them to express his meaning according to their 
usual signification, I have read with the most hearty concurrence. 

The permanent pacification of the country upon such principles and by such 
measures as will secure the complete protection of all its citizens in the free enjoy- 


ment of all their constitutional rights is now the one subject in our public agaira 
which all thoughtful and patriotic citizens regard as uf supreme importance. 
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Many of the calamitons effects of the tremendous revolution which has passed 
over the Southern States still remain. The immeasurable benefits which will surely 
follow, sooner or later, the hearty and generous acceptance of the legitimate results 
of that revolution have not yet been realized. Difficult and embarrassing questions 
meet ns at the threshold of this subject. The people of those States are still im- 
poverished, and the inestimable blessing of wise, honest, and peaceful local self-gov- 
ernment is not fullyenjoyed. Whatever difference of opinion may exist as to the cause 
of this condition of things, the fact is clear that, in the progress of events, the time has 
come when such government is the imperative necessity required by all the varied in- 
terests, public and private, of those States. 


These words are wise words. Who is opposed to a policy which 
they shall truly reflect? NotI. I recognize in the distressed condi- 
tion of this country the need for that which the incoming President 
has proclaimed as his rule of action in regard to the Southern States. 
This whole country needs in every part of it the closest and most con- 
scientious consideration of its interests. I recognize fully the vast 
weight of debt under which the people of the United States are stag- 
gering; I recognize fully that danger which we are to meet, the 
danger that lies in the experiment as to whether, under a system of 
universal suffrage, the sense of traditionary pecuniary obligation shall 
suflice to protect from generation to generation steadily and fully the 
public credit. I recognize the need of reforms, of true economies, and 
of a broad, and high, and liberal statesmanship; and asa first step in 
that, the necessity of reconciliation and good-will between all sections 
and all parts of our country. 

Sir, if this is to be an honorable contest as to whoshall be the most 
just, I wish to enter upon it and I shall glory over him who conquers. 
If rivalry is to be set on foot as to who shall be wisest and most con- 
siderate and most generous, a rivalry that has the happiness and 
prosperity of this nation for its object, who is there that will not re- 
joice 
7 Mr. President, the fate of the State of Louisiana has at last en- 
twined itself around the heart-strings of the entire nation. Her 
peace is to-day the peace of us all; her destruction will prove the 
destruction of us all; and justice to her is justice to every other 
State, 

In 1872 when a drunken judge of the United States, by an order ut- 
terly void in law, overthrew the lawful government of the State, 
and, supported by Federal power, made this very Mr. Kellogg the gov- 
ernor de facto, and when in 1874 Kellogg procured the assistance of 
United States troops again to overthrow the majority in Louisiana, 
then Louisiana seemed to suffer alone. Sir, I felt the injustice for 
her then as if it had been leveled at my own home and my own peo- 
ple; but she is not alone to-day. That which has overthrown her 
has overthrown other States far distant from her territory. I do be- 
lieve, and feel bound to state my belief, that the recognition of the 


Packard government and the forcible overthrow of the Nicholls gov- 
ernment will not only shock the very souls of the people of Louisiana, 
but it will thrill with horror every bosom in this broad land that 
loves justice. 

Sir, | have stood by the law even when the law has struck down 
my hopes and my honest judgment as to what should have been its de- 


cisions. Ihave stilled the voice of partisan feeling and personal indig- 


nation, and I have ruled my own spirit in the events connected with 
the late presidential election and the count of the presidential votes. 
From my public station here I have looked over this great country 
with its teeming millions and seen that the safety, the welfare, the 
peace of the land, the continuance of a government of laws under 
republican institutions, had their only hope in maintaining the forms 
of law. I have sought the law as my guide and set my face against 
discord, anarchy, revolution, and that wide ruin that follows in their 
train. Whether the spirit which has guided me and the wisdom of 
my public action shall be at once recognized, I know not; but I will 
bide my time, for | know the recognition will come in good time. I 
ask for Louisiana to-day the same measure of law and justice that I 
should ask for Massachusetts, no more and no less. 

Why, sir, here is a memorial of the bankers, the clergymen, and 
the merchants of Louisiana to the President, the Senate, and House 


of Representatives of the United States. Let them speak in their 
own words: 


We deem it due to ourselves and to the thousands we represent who desire to 
poe our honest callings in peace with all men and to have justice administered 
»y a civilized government, to protest solemnly before our countrymen and the world 
against the representations made by interested adventurers here, and partisan 
reckless politicians from abroad, virtually charging the good people of Louisiana 
with fostering or even tolerating murder or violence. We protest against being 
held responsible for the imbecility and fraud of a usurpation which lacks the con- 
fidence of honest men and which to sustain itself offers a premium to violence as 
political capital, and encourages murder by using it as a factor to the counting of 
votes 

The people of Louisiana cannot believe that their friends, relatives, and fellow- 
citizens of other States can seriously think them so lost, not to decency or civiliza- 
tion only, but even to self-interest and common sense, as to encourage a reign of 
violence and bloodshed about their own homes and those of their children. 

That which exjsts of these in Louisiana above the ordinary average of settled 
well.ordered communities they charge plainly upon a government holding its place 
by fraud and force by the tenure of making one class and one section of the coun- 
try distrust and detest another. We appeal for simple justice in their jadgment as 
to the calm good sense of the unpartisan masses of our fellow-citizens. “We only de- 
sire to have good order, peace, and justice established among all classes, and crime, 
no matter by whom perpetrated, resolutely put down and punished. We are not 
barbarians, but civilized menand Americans. 

By the late elections, everywhere peaceable, as we have reason to believe, and 
that not from any act of the usurping administration here, whose interests would 
rather have been served by violence, no matter how excited, but by the calm self- 
restraint of conservative and sober-minded people, have in strict conformity and in 


obedience to those of the United States, relieved ourselves of a rule which we } 
patiently endured for years in all its imbecility and anarchic tendencies. y; a 
earnestly appeal to our fellow-citizens in all the States of the Republic not to on 
nive at the reversal of our lawful action, and to force us to confront again: +),, 
evils of a government fatal alike to our interests and our good name, which ex... 
by fraud and stands by hatred and prejudice and the destruction of interests w} 
should be common, and is compelled to defend its shameful imbecility by charoi,, 
indiscriminately upon a whole community the guilt of crime it profits by and docs 
not punish. ’ 

And here follow names in scores of the leading men, of merchants 
of bankers, and the ministers of God. They all sign; it is their voice, 
that speaks; and it seems to me that it cannot at this time fal] ; 
deaf ears in this Senate pr in this country. 

Mr. President, this Administration stands upon the threshold of 
events pregnant with results of the most momentous nature. [ ree. 
ognized in the utterances of the Senator from Maine yesterday the 
same cry for sectional aggression we have heard here for years past 
It falls upon my ear like the fire-bell at midnight, and fills me with 
apprehension. I earnestly hope it will not be heeded by the President 
and his constitutional advisers. This is no party appeal ; it is an ap. 
— to my country which cannot any longer bear and will not any 

onger bear the continuance of a policy of sectional aggression ani 
interference based upon misunderstanding and injustice. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I desire to state very briefly—and if 
I state it incorrectly I shall be very willing to be interrupted by the 
Senator from Delaware—the legal ground on which Mr. Kellogg clainns 
a seat in the Senate. I shall consume but a few minutes in present. 
ing the points. 

‘he same board which returned the electoral vote of Louisiana for 
Hayes and Wheeler returned a Legislature republican in both 
branches and returned a majority of the votes of the State for S. B. 
Packard for governor. On th® day that that Legislature met there 
were assembled under the laws of Louisiana—— 

Mr. BAYARD. The returning board had nothing to do with the 
votes for Mr. Packard at all. 

Mr. BLAINE. They returned them to the secretary of state. 

Mr. BAYARD. They were returned not by the board. The return- 
ing board had nothing more to do with the votes for governor than 
the Senator hav himself, except asa mere conduit through whom 
they passed to be counted by the Legislature. 

Mr. BLAINE. Passed to be counted by the Legislature—I have 
the record all here—merely the ministerial overlooking -by the Leg- 
islature of what had already been counted by the board. Nor is that 
important ; a majority of the Legislature found to be elected in each 
branch by the returning board assembled on the day appointed by 
law for the organization of the Legislature. They assembled also 
on the day that the votes were to be counted for governor ; and tak- 
ing those votes a quorum in each branch of the Legislature deter- 
mined and declared that S. B. Packard was duly elected governor of 
Louisiana, and he was inaugurated.- Then on the second Tuesday of 
the session, the day appointed under the laws of the United States 
for the election of a Senator of the United States, both branches as- 
sembled and failed for lack of a quorum in one branch to get a vote 
on that subject ; but in precise conformity with law, several times I 
think adjudicated and confirmed in this body, they assembled in 
joint convention next day, and there were then present a majority of 
both branches of the Legislature and a decisive majority, and by 
that majority Mr. William Pitt Kellogg was chosen a Senator of the 
United States. I submit to the Senator from Delaware that if Pack- 
ard was legally elected governor and this Legislature was legally 
returned by the returning board, the election of Mr. William Pitt 
Kellogg is just as regular as that on which the Senator from Dela- 
ware sits there and I sit here. 

Mr. BAYARD. But there is no if in my case; there is a large one 
in his case. 

Mr. BLAINE. I know; and there the gentleman is perfectly con- 
sistent. The Senator from Delaware believes and affirms and has 
voted on this floor that the electoral vote of Louisiana did not belong 
to Hayes and Wheeler. He says so new. He says it was a fraud to 
give it to them. He is on record voting so. I am addressing geutle- 
men who on their consciences and their views of duty voted directly 
contrary to the Senator from Delaware that the electoral vote of 
Louisiana did belong to Hayes and Wheeler. The Senator is entirely 
consistent, altogether consistent. He believes that the vote of Lou- 
isiana was given fraudulently to Hayes and Wheeler, and he now asks 
the republican side of the Senate to affirm that frand by declaring in 
another form that these votes technically given for the Hayes and 
Wheeler electors are not good enough to be counted for the governor- 
ship of the State, althongh the governor had a thousand more votes 
than the electors, and not good enough to be counted for the Legisla- 
ture that was to choose a Senator. I do not object to the Senator 
from Delaware holding that position. It is a partisan position. The 
Senator has read us very large and luminous lessons of the duty of 
patriotism here, and of course they came with great force from a man 
who is not identified with party and never gave a partisan vote as 
the Senator from Delaware never has given in the eight or ten years 
he has graced this body. I appreciate the force of it coming from 
that quarter. I feel somewhat smitten and rebuked when the Sena- 
tor from Delaware invokes the Senate to throw aside partisanship 
and act as he does. The Senator was a member of the commission, 
and I believe that the non-partisan part of that commission was sup- 
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i be the Supreme Court section of it; and yet I believe it fell 
ne ‘fot of the Senator from Delaware never once to have voted 


with the majority of the judges on that commission. 


Mr. BAYARD. 0, yes. The Senator has not followed the facts of 


that case at all. 


Mr. BLAINE. So far as test questions came—I do not know what 
the little courtesies inside may have been—all test questions known 
to the public, I think the Senator is uniformly on record against the 


majority of the judges. 


Mr. BAYARD. The Senator has not read the record, and does not 


seem to know much about it. 


Mr. BLAINE. I except Cronin’s case, I think the Senator did 


drop partisanship in Cronin’s case. 


Now, Mr. President, this is a simple question. It is a simple invi- 
tation to this side of the Chamber from the other to abandon the 
round on Which the people of the United States have accepted the 
election of Hayes and Wheeler. Yesterday I spoke of back-door 
whisperings and talk in the corridors, and asked if any Senator knew 
that there was any sort of understanding. I asked then and I ask 
now if there is any gentleman on this floor who stands voucher or 
sponsor for that understanding? There has been put in my hands at 
this moment a telegram which I feel authorized to read, nay, which I 
am requested to read, and I think it may throw some light on the 
subject. I profess to be a — blunt man. I donot want any hide 
want positions to be clearly taken and 

frankly avowed. I read this telegram not exactly bearing on the 
Louisiana question but kindred to it, and possibly kindred dispatches 
are circulating in New Orleans this moment for the surrender and 
abandonment of that State. The dispatch is handed me by the gen- 
tleman now on this floor and claiming to be a Senator-elect fiom 


and seek on this subject. 


South Carolina, 


Cotumsia, SouTH CaroLina, March 6, 1877. 
To Hon. D. T. Corstn: 


I have just had long interview with Haskell, who brings letters to me from 
Stanley Matthewsand Mr. Evarts. The purport of Matthews’s letteris that I ought 
to yield my rights for good of country. This is embarrassing beyond endurance. 


lf such action is desired I want to know it authoritatively. 
Do not send Haskell ; he wants to know it authoritatively! 


Iam not acting for myself, and I cannot assume such responsibility. Please in- 


ire and telegraph me to-night. 
a D. H. CHAMBERLAIN. 


The governor of the State of South Carolina. I asked who had 
been doing the whispering in the corridors, and the answer comes from 
Columbia. Is there any Senator on this floor who desires to stand 
sponsor for that dispatch or for the policy that it covers? Is there 
any Senator here who proposes to abandon the remnant that is left 


of the republican party between the Potomac and the Rio Grande, 


and that it shall go down for the public good, as Mr. Stanley Mat- 


thews puts it? Being a little of a partisan, differing in that respect 
from the Senator from Delaware, 1 am not ready for that. 
propose either, at the beck of Mr. Stanley Matthews or Mr. Evarts, 
to say that the public good requires that the remnant of the brave 
men who have borne the flag and the brunt of the battle in the South- 
ern States against persecutions unparalleled in this country shall 
retire for the public good. [Manifestations of applause in the gal- 
anne I do not pro it. I am here to do battle with anyone, 
in my humble way who oo that policy. I lay that gage down 
for any Senator who stands sponsor to the suggestions of Mr. Stan- 
ley Matthews and Mr. Evarts on this question. Nor am I to be dis- 
lodged from my position by a quotation from the late President of 
the United States, of whom I would only speak in terms of personal 
respect, because the late President of the United States having, like 
every one of the rest of us, the right to change his mind and alter his 
views of public policy, did not, in the dispatch read by the Senator 
from Delaware, maintain the same attitude which he maintained in 
the dispateh which I shall now read: 


The followin Saget was received Sunday evening at headquarters of th 
partment of the Gulf: " . . — 


WASHINGTON, 1 a 
General C. C. Avour, ERO, Senay Mh, SOR 
New Orleans 


, 


Tt has been the fa of the Administration to take no part in the settlement 
of the question of rightfal government in the State of Louisiana—at least not until 
the congressional committees now there have made their report ; but it is not proper 
to stand quietly by and see the State nent ually taken possession of by 
one of the claimants for gubernatorial honors by illegal means. 

The supreme court set ot Mr. Nicholls can receive no more recognition than 


= y, other equal number of lawyers convened on the call of any other citizen of the 


Areturning board existing in accordance with law, and having judicial as well 
4s ministerial powers over the count of the votes, and in declaring the result of the 
late election, has given certificates of election to the Legislature of the State. A 


legal quorem of each house holding such certificates met and declared Mr. Packard 


Should there be a necessity for the ition of either, it must be Packard. 
You may farnish a copy of this dispatch to Packard and Nicholls. 
U. 8. GRANT. 

The President, it will be observed, stated in the case in January, with 
the fact all before him, just as I have stated it to-day, and he gives 
4 Very correct portraiture of the Nicholls judiciary, so highly lauded 
by the Senator from Delaware. 

The Senator from Delaware said that the few innocent remarks 
which I made yesterday sounded to him like the fire-bell in the night ; 
they seemed destined to rekindle the fires of sectionalaggreasion. That 
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Senator and myself represent different schools in politics. We come 
from different sections. We have represented different ideas before 
the war and during the war and since tie war, wholly and entirely 
different. While I have the greatest respect and the kindest regard 
for him personally, I do not propose to take his advice on this ques- 
tion. I do propose for myself, as long as I may be intrusted with 
a seat on this floor, that whoever else shall halt or grow weak in 
maintaining it, so long as I have the strength I will stand for south- 
ern Union men of both colors; and when I cease to do that before 
any presence, North or South, in official bodies or before public assem- 
blies, may my tongue cleave to the roof of my mouth and my right 
hand forgetitscunning. [Manifestations of applause in the galleries. } 

The VICE-PRESIDENT rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I give notice that if manifestations of applause 
in the galleries continue I shall move that the galleries be cleared. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I suppose that the question before 
the Senate is a question of law, but the law is about the only thing 
which I have not heard discussed. The Senator from Delaware made 
some reference to it, but in what he said I think he was entirely mis- 
taken. The first question arising in this case is whether the certiti- 
cate of William P. Kellogg is signed by the governor of Louisiana; 
and upon that subject I beg leave very brietly to refer to the record. 
The Senator from Delaware says that the votes for governor in 
Louisiana are to be counted only by the Legislature, and that the 
returning board of that State under the constitution and laws of the 
State have no power to count the votes for governor and licutenant- 
governor. If the Senator from Delaware is totally mistaken in that 
point, the force of his argument is materially weakened. I will just 
call attention to the provision of the constitution of Lonisiana upon 
that subject. It is article 48, which treats of the executive power of 
the State. I will not read the whole article, but so much as is perti- 
nent: 


The qualified electors for representatives shall vote for governor and lientenant- 
governor at the time and place of voting for representatives; the returns of every 
election shall be sealed up and transmitted by the proper returning oflicer to the 
secretary of state, who shall deliver them to the speaker of the house of represent 
atives on the second day of the session of the General Assembly then to be holden. 


The returns are to be sent by the proper returning officer to the sec- 
retary of state, who is to transmit them to the Legislature. Who is 
the proper returning officer? That officer is not fixed by the consti- 
tution, but is fixed by the law; and now I refer to the law. I read 
from the second section of the act of 1872: 

That five persons, te be elected by the senate from all political parties, shall be 
the returning officers for all elections in the State, a majority of whom shall con- 
stitute a quorum, and have power to make the returns of all elections. 

The section provides that this returning board of five members 
shall be the returning board for all elections in the State of Louisiana. 
Now I turn to section 44 of the same act : 

That it shall be the duty of the secretary of state to transmit to the clerk of the 
house of representatives and secretary of the senate of the last General Assembly, 
a list of the names of such persons as, according to the returns, shall have been 
elected to either branch of the General Assembly ; and it shall be the duty of the 
said clerk and secretary to place the names of the representatives and senators 
elect so furnished upon the roll of the house and of the senate, respectively ; and 
those representatives and senators whose names are so placed by the clerk and 
secretary, respectively, in accordance with the foregoing provisions, and none 
other, shall be competent to orgapize the house of representatives or senate. 

The namesof the persons who are returned by the returning board as 
elected to the Legislature are to be transmitted by the secretary of 
state to the clerk of the former house, and from this list and this list 
only the new Legislature is to be organized. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me to ask him 
just one question? 

Mr. MORTON. I prefer that the Senator would allow me to pass 
on. I desire to make my remarks as connectedly as possible. 

Mr. BAYARD. I only desire to state—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana declines to 

ield. 
4 Mr. MORTON. The Senator will have ample time to correct me if 
I am mistaken. 

The Legislature of Louisiana was organized from the list trans- 
mitted by the secretary of state in accordance with this act. Ido 
not know that there was a quorum present on the first day, but there 
was on the second day of the session, in both houses. The house of 
representatives in Louisiana consists of one hundred and twenty 
members. Sixty-one of that number constitute a quorum. The sen- 
ate consists of thirty-six members, and nineteen of that number can- 
stitute a quorum. On the second day of the session the Legislature 

roceeded to count the votes for governor and lientenant-governor, 
in accordance with the law and the constitution. When the roll was 
called in joint session, the two honses having met as required to 
count the votes, there were present of the senators who had been re- 
turned by the returning board twenty-one, two overaquorum. There 
were present of the representatives sixty-eight, seven over a quo- 
tum. The two Houses thus assembled in joint convention counted 
the votes for governor and lieutenant-governor. Without reading 
all the details, I will give the result. The committee appointed by 
the two houses to make the canvass thus reported : 

Your joint committee having made a canvass of the returns presented to them 
by the board of returning officers, pursuant to law, find the following result, which 


they desire to present to the honorable senate and house of representatives in 
joint session convened : 
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For governor. = 
Stephen B. Packard .........--0++-00+-00+++ pa Geeess Speces someceesesuossoses 74,624 
Francis T. Nicholls 71,198 


Cc. C. Antoine : 74,669 
lauis A. Wiltz.. ‘ 71,093 

Signed by the committee. } 7 : 

\ hereupon the presiding otficer of the senate proclaimed that Stephen B Packard, 
having obtained the largest number of votes polled in pursuance of the law, and 
by the power vested in him by the constitution of the State of Louisiana, is hereby 
declared duly elected governor of the State of Louisiana, for the constitutional 
term of four years from the second Monday in January, 1877. 

I refer to this part of the poe and to these laws to show 
the title of Governor Packard. I now take up the record of the elec- 
tion of Senator of the United States. The two Houses convened in 
joint convention, in pursuance of the act of Congress, on the 10th day 
of January : 

The presiding officer announc ed that nominations were now in order for an elec” 
tion of a United States Senator for the term of six years, beginning March 4, 177. 

Representative D'Avy nominated Hon. William Pitt Kellogg. 

No other nominations being made, the respective rolls— 


Of the two houses— 
were called. 


Seventeen senators answered to their names, being two less than a 
quorum of that body. Sixty-six representatives answered to their 
names, being tive more than a quorum of that body. The vote was 
then taken, and William Pitt Kellogg received a majority of all the 
votes. There were present of the members of the Legislature duly 
returned by the returning board, as I am advised, sixty-six represent- 
atives and seventeen senators. There were thus five over a majority 
of the whole number of senators and representatives, eighty-one would 
bea majority of the whole of senators and representatives, and there was 
a majority of the whole namber voting, for although there were two less 
than a quorum of the senate present there were so many more than 
a quorum of the house present as to make a majority of the whole 
number of the members of the Legislature. That is a compliance 
with the act of Congress to which I shall refer. The act of Congress 
— for the election of Senators passed in 1506 provides as fol- 
ows: 

At twelve o'clock meridian of the day following that on which proceedings are re- 
quired to take place, as aforesaid, the members of the two Houses shall convene in 
joint assembly and the journal of cach house shall then be read, and if the same per 
son shall have received a majority of all the votes ineach house, such person shall be 
declared duly elected Senator to represent said State in the Congress of the United 
States; but if the same person shall not have received a majority of the votes in 
each house, or if either house shall have failod to take proceedings as required by 
this act, the joint assembly shall then proceed to choose, by a viva voce vote of each 
momber present, a person for the purpose aforesaid, and a person having a majority 


of all the votes of the said joint assembly, a majority of all the members elected to 
both houses being present and voting, shall be declared duly elected. 


The election comes entirely and clearly within the specification of the 
act of Congress. We all know how that act was called into existence; 
that it had been a very common thing before its passage, where the two 
houses of the Legislature were divided in politics, one party having 
a majority in one and the other in the other house, that a quorum 
would be broken in one honse or the other, and thus defeat an elec- 
tion, or one house would refuse to go into the election at all; and 
thus senatorial elections were often defeated and postponed. To 
remedy that evil this act was passed, and it was provided that if the 
two houses failed to elect on the first day, from any cause, if they 
should refuse to go into an election, or if for any reason there was no 
election on the first day, the members of the two houses should meet 
in joint convention on the next day, and if when they so met thore 
was a majority of all the members of the two houses present, though 
there might be less than a quorum of one house, yet there was a ma- 
jority of all present, it was sufficient for the election. 

Now, Mr. President, I submit that the record as it is presented 
makes the chain of title good, first that Governor Packard was de- 
clared duly elected by the proper authority in Louisiana. Again, 
that William Pitt Kellogg has been duly elected Senator from that 
State in accordance with the act of Congress. I am not disposed, 
therefore, to push the argument on this subject any further, deeming 
it unnecessary. 

I want to say one word, and I shall keep the Senate a very few 
minutes, in regard to the general character of the remarks submitted 
by the Senator from Delaware. There is constant talk of fraud. It 
is charged that the people of Louisiana had by a large majority voted 
for Nicholls and for Tilden, but that they were defrauded of their 
votes; and these charges are constantly made here and elsewhere. 
The time has come to meet that charge. We intend to roll it back. 
The evidence is upon the record that hurls it back into the teeth of 
the men who make it. The facts are upon the record, and indisput- 
able, that the so-called majority for Tilden and for Nicholls in the 
State of Louisiana was false and fraudulent, and that it was obtained 
by murder and every species of violence and intimidation. In some 
parishes where there were hundreds and thousands of republican 
voters they were deterred from voting almost wholly, in others one- 
half were driven from the polls; and thus a State that is certainly 
republican by a large majority was brought upon the face of the 
returns to cast a vote in favor of Tilden and of Nicholls. 

In talking about fraud these great crimes are constantly ignored. 
Of the hundreds and thousands of men who have been slain in Lou- 


isiana for political purposes in the last few years, no mention is made 
Of the murders, the whippings, the tortures, and the inhuman treat. 
ment that so largely prevailed during the late canvass no mention js 
madé. All that is ignored and the fruits of these crimes are treated 
as real honest property which they have a right to protect and enjoy 

What was done down there, as we claim and as the evidence shows 
abundantly, is simply under the laws of Louisiana to deprive them 
of the fruits of murder and crime, to give expression to the honest 
vote and to the honest majority of the people of Louisiana. Coy. 
stant reference is made to the introduction of the Army asif that was 
a crime, while no reference is made to the causes which brought thea 
Army into the State of Louisiana; no reference is made to the crimes 
to the threats, to the danger, and the peril that caused the Army to ha 
sent there; sent there for the highest and holiest purpose, the protec- 
tion of life, liberty,and human rights. The sending of the Army for 
these purposes is treated as a crime while the great crimes that took 
the Army there are ignored as if they had never existed! 

The returning board of Louisiana has been the subject of constant 
denunciation ; even the very existence of the board is treated as 4 
crime. Mr. President, there is a returning board in every State jn 
this Union of some character. Every State designates some officer or 
officers who are deputed by the law to count the votes. There must 
be. In my State there are several of them—all the State officers; jn 
other States a single officer; in other States two officers; in some 
States, like Nebraska, the Legislature counts the votes. But there 
must be some body, some tribunal, or authority in every State to 
count the votes. In most of the States these returning boards hayo 
only ministerial power ; they have no discretionary or judicial power; 
they have no power to take evidence and to throw ont votes on ac- 
count of fraud or violence. In other States they have some judicial 
powers, and these powers are greater or less in the different States, 
according to the condition and demands of the State. In a State 
like Louisiana there is no protection for the people but in a tribunal 
that is clothed with power to take testimony, to throw out fraudulent 
returns or returns obtained by murder and crime. Where the white- 
leaguers take possession of a parish all the polling-places have their 
own officers; they make the returns lawful upon their face. The 
papers are unobjectionable and the crime will succeed and the an- 
thors of it will enjoy the fruits, unless there be some tribunal where 
there can be evidence taken, the crime proved, and if established the 
fruit of the crime rejected and destroyed. It was this necessity that 
called into existence the returning board of the State of Lonisiana. 
No, sir; the board is not the crime, but the condition of the State 
and the political necessities of that State are the crimes which called 
that board into existence. 

Iam not here to-day to discuss past records and declarations of 
Senators and others. I merely occupy the time of the Senate brietly 
in calling attention to the law. But if this discussion continues | 
shall ask the indulgence of the Senate to go over the record of the 
last campaign in Louisiana, to show where the fraud rests, where it 
began, and what it accomplished, and I shall undertake to show that 
the campaign of 1876 was simply a repetition of the terrible crimes 
of 1866, of 1868, of 1872, and 1874. 

Enough, Mr. President, for the present. 


SENATOR FROM OREGON. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, before I came into the Senate 
this morning I am told Governor Grover, the Senator-elect from 
Oregon, was presented at the President’s desk to be sworn, and that 
objection was made by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HAMLIN] on the 
statement that he understood I had some papers which I wished to 
present. As I do not wish to delay that matter, it being a question 
of privilege, I desire to state that I hold in my hand petitions numer- 
ously signed by citizens of the State of Oregon which I have been 
requested to present as an objection to the oath of office being ad- 
ministered to Governor Grover, and I do now present them as such 
objections. 

i desire to state in this connection that this duty has not been sought 
by me, and I may say it is one of the most unpleasant of my life. At 
the same time it is a duty imposed upon me by my constituents, and 
one from which I must notshrink. As to whether the matters alleged 
in these petitions, if admitted or proven to be true, amount to sufli- 
cient reason under the law and practice of the Senate why the appli- 
cant should not be admitted on his prima facie case, presented by the 
credentials on the table, is of course a question entirely for the Sea- 
ate, to be determined on a proper resolution when Governor Grover 
shall again be presented to take the oath. I ask that the petitions 
be aia lie on the table, and printed, as an objection to the oath 
being adminstered to the applicant. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon presents a pe- 
tition, which will be read by the Secretary if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

To the Senate of the United States : 

Whereas it is currently reported, and generally believed, that L. F. Grover, by 

bribery, the corrupt use of money, and other unlawful and dishonorable means, pro- 


cured his election to the Senate of the United States by the Legislature of the State 
of Oregon at its last session ; 


And whereas the said L. F. Grover, in obedience to a corrupt scheme to defrand 
the State of Oregon of its wg electoral vote, as the governor thereof did unlaw- 
fully, dishonestly, corraptly, and by acts of usurpation, declare elected to the of, 
fice of presidential elector for the State of Oregon, on the 6th day of December- 
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1276, and did issue a cortificate of election to, one E. A. Cronin, who had been de- 

fi ated by the people for said office by more than one thousand majority; 
“And whereas the said L. F. Grover did fraudulently undertake to sustain his said 
1: by falsely testifying, as a witness concerning the same, before the Senate Com- 

o ttee on Privileges and Elections on or about the 6th day of January, 1877: 

eee therefore, we the undersigned citizens of the Stato of Oregon earnestly but 

respectfully ask that the said L. F. Grover be denied a seat in the United States 

Senate as @ Senator ane Be —- Oregon until the foregoing charges are thor- 

mane t igated an Vv 

oughly investign’ - M. L. WILMOT and others. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon asks that this 
petition lie on the table, and be regarded as an objection toswearing 
in Mr. Grover. 
itr WALLACE. I offer the following resolution as connected with 
the same subject-matter : 

Resolved, That the credentials of La Fayette Grover as a Senator from the State 
of Oregon be taken from the table, and that the oath of office be now administered 
to him. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. This can only be considered now by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORTON. There is another matter now pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Of equal privilege, the Chair under- 

tands. 
, Mr. SARGENT. I move that the papers presented by the Senator 
from Oregon be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That is subject to the same objec- 
tion. If one is to be objected to, of course they are both on the same 
footing. 

Mr. SARGENT. Does not the Senator want to see it in print? 


SENATOR FROM LOUISIANA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. Bayarp] to the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Maine [Mr. BLAINE] in rela- 
tion to the Senator-elect from Louisiana. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Curer CLERK. The resolution of the Senator from Maine is 
in the following words: 

Resolved, That the oaths apna’ by law be now administered by the Vice- 


President to William Pitt Kellogg, whose credentials as a Senator from the State 
of Louisiana were presented on 20th day of January, 1877. 


The amendment of Mr. BAYARD is to strike out all after the word 
“resolved” and insert : 
That the credentials of William Pitt Kellogg, claiming to be a Senator from 


the State of Louisiana, do now lie upon the table until the appointment of a 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, to whom they can be referred. 


Mr. BAYARD. I will modify the amendment by striking out “can” 
and inserting “shall;” so as to read, ‘‘to whom they shall be re- 
ferred.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Delaware modifies his 
amendment. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. SARGENT called for the yeas and nays, and they were or- 
dered. 

Mr. RANSOM. On this question my colleague [Mr. MERRIMON] is 
paired with the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. SPENCER.] He would 
vote “ yea” if present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On this question I am paired with the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON] who is now absent sick and not able 
to be here. Were he here I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. SPENCER. Iam paired with the Senator from North Caro- 
lina, [Mr. MERRIMON. } 7 


The question being taken by yeas and nays resulted—yeas 35, nays 
29; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bailey, Barnum, Bayard, Bogy, Fiooth, Burnside, Christiancy, 
Coke, Conkling, Davis of Mlinois, Davisof West Virginia, Dennis, Eaton, Gestant 
Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Johnston, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, Ker- 
nan, Lamar, McCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Maxey, Morrill, Randolph, Ransom, 
Saulsbury, Thurman, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—35. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Blaine, Brnce, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Chaffee, Conover, Dawes, Dorsey, Hamlin, Hoar, Howe, Ingalls, Kirkwood, Mc Mil- 
lan, Mitchell, Morton, Oglesby, Paddock, Patterson, Plamb, Rollins, Sargent, Saun- 
ders, Sharon, Sherman, Teller, Wadleigh, and Windom—29. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Beck, Cameron of Wisconsin, Cockrell, Edmunds, Ferry, 
Merrimon, and Spencer—7. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurs on the resolution as amended. 

Mr. BLAINE. I ask for the yeas and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. A siaees Let the resolution be reported as it now stands 
amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution, as amended, will be read 
for the information of the Senate. 


The Chief Clerk reads as follows: 
‘ Resolved, That the credentials of William Pitt Kellogg, claiming to be a Senator 


rom the State of Louisiana, do now lie upon the table until the appointment of a 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, to whom they shall be referred. 


Mr. MORRILL, I voted for this amendment under the belief that 
Mr. Kellogg was fairly entitled to his seat; but the committee ap- 
ponies to investigate that subject have not yet reported, or if they 

ave I have not seen their report. I regard this of sufficient impor- 
tance to be worthy of the investigation of a committee. A similar 


case will come up in relation to Oregon. I think that that is of suf- 
ficient importance to be considered by a committee. I therefore shall 
vote in favor of referring both of these cases to a committee. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. It is not worth whiie for me to state my reasons 
in detail for my vote. I coincide entirely with the Senator from 
Vermont, thinking that this case has enough doubts in it to be 
worthy the investigation of a committee. I do honestly believe that 
the argument of the Senator from Indiana this morning was a cor- 
rect argument, and that Mr. Kellogg was elected Senator from Louisi- 
ana according to law; but I do think, inasmuch as there is a contest- 
ant here, and in view of the surroundings, that it is due to this body 
and due to the country that this case should be referred to a commit- 
tee. For that reason I gave my vote for the amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think there is no contestant from the State of 
Louisiana. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I beg pardon of the Senate for saying there was 
a contestant. I mean there was another body claiming the right to 
elect, which I conceive to have been entirely illegal ; but in my judg- 
ment it is due to this body and due to the people of the conntry that 
the case should be referred to the proper committee, and if that com- 
mittee report in accordance with what I conceive to be the facts of 
the case, Mr. Kellogg will receive my vote for admission. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont 
in giving his own reasons for the vote which he has given has given 
maine. 1am not not sufficiently familiar with the facts of the Lou- 
isiana case to vote intelligently upon it now; the reports have not 
been printed and put into our hands ; and I shall be compelled to vote 
in the dark if I vote now on the main question. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. ALLISON answered 
to his name. 

Mr. HOWE. I want to say just this touching the vote I am about 
to give. I voted against the amendment of the Senator from Dela- 
ware. I thought I knew as much about this question already as I 
wanted to know or was likely to learn from the labors of any future 
committee. But the Senate has agreed to that amendment, and we 
have now the resolution before us as amended, and I do not see what 
else I can do but to vote to dispose of the credentials for the present 
as the resolution now before us proposes to dispose of them. To be 
practical I do not see but that I have got to vote for the resolution as 
amended, though it seemed to me that it was not sensible to amend 
it in that way. 

Mr. BLAINE. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays, if no 
one else insists on it. .* 

Mr. CONKLING. I think we had better have them, Mr. President. 

Mr. WALLACE and others. The roll-call has commenced. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I was about to say that this reso- 
lution appeared to me unnecessary. I think Mr. Kellogg is entitled 
to his seat by all the forms of law which entitle anybody to a seat 
here; but I want to add that if Mr. Kellogg is to go to a committee, 
everybody else ought to go, and I shall now vote to send every 
other contestant to a committee—— 

Mr. WHYTE. I rise to a point of order. The Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] had answered to his name; the roll-call should pro- 
ceed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If that be the fact, the Chair was not 
aware of it. 

Several SENATORS. It is the fact. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with the call 
of the roll. 

Mr.CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Ofcourse I will bow to the rule; 
but I have something to say in addition to what was said by the 
Senator from Maine this morning in regard to the communication sent 
down to South Carolina. I have something to say about that, and I 
will say it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with the roll- 
call. 

The roll-call was continued and concluded; and the result was an- 
nounced— yeas 43, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bailey, Barnum, Bayard, Beck, Bogy, Booth, Burn- 
side, Christiancy, Coke, Conkling, Conover, Davis of Minois, Davis of West Vir- 

inia, Dawes, Dennis, Dorsey, Eaton, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, 

loar, Johnston, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, Kernan, Lamar, McCreery, 
McDonald, McPherson, Maxey, Morrill, Paddock, Randolph, Ransom, Sargent, 
Saulsbury, Thurman, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—43. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Blaine, Bruce, Cameron of Pennsylvania, Chaffee, Ham- 
lin, Ingalls, Kirkwood, McMillan, Mitchell, Morton, Oglesby, Patterson, Plumb, 
Rollins, Saunders, Sharon, Sherman, Teller, Wadleigh, and Windom—21. 

ABSENT—Cameron of Wisconsin, Cockrell, Edmunds, Ferry, Howe, Merrimon, 
and Spencer—7?. 


So the resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE MESSAGE. 

Mr. Witu1aM K. Ropacers, Secretary of the President of the United 
States, appeared below the bar of the Senate and said: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the President of the United States 
to deliver to the Senate a message in writing. 

SENATOR FROM SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I offer the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the credentials of David T. Corbin and M. C. Butler, each claim- 
ing a seat as Senator from the State of South Carolina, lie upon the table until the 


committees are appointed, and their credentials shall then be be referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
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Mr. MORTON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. } 

Mr. PATTERSON. LI hope the Senator from Indiana will permit 
this resolution to pass. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The question before us is of the 
highest privilege and it is not in order to move to go into executive 
session at this time. ’ 

Mr. PATTERSON. I hope the Senator from Indiana will be kind 
enough to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. MORTON. I withdraw the motion for the time being to per- 
mit the Senator from South Carolina to have a vote on his resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Is my resolution before the Senate ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itis. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from South Carolina 

The resolution was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 

Mr. MORTON. I now renew the motion that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business, 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask the Senator from Indiana to permit me to 
offer a resolution for the swearing in of a member. 

Mr. MORTON. I cannot now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Those in favor of the motion 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, that is debatable, 
and I have aright to be heard. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable under the 
rules of the Senate. 

Mr. EATON. I call for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays are demanded on the 
motion of the Senator from Indiana. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. SPENCER. I suppose my pair will be binding on this as well 
as other questions. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 30, 
nays 31; as follows: 

YEAS—Merars. Allison, Anthony, Blaine, Bruce, Burnside, Chaffee, Christiancy, 
Conover, Davis of Tilinois, Dawes, Dorsey, Hoar, Howe, Ingalls, Kirkwood, Mc- 


Millan, Mitchell, Morrill, Morton, Oglesby, Paddock, Plumb, Rollins, Sargent, 
Saunders, Sharon, Sherman, Teller, Wadleigh, and Windom—30. 

NA YS—Meassrs. Bailey, Barnum, Bayard, Beck, Bogy, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of 
West Virginia, Dennis, Eaton, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Johnston, 
Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, McCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Maxey, Pat- 
terson, Randolph, Ransom, Sanlsbury, Thurman, Wallace,Whyte, and Withers—31. 

ABSENT —Messrs. Booth, Cameron of Pennsylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, 
Conkling, Edmunds, Ferry, Hamlin, Jones of Nevada, Merrimon, and Spencer—10. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 


SENATOR FROM ALABAMA, 

Mr. BAYARD. I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the credentials of John T. Morgan, Senator-elect from the State 
of Alabama, be taken from the table and that he be sworn. 

Mr. SPENCER. Upon that question I desire to speak. It is now 
half past two and I am not feeling well; 1 prefer to wait until morn- 
ing before I address the Senate, 

Several SENATORS. Go on. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama moves that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the resolation offered 
by the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORRILL, If the Senator from Alabama will give way, I will 
renew the motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 

Mr. SPENCER. I do not really wish to speak to-night. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. There is a question in my mind 
whether or not that is in order, for certainly no business has occurred 
since that motion was voted down. 


me VICE-PRESIDENT. A motion to adjourn was made and re- 
jected. 

Mr. MORRILL. In order to make it in order I will move that the 
resolution pending be laid on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair holds that that is not neces- 
sary. He holds that business has intervened and been disposed of. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then I renew the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair entertains the motion. The 


Senator from Vermont moves that the Senate do now proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 


Mr. SARGENT. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
eall the roll. After three responses had been made, 

Mr. EATON. If I might be allowed, I would suggest that perhaps 
the call for the yeas and nays had better be withdrawn ond Iet us 


take the vote by sounc. I hope my friends will withdraw the call. 
Several SENATORS. By unanimous consent. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. It can be done by unanimons consent 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. Senators, the question js 
on the motion that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid. 
eration of executive business. After eighteen minutes spent in exec. 
utive session the doors were re-opened, and (at two o’clock and lifty 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned, 


IN SENATE 
THURSDAY, March 8, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 
COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOR DEAF AND DUMB, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. EpMuNpDs director on the 
part of the Senate of the Columbia Institution for the Instruction of 
the Deaf and Dumb under the provisions of section 2 of the act of 
July 27, 1868, making appropriations for the service of the Columbia 
Institution for the Instruction of the Deaf and Dumb, and esta)lish- 
ing additional regulations for the government of the institution, and 
for other purposes. 

SENATOR FROM ALABAMA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. There comes over as the unfinished busi- 
ness of the session of yesterday the resolution submitted by the Sen- 


ator from Delaware, [Mr. BAYARD,] which the Secretary will report 
for the information of the Senate. 


The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the credentials of John T. Morgan, Senator-clect from the State 
of Alabama, be taken from the table, and that he be sworn. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move to amend the resolution by striking out 
the words “that he be sworn” and inserting “‘ that they be referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama proposes the 
amendment stated by him in his place. 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, I have objected to the admission 
into this body of the gentleman claiming to have been elected Sena- 
tor from the State of Alabama becanse I believe his election was 
secured by means directly violative of the Constitution of the United 
States—means that render his election void and of no force, and 
which this body should not and will not sanction. 

By fraud, intimidation, and violence (words which have become 
familiar to the members of the Senate in connection with events in 
the Southern States since the close of the rebellion) the democratic 
party in the election of November, 1874, obtained control of the ex- 
ecutive, judicial, and legislative branches of the government of Ala- 
bama. Having obtained control, they forced upon the people of the 
State a convention to amend the constitution, the representation to 
which was so apportioned by the law that the republican counties of 
the State, containing more than half of the population, were not al- 
lowed one-third of the representation, and the election to determine 
whether a convention should be held was so conducted by the party 
in power as to make it impossible that the electors should give ex- 
pression to their will at the ballot-box. This convention removed 
from the constitution of the State those provisions which were de- 
signed to secure the free exercise of the elective franchise by the 
colored republican electors, and under this new constitution the clec- 
tion laws were so altered as to practically deprive one-half of tho 
electors of the State of all voice in the selection of the persons to 
administer the State government, and in nearly all cases of partici- 
pation in the selection of local and minor officers. 

Under this election law was conducted the election of August, 1876, 
at which the governor and other State officers and the members of 
the General Assembly were elected. This election was so openly and 
glaringly fraudulent, and partook so little of a procedure designed to 
determine the will of all the legal electors of the State, that it can 
only be designated as a mockery and a farce. : 

The Legislature which selected Mr. Morgan as a Senatorof the United 
States were to no greater extent the representatives of the people 
than if they had been appointed by autocratic power. In nine-tenths 
of the counties of the State the actual procedure to determine who 
should represent the county in the Legislature can be properly de- 
scribed as nothing more than selections by the several county organ- 
izations of the democratic party, which were in effect the actual de- 
termination of whom those representatives should be, to which the 
ane forms of an election were an absurd and meaningless ap- 
pen . 

Mr. President, on reviewing the history of Alabama, since the close 
of the rebellion, one fact stands forth prominent above all others in 
its influence upon public affairs in that State, It is this: That the 
negro havin n made free against the will of his former owner, 
and having been endowed with the rights of American citizenship 
without the concurrence and despite the most strenuous objection of 
the great body of whites in the South, the opposition to his exercise 
of these rights has continued to be and is ay as powerful and per- 
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honestly, and truly presents the democratic opinion upon the ques- 
tion of negro suittrage : 


The grave question to be settled at much cost is, what is to be done with the negro 
as avoter! Sooner or later, with more or less dispatch, he will be disfranchised and 
thrust out of politics Ligh 

White men of all parties, and of every grade of religious or moral conviction, may 
as well come quickly to the consideration of how to get the negro out of politics 
with the least confusion and cost. He must go, and there is no profit in standing 
long upon the order of his going. You say it is a grave question ; 80 it is, and one 
that affects the moral and political welfare of the whites to such an extent that the 
negro must go out of the political problem, by legislation on the part of the States 
respectively, or go to the wall in a long, bloody, and fieree contest for his decima- 
tion. * * * We propose to deal as kindly with him as possible, but to pursue 
unilinchingly the course which will lead to a peaceful relegation of him back to the 
cotton and rice fields, minus the ballot. 


This article appears to have been copied by the Mobile Register 
from another paper. Yet, as I shall show hereafter, it clearly indi- 
cated the policy of the democratic party. 

By democratic legislation in my State the negro is to-day almost 
entirely thrust out and excluded from politics on account of his race 
and color, in direct violation of the provisions of the fifteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States. He is relegated to 
the cotton and rice fields minus the ballot. I will further show that 
by democratic legislation he is deprived of other rights, the most im- 
portant of which is the right to a fair and impartial trial in civil or 
criminal proceedings in the courts of justice. 

But Ll recur to the report of the committee. They say: 


So successful was the work of the party leaders in forcing the “ race issue” upon 
the peoplo of the State, that the necessary evils of such a course were not slow in 
being developed. An era of intimidation, social ostracism, personal violence, and 
murder was soon inaugurated, and the true men who stood by republican principles 
were subjected to acts of indignity and maltreatment heretofore witnessed only in 
savage warfare. Just prior to the inauguration of the campaign on the part of the 
republicans, two of their prominent leaders were assassinated in open day, (see 
pages 17, 503, 547, 556, 564,) and the perpetrators of these crimes have not been prose- 
cuted by the anthorities of the State up to this time. The first instance of murder 
occurred in Sumter County, and was that of Mr. Walter P. Billings, a northern 
man, who was shot down in the public road, as he was on his way to his home from 
a point at which he had addressed a republican meeting. He had committed no 
offense against the laws of the State, the county, or society ; was a peaceable, law- 
abiding citizen, following the pursuits of business; and his only offense, so far as 
could be ascertained, was that of being an active republican leader. The next in- 
stance was that of Thomas L. Ivey, a colored republican, who was a route-agent 
on the railroad running between Livingston and Meridian, and a leading colored 
republican. In open daylight, the train was “flagged” and halted, and Ivey was 
shot to death in the mail-car 

These assassinations occurred prior to the beginning of the campaign proper, 
and could have no other effect than that of striking terror into the Reoxee of the 
republicans, who resided in large numbers near this particular locality. They 
were both killed doubtless for their political opinions. 


After citing extracts from the evidence, the committee proceed as 
follows: 


Instances upon this point might be continued almost indefinitely. The volume 
of printed testimony affords ample proof of “ ostracism."’ The democrats them- 
aclves acknowledge it. Hon. W. M. Brooks, (see page 520,) a prominent leader of 
the party, says: ‘‘ When a man joins the republican party in our midst it has an 
effect upon his social position.” “ And when he joins that party he must feel or 
realize the fact that he is giving up his social position in a great measure, not 
altogether so; he feels that the cold shoulder will be turned to him.” 

rhese notorious facts establish the position that the campaign of the demo- 
cratic party in Alabama was made against the colored man as such, and his white 
ally. All other issues were buried out of sight. The canvass on the part of tho 
democrats thus inaugurated in bitterness and strife, ended in a victory, won by 
fraud, violence, proscription, intimidation, and murder. Tho programme of the 
party assembled in convention at Montgomery, in Jaly, 1874, indicates this, and is 
quoted as follows from their resolutions : 

“1. That the radical and dominant faction of the republican party in this State 
persistently, by false and fraudulent representations, have inflamed the passions 
and prejudices of the negroes as a race against the white people, and have thereby 
made it necessary for the white people to unite and act together in self-defense and 
for the preservation of white civilization. 

* * . . a . . 

“3. That the so-called civil-rights bill, recently passed the Federal Senate and 
now pending in the House, is a flagrant and dangerous invasion of the ancient con- 
servative principles of personal liberty and free government, and is a palpable 
violation of the Federal Constitution, and presents an issue of vital moment to the 
American people, and calls upon them to decide at the ballot-box whether they will 
or will not be coerced to the absolute social as well as political equality of the negro 
race with themselves. We view with abhorrence the attempt on the part of the 
Federal Government to take control of schools, colleges, churches, hotels, railroads, 
steamboats, theaters, and grave-yards, for the yurpose of establishing negro equalit 
and enforcing it under numerous penalties of fines, damages, and imprisonment.’ 

The passage of such resolutions were not warranted by the facts. The “radical 
party" of the State had not inflamed the passions and prejadices of the negro at 
this time. All the proof shows that the negroes were docile. working quietly ; had 


not in any way molested the whites, but were conducting themselves as law-abid- 
ing citizens 


. . o o . . 

The colored men had been threatened with loss of employment, and were gloomy 
and despondent. They saw the dangers of the “race issue;” that it could add 
nothing to the prosperity of the people or the State; that it was fraught with dis- 
aster; and they resolved to avert the mischief, if possible. To this end, they stu- 
diously avoided giving offense to the “ white man’s party ;" they carefully ab- 
stained from doing anything tending, even in a slight degree, to increase the bad 
fecling they had not engendered, and determined upon a conciliatory course. 
Therefore, when the republican party, on the 20th day of August, assembled in 


State convention, after the democratic declaration of hostilities, they adopted the 
following platform of principles. ; 


The committee then set ont the platform of the republican party 
adopted by their State convention, of which they say: 

Thus expressly declining a race issue and committing themselves to principles 
that must receive the support of every patriot, they attempted to restore good feel- 
ing and inaugurate a campaign that would be honorably conducted. Some occur- 
rences which soon after transpired illustrate the spirit of the democratic party. 

Then follow quotations from the testimony of numerous witnesses, 
showing that the democratic leaders, in their public speeches, openly 


declared that they intended to carry the election if they had to fig); 
for it, and informed their hearers that they need not be deterred by 
the presence of Federal soldiers; that they had met those men before 
and were not afraid to meet them again; that at their meetings trans. 
parencies were paraded on which were inscribed “ free election or q 
free fight,” “ white man’s government, ” and similar mottoes ; that the 
discharge of colored men from employment because they refused to 
desert their principles was general throughout the State; that the 
organization of white leagues and white men’s clubs was equally as 
general; that political meetings of colored men were broken up by 
armed democrats; that large numbers of armed democrats wet 
about threatening the negroes; that they burned their churches }yo. 
cause republican meetings were held in them; and that it was the 
constant practice for colored republican leaders in many of the cou). 
ties in the State, in fear of their lives, to leave their homes at night 
and seek refuge from armed assassins in secluded places in the forest, 
In short, by the baleful influence of the race issue, which in this cam. 
paign, by means of the recent passage of the supplemental civil-rights 
bill, was made more predominant and absorbing than ever before, g 
reign of terror was produced throughout the State. Republicans in 
those counties in which they were in the greatest number were hold- 
ing no political meetings, making no political speeches, and only 
with bated breath, if at all, dared in private to proclaim their ro. 
publican principles. 

To still further increase the terror, these cunning players upon the 
baser passions of the people caused information to be sent through- 
out the State that in parts of the State remote from the places where 
the information was received “ negro risings” had taken place; stato- 
ments which this committee show were baseless, unfounded, and al. 
surd. Bands of armed cavalry were dispatched by the democratic 
leaders to traverse certain counties of the State in pretended search of 
these negro risings, and they held complete control of the country 
which they occupied. The weak voice of the law was drowned by 
the echo of their horses’ hoofs. 5 

The freedmen retired before the advance of these armed maraud- 
ers and deserting their humble homes, fled in terror to the swamps. 
They were in abject fear of their lives. A condition of affairs was 
being rapidly created identical with that which prevailed in the 
State of Mississippi in the campaign preceding the election of 1875 
in that State. 

Had the republicans of Alabama at that time been left entirely to 
their own resources, the 98,000 votes which they polled at that elec- 
tion would have been reduced to any amount which the chairman of 
the democratic State committee might have desired. He would have 
been absolute dictator in Alabama, as he was in Mississippi a few 
months later. But two circumstances to a great extent staid the 
democrats in their career of blood, and protected and encouraged 
the republicans. These were, first, that the President sent Federal 
troops into the State; and, secondly, that the Alabama democrats 
were informed by their northern associates that the horrible murders 
and outrages which had been committed in Alabama were injuring 
the democratic party at the North. Thus, fear and policy combined 
to cause them to change their plans. Throughout the campaign 
every form of persecution, short of absolute violence, continued to 
be used by them ; but they were careful that no assassinations or mur- 
ders should occur until at or near the day of election, too late to be 
telegraphed over the country to influence the northern elections ad- 
versely to the democratic party. 

To show how completely within the control and under the direc- 
tion of the democratic leaders were their followers throughout the 
State, there is one remarkable occurrence which should not be lost 
sight of. No sooner was it learned that the President would in- 
terfere for the protection of Alabama republicans, than the scene 
changed asif by magic. At once and in a single day the democratic 
newspapers of the State, which had been filled with accounts of negro 
risings, ceased from that time to contain a single reference to the sub- 
ject, and the armed organizations which had been traversing cer- 
tain counties in the State quartered their horses and rested on their 
arms. 

With regard to the sending of Federal soldiers into the State and 
its consequences, I prefer to present the views of this committee. 
They say: 

The committee are of opinion that the presence of United States troops was ab 
solutely necessary for the protection of life and for the maintenance of a free and 
republican form of government. The question may be asked, why did not the State 
authorities quoll these disturbances, protect its citizens, and enforce the law? The 
answer is plain. The State did not have the physical power to do it. Law officers 
in divers instances were reluctant to arrest law-breakers ; courts of | en were 

owerless to make arrests; and the governor had no militia to aid willing officers 
n any locality, except the very men who were in sympathy with those committing 
the depredations. Under all the circumstances the only regret is that there were 
not more United States soldiers in the State for the purpose of aiding in the en- 
forcement of laws. 

Up to the time when the troops came into Alabama, the republican party re 
mained dormant, liberty of speech was throttled, and the leaders of the party were 
unable to take active measures in the campaign. When the troops arrived the re- 
publicans determined to begin the canvass. They did so, meeting a storm of oblo- 
quy, reproach, and wasnell danger. The democrats began theirs by endeavoring 
to break up a republican county convention at Clayton; by running out of town 4 
republican Congressman at Tuskegee ; by pelting with rotten eggsa State judge at 
Greenville; by bullying a republican speaker and lawyer at Greensborough ; by 
burning the churches of colored people in Wacoochee Valley ; by armed raidinzs 
of whites against their colored neighbors; by public denunciation and personal 
abuse of ‘ carpet-baggers " and “ scalawags;" by threatening and bribing colored 
men, as well as by the occasional assassination of a republican leader. 
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the precincts are changed by the county commissioners, a new regis- 
tration is rendered necessary. Thus it will be seen how this essential 
pre-requisite to voting is placed entirely within the control of the 
democratic party and is purposely surrounded with obstructions and 
embarrassments wherever and whenever it is designed to limit the 
colored vote within the requirements of that party. ; a 

Considering these provisions of law in connection with the spirit 
of opposition to negro sufirage prevailing in the democratic party, it 
will not be a surprise to learn what the evidence taken by the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections shows so conclusively, that thou- 
sands upon thousands of eolored voters were deprived of the right of 
suffrage at this election by the operation of the registration laws. 

By the new law every elector is required not only to register but 
to vote in the election precinct of his residence. Upon its face this 
provision of law may appear to be entirely fair and just. It donbt- 
less exists in many of the States of the Union where the right to vote 
in accordance with the dictates of his judgment and his conscience 
is conceded to every citizen, and where the moral sentiment of the com- 
munity, as well as the written law, makes the violation of the purity of 
the ballot-box an odious crime. But in Alabama it isan act which made 
easy the perfection of the plan by which it is in the power of the 
democratic leaders to fix with certainty what the result of an election 
shall be, what their majority shall be, what the return of the vote 
from each precinct shall be, before a ballot is cast. If the rights of the 
negro were admitted and recognized by the democrats of Alabama, if 
his ballot were received as it should be and counted as it was re- 
ceived, if the purity of the ballot-box were respected, there would be 
no objection to the provision requiring each elector to vote in the 
precinct of his residence. 

But how does it operate and how was it designed to operate in 
Alabama? The republicans when in power were careful to provide 
that the voter could cast his ballot at any polling-place in the county 
of his residence, and an examination of the election returns will show 
the remarkable fact that during this period, in every county of the 
black belt, where the great republican majorities exist, the great bulk 
of the republican vote for each county was cast at the county seat, and 
in some instances at perhaps one other place inthe county. The other 
polling-places, ten, fifteen, or twenty in number, were left entirely to 
the democratic voters, although guarded, as far as practicable, by re- 
publicanelection officers. Thefreedman would journey ten, fifteen, or 
twenty miles to cast his ballot. This was the greatest, the proudest 
duty of his life. He seldom failed in its performance. He felt that 
though poverty and toil and persecution be his portion he still has 
reason to hope in the brightness of the future for his race as long as 
he was permitted to exercise his right to express his will in the affairs 
of government by casting his ballot. 

Why was it that the republicans found it necessary to concentrate 
their votes atone or two voting-placesin the county and why wasit that 
the democrats legislated to prevent this? An answer to this ques- 
tion will involve a consideration of a larger part of the abuses which 
have resulted in the practical disfranchisement of the colored voter 
in Alabama. Nine-tenths of the white republicans in my State are 
to be found in the poorest white counties; that is, in those counties 
where, the land not being comparatively rich or fertile, slave labor 
had not been employed. They consist mainly of those who remained 
true to the Union in days of secession and who were afflicted with 
terrible sufferings during the rebellion as a price of their devotion. 

In what are known as the black counties, where the rich soil made 

slave labor profitable, is to be found the greatest part of the repub- 
lican strength in the State. Thus it is that where the colored voters 
are most numerous are to be found the fewest white republicans. 
There were sufficient in each of the black counties to guard the bal- 
lot-box in one or two of the precincts and encourage and protect the 
freedmen in voting thereat. But now that the elector is compelled 
to vote in his precinct it is impossible for the republicans to guard 
the ballot-boxes. It is true that in almost every precinct of the State 
a sufficient number of colored men who can read and write are to be 
found to act as election officers; but the investigation before the Sen- 
ate committee has shown that, where a colored man has been ap- 
pee at any of the precincts as election manager, he has either 
wen driven away by the threats of democratic managers or else has 
been so abused, threatened, and intimidated by them that he has been 
compelled to sit quietly by and see republican changed to democratic 
ballots by the skilled fingers of unscrupulous election managers with- 
out daring toentera protest. I speak now only of those cases wherein 
republican inspectors or managers of election had been appointed. 
They are not many ; for the truth is that in most of the counties of 
the State where the republican strength lies the ballot-boxes were 
exclusively and entirely under the control of the democrats. 

The republicans cast their ballots believing that when they did so 
they would not be counted, and throughout the black belt the boast 
of the democrats was, “ You can out-vote us, but we can out-count 
you, and the count succeeds the vote.” The law requires that the in- 
spectors of election for each voting-place shall be appointed by the 
county supervisors; that they shall be three in number, and shall 
consist of members of both political parties. The supervisors are the 
sheriff, the judge of probate and the clerk of the circuit court of each 
county. These officers are elected by the people, and it might be asked 
how it occurs that in republican counties, where the republican su- 
pervisors were elected, proper inspectors were not appointed. The 
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answer is that though republicans were elected to these offices jp 
November, 1874, they have been legislated or persecuted out of office 

I cannot now enter into the details of the means by which they 
were deprived of their offices, but the statement is fully sustained )y 
the evidence adduced before the committee. The evidence is coy. 
clusive that in all of the colored counties thus situated the democratic 
supervisors appointed either no republican election officers at any pol. 
ing-place, orelse acolored republican who could neither read nor write 
In many cases they searched the precincts until they found that rara 
avis, a colored democrat, appointed him as inspector, and charged him 
to the republican party. I neglected to state that the democrats 
amended the law so as to provide that one should act as an inspector 
only in the precinct of his residence, thus making it still more dif. 
cult for the republicans to distribute their forces so as to guard the 
ballot-boxes. 

Having so arranged the machinery as to put the ballot-boxes when 
desirable exclusively in the control of their party, the democrats 
made a fair election more impossible by the adoption of a subsequent 
special act of the following purport: Under the old election law 4 
penalty was prescribed for the failure of one who was appointed to 
act as an inspector. This act was amended by abolishing the pen- 
alty, so that inspectors might with impunity fail to perform their 
duties. Thus it Sanpenel that in a large number of precincts in the 
election of August, where the republicans were in the majority, and 
where democrats had been appointed inspectors, the polls were not 
opened. The freedmen stood with the ballots in their hands for 
hours and hours awaiting the opportunity to cast their votes, but it 
was not afforded them. True, the law provides that where the in- 
spectors fail to act any three qualified electors may conduct the elec. 
tion, but the white democrats would not and the colored republicans 
dared not open the polls. It was the intention of the democrats that 
the colored votes should not be polled at those precincts, and refus- 
ing themselves to open the polls they refused to permit the colored 
republicans to do so. They could use any unlawful means to prevent 
the opening of the polls, because they had no reason to fear that they 
would be made to suffer a penalty for a violation of the law. While 
acting in behalf of their party they were superior to all the courts 
and statutes of the State. They might earn praise, they might earn 
promotion. They had absolutely nothing to fear. The colored man, 
recognizing the different condition in which he was placed, failed to 
act. 

It might be supposed that if at a Federal election the managers of 
theelection manipulated the ballots tosuit the purposes of their party, 
they would have reason to fear the penalties prescribed by the laws 
of the United States. Butnotso. The State law carefully prescribed 
that the best evidence of the crime shall remain in the possession of 
the criminal. The law adopted by a republican administration pro- 
vided that upon the close of the polls and after the ballots had been 
counted they should be delivered to the judge of probate of the 
county, and be by him retained subject to inspection. The demo- 
cratic amendment prescribes that the ballots shall be retained by 
one of the inspectors for sixty days and then destroyed. Thus tho 
man who commits the frand is permitted to hold within his exclu- 
sive control the only evidence which could secure his conviction. 

The republican has every reason to believe when be casts his bal- 
lot that it will not be counted. By actual experience he knows this 
to be true, and that it was true in all of the precincts throughout 
the black belt where necessary for the purposes of the democracy 
that it should be so, in the election of August, 1876, the evi- 
dence adduced before the Committee on Privileges and Elections con- 
clusively proves. When he casts his ballot it is destroyed, altered, 
or miscounted. The procedure through which he is required to goin 
order that his ballot may reach the hands of the election officers, 
whose duty it is to place it in the ballot-box, is tortuous and embar- 
rassing, and when necessary for democratic purposes may be made to 
present a complete obstruction to his exercise of the right of suffrage. 

No man can vote unless his name appears upon the registration- 
list or unless he presents with his ballot a certificate that he has 
registered on election day. In several counties republicans in large 
numbers were disfranchised by the failure of the democratic election 
officers to find their names upon the registration-lists, and if, upon the 
voter discovering that the inspector would not find his name, he de- 
manded of the proper officer to be again registered, he was informed 
that he had gone through that procedure once and could not do so 
again. Thus he was sent back and forth between the registration and 
the election officers until, disheartened and discouraged, he abandoned 
the attempt to cast his ballot. Should his name appear upon the regis- 
tration-list his vote would be a for pur of delay, in 
most cases with insult and abuse; and when challenged he would 
be required to take an oath specifying that he possessed every quali- 
fication of an elector. When he had taken the oath he could then be 
required to produce some person known to some one of the inspect- 
ors who could in his turn required to make oath that the appli- 
cant for the privilege of voting was the person whom he represented 
himself to be and that he possessed the qualifications necessary to 
entitle him to vote. The previous registration was of no benefit or 
advantage, because all that the elector was required to prove before 
he could be registered he could in presenting his ballot be required 
to prove again. In addition to this, if no inspector found it conven- 
ient to know the person who appeared to swear to the identity and 
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qualifications of the elector the latter was not permitted to vote. 


‘Thus at each stage of the proceedings could the democratic inspector 
embarrass, obstruct, and hinder the elector in the exercise of the suf- 


frave, and at last, when the latter had safely passed every other stage, 
could deprive him of the power to vote by refusing to know the per- 
son whom he presented as his sponsor. an 7 

It will be observed that every possible obstruction is thrown in the 
way of the voter, while there is hardly a provision to prevent fraud 
in the counting of the votes. Provisions designed and intended to 
invite and encourage fraud abound throughout the law. By the fail- 
ure of the registration officers to register republican voters, by the 
failure of democratic inspectors to open the polls, by the refusal of 
inspectors to find the names of the voters upon the registration-lists 
where they actually appear, by the failure of the registrar to have 
these names properly recorded for the use of the election officers, by 
the refusal of democratic inspectors to know republican voters or the 
persons who did know them, by the appointment of democratic 
inspectors exclusively to manage the elections, and by the fraudulent 
manipulation of ballots and stufling of ballot-boxes, the votes of 
about forty-five thousand republicans in the election of August, 1876, 
were either uncounted or were counted for the democratic party. 

Of the 42,000 majority which the democrats claim to have received 
in the election of August, 1876, at least 15,000 were se votes 
which were fraudulently counted by election officers for the demo- 
cratic candidates. At least 10,000 were lost by the prosecution of 
the democratic conspiracy to keep the polls closed in large republi- 
can precincts, By the organized systematic refusal of election offi- 
cers in certain counties to have the elector identified by satisfactory 
evidence and by the failure of the democratic registrars to register 
republican electors, not less than 10,000 republican votes were lost. 

In this estimate of our loss I have included nothing which did not 
arise from the defects in the election and registration laws, designed 
and intended to exist by the democratic Legislature which adopted 
them. I have not even included the loss to us arising from the 
peculiar operation of the law, which, compelling the republican elect- 
or to vote in the precinct of his residence, placed him directly under 
the eye of his democratic employer. 

I have not included the number who were deterred from voting by 
threats of discharge from employment, nor the number to whom the 
choice was given to leave their growing crops and wander with theig 
wives and children, houseless and homeless, or vote the democratic 
ticket. In this way many were debarred from voting the republican 
ticket, but I am glad to say that but few, very few, could be induced 
to cast a democratic ballot. I have not asked that there should be 
deducted from the democratic vote the thousands of ballots cast by 
persons who entered our Svate from Georgia, Mississippi, and Ten- 
nessee to aid their democratic brethren. 

I have not included the votes that we lost in the most quiet counties 
of the State, those in which the most perfect and sublime peace and 
quiet prevail; those to which the democratic party point with pride 
as the result of their beneficent rule. I refer to counties like that of 
Barbour, where, as we were informed by a distinguished member of 
the democratic party in his testimony before the committee, the col- 
ored people did not vote because they had become convinced that they 
were not sufliciently learned to cast a ballot. 

In the county of Barbour the republicans received in the election of 
August 171 votes. They are entitled to at least 3,500. All is peace 
in that county. Since the massacre of colored people at the election 
of November, 1874, to which I have referred, there has been no vio- 
lence in that county. There will be no more until the time when the 
republicans of Barbour County shall have gathered sufficient courage 
to attempt to cast their ballots. Every leading republican of the 
county has been either murdered or driven away. 

Of the thirty witnesses, formerly residing in that county, who be- 
fore the United States grand jury identified some of those engaged 
in the massacres and murders, not one remains to-day. One of them, 
however, failed to escape. He appeared before the grand jury of the 
State court and identified two of the guilty persons who participated 
in the murder of republicans at the election of November, 1274. For 
his hardibood he was indicted for perjury, and is now in the State 
penitentiary upon the evidence of the identical persons whom he 
identified, and against whom indictments for the offenses are now 
pending in the United States circuit court at Montgomery. The 
other persons who essayed to give evidence before the grand jury 
were advised by the State’s attorney for the county not to appear be- 
fore that body or they would be visited with the same fate. 

Mr. President, under a resolution of the Senate a subcommittee of the 
Committee on Privilegesand Elections lately investigated the Alabama 
elections of August and November, 1876, and on the last day of the 
last session made its report. Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, was chair- 
man of that subcommittee. Due examination of the evidence taken 
before the committee will be found to substantiate what I have said. 
It is not complete, because the number of witnesses was limited by a 
limited appropriation for their payment, and also by other arduous 
Placks which were imposed upon the Committee on Privileges and 

4ections, 

Contrasting the methods pursued by the democrats of Alabama for 
the election of 1874 and those of 1876 the committee say: 


t Being clothed with the power to make, alter, or amend the laws of the State, all 
urther resort to any form of physical violence on the part of the democrats in 











order to control the ballot-boxes became unnecessary. A different plan presented 
itself which was the more acceptable because it was the more certain of success and 
the more secret in its Operations. 

Fraud, under color of the forms of law, was substituted for violence, and the laws 
of the State regulating and controlling the registration of voters and the conduct 
otf elections were so framed as to offer every encouragement to those to whom was 
committed the fraudulent changing of votes after they had been deposited or the 
making of false or fraudulent election returns, or the failure to open the polls and 
conduct the elections in large republican precincts, or the seizing of the methods 
of obstruction and embarrassment with which the law has provided them to ex- 
clude from the ballot-box the ballots of qualified electors. The committee find 
that throughout the State, as faras their investigations extended, without exception, 
in one or the other of the forms which the law permitted, the republicans were 
either deprived of the opportunity to cast their ballots or these ballots were 
changed or destroyed whenever and wherever it was deemed necessary to serve the 
purposes of the democratic party. To designate the elections of August and No- 
vember, 1876, in Alabama as elactions by the people, in so far as the purpose of an 
election is to indicate the choice or will of the people, would be an abuse of the 
term. 





With reference to the character and result of the frauds committed 
the committee say : 


The evidence discloses numerous cases of the most flagrant frands committed by 
democratic officers of election in large republican precincts. That these frauds 
were committed, that the election at these precincts were mockeries, that when 
the colored republican cast a republican ballotit would be counted as a democratic 
ballot, that the elections were such but in name, and in all else were an outrage 
upon the rights of the people, and a miserable farce, was known by the repub- 
licans who voted, by the Soanenate who received their votes, and by the community 
at large. “ You can out-vote us, but we will out-count you,” was repeated upon 
a ov and upon the roads, and openly and publicly declared and generally un- 
derstood, 

Republicans in a precinct in which they had three hundred, four hundred, five 
hundred, or six hundred majority would go in full foree to the polls and cast their 
ballots, yet when the polls were closed a democratic majority would be returned 
as the result of the election at that voting-place. The evidence upon this point is 
overwhelming. Witnesses stood at various polling-places throughout election day. 
They placed republican ballots in the hands of republican voters; they saw those 
ballots presented to the election officer by the voter to be placed in the ballot-box. 
They counted the ballots as they were cast. They found that the republican ma- 


jority should have been as before indicated and as it was when elections were fairly 


»eld under republican administration. The colored people quiet, patient, cheer- 
fully awaiting hour after hour the opportunity to cast their ballots, bearing with 
fortitude the insults and abuse of their democratic opponents, would steadily per- 
sist in spite of all of the obstracles which, as we have shown, the law permitted 
to be placed before them on their way to the polls, and as the reward for their pa- 
tient devotion they learned when the polls were closed that their ballots had not 
only not been counted as they were cast but had been counted for the candidates 
of the party which they opposed. 

The evidence further shows that in all those republican counties where repub- 
lican supervisors who were elected by the peoplo had been removed by the methods 
before described and democrats appointed in their places, the provision of law that 
the inspectors of election appointed by these supervisors should be appointed from 
both political parties was systematically violated. In whole counties there would 
not be panpabinoan manager of election at a single polling place in the county. In 
some counties the supervisors would pretend to comply with the law by appoint- 
ing an occasional colored man as an officer of election, but it was clearly proved that 
when this was done the colored man would either be a republican who could not 
read nor write, or was one who was without character, without the contidenve of 
the people, and venal in every respect. 

* * o . 7 7 

The democrats pretend to have secured a majority of 42,000 at this election. 
They have 98,000 votes and have allowed the republicans 56,000. We do not think 
that less than 15,000 of the 9#,000, and perhaps 20,000 of that number, were votes 
which were cast for the republican —. By the failure of democratic election 
officers to open the polls; by the failure of registration officers to perform their 
duties, and by the obstructions which the forms of law permitted in the way of the 
voter to the polls, many thousand more votes were lost to the republican party. 
While we cannot state positively from the evidence taken before the committee 
the number of votes lost to the republican party in the election of August, 176, 
yet we do not hesitate to declare our opinion to be that if every qualified elector in 
the State who desired to cast his ballot were permitted to do so and if the votes 
were honestly counted the republicans would be found to have a majority in the 
State. We do state most positively that the election returns of the election of 
August and November, 1876, do not indicate the strength of the respective parties, 
the number of qualified electors in the State who desired and attempted to vote 
at those elections, nor the will of the majority of tl e entire State or of parts of the 
State. 


I particularly call the attention of the Senate to the following short 
extract from the report of the committee, as it has an important bear- 
ing upon the question of Mr. Morgan’s admission to aseat in this body: 


The committee believe that with a fair election and with an apportionment of 
representation in the Legislature in accordance with the population of the several 
counties the republicans would have carried the State and secured a majority in 
both branches of the Legislature. 


The conclusions of the committee are couched in clear, positive, and 
unmistakable language, and are in the following words: 


As the result of our examination into the subjects of inquiry presented by the 
resolution of the Senate under which we are acting, we would report: 

First. That the right of a large portion of the male inhabitants of the State of 
Alabama, being twenty-one years oem and citizens of the United States, to vote 
for the election of President and Vice-President of the United States and for Rep- 
resentatives in Congress at the elections held in Alabama on November the 7th, 
1876, and for the executive and judicial officers of that State and for members of 
the Legislature thereof, held on August 3, 1876, has been denied and abridged. 

Second, As to the extent to which such denial or abridgment has been carried, 
we would say that men of color and of the African race and otherwise qualified 
electors under the laws of the State and the United States were so denied and 
abridged in the exercise of the elective franchise as to leave them little or no voice 
in the selection of any of the officers of the State or of the United States made by 
law elective by the people. 

Third. That this denial and abridgment have been accomplished by means of 
laws regulating the registration of voters and the conduct of elections, which in 
their operation permit the vote of the colored man to be obstructed in its passage 
to the ballot-box, rejected and fraudulently miscounted, and further by the entire 
absence of inclination and the inability of the executive and judicial officers of the 
State government to secure the enforcement of those laws which provide punisly 
ment for crimes or misdemeanors in those cases where the crimes or misdemeanors 
are committed for political purposes and in the interest of the democratic party. 
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Fourth. Such denial and abridgment have been effected by the democratic party, 
whose members, acting as individuals or in the exercise of their power and author- 


« levislative or executive officers, have used every means to prevent that to 


which they as a party are opposed, namely : the exercise by the colored man of the 
“ th This te nial and abridgment have been carried on from the sole apparent 
motive of prejudice against the colored man on account of his race and color, and 
for the p Irpose of preventing the exercise or enjoyment by the colored man of the 
rights of American citizenship, to which the members of that party, by reason of 
this prejudice, are opposed : 7 

Sixth That this denial and abridgment have been exercised by no authority, but 
by the enactment of laws for the conduct of elections and the registration of voters, 
from which are excluded all provisions palpably necessary to secure to the colored 
man the exercise of the right to vote, and in which are included provisions to 
facilitate the prevention of its exercise. 

Mr. President, I know that my objection to the admission of this 
applicant to a seat in the Senate involves much more, in its consider- 
ation and in its consequences, than the mere question of title to the 
high office of a Senator of the United States, though that, indeed, is 
a subject of suflicient moment. It involves, clearly and plainly, the 
question whether millions of people, having by the law of the land 
been released from slavery and granted the rights and privileges of 
American freemen and American citizenship, shall, by the successful 
operation of a great combination and conspiracy to make those laws 
dead-letters upon the statute-books, be deprived of the exercise and 
enjoyment of those rights and privileges. Will the people of this 
country, will the Senate, to whom I now present this issue, consent 
that the plain provisions of the Constitution of the United States 
shall be disregarded and violated, and that a usurpation, the success- 
ful handiwork of these conspirators, shall be upheld, sustained, and 
recognized by the act of admitting to a seat in this body one who can 
claim no clearer title to admission than is founded upon the subver- 
sion of the will of the people ? 

Mr. President, millions of American citizens in the Southern States 
await with intense anxiety the action of the Senate. Deprived of 
their only instrument of protection against the persistent and relent- 
less assaults of their enemies, they stand to-day utterly defenseless, 

They can be sued, but they cannot sue; they can be punished, but 
they cannot be protected in the court of justice. Their democratic 
oppressors are superior to all law, and in a contest with them the 
colored man finds that for him—except for his persecution—there is 
no law. He is deprived of all voice in the selection of the law-makers 
and the making of the laws. For him representation or local self- 
government has no existence. Even the opportunity for the im- 
provement and elevation of his children has been taken from him by 
his oppressors, as far asit lay in their power totake it. Free schools 
no longer exist in Alabama. All this has been done despite the 
great truth that when the colored men of Alabama were intrusted 
with the suffrage they did not abuse the trust. 

I declare to the Senate, and I ask that the history of events in Ala- 
bama may be reviewed to sustain my declaration, that the colored 
man has exercised the right of suffrage with moderation, with wis- 
dom, and with intelligence; and that in the laws made and in the 
record for efficiency and honesty of all the officers, legislative, judi- 
cial, and executive, for which the colored people were by their votes 
responsible, they can safely and proudly challenge comparison with 
their political opponents. Since its existence the rule of the repub- 
lican party in Alabama has been conservative, economical, and benefi- 
cent; and yet all the wrongs of which the colored and white repub- 
licans have complained in other southern States, where their com- 
plaints have been silenced by the charges of incompetency or dishon- 
esty, they have had to complain in Alabama. 

No, Mr. President, let us not fear to recognize the truth. Let us 
meet the issue as it is plainly presented. Four millions of the people 
of this country appeal to you to protect them in their rights, to save 
them from a condition worse than that from which the proudest page 
in American history recites that they were released. Worse, because 
in slavery the colored man could look to one man—his owner—for 
protection, because it was to the interest of his owner to protect him. 

In the interest of human freedom and of human rights, I ask that 
the great republican party shall not abandon this contest; abandon 
it when it is almost won. A few years more of determined persist- 
enee, a few years more of struggle for the right, will witness the un- 
disputed triumph, the universal dominance of the principles which 
have given soul and life and strength to the cause of republicanism 
and made its glorious history possible. 

Let the Senate, by its refusal to receive the applicant for admission 
to this body upon the credentials presented, proclaim to the people 
of the South that the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States are firmly fixed as a part of the 
organic law of our land, never to be obliterated, and that the laws 
passed in pursuance thereof are active, Mving laws which must be 
respected and enforced. Let it be known that the people of this nation 
will not abandon the contest for human rights, but will continue the 
struggle to final triumph, and the right will soon prevail. Already 
the leaders of this great conspiracy against the freedom of the people 
find their followers beginning to understand that the great princi- 
ples of free government cannot be violated in their application to 
the colored man and still prevail to subserve the freedom, the well- 
being, and the happiness of the white man ; but that when the white 
man consents that the laws shall be violated to the gratification of 
his prejudice of race and caste, he consents that they cease to be 
feared or respected by men, and be disregarded for every purpose. 
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He compares the laws and the administration of public affairs which 
existed when the colored man was permitted to enjoy the rights of ay 
American citizen with the laws and the administration of to-day, and 
he begins clearly to see that his opposition to the colored man was based 
upon bare prejudice and not upon abuses of which there was cause to 
complain ; while to-day, those who knew how skillfully to play npon 
their prejudices and take advantage of them have thus beeu lifted 
to places of power which they abuse, of honor of which they are not 
worthy. 

Let the Senate of the United States, by its rejection of this appi- 
cant, give to the es of Alabama, to the other good citizens 
of Alabama, regardless of party and desirous that the laws should be 
respected and enforced, the assurance that they will and shall be 
and the color line, the conflict of race, will rapidly disappear to be 
replaced by political issues which will tend only to the improvement 
and happiness of the people. 

Before the conclusion of Mr. SPENCER’S speech, 

Mr. PADDOCK. If it be entirely agreeable to the Senator from 
Alabama, I ask him to give way that I may move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I hope not. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator from Alabama will give way I will 
make that motion. 

Mr. SPENCER. If there be no objection from any quarter I will 
yield for that purpose. 

Mr. SARGENT. I think the motion had better not be insisted upon 
now. 

Mr. PATTERSON and others. O, no; withdraw it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Very well, if there is objection I withdraw the 
motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. SPENCER continued to speak, and concluded his speech as 

iven above. 

. Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I shall not vote for the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Alabama to refer these credentials. [ 
believe that Mr. Morgan is entitled to be sworn in upon his creden- 
tials. I think he has at least a prima facie case. I think his case as 
a prima facie case is equal to that of Pinchback or Kellogg, and not a 
whit better in law than either of those. 

+ But, Mr. President, I cannot permit this occasion to pass without 
calling attention very briefly to the facts attending the late election 
in Alabama. This morning there has been placed on our tables for 
the first time the report made by the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
CAMERON ] from the Committee on Privileges and Elections. I have 
not yet had time to read this report through ; but we know, from the 
character of that distinguished Senator and those who acted with 
him on that committee, that this report is conscientious, and as they 
believe collected from the evidence that was taken. This report 
shows that the election in Alabama in August, 1876, was fraudulent; 
that so far from reflecting the sentiments of the people of Alabama 
it suppressed them; and that if the election had been fair and law- 
ful there would have been arepublican majority in each of the houses 
of the Legislature, the republican State ticket would have been 
elected—a result entirely different from that which appeared from the 
face of the papers. This report shows in detail how the law of Ala- 
bama was systematically violated, and how many thousands of re- 
publicans were prevented from voting, and the votes of very many 
thousands counted on the other side fraudulently. 

I shall not take the time of the Senate to go through the details, 
but shall content myself by calling attention to two or three as fair 
samples of what took place in that election. In the State of Ala- 
bama they have had a law similar to that which prevails in every 
other State of the Union, making it a penal offense for the officers of 
an election to refuse to open the polls and conduct the election, so 
that it may not be in the power of the officers of an election to com- 
mit a fraud by refusing to open the polls; but at the session of the 
Legislature preceding this August election the penalty fixed for re- 
fusing to open the polls by the officers of the election was repealed, 
leaving to those officers the right to refuse to open the polls without 
any punishment whatever. Of course that repeal could have but one 
purpose, and now we shall see from this report how it operated : 

In the election of August, 1876, the practice of not opening the polls was so ex- 
tensive in the “ black belt,” and was confined so exclusively to precincts arene 
large republican majorities, for which democratic county officers had appointec 
managers of election only from their own party, that the conclusion is inevitable 
that this practice was apartof a plan pre-arranged to disfranchise the republicans ; 
and that the democratic Legistature were parties to the plan is still farther apparent 
by a change in the old law, which could hardly have been designed for any other 
purpose. Under the republican election law it was made a misdemeanor for one 
appointed as an officer of election to willfully fail to perform the daties of the office. 


The democrats repealed this provision, removing all penalty for the failure to act 
of one appointed. 


THE RESULT OF A SPECIAL ACT. 

It is significant that this amendment was made, not in the general clection law, 
but in a special act, subsequently adopted for the —_ urpose, which contained 
no other provision. The committee are of the opinion that the republicans lost 
at least 10,000 votes by the failure to open the polls in the election of August, |s70. 


I call the attention of the country to this single item, that by re- 
fusing to open the polls in republican precincts in the State of Ala- 
bama the republicans lost 10,000 votes : 

This loss occurred in the counties of Marengo, Greene, Hale, Perry, Dallas, 
Lowndes, Bullock, Macon, and Autauga, all of them being counties largely repub- 
lican, and in each of which from one to three polls, usually giving large repub- 
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alaritic ere not opened. (See testimony of F. H. Threat, William E. 
lican mejerition wee, Geers E. Harris, William H. Boone, G. S. W. Lewis, Jere- 
Coc aralson, L. J. Bryan, William Youngblood, and William J. Boon.) 
eae inination of the evidence of these witnesses upon this subject will compel 

Oe aan that the democrats of Alabama of every class are determined in 


7 S opposition to the exercise of suffrage by the frecdman. 
weir oppor 










I have since read the record and I find that the Senator from Del- 
aware, in five votes on the Florida case, voted uniformly against a 
majority of the supreme judges, except on the question of taking 
evidence in regard to F. C. Humphreys. I find that on the thirteen 
votes involving the condition of Louisiana, the Senator uniformly 
voted against the majority of the judges, except, I believe, on two 
votes fixing the adjournment at a certain hour. I think he did vote 
to prefer ten o’clock to some other hour with the majority of the 
judges. On the Oregon case the Senator is recorded nine times. He 
voted with the majority of the judges against Cronin being elected ; 
but he did vote that Cronin was elected just enough to keep the 
other candidate from being elected. On the South Carolina question 
I think the Senator voted four times with the minority of the judges 
and, I think, unanimously with the commission, that the democratic 
electors were not chosen, but, also, with a minority of the judges that 
the republican electors were not chosen. So that my statement seems 
to have been very strongly substantiated by the record. I always 
aim to be very precise, if I can be, in stating facts, especially touch- 
ing the record of any Senator. 

There was another point of difference between the Senator from 
Delaware and myself in regard to the position of the Senator from 
Vermont, [Mr. E>DMUNDS.] 1 maintained that the Senator from Ver- 
mont had taken ground that the returning board of Louisiana was a 
constitutional and legal body, and I understood the Senator from Del- 
aware to deny that, and to assert that he had simply voted that he 
would not hear any evidence in regard to it. That was not what I 
asserted. What I asserted was that the Senator from Vermont was 
on record for the legality and the constitutionality of the returning 
board of Louisiana, and that it could not be within the scope of possi- 
bility that he would hold it was a legal and constitutional body in the 
electoral commission and deny it in the Senate. Now, I read that the 
Senator from Vermont signed the following report. I will read one 
paragraph, bearing on the point at issue, in which Mr. EpMUNDS 
concurred, as follows: 

The commission is also of opinion by a majority of votes that the returning offi- 
cers of election who canvassed the votes at the election for electors in Louisiana 
were a legally constituted body by virtue of a constitutional law. 




























Passing over a few other items: 


In Bullock County a republican majority of 1,850 in the year 1872, and of the 
aaine number (including a ballot-box that was thrown out) in 1574, was converted 


into a democratic majority of 2,300 in the election of August, 1876. 
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This wholesale conversion does not take place by the ordinary 
means. Men sometimes change their opinions and pass in small 
numbers in one locality from one party to another; but these very 
great changes indicate that the means were not natural. 


In Macon County the republican majority in 1872 was 1,100. In 1874 it was 850; 
while the democratic majority in August, 1876, was more than 1,000, — 

In Russell County the republican majority in 1872 was more than 800. In 1874 
jt was more than 700; while the democratic majority in 1876 was more than 1,400. 

In Hale County the republican majority in 1572 was 2,800. In 1874 it was 2,300. 
The democratic majority in August, 1876, was more than 800. ; 

In Sumter County the republican majority in 1872 was 700. In 1874 it was 1,700; 
while the democratic majority in August, Is76, was 900, f 

In Marengo County the republican majority in 1572 was over 1,000. In 1874 it 
was 1,400; while the democratic majority in August, 1876, was 1,200. 

In Barbour County, with an actual majority of seventeen hundred, the republi- 
cans polled only 171 votes, anda majority of more than three thousand was returned 
for the democrats. A complete history of the events by which the republicans of 
this county have been foreed to quietly submit to the doprivation of the right of 
sutfrage would make a volume. Suflice to know that by persistent deeds of vio- 
lence, which on one oceasion were in the form only to be described as a wholesale mas- 
sacre of colored voters, all of the white and colored republicans who had taken 
au active part in politics have been driven from the county, or if in small numbers 
they now dwell therein they do so by the sufferance of their democratic neighbors 
and on condition that they shall take no part in politics. 

The colored people of the county have been taught that they cannot vote with 
out protection, and they have seen no evidence that any power exists which can 
prevent or punish the crimes of democrats when committed for political purposes. 

In Perry County, @ republican majority of twenty-four hundred in 1874, in Au- 
gust, 1876, was reduced to a majority of seven hundred. 

In Mobile County a republican vote of 5,938 in 1872, of 4,764 in 1874, when the 
riots oceurred in the city of Mobile, was reduced to 3,071 in the election of August, 
1-76, showing that fraud waa more efficacious than violence. 

In Choctaw County, where the republicans polled 644 votes in 1872 and 986 in 
1874, not a single republican vote was polled (or counted) in the election of August, 
1s76. 
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That is all I have maintained, and precisely what I have maintained. 
I stated yesterday the exception that the Senatorfrom Delaware made 
in regard to the vote touching the Oregon electors; although there 
was no one of the Senators who voted I think on that side of the 
House to admit the vote of Oregon, I do not remember that any 
democratic Senator objected to the vote of Cronin on the floor with 4 
the single exception of the late Senator from Tennessee, [ Mr. Key, } ‘ie 
and Mr. Key stated in debate that which I will read: 

I have said that I do not agree with the determination of Cronin's case by the 
governor of Oregon. Far more reprehensible do I esteem the action of the return- 
ing boards of Louisiana, South Carolina, and Florida. It will not do to let these or 
either of these defeat the will of the majority of forty millions of people by mistake, 
erroneous proceedings, or fraud. 

And Mr. Key adds that he supported Tilden and Hendricks be- 
cause he thought them every way worthy of the high offices to which 
they aspired, and that his opinion has not changed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senate agree to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. SPENCER? ] 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the original res- 
olution of the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. BAYARD. ] 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator-elect from Alabama, if he 
is in the Chamber, will now step forward and take the oath of office. 

Mr. MORGAN advanced to the desk, (escorted by Mr. GORDON,) and 
the oaths prescribed by law having been administered to him, he 
took his seat in the Senate. 

SENATOR FROM OREGON. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. WALLACE. I ask the Senator to give way that I may move 
to take from the table the resolution in reference to Mr. Grover. 

Mr. SARGENT. In order to have action upon it? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SARGENT. I want to offer a substitute for it, and I think it 
will lead to debate. 

Mr. WALLACE, I do not think it will take more than ten or 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will give way if it can be disposed of in ten 
minutes. I think it will lead to a long debate; but I am willing to 
try whether it can be disposed of, and I therefore withdraw my mo- 
tion. 

Mr. WALLACE. I move to take from the table the resolution I 
offered yesterday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the credentials of La Fayette Grover, as a Senator from the State 


of Oregon, be taken from the table, and that the oath of office be now administered 
to him. 


Mr. SARGENT. I offer the following substitute : 


Whereas under the Constitution and the laws and the practice of the Senate 
La Fayette Grover, claiming to be a Senator from the State of Oregon, his creden- 
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I might refer to various other items and instrumentalities by 
which the fraud was committed, but I content myself with referring 
to the summary made by the committee : 

The democrats pretend to have secured a matertiy of 42,000 at this election. 
They have 98,000 votes and have allowed the republicans 56,000. We do not think 
that less than 15,000 of the 98,000, and perhaps 20,000 of that number, were votes 
cast for the republican party. 

In this single item the committee charge from the evidence that 
from fifteen to twenty thousand votes that were actually cast for the 
republican ticket were fraudulently counted for the democratic ticket. 

By the failure of democratic election officers to open the polls, the failure of reg- 
istration officers to perform their duties, and the obstructions which the forms of 
law permitted to be placed in the way of the voter, many thousand more votes 
were lost to the republican party. While we cannot state positively, from the evi- 
dence taken before our committee, the number of votes lost to the republican party 
in theeleetion of August, 1876, yet we do not hesitate to declare our opinion to be 
that if every qualified elector in the State who desired to cast his ballot were per- 


mitted to do so, and if the votes were honestly counted, the republicans would be 
found to have a majority in the State. 


Now, Mr. President, if the authority were given to this report that 
was given to the report of a majority of the same committee in regard 
to Louisiana in 1873, Mr. Morgan would be excluded. Thestatements 
in that report were made the justification and the basis for rejecting 
the credentials of a Senator regular in every respect. Here a report 
much stronger and of a different character reports that the election 
in Alabama was a fraud and that but for these monstrous frauds the 
republicans would have carried the State. While I call attention to 
these frauds in the State of Alabama, yet I want to say that I shall 
not stultify my own record and my own opinion of the law by voting 
to refer the credentials of Mr. Morgan to a committee. I believe that 
he is entitled to take his seat and that if any investigations are to be 
made they should be made afterward. I thought the same in regard 
to Mr. Pinchback. Our democratic friends all thought different in 
that case. T thought the same in regard to Mr. Kellogg’s case. His 
title is as clear upon the law, upon the face of it, as that of Mr. Mor- 
gan. Our democratic friends all thought differently. Nevertheless 
I shall vote pearart to my convictions of the law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Alabamba, [Mr. SPENCER. 

Mr. BLAINE. Before the question is put I merely want to make a 
remark not really touching this case but as a matter of justice to 
either the Senator from Delaware or to myself or to both of us. I quote 
from the debate of yesterday as reported in the Recorp: 

: a. Buse, The Senator from Delaware was a member of the commission, and 
on € at the non-partisan part of that commission was a to be the 


_ Court section of it; and yet I believe it fell to the lot of the Senator from 
oe never once to have voted with the majority of the judges on that com- 

= Loy YARD. , yes. The Senator has not followed the facts of that case at all. 
. . LAINE So far as test questions came—I do not know what the little courtesies 
ee have been—all test questions known to the public, I think the Senator 
* uniformly on record against the majority of the judges. 


aan a. The Senator has not read the record, and does not seem to know 
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tials being regular and in due form, and there being no contestant for the seat, is 
entitled to admission to a seat in this body on the prima facie case presented by 
such credentials, notwithstanding the objections contained in the petitions of citi- 
State of Oregon against his admission; Therefore, 
ed. That the credentials of La Fayette Grover be taken from the table and 
the oath of office be now administered to him - 
Resolved further, That the petitions of citizens of Oregon containing charges 
t t La Fayette Grover lie on the table until the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections is organized, when they shall be referred to such committee, together with 
his credentials, with instructions to investigate such charges and report to the 
Senate as to their truth or falsity. 


Mr..WALLACE. I accept the substitute of the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I move to amend the substitute by 
inserting at the end of the recital of the grounds constituting a prima 
facie case, these additional words: 


And there being in Oregon bot one State government and Legislature, and no 
dispute in regard to the existence thereof. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is accepted by the Sen- 
ator from California. 

Mr. CONKLING. I will add that I make this motion because I 
conecive that upon these words, every Senator who regards the Con- 
stitution and his oath needs to rest his vote not less than upon those 
other words which refer to the mere fact that the certificate is regu- 
lar on its face and that no contestant comes to claim the seat. 

Mr. SARGENT. That is the ordinary prima facie case, and I had 
reference only to an ordinary case. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is no doubt as broad as is usually deemed nec- 
essary, because the elemental facts are taken for granted ordinarily. 
And now, Mr. President, although I rose without any purpose to do 
so, finding the Senator from California thinks my amendment aimed 
rather at his resolution merely, than at the implications and asser- 
tions of the debate, I will say something of the confusion which 
seems to exist touching the rule of admitting a Senator on unchal- 
lenged credentials, and touching the ground on which his admission 

row ceeds, 

’ I have heard it asserted that the same reasons entitling Mr. Grover 
to be seated upon a prima facie case, operating with equal force en- 
titled yesterday Mr. Kellogg of Lonisiana to be seated also. If this 
assertion be true, it proves plainly the inconsistency, nay, the caprice 
of those who having voted yesterday to send the credentials of Mr. 
Kellogg to a committee, to-day vote to seat this claimant, as they 
have already voted to-day to seat the Senator from Alabama, by 
virtue of the certificate, and the prima facies of his case. I deny the 
assertion. I deny that there is any analogy, or even resemblance 
between the cases decisive of the question now before the Senate, or 
influential of the true answer to be made to it. 

A prima facie case is such a case as this is stated to be now that my 
amendment has been carried into the preamble. A prima facie case is 
one in which there is a State in the Union; a casein which that State, 
borrowing the words of Mr. Lincoln, is in proper practical relations 
with the Union; a case in which there is a Legislature, an ascer- 
tained constitutional Legislature, and necessarily but one, because 
there can be in our organism but one Legislature at one time in the 
same State. 

A prima facie case is one in which the State in question has a gov- 
ernor, an ascertained and actual governor, and only one governor, 
because the Constitution will not brook a dual executive in any 
State. A prima faciecase is one in which, following these facts, isacer- 
titicate falbeuing the Senate of the election, and return, and raising 
no doubt touching the qualification, of the man named in the certifi- 
cate. These elements, unless in the haste of unpremeditated state- 
ment I have omitted something, when assembled, make up a prima 
Jacie case; and on such case, according to the practice of the Senate, 
a claimant, especially when no contestant appears, is entitled to be 
seated; and afterward the Senate may investigate any alleged vice 
alleged to lie behind in the process of the election, and pass at 
last upon the question, not under the power, as I have somewhere 
heard suggested, to expel a member, but under the power to judge of 
the qualifications, election, and return of its members. 

What, on the other hand, is a case not falling within this, doubtless 
not very exact, statement of a prima facie case? It is, for example, 
such a case as the Senate passed on yesterday, by ordering credentials 
to be referred to acommittee. What were the clnneute of that case? 
There is a State of Louisiana, and the Senate knew the fact. There 
is a national Constitution speaking to all the States under which 
every State is entitled to two voices and two votes in this Senate. So 
far no difficulty is encountered. Can another step be taken toward 
the remaining essential facts without difficulty ? 

It is notorious—we know—the world knows, that in Louisiana, two 
rival hostile bodies, hotly contesting, restrained from resort to vio- 
lence only by the arm of power, have been for weeks asserting, each 
for itself and against the other, that by the mode and the only 
mode known to the constitution of Louisiana, by the voice of the 
people of that State expressed at the ballot-box and entitled to be 
recorded, it was and is the body, it was and is the Legislature, it was 
and is the sole entity known to the Constitution either of the United 
States or of the State of Louisiana as the Legislature. Equally no- 
torious is the fact that two claimants to the office and character of 
governor have been in form inaugurated—both have been sworn-in, 


and by the determination not only of themselves but of great bodies 
of citizens behind them, each of them insists that he is governor 
the governor and exerting, as far as he has power, the powers pre- 
rogatives, and faculties of the supreme executive of the State.’ 

On this state of facts, the question, the initial question, the typ. 
damental question, standing not behind the certificate but in fron: 
of the certificate, is whether there is a Legislature in Louisiana, an 
further whether there is a governor in Louisiana, and further, j¢ 
there be a Legislature, which of the two bodies assuming to be a Legis. 
lature is the true Legislature, and further if there be a governor 
who is he. After this question may come another—had the Loyisla’ 
ture and the governor, the former by appointing and the latier by 
certifying, made the prima facie case known to the law. ’ 

The question first stated, is a large one. It is an inquiry of gravity 
and magnitude—it would be so if the answer to it were merely ty 
seat a Senator, or to refuse hima seat. But was the question oy 
which the Senate passed yesterday, merely whether William P. Kel. 
logg shuuld be seated or not? No, sir, that was not the whole ques 
tion on which the Senate voted. The Senate yesterday considered 
something far beyond Mr. Kellogg. The Senate in the absence of the 
House, may be said to be the political departmentof the Government 
the Government itself, the United States, when acting as it acted yee- 
terday in the matter of recognizing the government of a State. | 
think I may say that the seating of Mr. Kellogg would practically 
and virtually have been a final determination of the question whether 
a government in its several branches exists in Louisiana, with all the 
elements constituting a State government republican in form. The 
whole question touching Louisiana was presented, the whole issue of 
the legitimacy of the political institutions of that State, an issue 
which for four years has kept Louisiana rocking in the throes of un. 
ending agitation, and defying all restraints except military power. 
Such was the question on which we voted yesterday. 

To make sure that I am right in ascribing so much importance to 
the resolution proposing to seat Mr. Kellogg,I turn to a judgment of 
the Supreme Court of the United States—a judgment pronounced 
when the Dorr rebellion in Rhode Island gave rise to the inquiry now 
coming from Louisiana. 

I read from the opinion of the court: 

The fourth section of the fourth article of the Constitution of the United States 
provides that the United States shall guarantee to every State in the Union are 
publican form of government, and shall protect each of them against invasion, 
and on the eens of the Legislature or of the executive (when the Legisla 
ture cannot be convened) against domestic violence. 

Under this article of the Constitution it rests with Congress to decide what gov 
ernment is the established one ina State. For, as the United States guarantee to 
each State a republican government, Congress must necessarily decide what gov. 
ernment is established in the State before it can determine whether it is republican 
or not. And when the Senators and Representatives of a State are admitted into the 
councils of the Union, the authority of the government under which they are appointed, 
as well as its republican character, is recognized by the proper constitutional authority 
And iis decision is binding on every other rtment of the Government, and cowd 
not be questioned in @ judicialtribunal. It is true that the contest in this case did 
not last long enough to bring the matter to this issue; and as no Senators or Rep- 
resentatives were elected under the authority of the government of which Mr. Dorr 
was the head, Congress was not called upon to decide the controversy. Yet the 
right to decide is placed there, and not in the courta. 

This memorable decision declares that yesterday the Senate was 
summoned to determine by a high exercise of power, a question of 
the ae See, and privilege, the right of a State not only to 
be represen here, but also to determine and establish which of two 
contesting bodies, if either, is the Legislature, and which of two con- 
testants, if either, is the rightful governor and the supreme executive 
of the State. 

How was the Senate invited to decide such a question? Was it 
proposed that the subject should receive even the solemn considera- 
tion which waits on a thirty-dollar pension bill? Was it proposed 
that it should be referred to a committee to make report either of law 
or fact? No, sir. 

Without reference to a committee, without the possibility of in- 
quiry, it was insisted that the Senate should proceed summarily to 
conclude the whole matter, and conclude itself, the Government, the 
State, the nation. It occurs to me I may be answered that after the 
admission had taken place, it would still have been possible upon the 
theory that the case was only prima facie, to go back afterward and 
investigate the question whether there was any Legislature in Loui- 
siana to elect and any governor to certify. t have already antici 
pated such an argument by saying that whether a State exists ornot, 
whether there is a Legislature in the State or not, is a question lying 
not behind the certificate, but standing in front of it, andrising above 
it; not a fact to be ascertained by tearimyg off the cover of the cer- 
tificate and delving down into minor incidents below and behind it. 
It was pro that the decision should be made without our being 
even permitted to see one word of the testimony taken by my hon- 
orable friend from Wisconsin, [Mr. Howe,] testimony which some 
$50,000 was appropriated to gather. Utterly immaterial it has been 
held as matter oF law, before the electoral commission, useful for 
no purpose except to us in a consideration of this sort ; but while the 
copy lay on the case of the printer, before a word of it had come here, 
the Senate was urged to pass upon the whole question which this tes- 
timony was so laboriously gathered to illuminate. : 

Mr. President, being slow of process, I was not ready for ell this. 
I could not forget that the late Chief Magistrate of the United States, 
not more illustrious for his great service than he is conspicuous for 
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with accuracy. 





turning board,or the returning board having spoken for the State, 
commission would halt there, and would not go further to inquire. 


ter of jurisdiction or of evidence is not important, that no evidence 


to have been done, but that on that act done the commission would 
stand. Unless some Senator rises to correct me I shall assume that I 
have stated sufticiently for my purpose the gravamen of the decision. 

Mr. President, how did the commission, how could the commission, 
make such a decision? Manifestly, I take it, because the commission 
found itself limited, or held itself to be limited by these words of the 
Constitution, and the other applicable words: 







Representatives, open all the certificates, and the votes shall then be counted. 


Proceeding under that narrow clause they found, I infer, that their 
boundaries were so close that they could proceed only so far as their 
decision went. What provision of the Constitution is it under which 
the Senate yesterday was summoned to pass on the Kellogg case? It 
was this: 


Each House shall be the judge of the elections, retu;ns and qualifications of its 
own members. 














Need I argue that the force of these words, of the operative words, 
is exactly as it would be did they declare that the Supreme Court 
shall be the judge of the elections, qualifications and returns of Sen- 
ators? The function, or power, is deposited with the Senate, but its 
scope limits are the same as if it was deposited elsewhere. In this 
respect therefore the Senate is aundel to inquire, to learn, to 
decide, to judge in respect of every element which legally enters into 
cither the election, the return, or the qualification of a member. 

Few men will have the courage to affirm that the tribunal com- 
manded to inquire into the election of a Senator, finding in the Con- 
stitution that he must be chosen by a lawful Legislature and in no 
other way, can avoid asking whether there was any Legislature or 
not. Few men will be bold enough to deny that we must ascertain 
that there was a Legislature and that the Legislatare acted; and few 
men will deny that we must inquire also whether there was a gov- 
ernor in fact, a governor satisfying the Constitution, and whether 
that governor signed the certificate and attached to it the great seal 
of the State. . 

I ohserve myself using the phrase, “a governor satisfying the Con- 
stitution ;” this reminds me to say, that I do not at this moment wage 
argument on the question whether a governor must be one de jure, or 
whether a governor de facto may effectually exist. De facto or de jure, 
or both, there must be a governor; and the present alleged governor 
has never, that I am aware, been re ized by any department of 
this Government for any purpose. He did not even certify the elect- 
oral votes from the State of Louisiana. Those votes were certified 
before his claim arose. Therefore he stands utterly naked, as far as 
I am informed, of any species of recognition from any department 
of the Government, or from any representative of executive, legisla- 
tive, or judicial power. The commission held, and its decision was 
hot reversed, that under the Constitution defining its powers it had 
ho right to look, or see, or inquire, and therefore it did not look, or 
See, or inquire. When we, another tribunal, come to act undgr an- 
other provision of the Constitution which commands us to look, and 
see, and inquire, as I understand it, the argument seems to be, that 
because the commission could not look, we will not look ; becanse a 
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his courage, his honesty, and his common sense, had for three or four 
assiduous months been unable by all the lights given to him to ascer- 
tain that Mr. Packard had been elected governor of Louisiana and 
that the Legislature representing Mr. Packard was the Legislature 
of Louisiana. He had not ascertained the contrary ; I state it aflirm- 
atively, however, because that affirmative was presented to us to find 
and declare on our oaths. Knowing that the Executive with all the 
information he possessed had been unable to ascertain the fact, it 
ceemed to me, reflecting on the magnitude of the consequences in- 
volved, that it would be suitable for the Senate to at least wait until 
there came from the Public Printer the testimony already taken, and 
the report already made, and further until there came from the appro- 


[could not forget one or twoother facts. It has been stated in debate 
that the case of Mr. Kellogg might be treated as in some way adju- 
dicated because of something said or done by the electoral commis- 
sion. I was not in the Senate, or in Washington when the decision 
of the electoral commission was read and considered in the Senate. 
The train by which I returned did not arrive till hours after the dis- 
position in the Senate of the electoral vote of Louisiana. I there- 
fore heard neither the decision of the commission, nor the discussion 
upon it. I did not read it at the time, nor have I yet read it. Igno- 
rant of its terms and particulars, I will not undertake to speak of it 


1 understand however, and if I mistake, I beg any member of the 
commission to correct me, that the commission held touching Loui- 
siana that the duty of the commission was to inquire who had been ap- 
pointed electors by the State, that the State being possessed of certain 
faculties through which it was to speak, and one of those faculties 
being a returning board, and the State having spoken through that re- 


and its aetion and the certificate of the governor being produced, the 
In other phrase, the commission ruled as matter of law, whether mat- 


could be received and acted upon the purpose of which was to im- 
‘ peach the act done by the returning board so long as the act appeared 


The President of the Senate shall, in the presence of the Senate and House of 
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body not having the power did not undertake to exert it, a body 
vested with the power and commanded to exert it, will refuse to ex- 
ert if. 

Will the Senate thus exhibit itself to the nation ? 

Mr. President, this affair has other significance too in the light of 
events swiftly passing before us. The other day you, sir, on the 
eastern portico of the Capitol, overlooking an immense concourse of 
people, saw the oath of office administered to a Chief Magistrate of 
the Republic—a Chief Magistrate in whose election, declared under 
the forms and with the substance of law, all parties and all factions, 
whatever their convictions may be, peacefully acquiesce. Standing 
to be endowed with the powers and duties of his great trust, and 
with an oath awaiting him, he testified to his countrymen somewhat 
of the principles, the purposes, the inspirations which would guide 
and actuate his administration. Among other words he uttered these, 
referring to the Southern States: 


The people of those States are still impoverished, and the inestimable blessing of 
wise, honest, and peaceful local self-government is not fully enjoyed. Whatever 
difference of opinion may exist as to the cause of this conditjpn of things, the fact 
is clear that, in the progress of events, the time has come when such government 
is the imperative necessity required by all the varied interests, public and private, 
of those States. 

Again he said: 


Resting upon this sure and substantial foundation, the superstracture of benefi 
cent local governments can be built up, and not otherwise. In furtherance of 
such obedience to the letter and the spirit of the Constitation and in behalf of all 
that its attainment implies, all so-called party interests lose their apparent impor 
tance, and party lines may well be permitted to fade into insigniticance. 

Again: 

The evils which afflict the Southern States can only be removed or remedied by 
the united and harmonious efforts of both races, actuated by motives of mutual 
sympathy and regard. And while in duty bound and fully determined to protect 
the rights of all by every constitutional means at the disposal of my Administra 
tion, I am sincerely anxious to use every legitimate influence in favor of honest and 
eflicient local self-government as the true resource of those States for the promo- 
tion of the contentment and prosperity of their citizens. 


This consummation, so devoutly wished, is a condition of things 
which he previously declares does not now exist, and has not of late 
existed. Can it be, Mr. President, that the Chief Magistrate who 
wrote and spoke those words does not design, in truth, with honest 
singleness of purpose, with grave and conscientious aim at right, to 
find out, to ascertain, to declare who in truth on the 7th of No- 
vember last was chosen the governor of Louisiana, and who in truth 
of these embodied contestants in the legislative hall, is entitled to 
sit and constitute the Legislature of Louisiana—who and which is in 
truth that body despite which there can be no other such with char- 
acter or claims higher than a mob? If the Chief Magistrate freshly 
annointed with his exalted duties does mean, as we are bound to be- 
lieve, by the modes provided in the Constitution and the laws, to as- 
certain the very truth of the election in Louisiana, shall it be said 
that on the threshold of his administration, as he enters the door of 
official life, the Senate shall rashly proceed without the report of a 
committee, without reference to a committee, without waiting for the 
testimony alryady taken, to bar the way in the face of the President, 
and to leave him, if his judgment and conscience require him to do 
so, to attempt to recognize one State government although the Sen- 
ate may have recognized another, or else as a last resort, to snceumb 
to a headlong hasty assertion by the Senate in the absence of the 
facts, because he may be cornered by the doctrine of the Supreme 
Court that he has been anticipated, and foreclosed by a judgment, no 
matter how repugnant to his reason and conviction ? 

I have already said that these remarks are quite unpremeditated. 
I was startled after the assertions we have heard by a preamble under- 
taking to recite the elements essential to a prima facie case, and mak- 
ing no reference to the fact that a government and only one, undis- 
puted, existed in the State, a sole and undisputed Legislature, a sole 
and undisputed incumbent of the office of governor, with a sole and 
undisputed certificate attesting all the facts. I was startled becanso 
of a ene attempted to be drawn between such a case, and the 
case from South Carolina and the case from Louisiana at the idea 
that the Senate was about to record itself by adopting a preamble 
meaning to recite the necessary ingredients of the case but leaving 
out the Aaron’s rod which swallows up the others, and I rose merely 
for the purpose of suggesting, that this great vacuum as I think it 
was, be filled; and only because the Senator from California seemed 
to think my motion aimed merely at the terms of his preamble, 
have I somewhat unnecessarily, certainly at needless length sug- 
gested as a judgment of my own, (and upon matters of this sort each 
Senator must act upon such judgment as he can form,) some of the 
considerativns making it consistent to refer to a committee the grave 
issues in the case of Louisiana and yet to refuse to refer to a com- 
mittee a case of a wholly different nature, involving no such issues 
or any other issue on which the Senate in the first stage of the case 
is called upon to act. I have said so much that silence might not bo 
construed into admission that the Senate has fallen, or the Senators 
who voted as I voted, have fallen into contradictory or inconsistent 
ways. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I ask the Clerk to read the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from New York. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the amend 
ment for the information of the Senate. 
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The Caer Cierk. After the word “seat” in the seventh line of 
the preamble it is proposed to insert: 


There being but one State government or Legislature in Oregon and no dispute 
in regard to the same 


Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator will pardon me, I suggested that 
amendment orally, and if it does not interfere with him I should like 
to correct it orally. I ask the Secretary to be kind enough to cor- 
rect it so as to make it read: 


There being but one body claiming to be a Legislature, and but one person claim- 
ing to be governor. 


Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I have no objection to this amend- 
ment, because I think it is wholly unimportant. The argument to be 
drawn from it is not a good one. A prima facie case, as | understand 
it, is one which is regular upon its face, good upon its face according 
to the law of the State from which it emanates. The idea thatthe 
existence of a pretended legislature can invalidate thé effect and 
value of a prima facie case seems to me to be a contradiction in terms. 
If a Senator of the United States or a person elected to the Senate 
comes here with the certificate of the governor and the proper cre- 
dentials according to the forms of law, his prima facie case is not in- 
validated if some other person presents a certificate which is not signed 
or executed according to the forms of law. The second person may 
have the real title, but the first person is entitled to be seated, and 
the claims of the second are to be investigated after he takes his seat. 
‘That has occurred here so frequently that it is not necessary to argue 
it. 

Now, I inquire what is the effect of the existence of a pretended 
legislature in the State of Louisiana? If there be a governor in 
that State, the votes for whom were counted and declared by the 
proper officers of the State, who has been elected according to all 
the forms of law in the State, he has a prima facie case; he is the 
lawful governor of the State; and the fact that another man pre- 
tends to be governor cannot affect his lawful character for the time. 
It may be that by contesting that election before some proper tribu- 
nal, the other man pretending to be governor may be placed in office ; 
but until that is done the man whose votes were counted by the 
proper ofticers and who has been declared according to the forms of 
law the governor of the State is the lawful governor, and any act 
that he may do in signing a certificate is not affected or invalidated 
by the presence of some other man pretending to be governor, 

So in regard to a Legislature. If there be a Legislature in Loui- 
siana, the members of which were counted in and declared to be 
elected by the officers appointed by the law in that State to perform 
that duty, and those men thus declared to be elected come together 
and organize, the body thus formed is the lawful Legislature of the 
State; and the idea that an equal number of men assembled in another 
room and claiming to be the Legislature of Louisiana can invalidate 
the acts of the first Legislature or take away its legal character seems 
to me to be utterly absurd. No, sir; the presence of a second gover- 
nor or the presence of two or three pretended governors cannot affect 
the character of the man who has been declared elected by the proper 
authorities of the State, and the presence of two or three legisla- 
tures in addition to the lawful one cannot affect the action and the 
character of the lawful Legislature. 

So, Mr. President, the presence of the pretended governor in Loui- 
siana, the presence of the pretended legislature, has nothing what- 
ever to do with this man’s character. If he has been declared to be 
governor by the proper authorities of that State, in accordance with 
the laws of the State, the presence of Mr. Nicholls or half a dozen 
other men, each claiming to be governor, does not and cannot affect 
his action; and when he signs a certificate and sends it here he makes 
a prima facie case for the man who holds that certificate, just as if 
there was no other man in the State claiming to be governor. 

The Senator from New York says that it is a well-known fact that 
there is tumult in Louisiana and that this pretended government, as 
I understand him, was protected by the arm of power. I use the 
Senator’s oxpression. 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg the Senator's pardon. Whether there was 
or is tumult or not, I made no observation about. 

Mr. MORTON. I understood the Senator to say that it was notori- 
ous that the arm of power was called in to protect the existing gov- 
ernment; but whether he said so or not, I so understood him. I want 
to refer to the fact that in the city of New Orleans there is an armed 
mob largely in the majority and against which the legal government 
of that State cannot protect itself, and that the Army of the United 
States has been called in from time to time to protect that govern- 
ment against this armed mob. Although a majority of the people of 
that State outside of that city were supporting and sustaining that 
government, yet the fact that the city itself was occupied chiefly by 
an armed, hostilemob made it necessary to call in the aid of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. Does that fact take away its legal 
character? As well might you argue that because the mob in the city 
of Paris has from time to time overturned the government of France, 
although that government was in accord with the great body of the 

eople outside of Paris, that, therefore, made the act legal. O, no, 

ir. President. Although the Parisian mob may overturn the French 
government, as it has done from time to time, it was nothing but revo- 
lution ; and although the New Orleans mob may make it necessary to 
call in the Army of the United States, it changes no legal right. 
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The Senator referred to the case of the Dorr rebellion in Rhode 
Island. The law laid down in that case is precisely in point. Ther, 
the Supreme Court said that the admission of Senators and Repre- 
sentatives coming from a particular government in a State wou 
a recognition of that government. Certainly, and that makes 


lel bee 
ita 
decide that very question; it is our duty to decide it; and if the 
credentials coming for one man are made out in conformity with lay 
it is our duty to recognize them for the time being, and if there sho ld 
be a contest let that contest come afterward. Why, Mr. Presiden: 
if this doctrine is not true there would have been a contest in regan 
to two or three other States in this Union where it is claimed by vol- 
ume upon volume of evidence piled upon your table that the elec. 
tions were carried by fraud, murder, and every species of crime. [f 
investigations are to take place in advance, they ought to have taken 
place in those States. But, sir—and I am about to make a remark 
which I do with some regret—it seems to me that there is one law for 
republican applicants for seats in this Chamber and another law for 
democratic applicants, and that the law changes from day to day ac. 
cording to the political character of the men whose credentials are 
presented. 

The Senator referred to the fact of testimony having been taken 
at a cost of $50,000, and said that this testimony having been takey 
we ought to wait and consider it. That was the precise argument 
made Defore the electoral commission a few daysago. It was argue 
that the testimony had been taken, and the question was asked, “ For 
what purpose was that testimony taken unless it was to be consid- 
ered?” The answer was that the taking of that testimony does not 
change the legal rights of anybody, no difference for what purpose it 
was taken. Whether it was to operate upon senatorial claimants or 
was taken to operate upon the presidential election makes no sort of 
difference. It was argued that that testimony was taken for the 
purpose of treating presidential claims; but whether it was or not, 
it was not held to affect legal rights. The idea that a prima facie caso 
to a seat in this body is to be overruled or deferred because testimony 
has been taken at great cost seems to me without force. : 

It is argued that as General Grant has refused for two or three 
months to recognize the Packard government, therefore we ought to 
hesitate to do so. I have as much regard for the late President as any 
other man,as I have shown by my consistent avepets of his adminis- 
tration ; but Il utterly fail to perceive tho strength of that argument. 
When the question comes before us in the form of an application for 
a seat in this body, we are bound to consider it, and we are bound 
to consider according tolaw ; and whatever may have been the course 
of the late President or whatever may have been his views, they 
cannot properly be brought here for the purpose of influencing our 
action. 

Mr. President, it is said, in distinguishing this case from the action 
of the electoral commission, that the two cases stand upon a different 
footing, and so they do in some respects. The electoral commission 
decided upon what I regard as impregnable ground, that it was not 
competent for both Houses of Congress or for that commission to go 
behind the decision made by the proper returning officers of a State 
to inquire whether certain electors had a majority of the popular 
vote or not. I participated in that decision; I stand by it as the 
law, and believe that the legal opinion of this country will vindi- 
cate it at no distant day. There is a difference between the question 
of electors and the question of members of Congress. The Constitu- 
tion says that each House shall be the judge of the elections and re- 
turns of its own members. There is no power given like that in re- 
gard to judging of the appointment of electors. But what does that 
mean? It means that when a claimant comes here and places his 
credentials upon the table, when the proper time comes, when we 
can inquire whether that man received a majority of the votes of his 
Legislature, whether there was a quorum present, whether he bought 
his seat ; we can inquire into any of these things because these ques- 
tions appertain to his election. But the right to inquire whether 
a Senator has a majority of the votes in his Loajelnienn, whether he 
bought his seat here, or whether a quorum is present does not involve 
the question whether a member of that Legislature was elected. We 
are to inquire into the election of the claimant who comes here, 
not to inquire into the election of the members of the Legislature. 
Those men who are seated in the Legislature by the laws of that 
State and according to the forms of law in the State, we are 
to receive as the members of the Legislature. We take the Legis- 
lature as the State gives it to us. Then we can inquire into its acts: 
has it elected this claimant, did he procure his seat by fraud, was 
there a quorum present, but so far as the Legislature is concerned we 
take it as the State gave it. If the State authorities have decided 
that certain persons are entitled to seats in that body we are to re- 
ceive them as those entitled, and we cannot go back to inquire 
whether A, B, C, and D were elected Senators or Representatives. 
No, Mr. President, we cannot recognize that doctrine for one moment. 
We judge of the election of the Senator, not of the election of the 
members of the State Legislature. 

So with regard tothe governor. If the governor of a State has been 
declaged to be elected according to law and the forms of law in that 
State, it is not for us collaterally to go back and inquire how many 
votes he got. The Senator from New York talks about investigation to 
be made. What investigation? What doesthe Senator allude to. Are 
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we to inquire here whether Packard was elected or whether Nicholls 
was elected? Are we to count the votes in the different parishes ? 
Are we a grand returning board for members of State Legislatures and 
for governors of States, and for every other Stato oflicer? No, Mr. 
President, the man whom the State has declared according to her 
forms of law is governor of that State we are to receive as the gov- 
ernor, that Legislature which is installed according to the forms of 
law of the State we are to receive asthe Legislature of the State. 
We may inquire how it acts, we may inquire whom it elects; but as 
to the composition of it, whether A, B, or C was chosen a member is a 
thing we cannot inquire into. , 

So far as electors were concerned, we had nothing to do but to de- 
termine whether the returning ofticers of the State had declared that 
certain electors were chosen. We could not go behind and inquire 
whether the votes were obtained by fraud or were falsely counted ; 
but the simple question was, what did the returning officers of that 
State decide, and what they decided we had to take. So in regard to 
a State Legislature, we may inquire what the Legislature does, we 
can ask the question, was the election made by the Legislature a fair 
one, was there a quorum present? but as to going behind all that and 
inquiring who were chosen members from one county or another in 
the Legislature, we have no power to do. If we did it, there would 
be no end to the investigations of senatorial questions. 

The Senator says the question is who is in truth the governor of 
Louisiana. Well, sir, I believe to-day that if we should go back of 
the declaration by the Legislature of Louisiana, of the declaration by 
the returning officers of that State and go to the polls and inquire 
who in truth received a majority of the votes, I believe from the evi- 
dence placed upon our tables, I believe from the report made by the 
Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. Howe,] from all the sources of infor- 
mation I have, that it will be found that Packard has been chosen 
governor in truth. We know he is governor according to the forms 
of law. I believe that upon investigation, if we choose to go clear 
down to investigate the question who was chosen and constitute our- 
selves a grand investigating committee to determine who has been 
chosen governor of that State and to count the votes, it would be 
found that S. B. Packard has been chosen governor. He is, therefore, 
governor in trath; he is governor in law; the record that he is gov- 
ernor in law is on our tables; and if before we choose to recognize 
his act here in certifying the election of a Senator we must go back 
and inquire whether in point of fact he got a majority of the votes 
in the State of Louisiana—if we decide upon doing that it is not only 
a gross invasion of State rights, but it is undertaking an investigation 
that we cannot complete. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I have nothing to say to-day upon 
the Louisiana case. When the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions shall have made its report, if I have the strength to do so and 
the Senate the patience to hear me, I shall have something to say on 
that question. I rise now simply to say a word in reference to the 
second resolution which refers the charges made against Governor 
Grover to the Committee on Privileges and Elections for investiga- 
tion. I have looked at those charges; they are contained in three 
r pnenes each one under a whereas. The first one is simply upon 
» iearsay on the face of the paper itself, and makes no distinct charge 

upon the authority of the memorialists. The second one relates to 
the course of Governor Grover in certifying the election of Cronin, a 
matter which has been so fully discussed that I am quite sure no Sen- 
ator here would be willing for one moment to send that matter to a 
committee for investigation as a ground of ousting him of his seat in 
the Senate. This third charge made is perjury in his testimony before 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, without specifying in any 
particular whatsoever wherein it is said that he swore falsely. 

In other words, Mr. President, these accusations against him are 
98 vague as it is possible for language to be; they would not be 
good in an affidavit for the arrest of the meanest and most obscure 
criminal in the world, and afford no ground whatsoever for investi- 
gating the conduct of a Senator of the United States. Yes, sir, I 
shall vote for that resolution, but simply because Governor Grover 
desires me to 7 that he courts investigation, and therefore does not 
object, but on the contrary desires the reference. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I listened with great pleasure and 
profit to the argument of the Senator from New York [ Mr. CONKLING] 
upon the question of the prima facie case presented by the person 
claiming to be a Senator from Louisiana; and if the Senator had not 
made the statement both at the opening and close of his speech that 
his remarks were entirely unpremeditated, I should hesitate to differ 
Nany respect with the Senator on that question or upon any other 
question; and if the Senator has fallen into a mistake, it is entirely 
attributable to the fact that in the haste of his remarks he omitted 
to advert to some of the facts affecting the question. 

_ We met the question at the outset, Mr. President, that every State 
in this Union is entitled to a representation of two Senators upon the 
floor of the Senate of the United States. That is no unimportant 
right; it is a right that should be regarded very sacredly and secured 
to the State at all times. The State of Louisiana has presented to 
the country her condition here for the last senatorial term without 
4 representation in full upon this floor. She has been deprived 
throughout that period of one of her Senators; and she is at this 
moment without a representation by any Senator on the floor of the 
Senate of the United States, when her rights are involved here and 
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cireumstances are impending which are vital to the State of Loui- 
siana and perhaps to the country. 


I do not differ from the Senator from New York as to what consti- 


| tutes «a prima Sacie case, so far as he has stated it; but there are other 
| questions here which affect the application of those rules to the case 


now under consideration. A certificate has been presented, signed 
by a person purporting to be the governor of Louisiana, certifying in 
proper form the election of Mr. Kellogg as a Senator from that State, 
and the certificate is attested by the great seal of that State. There 
is no other certificate presented here of any election. There is no 
other Senator presenting himself here for a seat upon this floor. So 
far as we have any notice, the governor of Louisiana is Mr. Packard, 
because with the seal and the signature attached the presumption 
prima facie is that it is regular. 

But, further, the Senate of the United States at all stages of an ex- 
amination of this character, whether upon a prima facie case or upon 
investigation of the merits of the title of the person claiming a seat 
as a Senator here, must take judicial notice of the laws and consti- 
tuted authorities of the State. Under that rule we must take notice 
that by the laws of Louisiana a returning board was constituted to 
whom the returns of all elections in the State must be made; that 
they must canvass the returns of all elections made to them; that for 
certain officers, including the Legislature and the executive, with some 
other officers of the State, a return is to be made to the secretary of 
state of Louisiana. Those facts have all transpired. There is no dis- 
pate about the fact that the returns of the election in November, 1876, 
were made to this proper tribunal and that their canvass was mado 
and the result returned to the proper officer of that State. We must 
take notice of the fact that the secretary of state in oflice at the time 
the returns were made by this canvassing board was an oflicer about 
whose title to the office there was no dispute whatever and that the 
person in the executive chair of that State at the time these returns 
were made was an officer whose title was undisputed, recognized 
throughout the whole limits of the State of Louisiana; that the Leg- 
islature which elected Mr. Kellogg was the Legislature returned by 
this canvassing board and recognized by the executive of that State, 
who had been the executive for two or three years, so that at the time 
this Legislature was organized there was no dispute whatever about 
the title of the officers of the State at that time. This Legislature, 
recognized by Governor Kellogg when he was the executive of that 
State, passed under the administration of Governor Packard, and it 
has recognized him; he has recognized it. Governor Kellogg deliv- 
ered the archives of the State of Louisiana at the expiration of his 
term of office to Governor Packard, returned by this constituted au- 
thority of the State, the returning board, as having been duly elected 
governor of that State. Here is a complete, unbroken, legal title of 
Governor Packard to the executive chair of the State of Louisiana, so 
that prima facie he is the de jure governor of Louisiana. 

Further, we must take notice of the fact that the archives of the 
State thus surrendered to him by the proper governor of the State 
are still in the possession of himself and his administration. He is 
the acting governor of Louisiana. There is no doubt whatever about 
the fact that he is at this moment claiming to act and acting as the 
governor of Louisiana. What then have we? The de jure governor 
and the acting governor. Are we then to dispossess him because his 
authority may be disputed by some other person without any claim of 
legal title, without claiming under any of the forms of law prescribed 
by that State, because Governor Nichollsdoes not claim a title oranelec- 
tion under the forms of the laws of theState of Louisiana? The only 
ground upon which Governor Nicholls bases his title to office is that 
he received a majority of the votes cast at the election in November. 
He presents no evidence whatever of that fact except the return of 
the democratic State committee of that State. No official authority 
has ever declared him the governor. Never one step beyond the polls 
in the different parishes has he gone, and the aie evidence of his 
title is that, outside of the polls, upon the election day, certain per- 
sons, unauthorized and unoflicially, except under the authority of the 
democratic State committee, ascertained the fact that a majority of 
votes in Louisiana was cast for Governor Nicholls. 

Now, Mr. President, are we to permit such a state of facts as that to 
rebut a prima facie case to the extent of denying to the Senator claim- 
ing his seat here admission to this floor? It seems to me that so far as 
the title presented here is concerned, the presumption of law, taking 
— notice of the facts which we are bound to notice, there can 

no reasonable doubt that Mr. Kellogg isentitled upon a prima facie 
case to his seat here. I do not dispute the power of the Senate to go 
behind his certificate, either when first presented here or at any time 
subsequent to it. The Senate, under the Constitution, has plenary 
power. It is made the sole judge of the elections, returns, and qual- 
ifications of its members. It can refuse to accept the prima facie case ; 
it can deny to a State a seat upon this floor through her Senator at 
any stage of the proceedings ; but as a question of policy and of right 
to a State, and as I believe, as a question of order in the proceedings 
of a legislative body, upon the presentation of a prima facie case the 
Senator should be admitted and the question of his right remitted to 
a subsequent period when it may be fully examined and determined. 

I do not understand the power of the electoral commission and that 
of the Senate to be at all parallel. The one was limited and restricted 
by the express terms of the Constitution, and unless they could throw 
down all the barriers protecting the sovereignty of a State and go 
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back to the individual voter they must stop where they did. I hesi- 
tate not to say that in my opinion the decision arrived at by that 
commission is one Which when the excitement and the partisan feel 
ing shall have passed away w ill command universal approbation, and 
that the only astonishment will be that there was ever a doubt raised 
as to its correctness, 


amend the Constitution of the United States so as to embrace in it 


the right of Congress to exercise the power claimed by those who dis- | 


pute the decision of the commission were submitted to the people of 
this country, it would not receive the assent of a single State in this 
Union, and that no political party would dare to advocate it as one 
of its political principles. s p 

I rose, Mr. President, merely to call attention toa fact which I be- 
lieve to be correct, the Senator from New York having omitted some 
of the circumstances going to constitute a prima facie case, and on 
that account bad come to an incorrect conclusion, because when the 
Senator knows all the facts he always comes to a correct conclu- 
Bion. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ido not intend, Mr. President, to enter into 
any discussion in reference to the rights of the gentleman claiming 
to be accredited to this body asa Senator from Louisiana. That ques- 
tion has been referred to a committee and it will be properly consid- 
ered and hereafter presented to this body. At that time, if opportu- 
nity serves, | shall take occasion to express my opinion in reference 
to the right of Kellogg to a seat in the Senate. The purpose for which 
Lrise now isa very diflerentone. I cannot consent to remain silent and 
listen to the remarks which have been made here by the Sc nator from 
Indiana and by the Senator from Minnesota in reference to the char- 
acter of the government existing in Louisiana and in reference to the 
character of the people of the city of New Orleans. The Senator 
from Indiana, without any facts to warrant such a declaration, pro- 
claims to the American people that the citizens of New Orleans and 
of the State of Louisiana are an armed mob. I take it upon myself 
to say, after having visited that city and remained there for five weeks, 
no statement more erroneous or unjust to the people of that State 
ever was uttered in the Senate of the United States. 

1 was in the city of New Orleans at the time of the inanguration of 
Governor Nichollsand have been somewhat cognizant of allof theacts 
of his government since he was installed in power. Instead of being 
an armed mob that government and the people of that city have con- 
ducted themselves with a decorum and a forbearance rarely ex- 
hibited by the people in any section of this country. Notwithstand- 
ing the outrages that have been inflicted upon them, notwithstanding 
the fact that for four years they have been denied local self-govern- 
ment and compelled to submit to a government forced upon them by 
Federal power, those people have conducted themselves with a re- 
markable degree of forbearance, and while writhing under their 
wrongs have restrained their wrath. 

At the time of the inauguration of Governor Nicholls and since 
there was and has been no demonstration of force except such force 
as the sheriff of the city saw proper to surround himself with in order 
to place in possession of the court-house the supreme-court judges 
who had been appointed by Governor Nicholls. Let me say that in- 
stead of being a mob the sheriff’s posse was an orderly exhibition of 
force. Ludies promenaded the streets of New Orleans on that occa- 
sion with as much impunity as they promenade Pennsylvania avenue 
to-day. There was no violence offered to any one. Notwithstanding 
there had been provocation there was not a particle of violence per- 
petrated toward a single human being in that city. It is strange, re- 
markably strange, that under the various oppressions which they 
have suffered they have so schooled themselves as to be able to re- 
strain their indignation and command their temper when such out- 
rages have been committed upon them. 

The question has been raised, Who is governor of Louisiana? And 
it is a very pertinent question. The declaration was made both by 
the Senator from Indiana and the Senator from Minnesota that Mr. 
Packard is the governor. The Senator from Minnesota says that 
Packard is the acting governor to-day. Why, sir, outside of the St. 
Louis Hotel there is not one foot of the territory of Louisiana over 
which he exercises any control whatever. Prior to his clandestine 
inauguration and the meeting of his Legislature that court-house 
had been bariscaded and taken possession of under the immediate 
protection of soldiers of the United States, who were in an adjoining 
building ready to assist in case of an emergency. To-day Mr. Pack- 
ard exercises no power outside of that court-house; and from what 
I observed while I was there I believe to-day that the ladies of New 
Orleans, unaided by the gentlemen of that city, could drive the whole 
Packard government outside of the city if it was not protected by 
Federal power. [Manifestations of applause in the galleries. ] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Delaware will pause. 
The Chair gives notice to the galleries that if they shall repeat their 
disorder he will promptly order them to be cleared. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Who is recognizing Mr. Packard in Louisiana? 
What portion of the people of New Orleans is to-day paying court to 
his government? Sir, the newsboys and bootblacks of this city can 
raise more revenne than Mr. Packard can raise out of taxation, if 
you take away the Federal force from Louisiana. There are “none 
so poor to do him reverence.” It is but mockery, it is madness, to 
attempt to impose upon the intelligent people of this country the 
idea that a man barricaded within the St. Louis Hotel, exercising 


| him? 


I venture the assertion that if a proposition to | 


no jurisdiction outside of a few rooms within that hotel, is the Jay; 
acting governor of a sovereign State. , 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Will the Senator allow me to sugyest one fac; ,, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Certainly ; I am always glad to hear from 4), 
Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. ‘The Senator speaks of the St. Louis Hote), 1, 
he not aware that that has been the capitol of Louisiana duriyy 
administration of Governor Kellogg? ra 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I believe it was the place of refage for Gp, 
ernor Kellogg and the men who surrounded him, and it is now 
citadel and prison of Packard, who the Sevator from Minneso 
is the acting governor of Louisiana. 

If we were to judge by what took place at the inauguration of 
those two gentlemen we would come to a very different conclysio 
from that of the Senator from Minnesota, who thinks that Packard 
is the acting governor of the State. I was in New Orleans on thy» 
day of the inauguration. Mr. Packard wasin the St. Louis Lote) 
called the State-house, surrounded by a police foree paid for by th. 
city, some four hundred and fifty men. Fearful that the people of 
that State would come in and dispossess him he barricaded the hote) 
and surrounded himself by the police force sustained by taxes paid 
by the citizens of New Orleans; and there in privacy, afraid to show 
himself to the people over whom he claimed the right to exercise th. 
power of the executive office of the State, he took the oath of offic 
But how was it with Governor Nicholls? On a bright balmy day, jy, 
a public square, surrounded by at least 20,000 of the élite of the city 
and State, with the ladies to cheer him by their smiles and the gey- 
tlemen to support him by their presence and approval, in the broad 
face of day he lifted his hand and swore before high heaven that he 
would exercise the duties of the executive office of that State. From 
one end of the State to the other that oath was heeded and respected, 
and the people of all shades of opinion and of all political creeds 
were ready and are ready to-day to recognize Governor Nicholls as 
the lawful governor of the State the moment the Federal power is 
withdrawn and there is any assurance that he will be allowed to con- 
tinue in fact, as he is in truth and in right and justice, the lawful 
governor of the State. 

Ido not wonder that the incoming Administration, knowing full 
well the criticisms of the country, the indignation of the country, 
knowing full well the judgment which the country has meted out to 
the outgoing Administration for upholding a usurpation for fou 
years, is unwilling to take the responsibility of similar action. There- 
fore I am not surprised that the words of conciliation and words of 
peace read by the Senator from New York this morning have been 
uttered by Mr. Hayes. It does honor to his heart, it does houvor to 
his head. I was not in favor of his election. I do not believe that 
he ever was elected; but he has been clothed by the forms of law 
with the duties of the Chief Executive of this country, and Lam glad 
that he appreciates something of the obligation which the oath he 
has taken has imposed upon him, and that he has indicated to his 
countrymen that his course shall be different at any rate in respect 
to Louisiana and South Carolina from that of his predecessor. but 
I was surprised at the deliberate attempt which was made in this Hall 
yesterday and the day before to bull-doze the incoming Administra- 
tion, by declaring in effect that the recognition of Nicholls as gov 
ernor would in its character impeach his own title to office. There 
have been utterances on this floor by political friends of the Execn- 
tive, whether so intended or not, which may be calculated to make 
the incoming Administration pause and hesitate in the course of wis- 
dom which he has marked out; but I trust he will be deaf to the 
threats of partisan friends, deaf to the voice of the politician, and 
obey the high bebests and instincts of the patriot and the statesman, 
and act with due regard to the best interests of the country and the 
peace of the land. 

I did not intend, Mr. President, to participate in this debate, but I 
could not willingly sit still and hear the administration of Governor 
Nicholls and the people of Louisiana denounced as an armed mo!) 
when I know and when the country knows that to-day he is the 
chosen chief executive of a sovereign State of this Union, and that 
the men who support him are the men of substance, the tax-payers 0! 
the State. While I was in New Orleans I was met on the street bys 
republican, a person with whom I formed an acquaintance while le 
was a member of the other House of Congress. I met him the day 
after Nicholls was inaugurated, when there were some armed meu 
upon the streets acting as the sherifi’s posse. Said he, “ Iam not afraul 
to walk the streets. The fact is,” said that gentleman, whose name | 
will not give, “that one administration is supported by the tax- 
payers of the State and the other is supported by the non-tax-payers 
of the State.” That was the declaration of a gentleman high in re- 
publican councils to-day. ‘ 

Mr. President, I did not intend to enter into this discussion. Isim- 
ply rose to make these remarks in justice to what I believe is duc 
Governor Nicholls’s administration and the people of New Orleans 
and of Louisiana who supported him. 

Mr: HOWE. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose of enter- 
ing upon this debate. I scarcely know what the debate is, or what 
it is about, whether it is intended to inform us how we should vote 
to-day or to determine whether we voted right or wrong yesterday 
I am a little at a loss to know the purpose of the debate. I rise, %& 
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I have frequently done before in the course of the last four years, to 

form the somewhat solemn, if not religious, duty of correcting 
pe nents made on the other side of the Chamber touching the char- 
: anal the late government of Louisiana. The Senator from Dela- 
= « has just indulged again in the statement that it was a govern- 
ic t usurped utterly without any authority in law, and resting only 
sect nea Federal power for support. They used to tell an anecdote of an 
ay settler in the State of Maine who moved into that State from 
Massachusetts. On one oceasion feeling a strong desire to go back 
and visit the place of his nativity, and lacking the means to support 
himself on his journey, he concluded that he would appeal to the 
sympathies of the public for his maintenance, and he invented a very 
ingenious and touching story of misfortunes which had overtaken 
him in the place of his settlement, and he thought wherever he needed 
a night’s lodging or a meal of victuals he would tell that story and 
it would secure Cans what he wanted. He started on the journey. 
They say he told it so often before he got back to Massachusetts that 
he actually began to believe it, and he could not tell the story with- 
out erying. I have been fearful for several years that my friends on 
the other side of the Chamber would tell this story or make this as- 
sertion in regard to the character of the late government in Louisiana 
until they might possibly fall under the delusion that there was some 
truth init. So I have taken it upon myself, as often as the statement 
has been put forth, by way of making continual claim on behalf of 
ithe truth, to get up and remind them that they must not be deluded, 
that there is not a particle of truth in it, not the least in the world. 
It isan utter mistake. Federal power was not alone what supported 
the late government of Louisiana; that is, it had as much authority 
as the law of Louisiana could give it; wasas fully sanctioned by the 
laws of that State as the existing government in New York or Mas- 
suchusetts is by the laws of those States. I do not propose to argue 
that question, but simply to restate the truth by way of a set-off to 
this new statement of an inaccuracy. 

Mr. President, not a word will I say to-day upon the question as to 
who ought to occupy a seat in the Senate here from Louisiana, or who 
is or ought to be governor of Lonisiana. I want to say to my friend 
from Delaware however, if he will permit me, that he seems to make 
rather a dubious case for his political friends in New Orleans. He 
enlisted my sympathies when in the outset of his remarks he under- 
took to rebuke the Senator from Indiana for alluding to the people 
of New Orleans asan armed mob. My heart was inclined to go out 
with him in his effort to redeem the character of that people, and to 
vindieate them against the aspersion, and fora very few seconds, or 
minutes perhaps, while he traveled in that direction I went with 
him hopefully ; I was in hopes he would succeed ; but when he turned 
about to say that this man, Mr. Packard, who I understand to be one 
of “the pretenders” to the authority of governor there, had to take 
refuge in the capitol of the State, and dared not show himself to the 
people of New Orleans, it did not seem to me to make a very good 
character for that people. I do not suppose there is any crime to be 
alleged against this man Packard; he is not an outlaw that I know 
of. Ifthe people of New Orleans are law-abiding why should any 
one hesitate toshow himself before them? I believe it is said on the 
other side of the Chamber, and perhaps outside of this Chamber, that 
Mr. Packard is laying claim to an office to which he has no title in law. 
That same thing has been said, or something like that has been said, 
of the illustrious citizen who has just assumed the office of President 
of the United States; and yet in this community, which is no more 
than law-abiding and not all of it quite that, that citizen does not 
hesitate to show himself, and so far lives in spite of showing himself. 
How long I shall be able to say this, I do not undertake to predict at 
all; but it does seem to distinguish the character of the people in 
Washington from the character of the people in New Orleans as pre- 
sented by the Senator from Delaware himself. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WALLACE] consent that the resolution offered by the Senator 
from California, [Mr. SARGENT,] as amended by the Senator from 
New York, (Mr. ere be regarded as the original resolution ? 

Mr. WALLACE. Ido. I accept it. 

Mr. WHYTE. Inasmuch as there are two propositions in this reso- 
lution, I ask for a division of the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator indicate the division 
desired by him? Under the rules, the question will be taken sepa- 
rately upon the preamble. 

Mr. WHYTE. I ask for a division upon the two resolutions. I 
— that the vote on the last resolution shall be taken sepa- 
ately, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Clerk will report the preamble and 


resolutions, 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas, under the Constitution and the laws and the practice of the Senate, 
1a Fayette Grover, claiming to be a Senator from the State of Oregon, his creden- 
tials being regular and in due form, and there being no contestant for the seat, and 
there being in said State but one body claiming to be the Legislature and but one 
person claiming to be the governor, and there Deing no doubt or dispute as to the 
ane of one legal State government, is entitled to admission to a seat in this 
iy on the prima facie case presented by such credentials, notwithstanding the 
‘sections contained in the petitions of citizens of the State of Oregon against his 
admin ion: Therefore, 

' auasied That the credentials of La Fayette Grover be taken from the table and 
the oath of office be now administered to him 


Resolved, further, That the petitions of citizens of Oregon containing charges 







e 





against La Fayette Grover lie on the table until the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections is organized, when they shall be referred to said committee, together 
with his credentials, with instructions to investigate such charges and report to 
the Senate as to their truth or falsity. 


Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, I shall vote for the preamble and 
the first resolution, and though I may be alone in casting my vote on 
the second resolution I shall vote against it; I shall vote against it 
for this reason: The practice of the Senate has been not to permit 
general, broad charges against any Senator to be the subject of con- 
sideration by this body. I refer to the old practice. I refer to a case 
presented at a time when the democratic party was in a majority in 
this body and certain members of the Pennsy]vania Legislature made 
charges against a Senator who had been recently elected by the Legis- 
lature of that State, and when that Senator, indignant at the charges, 
demanded himself that they should be investigated, insisted that they 
were false, and desired that the most thorough examination of them 
should take place, yet, although he was of a different political party 
from the majority in the Senate, that majority refused to go into such 
a general investigation and allow a roving commission to inquire into 
charges so loosely made against a member of this body. 

It would be establishing a bad precedent to enter into any such in- 
vestigation. The charge of bribery without specitication against 
any gentleman claiming a seat in this body is too serious a one to be 
submitted to an investigation of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections without the specification which would be required upon a 
court-martial. I care not for any desire Governor Grover may have 
for an investigation, and a thorough and entire investigation, I am 
unwilling to treat these broad and loose charges with such consider- 
ation as willinvolve an inquiry into them. 

If members of the Legislature of Oregon were bought, let the Legis- 
lature of Oregon inquire into that question and let them send to us 
proper and specific charges that we may then ascertain whether the 
Senator seated in our midst is worthy of our confidence or onght to 
be expelled. If charges in specific form, properly made, against him 
come here, I shall be ready to investigate them, and if they are 
true as far as I can ascertain, I will be one of the first Senators to 
move for his expulsion. But, Mr. President, the character of a Sena- 
tor ought to be protected unless charges are made in such a form as 
to involve in our judgment probable cause that they can be proved. 
I care not who else may vote against the second resolution, I shall 
record my vote against it, because according to the practice of the 
Senate just such allegations as are made in this petition have been 
rejected and not allowed to go to a committee of inquiry. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I said that I would vote for the 
second resolution simply because Governor Grover desired and invited 
an investigation, but I concurin every word that has been said by the 
Senator from Maryland, [Mr. WuyTe.] I do say that it is a most 
shameless thing and of bad example, upon vague, indefinite, and un- 
supported charges, to blacken the character of a member of this body 
by subjecting him to the necessity of investigation, and I shall be ex- 
tremely glad if the Senate, following its usage in thy olden time, shall 
vote down this second resolution. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, I do not desire to discuss the truth 
or falsity of any allegation contained in the petition. The petition 
or memorial shows that a large number of the people of Oregon, 
whom I do not personally know, allege that it is generally believed 
that Mr. Grover was elected by bribery to the United States Senate. 
Whether this memorial comes with a due and careful observance of 
all the forms or not, might be a matter to decide a Senator’s vote. If 
I were in the place of the individual thus attacked, I should say, “I 
desire an investigation at the earliest moment.” Perbaps the only 
doubt as to my proposition would be whether the resolution ought 
not to be withdrawn and allow the swearing in totake place and then 
let the person most interested in it atonce request the Senate to an- 
thorize the committee to make the investigation. I have thought, 
however, that this was the better way in which it should be done, so 
as to relieve him of that necessity. If his friends insist that they do 
not want a resolution of this kind to pass, that they wish him to re- 
main under the perhaps vague allegation of citizens of Oregon, let 
them say so clearly and unequivocally. If they are entirely satisfied 
that there should be no investigation unless the Legislature of Oregon 
shall come forward with a bill of indictment with everything stated, 
facts, places, names, circumstances, so that in the reading it there 
may be no mistake as to the most trivial circumstance connected 
with the alleged bribery, let them say so. I do not care to go into an 
investigation of this kind; but in order that the matter might be dis- 
posed of by the Senate so that we might get at business of considera- 
ble importance, I ened this resolution. As it is, unless it is ex- 
pressly desired that the resolution shall be withdrawn and that there 
shall be no investigation of the matter, and unless that statement 
comes from the side of the Chamber on my left, I shall ask for a vote 
on the resolution. 

Mr. THURMAN. No friend of Governor Grover has suggested any 
opposition to an investigation on his account. The remarks of the 
Senator from Maryland were grounded upon what was applicable to 
every Senator and had no particular reference to this case. They 
were grounded upon the usage of the Senate that a person holding 
the office of Senator of the United States should not have his char- 
acter blackened, his usefulness destroyed, and this body itself affected 
by charges against him made without the least particle of that par- 
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ticularity that wonld be required in the humblest justice’s court of 
the land, upon mere hearsay. The remarks of the Senator froin Mary- 
land were addressed to the honor and justice of the Senate, and not 
rnor Grover from any investigation. I 
resolution although I doso with the greatest 


ill to shield Gov 
vote for this 
but simply in deference to the sensibility of Governor 
My own judgment was that it would be almost a disgrace 
to the Senate to pass such a resolution upon such a showing. 

Mr. BLAINE. I desire simply to avail myself of the opportunity 


dled at 
sail IT should 
reluctance, 


Grover. 


before this subject passes away to send to the Secretary's desk to | 


have read a letter which I presume was addressed to me for the pur- 
read here, (at all events I will constrne it that way,) by 
Mr. Corbin, the senatorial claimant from South Carolina. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. 

‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


pose of being 


WaAsuIneton, March 8, 1877. 


Dean Sin 


Ilon. William M. Evarts begs me to say to you that he did not indorse 
the letter of Stanley Matthews to Governor Chamberlain to the extent implied by 
the telegram of (ro 
} 

ke 


ernor Chamberlain to me Phat the letter was presented to 


m by Mr. Ilaskell, of South Carolina, and he wrote upou it substantially as fol 
— 
That he had read the foregoing 


I 


letter, that he desired to see the troubles in 


South Carolina composed, aud he desired to hear from Governor Chamberlain upon | 


the subject 
Very respectfully 
D. T. CORBIN. 

Jion 

Mr. BLAINE. It is proper to state for the information of those 
who may not know it, that Mr. Haskell, who was the bearer of this 
letter from Mr. Stanley Matthews and Mr. Evarts to Governor Cham- 
berlain, is the chairman of the democratic State committee of South 
Carolina. 
self which I shall also take the liberty of reading : 

New ORLEANS, March 8, 1877. 
In every parish outside city, except the five bull 
in one of which our tax-collector has just been murdered, my gov- 
ernment is recognized by all save few pretended Nicholls officials 
8. B. PACKARD. 

Mr. THURMAN. For the sake of completing the history of the 
South Carolina transaction, I wish the Senator from Maine would be 
good enough to give us Stanley Matthews’s letter. 

Mr. BLAINE. I would be very glad to give it if Thad it, or if the 
Senator knows anything about where it is. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Haskell has it. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then it is in democratic hands. 

Mr. THURMAN. I thought it was addressed to Governor Cham- 
berlain. 

Mr. BLAINE. But it was a democratic emissary or agent who 
came to Washington for it. 

Mr. THURMAN. 1 suppose he delivered it to Governor Chamber- 
lain. 

Mr. BLAINE. I suppose so, or Governor Chamberlain would not 
have telegraphed here in regard to it. The Senator from Ohio may 
not be aware that Columbia, South Carolina, is not so near as the 
Arlington Hotel is to the Capitol, The Senator from South Carolina 
| Mr. PATTERSON ] says that it is still more within the keeping of the 
democratic party, because it was a letter to Mr. Haskell, empowering 
him, as a minister plenipotentiary and envoy extraordinary, to treat 
with Governor Chamberlain for a surrender of the State; and al- 
though I am not definitely informed, yet I understand it sufficiently 
to state it as arumor that a similar one was carried to New Orleans by 
a Mr. Burke, I believe. That is my information, although I do not 
state it asafact. I believe in both cases it was understood that in 
the event of a surrender Packard and Chamberlain might be allowed 
to remain as residents, or if not that they would be guaranteed a safe- 
conduet ont of their reapective States. 

Mr. THURMAN. I beg leave to inquire of my friend, who isa dis- 
tinguished leader of his party and no doubt a supporter of the Ad- 
ministration, whether it is the practice already inaugurated of the 
Administration or of as intimate a friend of the Administration as 


James G. BLAINE. 


Senator BAyarp is mistaken 


dozed parishes 


Mr. Stanley Matthews, to choose democrats as envoys extraordinary | 


and ministers plenipotentiary to republicans ? 

Mr. BLAINE. Probably he could not find a republican who was 
willing to undertake the errand, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
to the first resolution f 

The first resolution was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is now upon the second 
resolution, 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let the second resolution be reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, further, That the petitions of citizens of Oregon containing charges 
against La Fayette Grover lic on the table until the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections is organized, when they shall be referred to such committee, togethor 
with his credentials, with instruction to investigate such charges and to report to 
the Senate as to their truth or falsity. 

Mr. BOGY. 
table. 

Mr. HAMLIN. That is not in order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Would it not take the first resolu- 
tion with it? 


I move that the resolution just read be laid on the 


| 


| to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 








The question is, Will the Senate agree | 





| 


| 


| 


am 


Mr. HAMLIN. It would take the whole proposition. 

Mr. BOGY. Would it take the first resolution to the table? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It would take both resolutions 

Mr. CONKLING. May I inquire of the Chair first, is not the , 
that the preamble is to be voted upon last ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. CONKLING. Second, is not the rule that the first res: 
is to be voted upon first ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been voted upon first. 

Mr. CONKLING. And has been adopted ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been adopted. 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg pardon of the Chair; it had escaped y, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is now, will the Senay, 
agree to the second resolution f 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOWE. I should like to have the memorial or remonstrayo, 
read once more which it is now proposed to refer, with the creden{ia)s 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report it. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

To the Serate of the United States : 

Whereas it is currently reported, and generally believed, that L. F. Grove; 
bribery, the corrupt use of money, and other unlawful and dishonorable nx 
cured his election to the Senate of the United States by the Legislature of 
of Oregon at its last session : 

And whereas the said L. F. Grover, in obedience to a corrupt scheme to defy 
the State of Oregon of its proper electoral vote, as the governor thereof d , 
fully, dishonestly, corruptly, and by acts of usurpation, declare elected to t}y 
tice of presidential elector for the State of Oregon, on the 6th day of Dec 


| 1876, and did issue a certificate of election to, one E A. Cronin, who had be: 
I have this moment received a telegram addressed to my- | 


feated by the people for said oflice by more than one thousand majority 

And whereas the said L. F. Grover did fraudulently undertake to sustain his « 
act by falsely testifying, as a witness concerning the same. before the Senat: 
mittee on Privileges and Elections on or about the 6th day of January, 1-77 

Now, therefore, we, the undersigned citizens of the State of Oregon, earnestly byt 
respectfully ask that the said L. F. Grover bo denied a seat in the United Stat 
Senate as a Senator from the State of Oregon until the foregoing charzes are ¢ 
oughly investigated and disproved. 

M. L. WILMOT and others 

Mr. HOWE. Now, Mr. President, let me say one word for thy 
honor of the Senate, out of regard for its character and for its seeu- 
rity. I understand the honorable Senator from Maryland to s 
with the full indorsement of the Senator from Ohio, that the ac. 
cusation contained in that paper is not specific enough to warrant 
a reference and an inquiry. I beg tosay, with all the respect in t! 
world for the opinions of my friends on the other side of the Chamber, 
that 1 must be allowed to differ from that opinion. I do not thi 
that the honor of the Senate, I do not think that its good characte 
is to be preserved by our taking the position that there is not an a 
cusation there specific enoygh to warrant an inguiry. 

The claimant to a seat here, while acting as governor of the Stat 
of Oregon, I understand, did certify, in his official character aud 
under the sanctions of a law, that a certain man had been chosen 
elector of President and Vice-President, and I understand that tiftee: 
very distinguished gentlemen, jurists and statesmen, unanimously said 
that that certificate was not true. These memorialists say, if I uuder- 
stand the reading of the paper aright, that that was illegally issued, 
dishonestly issned, and corruptly issued. Perhaps better terms than 
those might be employed in framing an indictment; I can conceiv: 
a great many terms that would be employed by the honorable Sena- 
tor from Maryland and the honorable Senator from Ohio; but when 
employed for the mere purpose of conveying to the Senate a sugges 
tion that a man who asks a seat here is not grounded in good morals, 
it seems to me to be adequate for that simple purpose. I am dead 
sure the Senator from Maryland, if those terms were employed 
touching any conduct of his, would say they were ample to put him 
on inquiry, were ample to require of him just what I understand 
the claimant now before the Senate asks in reference to himself; and 
I do not think it will do for the Senate itself to hold a stricter rule 
in regard to this matter; and I shall therefore vote for the reference 
of this resolution. 

Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, I was stating, when I first made the ob 


| jection to this resolution, the practice of the Senate, and upon the last 


oceasion which I recollect in which that practice was brought into 
requisition the Senate, without even a division, refused to consider 4 
petition of members of the Legislature by which the Senator has he 
elected, although, as I stated, heasked and demanded after he had been 
sworn in that the investigation be had. My objection is to adopting 
this resolution now. The memorial of citizens of regon lies upon the 
table, and if, after the Senator from Oregon has been sworn in, he dle- 
mands of the Senate of the United States an investigation, I will then 
vote for it; but until he takes his seat upon this floor and as a Set- 
ator demands that investigation, I shall vote against any resolution 
looking for an investigation upon charges such as these. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I am authorized to state to the Sen- 
ate, and to the Senator from California who presented this resolu 
tion, that it is the purpose of Governor Grover to offer a resolution 
himself at the earliest opportunity given him in this body for the 
fullest investigation of all these and any other charges against lim 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, on that statement of the Senator 
from Delaware I will, with leave of the Senate, withdraw the last 
resolution, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. It can be done only by unanimous con- 
t, the yeas and vays having been ordered. Is there objection ? 

1 - ‘Chair hears none. The resolution is withdrawn. The question 


now is will the Senate agree to the preamble, 
The preamble was agreed to. 


The V ICE-PRESIDEMNT. The Senator from Oregon, if in the Cham- 


ber, will present himself and take the oath of office. 


Mr. GROVER (escorted by Mr. BoGy) advanced to the desk and the 
al hs reseribed by law having been administered to him, he took his 


seat in the Senate. 
SENATOR FROM LOUISIANA. 


Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, ata former session of the Senate 
the credentials of J. B. Eustis, claiming to be elected a Senator from 
the State of Louisiana to fill a vacancy caused by the resignation of 
William Pitt Kellogg, who had been a Senator, were referred to the 

eges and Elections. That committee reported 
adversely to the right of Mr, Eustis to a seat upon the ground that 


Committee on Privi 


the vacancy had been previously filled by the election of Mr. Pinch- 


back. Subsequently to that report the Senate decided that Mr. 
Pinchback had not been elected, and consequently decided against 


the ground upon which the Committee on Privileges and Elections 


had reported adversely to Mr. Eustis. It being now decided that 
there was a vacancy at the time that Eustis claims that he was elected 
to the Senate, I move that his credentials be taken from the files of 
the Senate and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions when formed. IT send a resolution to the Chair. 

The VICE-RRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio offers a resolu- 
tion which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the credentials of J. B. Eustis, claiming to be a Senator from the 
State of Louisiana, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Priv- 
jloges and Elections when that committee shall be appointed. 


Mr. MORRILL and Mr. SARGENT. Let that lie over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over under the 
rule. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SARGENT. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After fifty-three minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were re-opened, and (at four o’clock and 
forty-vight minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, March 9, 1877. 


Avcustus 8. MERRiMoN, of North Carolina, appeared in his seat 
to-day. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Nounfinished business coming over from 
the session of yesterday, the Chair awaits the pleasure of the Senate. 


COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. SARGENT. I offer the following resolution: 


Ordered, That the Senate now proceed to the appointment of the standing and 
other committees of the Senate. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
Mr. SARGENT, I offer the following resolution: 


Ordered, That so much of the forty-sixth rule of the Senate as —_ the ap- 
pointment of the standing and other committees w be made by ballot be suspended. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. I now offer the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the standing committees of the Senate be constitated as follows : 
_On Privileges and Elections—Messrs. Morton, (chairman,) Mitchell, Wadleigh, 
Cameron of Wisconsin, MeMillan, Hoar, Saulsbury, Merrimon, and Hill. 

On Foreign Relations—Messrs. Cameron of Pennsylvania, (chairman,) Morton, 
Hamlin, Howe, emmy See ee , Bogy, Eaton, and Johnston. 


On Finance—Messrs. Morrill, (chairman,) Dawes, Ferry, Jones of Nevada, Al- 
lison, Howe, Bayard, Kernan, and Wallace. 
On Appropriations—Messrs. Windom, (chairman,) Sargent, Allison, Dorsey, 
Blaine, Davis of West Virginia, Withers, Eaton, and Beck. 
On Commerce— Messrs. Conkling, (chairman,) Spencer, Burnside, McMillan, Pat- 
terson, Gordon, Dennis, Ransom, and Randolph. 
= Manu/factures—Messrs. Booth, (chairman,) Bruce, Rollins, Johnson, and Me- 
1eTsOn. 


_On Agriculture—Messrs. Paddock, (chairman,) Sharon, Hoar, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, and Gordon, 

On Military Afairs—Measrs. Spencer, (chairman,) Wadleigh, Cameron of Penn- 
ayly ania, Barnside, Teller, Plumb, Randolph, Cockrell, and Maxey. 

On Naval A ffairs—Messrs. Sargent, (chairman,) Anthouy, Conover, Blaine, Kirk- 
wood Whyte, and McPherson. — 

On the Judiciary—Messrs, Edmunds, (chairman,) Conkling, Howe, Christiancy, 
Davis of Minois, Thurman, and McDonald. 

On Post. Offices and Post-Roads—Measrs. Hamlin, (chairman,) Ferry, Jones of Ne- 
vaca, Paddock, Conover, Kirkwood, Saulsbury, Maxey, and Bailey. 

On Public Lands—Measrs. Oglesby, (chairman,) Paddock, Booth, Chaffee, Plumb, 
McDonald, Jones of Florida, Grever, and Garland, 

















On Private Land Claims—Messrs. Thurman, (chairman,) Bayard, Bogy, Ed- 
munds, and Christiancy 


On Indian Affairs—Messrs. Allison, (chairman,) Oglesby, Ingalls, Saunders 
Hoar, MeCreery, and Coke 


On Pensions— Messrs. Ingalls, (chairman,) Bruce, Teller, Kirkwood, Davis of Ili 
nois, Withers, and Bailey. 


On Revolutionary Claims—Messrs, Johnston, (chairman,) Jones of Florida, Hill 
Dawes, and Me Millan. 


On Claims—Messrs. McMillan, (chairman,) Mitchell, Cameron of Wisconsin, 
Teller, Hoar, Cockrell, Hereford, Harris, and Morgan. 

On the District of Columbia—Messrs. Dorsey, (chairman,) Spencer, Ingalls, Rol 
lins, Saunders, Merrimon, and Barnum. 

On Patents—Messrs. Wadleigh, (chairman,) Booth, Chaffee, Kernan, and Morgan 

On Public Buildings and Grounds— Messrs. Dawes, (chairman,) Morrill, Cameron 
of Pennsylvania, Saulsbury, and Jones of Florida. 


On Territories—Messrs. Patterson, (chairman,) Christiancy, Chaffee, Saunders, 
Garland, Grover, and Hereford. 


On Railroads—Messrs. Mitchell, (chairman,) Howe, Dawes, Dorsey, Teller, Ferry, 
Morton, Ransom, Bogy, Barnum, and Lamar. 


On Mines and Mining—Messrs. Sharon, (chairman,) Chaffee, Kirkwood, Plumb, 
Hereford, Coke, and Hill. 

On the Revision of the Laws of the United States—Messrs. Christiancy, (chairman,) 
Ingalls, Davis of Illinois, Wallace, and Kernan. ; 

On Education and Labor—Messrs. Burnside, (chairman,) Patterson, Morrill, 
Bruce, Sharon, Gordon, Maxey, Bailey, and Lamar 

On Civil Service and Retrenchment—Messrs. Blaine, (chairman,) Oglesby, Pat- 
terson, Booth, McCreery, Whyte, and Beck. 


To Audit and Cont rol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate—Messrs. Jones of 
Nevada, (chairman,) dollins, and Dennis. 


On Printing—Messrs. Anthony, (chairman,) Sargent, and Whyte. 

On the Library—Mesars. Howe, (chairman,) Edmonds, and Ransom. 

On Rules—Messrs. Ferry, (chairman,) Hamlin, ana Merrimon. 

On Engrossed Bille—Messrs. Bayard, (chairman,) Withers, and Anthony. 
On Enrolled Bllis—Mossrs. Conover, (chairman,) Paddock, and Grover. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senate agree to the committees 
as specified in the resolution of the Senator from California? 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. I offer the following further resolution: 


_ Resolved, That the following select committees be appointed for the present ses- 
sion : 


On the Levees of the Mississippi River—Messrs. Bruce, (chairman,) Blaine, Con 
over, Cockrell, and Harris. 

To Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service— Messrs. Chatfee, (chairman,) 
Conkling, Windom, Merrimon, and Eaton. 

On Transportation Routes to the Seaboard—Measra. Cameron of Wisconsin, (chair 
man,) Windom, Conover, Burnside, Saunders, Davis of West Virginia, Harris, La- 


mar, and Beck. 
The resolution was agreed to, 


SENATOR FROM LOUISIANA. 


Mr. SARGENT. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope the Senator will withdraw the motion for 
a moment. 

Mr. SARGENT. Very well. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not suppose there will be any objection to 
acting upon the resolution that I introduced yesterday ev ening, merely 
to refer the credentials of J. B. Eustis to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California assent 
to the proposition of the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. SARGENT. I yield for the purpose indicated. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not want to say a word. Let the credentials 
be referred as a matter of course. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have no objection to the reference of the cre- 
dentials at all. 

The resolution was considered and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the credentials of J. B. Eustis, claiming to be a Senator from the 
State of Louisiana, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Privi 
leges and Elections when that committee shall be appointed. 


CHARGES AGAINST SENATOR GROVER, 


Mr. SARGENT. I understand the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. Gro- 
VER] desires to offer a resolution, and I yield to him. 


Mr. GROVER. Loffer the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration : 


. 
Resolved, That the thirteen memorials heretofore presented to the Senate by Hon 
J. H. MircHe.t, purporting to be signed by 369 citizens of the State of Oregon, re 
citing that it was currently reported and generally believed that the election of 
L. F. GROVER as a Senator of the United States was procured by bribery, corrup 
tion, and other unlawful means in the Legislature of the State of Oregon, and that 
the said L. F. Grover did re and fraudulently issue a certificate of election 
to one E. A. Cronin as a presidential elector, on December 6, 1576, and that the 
said L. F. Grover did bear false witness before the Senate Committee on Privi 
leges and Elections, on or about January 6, 1877, be now referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, who shal] throughly investigate and report upon the 
forezoing charges, with power to send for persons and papers. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SARGENT. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con 
sideration of executive business. After twenty minutes speut in 
executive session the doors were re-opened, and (at twelve o'clock and 
thirty-five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, March 10, 1877. 


a4 


| 
i 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SuNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved, 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the | 
eretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the | 
Senate of the 2d instant, a copy of the final report, dated June 1, | 
1874, of the operations of the troops in the Modoc country, by General 
Alvan C. Gillem, while under his command; which was ordered to 
lie on the table and be rinted., 


mn 


TELEGRAMS RELATING TO OREGON ELECTORAL VOTE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the following 
communications; which were read : 


Executive Orrick WesTeRN Union TELEGRAPH COMPANY, 
New York, March 7, 1877. 
Sin: I take the liberty to hand yen herewith a copy of a letter which I addressed 
to Hon. Tuomas W. Frenry, President pro tempore of the Senate, on March 1 instant. 
Having received no reply from Mr. Ferry, and our Washington agent, Captain 
L.. Whitney, having i formed me that the Secretary of the Senate has received no 
instructions on th subject, [now beg leave to repeat the application previously 


made that the telegraph messages heretofore delivered to the Committee of the 
Senate on Privileges and Elections be returned to the company. 
| have the honor to be, with great respect, your obedient servant, 
WILLM. ORTON, 
President. 





Hon. WituiamM A. WHEELER 
Vice-President of the United States. 


EXecuTive Orrick, WesTERN UNION TELEGRAPH COMPANY, 
New York, March 1, 1877. 
In obedience to an order of the Senate, I caused to be delivered in January 
last to Hon. Orrver P. Morron, chairman of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, telegraphic messages in number supposed to be about thirty thousand. 
As the occasion to use these messages is supposed to have already passed, and as 
the authority of the Senate committee over the subjects to which they were sup- 
posed to relate will cease with the end of the present session, on or before the 4th 
of March instant, and as it is the duty of the officers and agents of this company to 
take all proper means for protecting the confidential communications of the public 
intrusted to them for transmission by telegraph from unlawful and unnecessary 
exposure, L respectfally ask that an order be made directing the return of said 
messages to the agentof this company at its pring re in Washington, or that 
they be placed in the custody of the Secretary of the Senate to be securely kept 
until called for by the company’s agent 
I have the honor to be, with great respect, your obedient servant, 
WILLIAM ORTON, 
President. 


Sir 


llon. Tuomas W. Feury, 


President of the Senate, dc. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. This communication will lie upon the 
table to await the future action of the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. SARGENT. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Che motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After forty minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were re-opened, 

ADJOURNMENT TO TUESDAY. 
On motion of Mr. WHYTE, 


Ordered 


it was 
That when the Senate adjourn to-day, it be to meet on Tuesday next. 


On motion of Mr. ALLISON, (at twelve o’clock and forty-five min- 
utes p.m.,) the Senate adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 13, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved, 


ELECTORAL COMMISSION PROCEEDINGS. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolutions; which were 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That the volume containing the proceedings of the electoral commis. 
sion and of the two Houses in the counting of electoral votes, directed to be printed 
by a concurrent revolution of March 3, be prepared for publication under the direc- 
tion of the Committee on Printing 

Resolved, That of the number of copies of said publication allotted to the Senate 
by said concurrent resolution 200 copics be furnished to the justices of the Supreme 
Court who were members of the electoral commission. 


HICKEY’S CONSTITUTION. 
Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolution ; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to purchase for the use 
of the Library and committees of the Senate 500 comes of Hickey's Constitation 
of the United States: Provided, They can be purchased at a price not exceeding 
$1.75 per copy. 

. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| Tennessee, and others, citizens of that State, praying an appropriat 


in the arctic regions for the successful explorations of those rev; 





Marcn 14, 


TELEGRAMS RELATING TO OREGON ELECTORAL Vore, 

Mr. MORTON. 

Ordered, That the telegraphic dispatches referred to in the letter of Ww 
Orton, President of the Western Union Telegraph Company, be ck posited ; 
office of the Secretary of the Senate, to be by him delivered to Mr. Orton , 


I offer the following order: 


| giving a receipt for the same. pen tile 
Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that that lie over to-day. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over, objec 


being made to its present consideration. 
ORDER OF PROCEEDING. 
Mr. BAILEY® I present a petition of James D. Porter, governor, 


by Congress of $50,000 for the purpose of carrying out the plan pr 
posed by Captain Howgate for the location of a colony far northwa; 


are 


rions 


and for the discovery of the north pole. I ask that it be received and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question of the reception of this 
memorial, under the order made the other day, will lie upon the 
table. 

Mr. WALLACE. I ask for the following order: 

Ordered, That George W. Leamy have leave to withdraw his petition and papers 
from the files of the Senate. ° 

Mr. CONKLING. That is legislative business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The objection is well taken. 

RECESS. 

Mr. HAMLIN, (at twelve o'clock and thirty-one minutes p.m.) | 
move that the Senate take a recess for one-half hour, or, to be speciti 
until one o'clock. 

Mr. BLAINE. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 
one. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine moves that the 
Senate take a recess until half past one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess (at 
one o’clock and thirty minutes p. m.) the Senate re-assembled. 

EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 

A message was received from the President of the United States, 
by Mr. WiLttaM K. RopGers, his Secretary. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion’was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

After thirteen minutes spent in executive session, the doors were 
re-opened, and (at one o’clock and forty-four minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


I suggest half past one. 
I will take the longest time first, and say half past 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 14, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, under the rules of the Senate a 
resolution offered must under a single objection lie over one day. I 
desire to offer a resolution which I ask may lie upon the table in order 
that it may be called up at any day when necessary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California offers a reso- 
lution, which the Secretary will report for the information of the 
Senate. . 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Vice-President do now declare the Senate adjourned without 
ary. 

Mr. BLAINE. Will the Senator from California indicate at what 
time he expects to call up the resolution ? 

Mr. SARGENT. When the Senate shall finish its business. I do 
not expect to call it up to-day, but probably to-morrow or the next 
day. Imerely propose by having the resolution laid on the table that 
it may be called np when the Senate shall conclude its business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. WHYTE. We have been waiting forsome information now for 
several days, and I think it would be wise in the Senate to take some 
action in the direction of this resolution : 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be appointed by the Chair, 


to wait upon the President of the United States and inform him that unless he may 
have some further communication to make the Senate is ready to adjourn without 


day. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution. ; 

Mr. SARGENT. 1 should like to understand the effect of the reso- 
lution. In case we receive notice from the President that be has no 
further communication to make, the Senate would not adjourn sin 
die until after the other resolution should have been taken up and 
acted on, I understand. 





1877. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Certainly not. 

Mr. BLAINE. That is right. ra 

Mr. SARGENT. With that understanding, I have no objection to 
the resolution. 

he resolution was agreed to. ‘ 

The Vice-President appointed Mr. ANTHONY and Mr. WuyTE as the 
committee. 

COMPILATION OF STATE CONSTITUTIONS. 

Mr. ANTHONY, frem the Committee on Printing, reported the fol- 

lowing resolution ; 


Resolved, That 50 additional omen of the compilation of State Constitutions and 
Colonial Charters be printed and bound for distribution, under the direction of the 
Senate Committee on Printing, to the secretaries of States and others who have 
aided in the preparation of the work. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. TI should like to have the resolution 
read again. Ido not understand its full meaning. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Printing whether or not this publication is now in type. If it 
is not, fifty copies seem to be such an insignificant number that I 


think it would hardly be necessary to put the book in type for that | 


number of copies. d 

Mr. ANTHONY. The book is not printed yet. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. What is the meaning of fifty addi- 
tional copies? Has there heretofore been a number ordered ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. The printing has been ordered a long time. 

Mr. SARGENT. The ordinary number has been heretofore ordered. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The ordinary number has been ordered to be 
winted. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. For the use of the two Houses? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. No resolution has been passed for the pub- 


printed for the use of Congress. 
‘The resolution was ‘agreed to. 


PAY OF PAGES OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. WINDOM. I offer the following resolution, and ask that it lie 
on the table: 


Resolved, That the Seeretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, directed to pay 


the pages of the United States Senate full compensation for the month ending 
March 31, A. D, 1877. 


Mr. SARGENT. I should like to ask the Senator from Minnesota, 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, if the committee clerks 
ought not to be added to the pages, so as to read “committee clerks 
and pages?” 

Mi WINDOM. The clerks are already provided for. 

Mr. SARGENT. Some of them are and some of them are not. 
Those that have been re-appointed of course are provided for, and 
their pay is not to be duplicated ; but the others are not provided for. 

Mr. WINDOM. I am informed by the Secretary that the new 
clerks will be paid from the 8th of this month till the end, and the 
old clerks to the 8th; and that where a clerk held office during the 
winter and continues this month, he has his pay provided for already. 

Mr. SARGENT. It seems to me only just to the clerks who worked 
through the last winter, and who were not re-appointed, that they 
should receive pay for this month. 

Mr. WINDOM. I am entirely willing that that amendment should 
be made if the case is not covered already. I supposed that that case 
was entirely covered by the existing law. 

Mr. OGLESBY. I will ask the Senator how it would be as in the 
case of the Committee on Public Lands, where a new clerk was ap- 
pointed two or three weeks ago in the place of the old clerk ? Would 
that clerk holding two or three weeks in the old committee, and re- 
appointed now, draw his pay right along ? 

‘Mr. WINDOM. He would be entitled to pay from the former ses- 
sion to the sth of the month. 

— Se Would he be entitled to pay to the end of this 
mon 

Mr. WINDOM. If re-appointed he would be. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table, as 
requested by the Senator from Minnesota who offers it. 


TELEGRAMS RELATING TO OREGON ELECTORAL VOTE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits the order offered by 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. MorTON] reine, which was laid 
1 


upon the table under the rule. The Secretary will report it for the 
information of the Senate. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows : 
Ordered, That the telegraphic dispatches referred to in the letter of William Or- 


ton, president of the Western Union Telegraph Company, be deposited in the of- 
fice of the Secretary of the Senate, to be by him delivered to Mr. Orton, upon his 


giving a receipt for the same. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senate agree to this order t 
Mr. CONKLING. I should like to know to what the order relates. 
Other Senators may know; I do not. 
Mr. MORTON. The dispatches were placed in the hands of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections under a demand of that com- 


ms rh and the company is now entitled to have them returned, I sup- 


~ The order was agreed to. 
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SENATOR FROM OREGON. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution for considera- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be authorized to des- 
ignate a subcommittee of three of its eames who shall have authority to sit in 
vacation for the purpose of taking testimony and making report to the full com 
mittee at the commencement of the next session, in pursuance of the resolution of 
the Senate authorizing an investigation into certain charges preferred against L\ 
FAYeTrTe Grover, Senator from Oregon ; and such subcommittee shall have all the 


powers to send for persons and papers and administer oaths that the full commit- 
tee now has. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MORTON. If there are no other resolutions, I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and thirty minutes 
spent in executive session, the doors were re-opened. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. ANTHONY, from the committee appointed to wait upon the 
President of the United States and inform him that unless he may 
have further communication to make the Senate is ready to adjourn 
without day, reported that the committee had performed the duty 
assigned them, and that the President had replied that he would 
probably not require the presence of the Senate longer than Saturday 
or possibly Tuesday next. 

THE CAPITOL GROUNDS. 


Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution for considera- 
tion : 


Resolved, That the captain of the Capitol police be instructed to exclude from 
the Capitol grounds all wagons, drays, carts, omnibuses, and other heavily laden 


| vehicles, except that the chariot line of omnibuses may be allowed to pass from !3 
lication of additional copies, but the work has been ordered to be | 


street north to B street south directly in front of the east side of the Capitol, and 
not elsewhere, 

On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, (at one o’clock and forty-eight min- 
utes p. m.,) the Senate adjourned. 


IN SENATE 
THURSDAY, March 15, 1877. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ELECTORAL COMMISSION PROCEEDINGS. \ 


Mr. ANTHONY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred a resolution relative to preparing for publication 
the proceedings of the electoral commission and of the two Houses in 
the counting of electoral votes, and that two hundred copies of the 
number allotted to Senators be furnished to the associate justices of the 
Supreme Court who served on the electoral commission, to report it 
without amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the volume containing the proceedings of the electoral commis- 
sion and of the two Houses in the counting of electoral votes, directed to be printed 


by a concurrent resolution of March 3, be prepared for publication under the direc- 
tion of the Committee on Printin 


Resolved, That of the number ol ecpine of said publication allotted to the Senate 
by said concurrent resolution 200 copies be furnished to the justices of the Supreme 
Court who were members of the electoral commission. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Printing how many copies were designated for the Senate ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am not certain as to the number of copies des- 
ignated for the Senate, but it was quite a large number, I think twen- 
ty-five hundred. We cannot alter the resolution by taking from the 
whole number of copies. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not mean that, but I simply wanted to 
know what deduction this would make from the number for the Sen- 
ate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senate agree to the resolutions 
reported from the Committee on Printing ? 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

PAY OF PAGES OF THE SENATE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a reso- 
lution laid upon the table yesterday, submitted by the Senator from 
Minnesota, [ Mr. WiINDoM. } 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, directed to pay 


the pages of the United States Senate full compensation for the month ending 
March 3), A. D. 1877. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
CAPITOL GROUNDS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a resolu- 
tion submitted yesterday by the Senator from Vermont, [ Mr. MORRILL. } 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the captain of the Capitol police be instructed to exclude from 
the Capitol grounds all wagons, drays, carts, omnibuses, and other heavily laden 
vehicles, except that the chariot line of omnibuses may be allowed to pass from B 
street north to B street south directly in front of the east side of the Capitol, and 
not elsewhere. 
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Mr. MORRILL. I ask that the resolution lie over until to-morrow. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over on request, 
if there be no objection. 
SENATOR FROM OREGON. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following reso- 
lution, submitted yesterday by Mr. MircHeLL: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be authorized to des- 
ignate a subcommittee of three of its members, who shall have authority to sit in 
vacation for the purpose of taking testimony and making report to the full com- 


mittee at the commencement ot the next session, in pursuance of the resolution of | 


the Senate authorizing an investigation into certain charges preferred against La 
FAYErre GROVER, Senator from Oregon ; and such subcommittee shall have all the 
powers to send for persons aud papers and administer oaths that the full commit- 
tee now has. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I hope the Senator from Oregon will not press 
that resolution this morning. The inquiry which is proposed by the 
resolution would necessitate a visit to the State of Oregon by a sub- 
committee of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, or it would 
necessitate the bringing of witnesses from Oregon at an expense of 
at least $600 per witness. Before we take that step we ought to have 
time to consider the proper mode in which to make this investigation. 
It would be at any rate a very expensive investigation to the Gov- 
ernment, whether the committee should go to Oregon or the witnesses 
should be brought here. There ought to be, therefore, I think, some 
understanding as to the mode in which the investigation shall be 
conducted, before the matter is decided. I hope the Senator from 
Oregon will not press the resolution this morning. 

Mr. MITCHELL. This investigation was asked for by my col- 
league; and I concluded, in justice to him and to all parties, that there 
ought to be some means provided by which the investigation could 
be made. My colleague himself has asked that there shall be a thor- 
ough investigation of these charges; and justice to him, as well as 


justice to the persons who have made the charges, requires, if seems | 


to mo, that means should be provided now, before we adjourn, by 
which the investigation can be made, 
duced me to offer the resolution yesterday. 


do not think it is myself. I presume the investigation can be made 
here. Asa matter of course, it will involve some expense if witnesses 
areto besubpenaed, Ido not know who the witnesses are, or whether 
there are any witnesses, so far as that is concerned. 

I desire to state, in this connection, that personally I know nothing 
about these charges in so far as they relate to the election of my col- 
league, except what has been presented to me by petitions. I have 
o formed my duty in presenting these petitions to the Senate, and 

saving them referred to the appropriate committee. My colleague 
has asked that an investigation be made; and, as I said before, I 
think, as a matter of justice to him and as a matter of justice to the 
persons who have made the charges, and as a matter of justice to the 
Senate and to all concerned, means should be provided now by which 
the investigation can be had. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will say to the Senator from Oregon that I 
have not interposed an objection to the consideration of the resolu- 


tion this morning for the purpose of preventing an investigation at 
all. 


Mr. MITCHELL. No, I presume not. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I understand fully that this investigation has 
been invited by the Senator from Oregon, [Mr. GROVER,] and I am 
verfectly willing to further his views in having an jnvestigation made. 

‘he only point I make is that we ought to consider and consult in 
reference to how the investigation is to be made before such a resolu- 
tion as this is passed. I simply ask that it may lie over for the pres- 
ent. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should certainly have no objection to letting 
it go over, except that there is a probability that the Senate will ad- 
journ at a very early hour. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. There is no probability of the Senate adjourn- 
ing before to-morrow. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That being the case, I will consent that the mat- 
tor lie over to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
understanding. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ihave in my hand twenty-one petitions from 
citizens of the State of Oregon, signed by 631 persons claiming to be 
cilizens of that State, in which they ask that the charges preferred 
against my colleague [Mr. GROVER] be investigated. I will state 
that the petitions are similar to those which I presented the other 
day, and I ask that they take the same course and be referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections unless there be objection to 
that disposition of them. 


The resolution goes over for to-day by 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. MORTON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifty minutes spent in execu- 


tive session the doors were re-opened, and (at one o’clock and ten 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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that a subeommittee shall go to Oregon I am not prepared to say; I | 
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IN SENATE. 
Fripay, March 16, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 
THE CAPITOL GROUNDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution offered by the Senator 
| from Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL, ] which comes over from the session of 
yesterday, the Secretary will report for the information of the Senate 

The resolution was read, as follows: ; : 
Resolved, That the captain of the Capitol police be instructed to exclude from 

the Capitol grounds all wagons, drays, carts, omnibuses, and other heavily jad . 
vehicles, except that the chariot line of omnibuses may be allowed to pass from |; 
street north to B street south directly in front of the east side of the Capitol, and 
not elsewhere. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I am persuaded that this resoly. 
tion, or something like it, ought to pass. Certainly, all business 
teams for traflic, heavily-laden vehicles, ought to be excluded fro, 
these tracks and pavements that are calculated merely for the use of 
the Capitol grounds and for the convenience of those who are ap- 
proaching the Capitol ateither end. It is certain that at the present 
time all the coal-carts and carts laden with dirt and stone, and vari 
ous other vehicles, are transported through the shortest channels, jy 
order to reach their destination, and of course they cross the public 
grounds both east and west. 3 

The company that owns the chariot line, as I understand, has four- 
teen omnibuses. There are always at least two of them on the front 
track in front of us on the east, which is something of a nuisance, 
and going once in six minutes there are at least one hundred and fifty 
and possibly two hundred vehicles of that sort which pass over tho 
track daily. Of course, they wear out the new pavements more than 
all other vehicles that pass over them. But as it is probable that we 
| shall have an extra session of Congress at an early day, I will not 

»ress the resolution this morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will then lie on the table, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. CONKLING. Before the resolution passes by, I should like to 
ask a question. The presence once in six minutes of a chariot on 
this hill proves that there is somebody to ride in that chariot. Wo 
know that it isa cheap and popular mode of transit. I agree with 
the Senator from Vermont in thinking that the pavements ought to 
be protected ; but, after this resolution was offered, in walking down 
I looked to see how the chariots could mount the hill unless they came 
within the ground protected by the terms of the resolution, and I 
noticed that running up parallel with this Chamber, (the name of tl 
street I do not know,) is astreet paved with stone, not very smoothly 
paved, on which street, from the Avenue, it would be pretty diflicult 
for any vehicle to get. Thus it seems to meif chariots are excluded 
from this winding road on the outside of the Capitol grounds, they 
cannot get here at all, except by going at right-angles to this stone- 
paved street and then climbing that. I submit to the Senator from 
Vermont that that would be a serious inconvenience, not only to the 
chariot proprietors, but to the great number of people, for there must 
be a great number, who make it necessary for those chariots to pass 
and repass every six minutes. 

I suggest this in order that if there be any mistake about my ap- 
rehension, the Senator may correct me; and thathe, who has better 
nowledge of this subject than I have, may consider whether there 

ought not to be, (at least until the jaws of the street below the Avenue 
are cut off as they eventually are to be,) some provision by which the 
chariots that come up to the head of Pennsylvania avenue, to that 
narrow throat-way to which the trams lead, may be able to come up 
the hill in some reasonably easy way, in some way except to go oil 
over a broken wooden pavement, out of their way, and reach a stone 
pavement, and then making a right angle, come up the hill over 
those stones. It seems to me that would be rather a hard regulation, 
not only for the owners of the chariots but for the great rumber of 
people unable perhaps most of them to provide private carriages, who 
are able for only five cents to ride with nearly as much comfort as 
their more favored neighbors, who are able to ride in their own car- 
riages. 

Mr. MORRILL. There was no desire on the part of anybody to 
prevent competition by this line, and it was not proposed to exclude 
them from coming directly across on the east front of the Capitol. 
When the railroad tracks were removed, the railroad company was in- 
exorably required to go beyond the grounds of the Capitol. It was 
thought, therefore, that we should give the same privileges to one 
as to another. I think myself that if the part of the street referred 
to upon the west side was laid with pavement instead of wholly in 
Belgian block, it would be better; but it was never proposed to give 
them any less rights than the railroad companies have. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the honorable Senator tell me, before he 
takes his seat, what under this resolution would be the route of tlio 
chariots after they arrive at the Capitol gate, as it used to be calle, 
below here? How would they get across, going northwardly, au 
then how come easterly ? 

Mr. MORRILL. They, of course, would have the same right t!.«t 
the present railroad company have, but they would have to make 4 
turn at right angles down at the foot of the street. 








Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator know the condition of that 
avement which runs north from Pennsylvania avenue? 
Per. MORRILL. Iam sorry to say I know it too well. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I must say, if that be the route the char- 
iots are to take, this resolution would amount practically toa prohibi- 
tion of their coming farther with passengers than the foot of Capitol 
Ifill, for I undertake to say that if they were required to drive across 
that pavement, as it now 1s, and as it now is occupied, and then to 
make the right angle hen 4 could not drag up over the rough pave- 
ment on the street to which I before referred. It may be —— pave- 
ment; perhaps it is, but it is not the Belgian pavement, Mr. Presi- 
dent, which you and I are accustomed to ride over in some of the 
cities of our State. It is a very rugged, hard pavement; it isa very 
uncomfortable one to drive passengers over. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to ask the Senator from Vermont 
whether this resolution has been reported from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds? 

Mr. MORRILL. No, sir, it was not; and it is not pressed for action 
now. Ihave already stated that I shall not press the resolution for 
action until the next session of Congress. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I was going to suggest to the chairman of that 
very important committee, of which I have the honor to be a mem- 
ber, the propriety of a reference to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

Mr. MORRILL. I would have no objection to such a reference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie upon the table 
for the present, if there be no objection. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. That will do, 


SENATOR FROM OREGON, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following reso- 
lution submitted by Mr. MiTcHELL on the 14th instant : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be authorized to des- 
ienate a subeommittee of three of its members, who shall have authority to sit in 
vacation for the purpose of taking testimony and moking report tothe full com- 
mittee at the commencement of the next session, in pursuance of the resolution of 
the Senate authorizing an investigation into certain charges preferred against La 
layerre Grover, Senator from Oregon ; and such subcommittee shall have all the 
powers » send for persons and papers and administer oaths that the full commit- 
tee now has. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to offer a substitute for the resolution. 
I move tostrike out all after the word “ resolved” in the resolution 
and insert: 

That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, to which was referred a reso- 
lution of the Senate relating tothe election of La Faverre Grover as Senator from 
the State of Oregon, be, and the said committee is, instructed to appoint the judge 
of the fourth judicial district of said State 2 commissioner to take testimony relat- 
ing to the matters referred to in said resolution, and the said commissioner so ap- 
pointed shall have power and authority, and it shall be his duty, to issue subpenas 
for witnesses as well on behalf of the said La FAYETTE Grover as against him, and 
to give due notice of the time and place when and where the testimony will be 
taken. The testimony so taken shall be forwarded to the said committee, which 
ane vanes Ne same, With their conclusions thereon, at the next regular session 
ot the Senate. 

1 see that the Senator from Oregon who offered the resolution is not 
present. In his absence I do not desire to press the substitute which 
ee offered. I hope, therefore, that the resoiution will lie over for 
the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The whole subject will lie on the table 
to await the future action of the Senate, if there be no objection. 

Mr. CONKLING. Before this matter passes away, I venture to ask 
one question of the Senator from Delaware, if he be the author of 
this proposition. It is this: can the Senate without the House, the 
Senate by its sole action, empower a commissioner or a judicial offi- 
cer, or anybody else, except a committee of this body, to administer 
an oath, or to take testimony, or to do any other act which by law 
he is not now empowered to do? I ask this question not by way of 
opposing this substitute. I know nothing about the merits of it, and 
express no opinion upon it; but I merely suggest that the question 
may be worth considering. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will say to the Senator from New York that 
upon consultation on that point with other members of this body, I 
understand there is some division of opinion in the Senate, but that 
the chairman of the Judiciary Committee has expressed the opinion 
that the Senate could of its own motion appoint a commissioner au- 
thorizing him to teke testimony. I supposed the question would 
arise, and I am not prepared to express any opinion as to the powers 
of the Senate on the subject but I apprehend that the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, without such a resolution, at its own option, 
has the power to have this testimony taken by a commissioner ; pro- 
vided, of course, the oath should be administergd by somebody au- 
thorized to administer an oath. I am not sure that the commissioner 
here named could be authorized by the Senate to administer an oath ; 
but he is already a judicial officer, and under his powers as a State 
ofticer he would have the authority to administer oaths to witnesses 
in this case, I apprehend. Still I say very frankly to the Senator from 
New York that I have not given the question such consideration as 
to enable me to express any decided opinion upon it. 

Mr. KERNAN. If the Senator from Delaware will allow me, I will 
State a precedent for this action. He will remember that a resolu- 
tion was passed early in the session authorizing the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections to examine into matters in the Southern 
States. As the resolution was first reported, the testimony was to be 
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in the form of affidavits, and it was stated that the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections might take evidence by deposition, I suppose 
before some judicial oflicer. That is all the practice I know of in the 
Senate bearing on this point. 

Mr. CONKLING. I suggest to my colleague one or two distinctions. 
I repeat again I express no opinion about this matter but merely 
make a suggestion for the consideration of Senators. This is an ex- 
ecutive session of the Senate. The Senate has no legislative power 
at all; it has no power, as I understand it, in any regard except touch- 
ing matters concerning its own organization, which are matters of 
privilege (and I know in a general sense this falls within that descrip- 
tion) and executive business, advising the President whether men 
should be appointed to office, and consenting to that appointment. 
The statement of this, I think, suggests some distinctions between 
what may be done in this session and what may be done in another. 

Again, when the Senate by a resolution authorizes anybody, a pri- 
vate party if you choose, to go before judicial officers and take depo- 
sitions, giving notice and so on, as is provided by statute, that might 
be competent, although it might not be competent for the Senate 
alone, and especially the Senate sitting as it sits now, to empower 
an oflicer, a commission, to go on himself and conduct an investiga- 
tion, and undertake to equip him with power to send for persons and 
papers, to issue subpoenas duces tecum, to issue subpoenas of other sorts, 
in cases in which by law he has now no such power. When you say 
that depositions may be taken before a man authorized by law to 
take depositions, and when you say that a committee of the Senate 
may be one of the parties to go to him and invoke his powers, and 
there appear by counsel or otherwise to be heard in the taking of dep- 
ositions, that is one thing; but when you undertake to create au- 
thority as broad and original, as I suppose from listening to the pro- 
posed substitute, this authority would be, it occurs to me that there 
is a question which it may be worth while to consider. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of exeentive business. After one hour and fifty minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were re-opened, and (at two 
o'clock and ten minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, March 17, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There comes over from the session of 
yesterday as the unfinished business the resolution of the Senator 
from Oregon, [Mr. MITCHELL. ] 


REPORT OF THE MONETARY COMMISSION. 
Mr. BOGY. With the consent of the Senatef from Oregon, I wish 
to offer a resolution, which I will read; it exgflains itself: 


Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the report of the monetary commission, but not 
including the tables and appendix, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


I will state that I have seen the members of the Committee on 
Printing and they all favor the printing of this report. I have also 
ascertained the cost of printing the report, not including the appendix 
and the tables, and the ten thousand copies will cost about $450. I 
will further state for the information of Senators that there is an im- 
mense demand for this document. I therefore introduce this resolu- 
tion and move its reference to the Committee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to, 


SENATOR FROM OREGON. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the following resolution, 
submitted by Mr. MircnELt on the 14th instant: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be authorized to des- 
ignate a subcommittee of three of its members, who shall have authority to sit in 
vacation for the purpose of taking testimony and making report to the full com- 
mittee at the commencement of the next session, in pursuance of the resolution of 
the Senate authorizing an investigation into certain charges preferred against LA 
FavetTre Grover, Senutor from Oregon ; and such subecmmittee shall have all the 
powers to send for persons and papers and administer oaths that the full commit- 
tee now has. 


The pending question being on the amendment of Mr. SAULsBURyY, 
to strike out all after the word “ resolved” and insert : 


That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, to which was referred a reso- 
lution of the Senate relating to the election of La FaYETTe Grover as Senator from 
the State of Oregon, be, and the said committee is, instructed to appoint the judge 
of the fourth judicial district of said State a commissioner to take testimony relat- 
ing to the matters referred to in said resolution, and the said commissioner so ap- 

winted shall have power and authority, and it shall be his duty, to issue subpanas 
‘or witnesses as well on behalf of the said LA FaAYeTre Grover as against him, and 
to give due notice of the time and place when and where the testimony will be 
taken. The testimony so taken shall be forwarded to the said committee, which 
shall report the same, with their conclusions thereon, at the next regular session 
of the Senate. 


Mr. MITCHELL. An amendment to the substitute would be in 
order, I presume ? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. It would. 
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Mr. MITCHELL. 


Upon consultation, I believe it is agreed that the 


Mr. MORRILL. I snggest to the Senator from Indiana to inser: 


following amendment may be made tothesubstitute; [think there | after the words “$10,600,” the words “ or 80 much thereof as may |. 


willbe no opposition to it. 
‘instructed” inthe amendment of the Senator from Delaware and 
insert: 

le appoint from its members a subcommittee of three 
relating to (he matters referred to in said resolution and report to the full commit- 
toe on the first Monday in December next; an | for such purpose such subcommit 
tee shall have power to sit in vacation; and if they deem expedient, go to the 
State of Ore and such subcommittee shall have power to employ a clerk, ste 
nographer, and sergeant-at-arms, and shall haveall the powers of the general com- 
mittee toadminister oaths and send for persons and papers; and the expenses of 
such committee, not exceeding 210,000; shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate, upon vouchers to be presented by the chairman of such committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Oregon to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator from West Virginia will allow 
me a moment, I desire to say that my colleague has intimated to me 
that this amendment will be satisfactory to him. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I cannot help expressing my sur- 
prise at the large amount of money asked for. I know not what the 
wishes of all concerned are as to the investigation—to that point I 
aim not now addressing myself—but it appears to me that for the 
Senate to appropriate $10,000 for a commission to roam over the coun- 
try during the recess of Congress is monstrous. Ten thousand dol- 
lars for what? Oram I mistaken in the amount that the resolution 
calls for? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon—— 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have the floor, 1 believe. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understood the Senator to make an inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understood the Senator. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If the Senator has the floor to an- 
swer my inquiry, of course I give way. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I certainly supposed the Senator from West 
Virginia was making an inquiry of me, or I should not have risen. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair put that construction upon it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator has no question to ask of me, of 
course I have no response to make, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator knows very well that 
what I said was pleasant. If he desires to answer my inquiry I will 
yield. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly,and what I said was equally pleasant. 
There is no feeling; none whatever. I rose, and I understood the 
Senator from West Virginia to criticise the fact—— 

Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia has the 
floor, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly; I yield. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask the Clerk to read the latter 
part of the amendment of the Senator from Oregon again, that 
I may see if I am mistaken in the amount of money asked; and, 
also, what employés are called for. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the latter part 
of the amendment to the amendment, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Such subcommitte, shall have power to sit in vacation and, if they deem erxpedi- 
ent, go to the State of Oregon ; and such subcommittee shall have power to employ 
a clerk, stenographer, and sergeant-at-arms, and shall have all the powers of the 
general committee to administer oaths and send for persons and papers; and the 
expenses of snch subcommittee, notexceeding $10,000 shall be paid out of the con 
tingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers to be presented by the chairman of such 
committee 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand it is the wish of the 
Senator from Oregon to whom the resolution refers [Mr. GROVER] to 
have a thorough investigation. Therefore I have aothing to say upon 
that branch of the subject. I think his wishes ought to be consulted 
as wellas those of others who desire the investigation to be made ; 
but what I do object to is the appropriation of $10,000 to be expend- 
ed by a subcommittee for purposes unknown, to go any where and 
every where they may think proper over the country, and to take 
with them different employés. The amount is too large. A portion 
of the employés provided for I think are unnecessary ; and as a reso- 
lution in that form should not be passed, I must object, no matter 
whose wishes I interfere with, to any provision of it which causes a 
large expenditure from the Treasury. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, if the purpose is to have a full and 
fair investigation the amount appropriated ought to be large enongh 
to cover the contingencies of such an investigation. I suppose it is 
to be presumed that the committee will act with ordinary discretion, 
and not seek to squander the public money. If the investigation 
should require but $5,000, the appropriation of $10,000 would do no 
harm; but if more than $5,000 should be required, and it were not ap- 
propriated, the investigation would fail. If the purpose is to have a 
full and fair investigation, (and I assume that to be the fact,) then the 
appropriation ought to be large enough to cover what may possibly 
be the expenses of such an investigation. It is much cheaper to go 
there with the officers than to bring the witnesses here. We con- 
ducted the investigation during the last session and brought many 
witnesses here from Oregon at a very great expense, an expense I 
should think of $25,000 or $30,000, r 


whoshall take testimony | 


I move to strike out all after the word | necessary.’ 


Mr. MORTON. Precisely; that is the meaning. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is the resolution now. 

Mr. MORTON. That would be the construction of it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That would be the necessary eoy. 
struction; but I submit to the Senator from Indiana whether or joj 
it is necessary to take a deputy sergeant-at-arms and a clerk, as we|| 
as a stenographer, from here to Oregon. It appears to me that one 
person is sufficient, and that it is not necessary to have half a dozey 
persons, to go from here to Oregon at a large expense to the Govern. 
ment. I move to strike ont “clerk and sergeant-at-arms.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Another amendment is not now in order, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I give notice that I shall move whe), 
an opportunity offers to strike out “sergeant-at-arms and clerk,” 
which would leave a stenographer, and that, I think, is snfticient, 

Mr. MORTON. I suppose that every committee of this kind has to 
havea sergeant-at-arms. The officers named are the usual officers. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Wil) the Senate agree 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. Mrrcu- 
ELL] to the amendment offered by the Senator from Delaware, [ Mr. 
SAULSBURY ?] 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Would the resolution still be amend- 
able if that amendment should be agreed to? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Two amendments are now pending, 
One must be disposed of before another is in order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understood the Chair to snbmit 
the question on the resolution of the Senator from Oregon, { Mr. Mircu- 
ELL. 

Tie VICE-PRESIDENT. Which is an amendment to that offered 
by the Senator from Delaware, (Mr. SAULsSBURY,] which is an amend- 
ment to the original resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Then, if I understand correctly, if 
that be agreed to, the resolution will be then still further amend- 
able ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. After that shall be agreed to, another 
amendment will be in order. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Oregon to the amendment of the Senator from Dela- 
ware. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I now move the amendment I be- 
fore indicated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
DAVIS] now moves to strike out the words which will be reported. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. LIraise the point of order that as the Senate 
has just passed upon the latter part of the resolution and those words 
have been inserted, it is not in order to amend that which has been 
adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair overrules the point of order 
taken by the Senator from Delaware. The question is upon the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Davis] 
to the amendment of the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. SAULSBURY, | as 
amended on the motion of the Senator from Oregon, { Mr. Mircrie.t. | 

Mr. SARGENT and others. Let it be reported. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to hear that. 

The CureFCLerK. The amendment of the Senator from Delaware, 
[Mr. SAULSBURY, ] as amended, now reads: 

That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, to which was referred a resolu 
tion of the Senate relating to the election of LA FAYETTE Grover as Senator from 
the State of Oregon, be, and the said committee is, instructed to appoint from its 
members asubcommittee of three, who shall take testimony relating to the matters 
referred to in said resolution, and report to the full committee on the first Monday 
in December next; and for such purpose such subcommittee shall have power to 
sit in vacation, and, if they deem expedient, go to the State of Oregon; and such 
subcommittee shall have — to employ a clerk, stenographer, and sergeant.at 
arms, and shall haveall the powers of the general committee to administer oaths 
and send for persons and a and the expenses of such subcommittee, not ex 


ceeding $10,000, shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouch 
ers to be presented by the chairman of such committee. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. What was the ruling on my point of order? 1 
did not understand the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair overruled the point of order 
of the Senator from Delaware under the new rules of the Senate. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. With due deference to the Chair, 1 do not so 
understand the law to be. I think when the Senate has passed upou 
an amendment which has become part of the original resolution, then 
it is not in order to amend the words which have been inserted by 
vote of the body. 

Mr. SARGENT. If the Chair will indulge me, I should like to hear 
the new rule of the Senate read under which the ruling is made. — 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. *The Secretary will read the thirty-first 
rule of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

31. If the question in debate contain several propositions, any Senator may hav: 
the same divided, except a motion to strike out and insert, which shall not | 
divided; but the rejection of a motion to strike out and insert one proposition sha!! 
not prevent a motion to strike out and insert a different proposition ; nor sha!! 1 
prevent a motion simply to strike out; nor shall the rejection of a motion to sti: 
out prevent a motion to strike out and insert. But pending a motion to strike ol 
and insert, the part to be stricken out and the part to be inserted shall each bet 


garded for the purpose of amendment as a question; and motions to amend the part 
to be stricken out shall have precedence. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question being upon the amendment 
of the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. SAULSBURY, ] as amended, which 
the Chair rules is subject to amendment, the Senator from West Vir- 
vinia [Mr. Davis] offered an amendment, which is now the pending 
aN, DAVIS, of West Virginia. I believe, after consultation with 
Senators near me, that the sergeant-at-arms probably is necessary, 
if a subcommittee is to go to Oregon ; but whether a clerk, stenog- 
rapher, and sergeant-at-arms are all necessary is a question upon 
which Senatorsdiffer. I will modify my amendment so as to strike out 
“elerk,” and that will leave a sergeant-at-arms and a stenographer, 
each to go, and certainly those two ought to be enough. ; 

Mr. MORTON. I would say to my friend, having had some little 
experience on committees, that the committee require a clerk and that 
the stenographer will not perform that duty and cannot. The ste- 
nographer will have every moment of his time occupied, and will not 
act as clerk, and cannot. F 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I modify my amendment so as to 
strike out the clerk, on which I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On the amendment of the Senator from 





can fix fora stenographer acting as a clerk. The stenographer under 
the law receives so much per page for the matter which he reports. 
How are yeu going to pay him as a clerk on an estimate of pages, 
reckoning by the page, or pay him in any way in which the law 
states he shall be paid? It seems to me that, in order to make this 
inquiry efficient, the committee should have the ordinary oflicers. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have no wish to prolong the de- 
bate ; but I should like to say to my friend from California, who pre- 
sents the question as if we were objecting to having an examination 
made, that certainly he is mistaken in that. Nobody has objected to 
it, for it is well known that one objection would have prevented the 
resolution passing. Further than that, the Senator falls into an error, 
orI did. ‘The Sergeant-at-Arms is the person who it was supposed by 
myself could act as clerk, and not the stenographer, as the Senator 
supposed. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 10, nays 

34; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Beck, Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, Harris, Hereford, Hill, 
McCreery, McPherson, Wallace, and Whyte—10. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Bayard, Blaine, Bogy, Chaffee, Christiancy, 





























































zy i oe e : eed : Conkling, Davis of Illinois, Dorsey, Eaton, Garland, Hamlin, Ingalls, Johnston, 
§ West Virginia (Mr. Davis] to the amendment of the Senator from | jones of Nevada, McMillan, Maxey, Mitchell, Morrill, Morton, Oglesby, Paddock. 
: Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] a3 amended, the yeas and nays are de- | Patterson, Plumb, Randolph, Rollins, Sargent, Saulsbury, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, 
’ manded. a nt eg a ; . 

F on S ABSENT—Messrs. Bailey, Barnum, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsyl- 
, ne yee BURY. — place I am opposed to the appoint- vania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Dawes, Edmunds, Ferry, 







Gordon, Grover, Hoar, Howe, Jones of Florida, Kernan, Kirkwood, Lamar, McDon- 


ment of any committee to go to Oregon, but if the committee goes it | ald, Merrimon, Morgan, Ransom, Sharon, Sherman, Thurman, and Withers—29. ; 


is necessary for it to have enough assistants to perform its duties. I 
am always in favor of economy, I think, as my brother Senators will 
- bear me out in saying; but I do not see how a committee can prop- 







So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. Inasmuch as it is decided that the amendment 











Pp sane : : : ‘ | 3 of the Senator from Oregon is amendable, I offer the following 
e orig perhen Picks Gaver ndiios. "es See ences amendment. At the close of that amendment insert: 7 






By ment here is rather an economical one, judging by what has taken 
place in regard to other committees. The Louisiana committee bad 


And that the said L. F. Grover shall be notified of the sessions of the said sub 
committee, with the right to be present at the examination of witnesses. 
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a corps of stenographers, and they had clerks besides. Mr. MITCHELL. I accept that amendment. 
‘4 Mr. MITCHELL. There were three subcommittees. 
ra Mr.SAULSBURY. Yes, sir; and one sten@grapher is to perform the | accepted. The question now is on the amendment of the Senator 
ry service of this committee. It is therefore a very economical arrange- | from Delaware as amended by the amendment of the Senator from 
$ ment. While I would be very glad that there should be no necessity | Oregon, which will be read for the information of the Senate. 
) 





for this committee to go to Oregon, yet if they go, it is absolutely 
necessary that they should have proper assistants. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have no wish in this matter to 
offer unnecessary objections; I have no desire to interpose anything 
rc that would cripple this committee; but I submit to the Senate that 
here is a committee to go many thousands of miles from this Capi- 

€ 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, to which was referred a reso- 
Intion of the Senate relating to the election of LA Fayverre Grover as Senator ; 
from the State of Oregon, be, and the said committee is, instructed to appoint from 
its members a subcommittee of three, who shall take testimony relating to the 
matters referred to in said resolution, and report to the full committee on the first 


7 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment is 
; 
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Monday in December next; and for such purpose such subcommittee shall have 
Ph tol, and $10,000 is named in the resolution as the amount to bear the | power to sit in the vacation, and, if they Soom expedient, go to the State of Oro- ae 
fs expenses, It is to be a committee of three Senators. They are to | gon; and such subcommittee shall have power to yp a clerk, stenographer, a 4 
have with them, according to the resolution as it now stands, a ste- | a4 serseantatarms, and slall haveall the power of the general committee toa ae 
nographer, a sergeant-at-arms, and aclerk. It is clear to my mind | committee, not exceeding $10,009, shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the in 4 
ts that eitMer the stenographer or the sergeant-at-arms could do what | Senate upon vouchers to be 7? by the chairman of such committee ; and f “ 
4 little clerking is to be done, and the large expense of a clerk ought that the said L. F, GROVER 8 all be notified of the sessions of the said subcom- if it 
not,I think, to be incurred. If it wasnear here and convenient, or if | ™*tee, with the right to be present at the examination of witnesses. aa 
there was a great amount of work to be performed, a large inquiry Mr. WALLACE. I move to strike ont all of this resolution that Ca i 
to be made, the case would be different; but here is an inquiry to be | authorizes the subcommittee to go to Oregon. | 8 
made upon what? Upon the mere charges of some persons to the The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 1: Ge 1 
Senate by petition; it is an inquiry coming from no official source | the Senator from Pennsylvania to the amendment. t i iB 
certainly ; and yet $10,000 is to be expended for that purpose, and an Mr.SARGENT. Is it proposed to bring witnesses from Oregon here? 1 igs 
unnecessary number, as I think, of employés are to follow the com- Mr. SAULSBURY. I hope the amendment of the Senator from 1 iim 
mittee. My motive in asking for the yeas and nays, I will say to | Pennsylvania will not prevail. This is an investigation which is to + aA 
Senators, is simply that I think here is an opportunity for economy. | affect a Senator in this body. There will be no economy in compelling : he ‘i 
If there are to be six persons, and it costs $10,000, if you will reduce | an examination into this question to take place in the city of Wash- , a 
the force by one and still give all the help that is necessary, of | ington. Every witness will be compelled by subpena to come here my) 
course you reduce just in proportion one-sixth of the traveling and | to be examined at a cost to each witness of abont $600, as I am in- ae 


other expenses. 
















i 
formed. In the interest of economy, therefore, it will be much cheaper ; ne 
Mr. SARGENT. If it should cost $100,000 to vindicate the char- | for the committee to go to Oregon. I should regret exceedingly the ate 
acter of a member of the Senate from the charge of bribery, or if it | necessity for any committee to go. . a hi 
should cost $100,000 to purge the Senate from a member who got his Mr. MORTON. It will cost about $650 for each witness coming : | 1 
place here by bribery, it would be a cheap expenditure of money in | here from Oregon. | a i : 
cither event. I have no doubt that it is the desire that the exami- Mr. SAULSBURY. Then, as a matter of economy, if is much ra 
nation shall be thorough and faithful, on both sides of the Chamber, | cheaper for a committee of three, accompanied by a sergeant-at-arms, 1 es | 
and that it shall do justice to a brother Senator, clear him if he so | stenographer, and clerk, to go to Oregon and make the investigation 1 ae 
deserves, and reveal the truth in any event. Now, my experience | there than it is to bring all the witnesses from Oregon here. Again, ARES 


¢ 









aot S 


upon committees of investigation is that such acommittce cannot be 
eflicient without the officers named. It makes no difference whether 
it be a committee of fifteen members or a committee of three mem- 


this examination is in reference to a question affecting the senatorial 
character of a member of this body. You can all see to what a dis- 
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advantage that Senator might be placed by an investigation at this iii 
bers, certain duties are to be discharged. A sergeant-at-arms is nec- | point. Some witness with perjury on his lips and malice in his hears ieee 
essary to handle the money, to make arrangements with reference to | might appear here and bring a false accusation against the Senator Hie a 
travel, to subpena witnesses, and to perform acts of that character. | from Oregon, and he would be four thousand miles away from the oe 








A clerk is necessary to keep the accounts of the committee, to make 
out vouchers, to assure the chairman of his attention to those mat- 
ters, that they are = rly attended to, and not intrust them to the 
sergeant-at-arms who has the handling of the money, so that it shall 
not be the same person who will make out the vouchers and pay the 
money on which those vouchers stand. The duties are entirely dis- 
tinet. With reference to the stenographer, if the committee does its 
work, he will be so fully employed that he will have no time for 
clerical duties. He is required to take down the notes of the testi- 
mony of the witnesses during the sessions of the committee, and to 
write them out at night in order that there may not be too much de- 
lay in the report of the committee and in getting the testimony into 
print. Furthermore, there is no scale off compensation which you 


witnesses by whom he could prove that the man was a perjured vil- 
lain. It becomes absolutely necessary to the proper vindication of | if 
the Senator from Oregon that, if this examination is to be had at ee 
all, it shall be had either by a commission to take the testimony in | , 

. 

: 








Oregon, or by a committee of the Senate on the spot, where witnesses 
to vindicate him from the charges that may be preferred can be ac- 
cessible. 

In every view, therefore, as a question of economy and as a ques- 
tion of justice to Senator GROVER, I insist that the amendment of tue 
Senator from Pennsylvania ought not to prevail. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania to the amendment. 
The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


























AG 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Delaware, as amended by that of the Senator 
from Oregon 

Phe amendment, as amended 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


mended 


was agreed to. 


a al 
Mr. WHYTE called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 
Mr. WITHERS. lam opposed utterly to these roving commissions. 


I think that in the past they have indicated that they are of but lit | Senate be authorized to sit during the recess of the Senate. 


tle value. But, sir, inasmuch as it has been the custom of the Senate 


to appoint these commissions and inasmuch as the character of one | 


of our associates has been assailed, although I deprecate most ear- 
nestly this custom of investigation and believe that the Senate should 
not honor it by the appointment of a commission for the purposes of 
investigation in any case save when specific charges have been pre- 
ferred by gentlemen of standing in the community, yet I am unwill- 


ing, even by implication, to appear to shirk the investigation in this | 


cust 


; and therefore, very reluctantly I confess, I shall vote in favor 
of the resolution. 

I make this explanation of my vote before being called upon to 
cast it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 39,’nays 


as follows: 


YEAS—Meaars. Allison, Anthony, Bavard, Blaine, Bogy, Booth, Bruce, Chaffee, 
Christianey, Coke, Conkling, Davis of Mlinois, Dorsey, Eaton, Garland, Hamlin, 
lloar, lowe, Johnston, Jones of Nevada, McMillan, MePheraon, Maxey, Mitchell, 
M in, Morrill, Morton, Oglesb Paddock, Patterson, Randolph, Rollins, Sar 

ent, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, Wadleigh, Windom, and Withers—39, 

NAYS— Messrs. Cockrell, Davis of West Virginia, Harris, Nereford, McCreery, 
Merrimon, Wallace, and Whyte—s. 

A BSEN T—Meaars. Bailey, Barnom 
Cameron of Wisconsin, Conover 
llill, Ingalls, Jones of Flor 
liansom, Saulsbury 


Beck, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Dawes, Dennis, Edmunds, Ferry, Gordon, Grover, 
Kernan, Kirkwood, Lamar, McDonald, Plumb 
Sharon, Sherman, and Thurman—26. 


il 
ida . 


So the resolution, as amended, was agrced to. 
REPORT OF 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred a resolution that 10,000 copies of the report of the monetary 


THE MONETARY COMMISSION. 


commission, not including the tables and appendix, be greg for | tan 5 lana bat ; 
the 14th instant be laid before the Senate, 


the use of the Senate, have instructed me to report back the same 


without amendment and recommend its passage; and I ask for its | 


present consideration, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be reported. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved 


' 
including 


Phat 10,000 copies of the report of the monetary commission, but not 
the tables and appendix, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
HICKEY’S CONSTITUTION. 
Mr. DENNIS. Mr. President, the Committee to Andit and Control 


the Contingent Expenses of the Senate have instructed me to report 
adversely on the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to purchase for the use 
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The question now is on the resolution 


Marce 17, 1877. 


of the Library and committees of the Senate 500 copies of Hickey's Conatit 
of the United States: 
$1.75 per copy 


Provided, They can be purchased at a price not exc = Be 


The resolution was post poned indefinitely. 
COMMITTEES DURING THE RECESS. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, submitted the following resolution; w), 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the committee to audit and control the contingent expens 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Committee on Printing hay, 
leave to sit during the recess of the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask the Senator whether that 
usual, 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is customary. The Committee on Printi; g is 
charged with certain duties which require it to be in session, althouy} 
it never meets formally during the recess. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. All right. 

The motion was agreed to. 


y 


EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 

A message was received from the President of the United States. 
by Mr. W. K. RopGers, his Secretary. 

Mr. MORTON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con 
sideration of executive business. After three hours and nine minutes 
spent in executive session, the doors were re-opened. 

THANKS TO THE VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. WHYTE, (Mr. ANTUONY inthe chair.) I submit the following 
resolution : 

Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are due and are hereby tendered ¢ 


Vico-President for the courtesy, ability, and impartiality with which he has pre 
sided over its deliberations during the present session. 


The resolution was agreed to unanimously. 


ADJOURNMENT SINE DIF, 


Mr. SARGENT. I now ask that the resolution submitted by me on 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ANTIMONY in the chair.) Th 
Chair will lay before the Senate the following resolution : 

. Resolved, That the Vice-President do now declare the Senate adjourned wit 
aay. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT resuming the chair said: Senators, I thank 
you sincerely for the complimentary manner in which you have 
alluded to my duties as discharged during my brief occupancy of the 
chair. I came to you almost wholly a stranger and a strang@r to your 
rules. I trust in the future to be better acquainted with both. ki 
newing my thanks, I declare the Senate adjourned without day. 

Accordingly, at four o’clock and three minutes p. m., the Senate 
adjourned sine die, 
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IN SENATE. 
MonpDay, October 15, 1877. 


The first session of the Forty-fifth Congress commenced this day, 
at the Capitol, in the city of Washington, in pursuance of the proc- | 
lamation of the President of the United States of the 5th day of May, 
1-77. The Senators assembled in the Senate Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT of the United States (Hon. WILLiaM A. 
Wure er, of New York) called the Senate to order at twelve o'clock, 
meridian. 


PRAYER. 

Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D., Chaplain to the Senate, offered 
the following prayer: 

© Thou supreme, ever-living, all-glorious Lord God, Dweller in | 
eternity, Father of light, Master of all force, and Author of all 
change, hear now, we humbly eutreat Thee, the prayer which we 
make before Thee this day. We acknowledge all Thy good provi- 
dence which has been over us, as well in the mysteries as in the 
mercies of our life. We thank Thee that Thou hast preserved us; 
that Thy care has been over us. We know that all summer long Thou 
hast kept us, our country, and our people, as in the hollow of Thy 
hand; and we grieve that there should be any in all the land who do 
not confess it. 

And now we entreat Thee, O Lord, to have pity upon us, and to 
bring us, each one, to perceive and to acknowledge Thee. 

As Thou hast brought here again together Thy servants in this 
place, these council chambers of a great nation, we pray that Thou 
wilt have them all in Thy holy care and keeping in all that which 
lies before them. In this temple of law, in this shrine of justice, 
may every man begin to feel that he is nigher to God, the Maker of 
law and the very Essence of justice. 

We pray Thee to save us all from the defections of our lower na- 
ture, to preserve us from all misunderstanding and misrepresenta- | 
tion, from all the confusion of counsel, and from ail fruitless strife. 

Bless Thy servants, the President and Vice-President of these 
United States, and all the rulers and law-givers of the land, that by 
their means peace and good order, honesty, purity, and happiness 
may abound, Confirm the religion of Thy Son in every heart. Dif- 
fuse intelligence, frugality, and industry through all our borders, | 
that impiety, iniquity, and consuming vice may not prevail. 

We thank Thee that Thou hast brought Thy servants together, some 
out of severe sickness, and restored them to health. We pray for that 
member of this Senate who is absent by reason of bodily disease and 
infirmity, that if it please Thee Thou wilt restore to him his strength, 
that he may appear with his associates in this place. Always under 
the shadow of bereavement and afiliction, Thy servants meet here to- 
day with the memory of one who will come no more to his place. 
May Thy grace suflice for those on whom this sadness falls most 
heavily,and may the warning voice which is ever resounding through | 
these halls bestir us all to diligence and duty, that when the Master | 
shall eall for us we may each one answer with great and exceeding | 
Joy. Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


| 
| 
THE PROCLAMATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proclamation of the President of | 


the United States convening the two Houses of Congress will be read | 
by the Secretary. 


VI——4 
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The Secretary (Mr. GEORGE C. GoruAM) read the proclamation, as 
follows: 

By the President of the United States of America. 
A PROCLAMATION. 

Whereas the final adjournment of the Forty-fourth Congress, without making 
the usual appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1278, presents an extraordinary occasion, requiring the President to exer- 
cise the power vested in him by the Constitution to convene the Houses of Con- 
gress in anticipation of the day fixed by law for their next meeting : 

Now, therefore, I, Rutherford B. Hayes, President of the United States, do, by 
virtue of the power to this end in me vested by the Constitution, convene both 


| Houses of Congress to assemble at their respective Chambers at twelve o clock, 


noon, on Monday, the i5th day of October next, then and there to consider and 
determine such measures as,in their wisdom, their duty and the welfare of the 
people may seem to demand. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the seal of the 
United States to be affixed. 

Done at the city of Washington this 5th day of May, in the year of our Lord 1877 


and of the Independence of the United Statesof America the oue hundredth and first. 


[SEAL.] hk. B. HAYES. 
By the President: 


Wa. M. Evarts, Secretary of State. 
SENATORS PRESENT. 


The following Senators were present: from the State of— 
Maine—James G. Blaine and Hannibal Hamlin. 

New Hampshire—Edward H. Rollins and Bainbridge Wadleigh. 
Vermont—George F. Edmunds and Justin 8. Morrill. 
Massachusetts—Henry L. Dawes and George F. Hoar. 

Rhode Island—Henry B. Anthony and Ambrose E. Burnside. 
Connecticut—W illiam H. Barnum and William W. Eaton. 
New York—Roscoe Conkling and Francis Kernan. 

New Jersey—John R. McPherson and Theodore F. Randolph. 
Pennsylrania—W illiam A. Wallace, 

Delaware—Thomas F. Bayard and Eli Saulsbury. 
Maryland—George R. Dennis and William Pinkney Whyte. 
Virginia—Joktn W. Johnston and Robert E. Withers. 

North Carolina—Augustus 8. Merrimon and Matt W. Ransom. 
South Carolina—Joln J. Patterson. 

Georgia—John B. Gordon and Benjamin H. Hill. 
Florida—Simon B. Conover and Charles W. Jones. 
Alabama—John T. Morgan and George E. Spencer. 
Mississippi—Blanche K. Bruce and Lucius Q. C. Lamar, 
Teras—Richard Coke and Samuel B. Maxey. 
Arkansas—Stephen W. Dorsey and A. H. Garland. 
Missouri—F rancis M. Cockrell. 

Tennessee—James E. Bailey and Isham G. Harris. 
Kentucky—James B. Beck and Thomas C. MeCreery. 

West Virginia—Henry G. Davis and Frank Hereford. 
Ohio—Allen G. Thurman. 

Indiana—Joseph E. McDonald. 

Illinois—David Davis and Richard J. Oglesby. 
Michigan—Isaac P. Christiancy and Thomas W. Ferry. 

W isconsin—Angus Cameron and Timothy O. Howe. 
Towa—William B. Allison and Samuel J. Kirkwood. 
Minnesota—W illiam Windom. 

Kansas—John J. Ingalls and Preston B. Plumb. 

Nebraska— Algernon 8. Paddock and Alvin Saunders. 
Nevada—Jolin P. Jones. 

California—Newton Booth and Aaron A. Sargent. 
Oregon—-LaFayette Grover and John H. Mitchell. 
Colorado—Jerome B, Chaffee and Henry M. Teller, 
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CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. THURMAN presented the credentials of Stanley Matthews, 
elected by the Legislature of the State of Ohio a Senator from that 
State to fill the vacancy caused by the resignation of John Sherman. 

The credentials were read; and, the oaths prescribed by law hav- 
ing been administered to Mr. MaTTHEws, he tuok his seat in the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. WALLACE presented the credentials of James Donald Cam- 
eron, elected by the Legislature of the State of Penusylvania a Sen- 
ator from that State to fill the vacancy caused by the resignation of 
Simon Cameron. ; 

The credentials were read; and, the oaths prescribed by law hav- 

ing been administered to Mr. CAMERON, he took his seat in the Sen- 
ate. 
Mr. COCKRELL presented the credentials of David H. Armstrong, 
appointed by the governor of the State of Missouri a Senator from 
that State to fill, until the next meeting of the Legislature thereof, 
the vacancy caused by the death of Lewis V. Bogy. 

The credentials were read; and, the oaths prescribed by law hav- 
ing been administered to Mr. ARMSTRONG, he took his seat in the 
Senate, 

HOUR OF MEETING. 


On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the hour of the daily mveting of the Seuate be twelve o'clock m., 
until otherwise ordered. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. ANTHONY offered the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of two members be appointed, to join 
such committee as may be appointed by the House of Representatives, to wait 
upon the President of the United States and inform him that a quorum of cach 
House has assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive any communication he 
may be pleased to make. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the committee; and Messrs. ANTHONY and BAYARD were 
appointed as the committee on the part of the Senate. 


COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg leave to offer the following resolution, and 
if there be no objection 1 shall ask for its present consideration: 

Resolved, That the standing and other committees of the Senate existing at the 
close of the last special session be, and the same are hereby, revived and continued 
until the further order of the Senate. 

lam moved to ask for the present consideration of this resolution 
by the following considerations, brietly stated: This is a special, called 
session; the committees were all arranged and organized at the last 
special session of the Senate, which adjourned before the close of the 
month of March; it may be that we shall only be here for a few days; 
and so, according to some previous precedents and as a matter of con- 
venience, it occurred to me that it would be wise to revive the com- 
mittees as they were at the last adjournment, leaving the vacancies 
that now exist to be filled as the Senate may order hereafter; but in 
a general way reviving these committees until the Senate makes some 
other disposition, so that the immediate business of the Senate can go 
forward in the meantime. With that explanation I ask for the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. THURMAN. ‘There is no provision made in the resolution for 
the tilling of vacancies. 

Mr. CONKLING. They will stand to be filled as may be hereafter 
provided, 

Mr. THURMAN. They onght to be filled. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The resolution leaves it to the order of the Sen- 
ate, when the Senate is ready to act, to provide that they shall be 
filled so and so, as may be agreed on after consultation. 

Mr. THURMAN. If the Senator has no objection to allowing the 
resolution to lie over until to-morrow morning, I think we can arrange 
the matter so as to finish it all up at once. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr.WHYTE. Mr. President, inasmuch as there is no business ready 
now for the Senate and it may be possible that the message of the 
President may be ready to reach us by half past one or two o'clock, I 
move that the Senate take a recess until two o’clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not know the object which prompts the 
motion of the Senator from Maryland, but I suggest to him that the 
simpler way is to adjourn; and for that I will assign a reason. A 
committee has been appointed to join a committee of the other House 
for a purpose which cannot be effected until the House has organized 
and sent us notice of the appointment of a committee on its part. I 
suppose there will be nodelay in organizing the House; but there are 
a number of officers to be elected, and the calling of the roll is a some- 
what tedious process, as the Sehator knows. My impression is that 
we shall accomplish nothing by taking a recess until two o’clock; and 
I enggest to the Senator to make his motion a motion to adjourn for 
the day. 


Mr. WHYTE. I supposed when I made the motion that the House 
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would in all probability be thoroughly organized, and that the com 
mittee would have had an opportunity by two o’clock of calling upon 
the President and informing him that the two Houses were in so. 
sion, 80 that his message could come in to-day. I have certainly yo 
objection to an adjournment if my friend from New York chooses to 
make that motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have no preference, I will say to the Senator 
for an adjournment, except that, if we can accomplish nothing by py. 
maining here, we may as well have the day and be at liberty in othe; 
respects. I had not supposed, from intimations I had heard fro, 
other Senators and from my own judgment, that we should be able 
to accomplish anything by an attempt to do any business this day 
I will submit a motion, if that is agreeable to the Senator, that tic 
Senate do now adjourn. ; 

Mr. WHYTE. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen. 
ator from New York that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at twelve o'clock and twenty-two 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. , 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, October 15, 1877. 


The members-elect of the House of Representatives for the Forty- 
fifth Congress assembled in their Hall and, at twelve o'clock, noon, 
were called to order by GEORGE M. Apams, Clerk of the last House 
of Representatives. 

The CLierk. On the 5th day of May last the President of the 
United States issued the following proclamation : 


By the President of the United States of America, 
A PROCLAMATION, 


Whereas the final adjournment of the Forty-fourth Congress, without making 
the usual appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1878, presents an extraordinary occasion, requiring the President to exer 
cise the power vested in him by the Constitution to convene the Houses of Con. 
gress in anticipation of the day fixed by law for their next meeting : 

Now, therefore, I, Rutherford B. Hayes, President of the United States, do, by 
virtue of the power to this end in me vested by the Constitution, convene both 
Houses of Congress to assemble at their respective Chambers at twelve o'clock, 
noon, on Monday, the 15th day of October next, then and there to consider and 
determine such measures as, in their wisdom, their duty and the welfare of the 
people may seem to demand. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the seal of the 
United States to be affixed. 

Done at the city of Washington, this 5th day of May, in the year of our Lord 
1877 and of the Independence of the United States of America the one hundredth 
and first. 

[SEAL.] 


By the President : 
Wa. M. Evarts, Secretary of State. 


R. B, HAYES. 


The time thus designated by this proclamation for the meeting of 
the Forty-tifth Congress having arrived, the Clerk of the preceding 
House of Representatives will call the roll, which, by law, he is re- 
quired to prepare, of the Representatives-elect to the Forty-fifth 
Congress; pending which, all persons not entitled to the privileges 
of the floor are requested to retire from the Hall, in order that the 
Representatives-elect may occupy the seats which are prepared for 
that purpose; and the Doorkeeper and the Sergeant-at-Arms will see 
to it that the rules of the House in reference to admission to the tloor 
are rigidly and strictly enforced. 

The roll was then called, and the following members answered to 
their names: 


MAINE. 


Llewellyn Powers. 
Eugene Hale. 


Thomas B. Reed. 
William P. Frye. 
Stephen D. Lindsey. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Frank Jones. Henry W. Blair. 


James F. Briggs. 
VERMONT. 


Charles H. Joyce. George W. Hendee. 


Dudley C. Denison. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


Benjamin F. Butler. 
William Claflin. 
William W. Rice. 
Amasa Norcross. 
George D. Robinson. 


William W. Crapo. 
Benjamin W. Harris, 
Walbridge A. Field. 
Leopold Morse. 

Nat iel P. Banks, 
George B. Loring. 


RHODE ISLAND. 
Latimer W. Ballou. 


CONNECTICUT. 


John T. Wait. 
Levi Warner. 


Benjamin T. Eamea. 


George M. Landers. 
James Phelps. 



























































































James W. Covert. 
William D. Veeder. 


Simeon B. Chittenden, 


Archibald M. Bliss. 
Nicholas Muller. 
Samuel 8. Cox. 
Anthony Eickhoff. 
‘Anson G. McCook. 
Fernando Wood. 
Benjamin A. Willia, 
Clarkson N. Potter. 
Jobo H. Keteham. 
George M. Beebe. 
Stephen L. Maybam, 
Terence J. Quinn. 
Martin L. Townsend, 


Clement H. Sinnickson. 


John Howard Pugh. 
Miles Ross. 
Alvah A. Clark. 


Chapman Freeman. 
Charles O' Neill. 
Samuel J. Randall. 
William D. Kelley. 
Alfred C. Harmer. 
William Ward. 

J. Newton Evans. 
Hiester Clymer, 

A. Herr Sinith, 
Samuel A. Bridges, 
Francis D. Collins. 
Hendrick B. Wright. 
James B. Reilly. 
Joln W. Killinger. 


Daniel M. Henry. 
Charles B. Roberta. 
William Kimmell. 


B. B. Douglas. 
John Goode, jr. 
Gilbert C. Walker, 
Joseph Jorgensen, 
George C. Cabell. 


Jesse J. Yeates. 
Curtis H. Brogden, 
Alfred M. Waddell, 
Joseph J. Davis. 


Joseph H. Rainey. 
Richard H. Cain. 
D. Wyatt Aiken, 


Julian Hartridge. 
William E. Smith. 
Philip Cook. 

Henry R. Harris. 
Milton A. Candler. 


James Taylor Jones, 
Hilary A. Herbert. 
Jere N. Williams. 
Charles M Shelley. 


H. L. Muldrow. 
Van H. Manning. 
H. D. Money. 


Randall L. Gibson, 
E. John Ellis, 
C. B. Darrall. 


Milton Sayler. 
Henry B. Banning. 
Mills Gardiner. 
John A. McMahon. 
Americus V. Rice. 
Jacob D. Cox. 

H. L. Dickey. 

J. Warren Keifer. 
John S. Jones, 
Charles Foster. 


Andrew R. Boone. 
James A. McKenzie, 
John W. Caldwell. 

J. Proctor Knott. 
Albert 8. Willis. 


James H. Randolph. 
J. M. Thornburgh. 
George G. Dibrell, 
H. Y. Riddle. 
John M. Bright. 


NEW YORK. 


Andrew Williams. 
Amaziah B. James. 
John H. Starin. 
Solomon Bundy. 
George A. Bagley. 
William J. Bacon. 
William H. Baker. 
Frank Hiscock. 

Jobn H. Camp. 
Elbndge G. Lapham. 
Jeremiah W. Dwight. 
Jolin N. Hungerford. 
E. Kirke Hart. 
Charles B. Benedict. 
Daniel N. Lock wood. 
George W. Patterson, 


NEW JERSEY. 
Augustus W. Cutler. 
Thomas B. Peddie. 
Augustus A. Hardenbergh. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
Edward Overton, jr. 
John I. Mitchell. 
Jacob M. Campbell. 
William S. Stenger, 
Levi Maish. 
L. A. Mackey. 
Jacob Turney. 
Russell Errett. 
Thomas M. Bayne. 
William S. Shallenberger. 
Harry White. 
John M. Thompson, 
Lewis F. Watson. 


DELAWARE. 
James Williams. 


MARYLAND. 
Thomas Swann, 
Eli J. Henkle. 
William Walsh, 


VIRGINIA. 


John R. Tucker. 

Jobn T. Harris. 

Eppa Hunton. 
Auburn L, Pridemore. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


Alfred M. Seales, 
Walter L. Steele. 
William M. Robbins. 
Robert B. Vance. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


John H. Evans, 
Robert Smalls. 


GEORGIA. 


James H. Blount. 
William H. Felton. 
Alexander H. Stephens. 
Hiram P. Bell. 


ALABAMA. 


Robert F. Ligon. 
Goldsmith W. Hewitt, 
William H. Forney. 
William W. Garth. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


O. R. Singleton. 
Charles E. Hooker. 
J. R. Chalmers, 


LOUISIANA. 


J. B. Elam. 
J. E. Leonard. 
E. W. Robertson, 


OHIO. 


Henry S. Neal. 
Thomas Ewing. 
Milton I. Southard. 
Ebenezer B. Finley. 
Nelson H. Van Vorhes. 
Lorenzo Danford. 
William McKinley, jr. 
James Monroe. 

James A. Garfield. 
Amos Townsend. 


KENTUCKY. 


John G. Carlisle. 
Joseph C. 8. Blackburn. 
Milton J. Durham. 
Thomas Turner. 

Jobn B. Clarke. 


TENNESSEE. 


John F. House, 
W.C. Whitthorne, 
J.D. C. Atkins, 
W. P. Caldwell. 
Hi. Casey Young. 
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INDIANA. 
Morton C. Hunter. 
Michael D. White. 
William H, Calkina. 
James L. Evans 
Andrew H. Hamilton. 
John H. Baker. 


ILLINOIS. 


Robert M. Knapp. 
William M. Springer. 


Thomas F. Tipton. 
William ee Joseph G. Cannon. 


Horatio C. Barchard. John R. Eden. 
Thomas J. Henderson. William A. J. Sparka. 
Phillip C. Hayes. William R. Morrison. 
Greenbury L. Fort. William Hartzell. 
Thomas A. Boyd. Richard W. Townshend. 


B. F. Marsh. 
MISSOURL. 


Benjamin J. Franklin. 
David Rea. 

Henry M. Pollard. 
John B. Clark, jr. 
John M. Glover. 
Aylett H. Buckner. 


ARKANSAS. 
Jordan FE. Cravens. 
Thomas M. Gunter. 
MICHIGAN. 


Mark S. Brewer. 
Omar D. Conger. 
Charles C. Ellsworth, 
Jay A. Hubbell. 


Benoni S. Fuller. 
Thomas R. Cobb. 
George A. Bicknell. 
Leonidas Sexton. 
Thomas M. Browne, 
Milton S. Robinson, 
John Hanna. 


William Aldrich. 
Carter H. Harrison. 
Lorenzo Brentano. 


Anthony Ittner. 
Nathan Cole. 

Robert A. Hatcher. 
Richard P. Bland. 
Charles H. Morgan. 
Thomas T. Crittenden. 


Lucien C. Gause. 
William F. Slemona, 


Alpheus S. Williams. 
Edwin Willits. 

Jonas H. MeGowan. 
Edwin W. Keightley. 
John W. Stone. 


FLORIDA. 

Robert H. M. Davidson. Horatio Bisbee ir. 
TEXAS. 

John H. Reagan. R. Q. Mills. 


D. B. Culberson. 


DPD. C. Giddings. 
J. W. Throckmorton. 


Gustave Schleicher. 
IOWA. 

Ezekiel S. Sampson. 

Henry J. P. Cummings. 

William F. Sapp. 

Addison Oliver. 


WISCONSIN. 


Edward S. Bragg. 
Gabriel Bouck. 
Ii. L. Humphrey. 
Thad. C, Pound. 


CALIFORNIA. 


Jobn T. Luttrell. 
Romualdo Pacheco, 


Joseph C. Stone. 
Hiram Price. 
Theodore W. Burdick. 
Nathaniel C. Deering. 
Rush Clark. 


Charles G. Williams. 
Lucien B. Caswell. 
George ©. Hazelton. 
William Pitt Lynde. 


Horace Davia. 
H. F. Page. 


MINNESOTA. 
Mark H. Dunnell. J. H. Stewart. 
Horace B. Strait. 
OREGON. 
Richard Williams, 
KANSAS. 
William A. Philli Thomas Ryan. 


Dudley C. Haskell. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 


John E, Kenna. 


NEVADA. 
Thomas Wren. 


NEBRASKA. 
Frank Welch. 


After the State of Louisiana had been called, 

The CLERK said: In reference to the State of Louisiana, the Clerk, 
if there is no objection, will take occasion here to remark that there 
were received from the State of Louisiana three different sets of cre- 
dentials, one set signed by John McEnery as governor of Louisiana, 
bearing date December 20, 1876, and declaring certain persons 
elected from the first, fourth, and sixth districts, but silent as to the 
persons elected from the other districts of said State. Inasmuch, how- 
ever, as said McEnery was never de facto governor of Louisiana, and 
never in point of fact exercised or performed the functions of that 
office, it is not deemed necessary to make here any statement concern- 
ing the regularity or irregularity of the credentials coming from that 
source. 

Another set of credentials is signed by William Pitt Kellogg as 
governor of Louisiana, with the seal of the State attached, all of 
which not only bear differentdates, but also reached the hands of the 
Clerk at different times and through different channels, and simply 
declare the persons elected from each of the districts of said State re- 
spectively, except the second district. as to which no certificate seems 
to have been issued by said Kellogg in favor of any one. The law of 
Louisiana prescribing the character of the credentials by which the 
elections of its Representatives in Congress shall be authenticated 
and known provides as follows: 

That as soon as ible after the expiration of the time of making the returns 
of the election for Representatives in Congress, a certificate of the returns of the 
election for such Representatives shall be entered upon record by the secretary of 
the State, signed by the governor, and a copy thereof, subscri by said officers, 


Benjamin Wilson. 
Benjamin F. Martin. 
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shall be delivered to the persons so elected, and another copy transwnitted to the 
House of Representatives of the United States, directed to the Clerk thereof. 


These credentials signed by Governor Kellogg are in no sense 2 | 


compliance with the requirements of the laws of Louisiana. They 
do not even purport to be entered on the record by the secretary of 
state and there signed by the governor, but are, on the contrary, a 
simple declaration by him that certain persons are elected without 
even stating the sources of his infurmation, and no more constitute 
credentials within the meaning of the laws of Louisiana than a sim- 
ple statement from the treasurer or other State official would be. 
They are not such papers as the law of Louisiana has prescribed as 
the credentials by which the election of its Representatives in Con- 
gress shall be authenticated and known, and could not therefore be 
recognized by the Clerk as such, whose duty it is, under the law, to 


place on the roll the names of those, and only those, whose credentials | 


show that they are elected in accordance with the laws of their 
respective States, or the laws of the United States. 

Ihe other set of credentials is signed by Fraucis P. Nicholls as 
governor of Louisiana, and Osear Arroyo as assistant secretary of 
state, with the seal of the State attached. All of them bear date 
February 27, 1877, and all of them reached the hands of the Clerk at 
the same time, and through the channels prescribed by law. They 
declare the persons elected in each of the districts of Louisiana re- 
spectively, and conflict with the certificate signed by Governor Kel- 
logg in reference to two districts only. These credentials comply, it 
is thought, with the laws of Louisiana in every respect, and the Clerk 
has accordingly placed on the roll the names of the persons contained 
in these credentials. 

When the State of Missouri was called, 

The CLeRK said: From the State of Missouri there is one district, 
the third in number, from which no credential of any kind has been 
received in favor of any person, and consequently no name has been 
placed upon the roll from said district. 

There has been handed to me this instant a paper from the State of 
Missouri addressed to the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
It issuggested that, as there is no Speaker, the Clerk should open it. 

Several MEMBERS-ELECT. No, no. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Clerk, I hope there will be no objec- 
tion to the paper being opened by the Clerk, as there is no Speaker of 
the House. 

The CLerK. The Clerk prefers, inasmuch as it might raise a ques- 
tion about which, at this late hour, he is not prepared to determine 
what he should or should not do in reference to the roll, to leave 
it for the House to determine when it shall have organized. 

Mr. COX, of New York. If there is any objection I withdraw the 
suggestion. I did not think that any gentleman would object. 

When the State of Florida was called, 

The CLERK said: In reference to the State of Florida, the Clerk, 
without objection, will make a statement as to the reasons by which 
he was controlled in placing upon or withholding froth the roll the 
names of the members from this State, about which he imagines there 
may be some diversity of opinion in the minds of the Representatives- 
elect. From the State of Florida certificates were received, signed 
by Marcellus L. Stearns as governor of Florida, with the seal of the 
State attached, certifying that William J. Purman was elected in the 
first and that Horatio Bisbee was elected in the second district of said 
State. These certificates bear date respectively December 9 and 
December 14, 1276, and seem to be regular in form. 

But in reference to the first district two certificates were subse- 
quently received, signed by George F. Drew, governor of Florida, 
with the seal of the State attached, and bearing date respectively 
January 12 and February 26, 1877. These certificates recite the fact 
that the canvass of the vote upon which the certificate in favor of 
Mr. Purman was based had been declared by the supreme court of 
llorida to be illegal, and that another canvass had been made in obedi- 
ence to the order of the supreme court of Florida, which canvass re- 
sulted in the election of Robert H. M. Davidson as Representative 
from said district. 

Under sach circumstances the Clerk felt bound to place on the roll 
from the first district of Florida the name of Robert H. M. Davidson, 
whose credentials show that he was elected in accordance with the 
laws of the State of Florida as interpreted by the supreme court of 
that State. 

In reference to the second district of Florida, a certificate was also 
subsequently received, signed by George F. Drew, governor of Flor- 
ida, with the seal of the State attached ; which certificate does not, 
however, like the subsequent certificate signed by George F. Drew 
in reference to the first district, show that the second canvass, made 
in pursuance of the order of the supreme court, resulted in the elec- 
tion of any other person than Mr. Bisbee, to whom Governor Stearns 
hal previously issued a certificate; but, on the contrary, it simply 
declares that by counting the votes in a certain precinct in Clay County 
which the board of State canvassers rejected, and which the supreme 
court in their opinion say could not be legally counted, then in that 
event J. J. Finley would be elected. Under such circumstances the 
Clerk could not see how thesubsequent certificate declaring the election 
of Mr. Finley by doing what the supreme court had declared could not 
be legally done could in any way invalidate the certificate which had 
previously been issued by Governor Stearns to Mr. Bisbee; and hence, 
whatever may be the merits of this case in a contest before the House, 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


OCTOBER 15, 


it seems clear to the Clerk that the prima facie right, with whj,) 
alone the Clerk can deal, is with Mr. Bisbee, whose name was ther... 
fore placed on the roll. : 

When the State of Colorado was called, 

The CLerK said: The Clerk will make a statement with referen 
to the reasons by which he was controlled in not placing on the ry 
the name of any one from the State of Colorado. There has joe), 
received by the Clerk a credential signed by Governor J. L, Routt, 
as governor of that State, with the seal of the State attached, declar. 
ing the election of James B. Belford, on the 3d day of October, |-7¢ 
The law of Congress in terms declares that the Clerk shall place apo ‘ 
the roll the names of those Representatives, and of those only, whose 
credentials show that they are elected in accordance with the lay. 
of their States, respectively, or the laws of the United States. T), 
Clerk does not think that there is any law in existence, either jp to 
State of Colorado or any law of the United States, which authorizes 
the election of a Representative of the Forty-fifth Congress on the 34 
day of October, 1576. That being the case and the certificate whjc) 
Mr. Belford brings showing on its very face that he was elected at g 
time unauthorized by either the laws of the United States or of })ix 
State, the Clerk could see no way in which he could possibly plac 
the name of Belford on the roll. 5 

Mr. GARFIELD. Will the Clerk read the certificate? 

The Clerk read the certilicate, as follows: 

CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION. 
STATE OF COLORADO, 
State Department, 88: 

I, John L. Routt, governor of the State of Colorado, hereby certify that at an 
election held on the 3d day of October, A. D. 1-76, James B. Belford receiy 
13,249 votes, being a majority of all the votes cast for Representative in the } 
tifth Congress of the United States. 

He is therefore hereby declared duly elected Representative in sai | Con /reas, 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the great soul of 
the State to be aflixed at the city of Denver, this 6th day of November, A. 1). 1-1 


[SEAL] JOHN L. ROUTT, Governor 
By the governor: 


WILLIAM M. CLARK, Secretary Colorado. 

Mr. WOOD. Is a quorum present? 

The Cierk. If the gentleman from New York will indulge the 
Clerk, he desiies to conclude the statement which he was making 
when interrupted by a suggestion from the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. GARFIELD. ] 

There was also received by the Clerk a protest signed by John M., 
Patterson, claiming to be Representative-elect from the State of Co! 
orado, and accompanying that protest a certified copy of an abstract 
of the votes cast in each county on the Tuesday after the first Monday 
in November for Representative to the Forty-fifth Congress from the 
State of Colorado. This certified copy of the abstract of the votes 
cast at said election shows, however, that those votes were never 
canvassed by any board of canvassers and that no certificate was ever 
issued to any one declaring the result of said election. 

White the Clerk is of opinion that the laws of the United States 
and of the State of Colorado required an election to be held in 
November, at which time Mr. Patterson claims to have been elected, 
still, inasmuch as Mr. Patterson does not present credentials regular 
in form, such as the Clerk feels would justify him in placing his name 
upon the roll, he will submit the credentials of Mr. Belford and Mr. 
Patterson, such as they are, to the consideration of the House after 
it shall have organized. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to a question of the highest privilege, the right 
of a member to a seat in this House, and I send to the Clerk’s desk a 
resolution which I desire to offer. 

Mr. WOOD. LI rise to a question of order. I submit that until the 
Clerk has announced that a quorum is present no motion is in order. 

Mr. HALE. . I ask that my resolution be read. 

The CLerk. The gentleman from Maine must be aware that th 
first thing in order is to announce the number of Representatives-clect 
who are present, so that the Representatives-clect may know whether 
a quorum is present or not. 

Mr. HALE. I will then, in order to elicit that fact, ask the Clerk 
whether a quorum have not answered to their names? 

The CLerk. The Clerk will announce the number of persons who 
have answered. Upon the call of the roll 290 Representatives-elect 
have responded to their names, which is more than a quorum. The 
Clerk is now prepared to receive motions looking to the election ol 
a Speaker. 

Mr. WOOD. I rise to a question of the highest privilege. I move 
that the House proceed to the election of a Speaker of the House of 
Representatives for the Forty-fifth Congress; and upon that motion | 
demand the previous question. 

Mr. HALE. I want the resolution which I offered read and a ruliug 
from the Clerk upon it. 5 
Mr. COX, of New York. I make a point of order upon the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman cannot raise a point of order upon the 
resolution until it has been read. 

Mr. WOOD. This House can transact no business under the law 
until it is organized, and it is not organized until it has elected a pre- 
siding officer. 

Mr. HALE. The House has listened to explanations from the 
Clerk relating to credentials in three different cases: from Louisiana, 
from Florida, and from this same State of Colorado. I do not know 
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at right the Clerk has to consume the time of the House that a 

. ee this floor has not. I offer the resolution in good faith, 
3 presenting @& question of the highest privilege. I ask that it be 
read and that the Clerk rule upon it. , 

Mr. COX, of New York. 1 raise the point of order that there is 
nothing before the House. E 

The CLERK. The Clerk would wrest to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Cox] that inasmuch as he does not know the purport of 
the resolution which the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] proposes 
to present, it be read to the House, and the gentleman can reserve 
his point of order until that has been done. , 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will reserve the point of order. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas James B. Belford presents the only certificate of election as a Repre- 
sentative in the Forty-tifth Congress piven by the duly constituted authorities of 
tt State of Colorado; and whereas the Clerk of the House of Representatives for 
the ‘porty-fourth Congress has set aside said legal certificate presented by said 
1 ‘ew B. Belford, thereby without law assuming rights and authority which only 
re long to the House: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the name of Thomas M. Patterson be stricken from the roll of 


this House—— 


Mr. COX, of New York. There is no such name on the roll, [laugh- 
ter -— 

« Representative in the Forty-fifth Congress from the State of Colorado, and that 

th name of James B. Belford be placed upon said roll as a Representative in said 


Congress. 


Mr. HALE. The part of the resolution referring to Mr. Patterson 
should be stricken out. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I raise the point of order on that resolu- 
tion, that the Clerk has absolute control over the roll of the House, 
and this resolution is not in order until a Speaker has been elected 
and the House organized. 

The CLERK. The Clerk will state the question before the House as 
he understands it. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] submits 
a resolution to strike from the roll a name,which has not been read 
from the roll, and to insert upon the roll a name which was omitted 
therefrom. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] has moved 
that the House now proceed to the election of a Speaker, upon which 
motion he demands the previous question. The gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Cox] raises the point of order that the resolution submit- 
ted by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] is not in order for the 
reason that it proposes that this House—not this House, but the Rep- 
resentatives-elect—shall perform a duty in the making of the roll 
which the law of Congress has declared the Clerk shall perform. On 
that ground the Clerk sustains the point of order. 

The question, therefore, will be upon seconding the demand for the 
previous question upon the motion of the gentleman from New York 
| Mr. Woop] to proceed at once to the election of a Speaker. 

Mr. HALE. I must take an appeal from the decision of the Clerk. 

The CLERK. The Clerk rules, for two reasons, that the resolution 
submitted by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] is not now in 
order. The tirst reason is that it is not competent for the Repre- 
sentatives-elect, in their unorganized capacity, either to instruct the 
Clerk how he shall perform a duty which the law has imposed 
upon him, or to take out of the -hands of the Clerk and themselves 
perform the duty which the law has said the Clerk shall perform. 

In the next place, even if it were not ont of order on that ground, 
there is pending a question of higher a than that presented 
by the gentleman from Maine, upon which the previous question has 
been demanded, Therefore, on both these grounds, the Clerk de- 
cides that the resolution presented by the gentleman from Maine is 
not in order; and that the question therefore is upon seconding the 
demand for the previous question upon the motion of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Woop] to proceed at once to the election of a 
Speaker. 

Tee that decision of the Clerk the gentleman from Maine takes an 
appeal, and if the only point involved were the mere question as to 
which of the two propositions thus submitted takes precedence, the 
Clerk would not hesitate to submit the appeal to the decision of the 
Representatives present. But the resolution of the gentleman from 
Maine in effect proposes that the Representatives-elect and here 
assembled shall undertake to perform a duty which by law is de- 
volved solely upon the Clerk of the preceding House; for if one name 
can be thus added to orstricken from the roll of the Clerk of course 
any number of names can likewise be added to or stricken therefrom, 
and the Representatives-elect thus become the framers of a roll which 
by law it is made the duty of the Clerk to make. 

The Clerk begs to say with all due respect that he does not think 
it is competent for Representatives-elect in their unorganized ca- 
pacity to instruct the Clerk of a preceding House as to the manner 
in which he shall perform a duty imposed upon him by law, or in 
any way interfere with him in the discharge of such duties. He 
does not desire to arrogate to himself any authority in the organiza- 
tion of the House which does not legitimately belong to him; but he 
does not feel that in the discharge of his duty under the rules of the 
House and under the obligations of his oath he would be justified in 
submitting an appeal of this kind, and therefore rules that the ques- 


tion is upon seconding the demand for the previous question on the 
motion submitted by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] that 


the House now proceed to the election of a Speaker. 





The CLERK proceeded to submit the question, and said: The Clerk 


thinks that the ayes unquestionably have it. 


Mr. HALE. I eall for tellers. 
The CLERK. The Clerk assumes that a sufficient number will 


insist upon a vote by tellers, and will therefore ask that the gentle- 
man from Maine (Mr. HALE] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Woop] act as tellers. The tellers will please take their places. 


The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 149, noes 129, 
So the previous question was seconded. 


The main question was ordered ; and under the operation thereof 


the motion of Mr. Woop, that the House proceed to elect viva voce a 
Speaker, was agreed to. 


« ELECTION OF SPEAKER, 


The CLERK. Nominations for Speaker are now in order. 
Mr. CLYMER. I place in nomination for the office of Speaker of 


this House for the Forty-fifth Congress, Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, a 
Representative-elect from the State of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. HALE. I nominate for the same position Hon. James A. GAR- 


FIELD, a Representative-elect from the State of Ohio. 


The CLerk. Are there any further nominations? If not, the 


Clerk will ask that Mr. CLymMer of Pennsylvania, Mr. BANNING of 
Ohio, Mr. Fort of Illinois, and Mr. Fosrer of Ohio, act as tellers 
during the vote for Speaker. ‘Zhe tellers will please take their places 
at the Clerk’s desk. 


The House then proceeded to vote viva voce for Speaker, with the 
following result, which was announced by Mr. CLYMER on behalf of 


the tellers: 


Whole number of votes cast 241; necessary to a choice 141, of 
which— 


The following is the vote in detail: 
For Mr. Randall.—Messrs. Aiken, Atkins, Banning, Beebe, Bell, Benedict, Bick- 


nell, Blackburn, Bland, Bliss, Blount, Boone, Bouck, Bragg, Bridges, Bright, Buck- 
ner, Cabell, John W. Caldwell, W. P. Caldwell, Candler, Carlisle, Chalmers, Alvah 


A. Clark, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr, of Missouri, Clymer, Cobb, 


Collins, Cook, Covert, Samuel S. Cox, Cravens, Crittenden, Culberson, Cutler, David- 


son, Joseph J. Davis, Dibrell, Dickey, Douglas, Durham, Eden, Eickhoft, Elam, El- 
lis, John H. Evans, Ewing, Felton, Finley, Forney, Franklin, Garth, Gause, Gibson, 


Giddings, Glover, Goode, Gunter, Hamilton, Hardenbergh, Henry R. Harris, John 


T. Harris, Harrison, Hart, Hartridge, Hartzell, Hatcher, Henkle, Henry, Gold- 
smith W. Hewitt, Herbert, Hooker, House, Hanton, Frank Jonca, James Taylor 


Jones, Kenna, Kimmell, Knapp, Knott, Landers, Ligon, Lock wood, Luttrell, Lynde, 


Mackey, Maish, Manning, Martin, Mayham, McKenzie, McMahon, Mills, Money, 
Morgan, Morrison, Morse, Muldrow, Muller, Phelps, Potter, Pridemore, Quinn, 
Rea, Reagan, Reilly, Americus V. Rice, Riddle, Robbins, Roberts, Robertson, Ross, 
Sayler, Scales, Schleicher, Shelley, Singleton, Slemons, William E. Smith, South- 
ard, Sparks, Springer, Steele, Stenger, Stephens, Swann, Throckmorton, ‘Towns- 
hend, Tucker, Turner, Turney, Vance, Veeder, Waddell, Walker, Walsh, Warner, 
Whitthorne, Alpheus S. Williams, James Williams, Jeremiah N. Williama, Albert 
S. Willis, Benjamin A. Willis, Wilson, Wood, Wright, Yeates, and Young —149. 
For Mr. Garjield.—Messrs. Aldrich, Bacon, Bagley, John H. Baker, William H. Bae 
ker, Ballou, Banks, Bisbee, Blair, Boyd, Brentano, Brewer, Briggs, Brogden, Browne, 
Bundy, Burchard, Bardick, Butler, Cain, Calkins, Camp, Campbell, Cannon, Cas- 
well, Chittenden, Claflin, Rush Clark, Cole, Conger, Jacob D. Cox, Crapo, Cume 
mings, Danford, Darrall, Horace Davis, Deering, Denison, Dunnell, Dwight, Eames, 
Ellsworth, I. Newton Evans, James L. Evans, Field, Fort, Foster, Freeman, Frye, 
Gardner, Hale, Hanna, Harmer, Benjamin W. Harris, Hays, Hazelton, Hendee, 
Ilenderson, Hiscock, Hubbell, Humphrey, Hunter, Hungerford, Ittner, James, 
John 5S. Jones, Jorgensen, Joyce, Keifer, Keightley, Ketcham, Lapham, Lathrop, 
Leonard, Lindsey, Loring, Marsh, McCook, McGowan, McKinley, Mitchell, Mon- 
roe, Neal, Norcross, Oliver, O'Neill, Overton, Pacheco, Page, Patterson, Peddie, 
Phillips, Pollard, Pound, Powers, Price, Pugh, Rainey, Randolph, Reed, William 
W. Rice, George D. Robinson, Milton 5. Robinson, Ryan, Sampson, Sapp, Sexton, 
Shallenberger, Sinnickson, Smalls, A. Herr Smith, Starin, Stewart, Jolin W. Stone, 
Joseph C. Stone, Strait, Thompson, Thornburgh, Tipton, Amos Townsend, Martin 
I. Townsend, Van Vorhes, Wait, Watson, Welch, Harry White, Michael D. White, 
Willets, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, Richard Williams, and Wren—132. 


The Clerk announced that SamvueL J. RANDALL, one of the Repre- 
sentatives from the State of Pennsylvania, having received a ma- 


jority of the votes given, was duly elected Speaker of the House of 


Representatives for the Forty-fifth Congress. 
ADDRESS OF THE SPEAKER. 


Mr. GARFIELD and Mr. Goope, having been named by the Clerk for 
that purpose, conducted Mr. RANDALL to the chair, when he addressed 
the House as follows : 


Gentlemen of the House of Representatives : 


Elevated for the second time by your generosity to the exalted dig- 
nity of Speaker of this House, I thank you with a grateful heart. I 
shall endeavor, with even temper, but rigid firmness, to perform the 
duties of the office and to respond adequately to the confidence r-- 
posed in me by conforming my actions to the clearly-expressed will 
of the House. Yet, fully realizing the delicacy and difficulty of the 
position, I solicit your advice and assistance, feeling assured at the 
same time of your forbearance and indulgence. 

We meet ander circumstances imperiously demanding that all 
considerations of class, section, or party shall be subordinated to the 
loftier and more patriotic object of what is best for the whole country 
and all of its people. 

Since the adjournment an administration has been inducted into 
office, which is obeyed as the actual Government, regardless of the 
grave events which marked its birth; and this House, animated by 
a spirit of true patriotism, desiring first public tranquillity under the 
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law, should frankly approve any sincere and permanent policy look- 
ing to complete pacification by constitutional methods, and the con- 
sequent promotion of the general welfare. But it should be held 
your sacred duty to provide legislation which will render impossible 
a repetition of the wrongs which have occurred or of the dangers 
which threatened us. 

I assume we will take no step backward in the work of retrench- 
ment and reform so auspiciously begun by the last House under a 
matured and definite plan of reduction in the expenditures of the 
Government. It is certain still greater reductions can be made with- 
out impairing the efficiency of administration. To have honest ad- 
ministration, it should be frugal. Never before was it more urgent 
than now, with general financial distress and labor depressed by 
heavy burdens, to exercise the sternest econémy. When the iron 
rule of hard necessity darkens every household in the land extrava- 
gance on the part of the people’s servants is an unpardonable crime. 

It is partly because of this wholesome policy so faithfully carried 
out that I am permitted this day to speak from this place. 

Invoking for our deliberations tolerance of opinion, which secures 
harmonious action, ripe and clear judgment, which purities legisla 
tion, and that mutual confidence and respect which should subsist 
between the House and its presiding oflicer, I am now ready to take 
the oath prescribed by law. 

Mr. KELLEY, having served longest continuously as a member of 
the House, was designated by the Clerk to administer to the Speaker- 
elect the oath prescribed by law; which was accordingly done. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that Mr. ANTHONY and Mr. BAYARD had been appointed a 
committee on the part of the Senate to join such committee as might 
be appointed by the House of Representatives to wait upon the Pres- 
ident of the United States and inform him that a quorum of each 
House had assembled, and that Congress was ready to receive any 
communication he might be pleased to make. 


SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 


The SPEAKER proceeded to administer to the members in attend- 
ance the oath of office. The members presented themselves as their 
names were called by States, and took respectively the “test-oath” 
prescribed by the act of July 2, 1862, or the special oath pro- 
vided in the act of July 11, 1868, for those whose disabilities under 
the fourteenth article of amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States have been removed by a vote of two-thirds of each 
House of Congress. 

When the State of South Carolina was called, 

Mr. COX, of New York, said: In conformity with usage, I ask that 
two members from South Carolina stand aside for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will indicate to whom he refers. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I ask that Mr. Cain and Mr. Rainey, of 
South Carolina, (whose cases will be brought up after members have 
been sworn in, to decide whether they have the prima facie right to a 
seat upon this floor or not,) stand aside for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen named will for the present stand 
aside. 

When the State of Louisiana was called, 

Mr. COX, of New York, said: I ask that Mr. Darrall, of Louisiana, 
stand aside, 


Mr. FRYE. 


I ask that Mr. J. B. Elam and Mr. E. W. Robertson, 
of the State of Louisiana, also stand aside. 


The SPEAKER. 
present. 

When the State of California was called, 

Mr. SPRINGER said: I object to the swearing in of Mr. Pacheco. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will stand aside for the present. 


SWEARING IN OF DELEGATES, 

At the close of the swearing in of the members, 

The SPEAKER said: The Clerk will now call the roll of Delegates 
elected to this House, and those who are present will be sworn in. 

The roll of Delegates was called; and the following gentlemen came 
forward and were sworn in, taking the test-oath of 1562: 

New Merico—Trinidad Romero. 

Utah—George Q. Cannan. 

Washington—Orange Jacobs. 

Dakota—Jefferson P. Kidder. 

Arizona— Hiram 8. Stevens. 

Idaho—Stephen 8. Fenn. 

Montana—Martin Maginnis. 

Wyoming—William W. Corlett. 


The gentlemen indicated will stand aside for the 


ORGANIZATION OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. CLYMER. I beg leave to offer the following resolution : 


Resolved, That Hon. George M. Adams, a citizen of the State of Kentucky, be 
and he is hereby, elected Clerk of the Honse of Representatives of the Forty-fifth 
Congress ; that John G. Thompson, of the State of Ohio, be, and he is hereby, elected 
Sergeant-at-Arms ot the House of Representatives of the Forty-fifth Congress, that 
John W. Polk, of the State of Missouri, be, and he is hereby, elected Doorkeeper 
of the House of Representatives of the Forty-fifty Congress; that James M. Stew- 
art, of the State of Virginia, be, and is hereby, elected Postmaster of the House of 
Representatives of the Forty-fifth Congress ; and that Rev. Dr. John Poisel, of the 


State of Maryland, be, and is hereby, elected C i 
atives of the Forty-fifth Congress. r a 


I offer this resolution to complete the organization of the 
but before calling the previous question I will yield the floor 
member who may wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I offer the customary resolution as a substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


House, 
to any 


to that 


Amend the resolution by striking out the portion naming the candidates, wij) 
the respective offices for which they are nominated, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following : 

For Clerk of the House of Representatives, Forty-fifth Congress, Jeremiah \ 
Rusk, of Wisconsin; for Sergeant-at-Arms, Nehemiah G. Ordway, of New Hamy, 
shire ; for Doorkeeper, Horace H. Harrison, of Tennessee ; for Postmaster, [ 2 
L. Sherwood, of Michigan ; and for Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butler, D. D., of the pis. 
trict of Columbia. ~ 


Mr. CLYMER. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered, 

The substitute was rejected. 

The resolution was then adopted. 

Mr. CLYMER moved to reconsider the vote by which the reson. 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to make a motion in reference to the right of q 
member 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that the officers of the 
House have not yet been sworn in. If he will yield now the Chair 
will recognize him at the proper time. 

Mr. HALE. I do not object to necessary rontine business taking 
place at this time in the way of sending notification to the Presi- 
dent, &ce. 

The SPEAKER. The officers just elected, if in attendance, wil] 
now present themselves at the bar of the House to take the oath of 
office. 

Mr. ApAMs, Mr. THOMPSON, Mr. POLK, and Mr. STEWART presented 
themselves and were duly qualified ; the two former taking the test- 
oath prescribed by the act of July 2, 1862; the two latter, the modi- 
fied oath provided by the act of July 11, 1868. 


NOTIFICATION OF ORGANIZATION, 


Mr. MORRISON offered the following resolution ; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That a message be sent to the Senate to inform that body that a quorum 
of the House of Representatives has assembled, and that SAMUEL J. RANDALL, one 
of the Representatives from the State of Pennsylvania, has been chosen Speaker ; 
and that the House is now ready to proceed to business. 


Mr. GOODE submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed on the part of the House, to 
join such committee as may be appointed on the part of the Senate, to wait on the 
President of the United States and inform him that a quorum of the two Houses 


has assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive any communication he may 
be pleased to make. 


Mr. GOODE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as the committee Mr. GoopE of Virginia, 
Mr. SAYLER of Ohio, and Mr. GARFIELD of Ohio. 


DRAWING FOR SEATS. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I offer the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House shall, at one o'clock p. m. to-morrow, place 
in a box the name of each Member and Delegate of the House of Representatives, 
written upon a a slip of paper ; that he proceed in the presence of the House 
to draw from said box, one at a time, the said slips of paper ; and as each is drawn 
he shall announce the name of each Member or Delegate upon it, who shal! choose 
his seat for the present Congress: Provided, That before said drawing shall com- 
mence the Speaker shall cause each seat to be vacated, and shall see that every 
seat continues vacant until it is selected under this order; and that every seat, 
after having been selected, shall be deemed forfeited if left unoccupied before the 
call of the roll of the House. 


Mr. SOUTHARD. I move to amend the resolution by striking out 
“one o’clock to-morrow” and inserting in lieu thereof “three and a 
half o’clock to-day.” 

Mr. CLYMER. Say four. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Very well; I willsay four. I do this because mem- 
bers are present now and I think it would be a more convenient time 
for drawing seats. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I will accept that amendment as a modification of 
my resolution. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I move to strike out “four o’clock” and insert 
“ forthwith.” 

Mr. CLYMER. It is now nearly four o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. And the clerks require some time to prepare the 
papers and the box. 

Mr. MILLS. I will withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. BrIGHT’s resolution, as modified by himself, was adopted. _ 

Mr. BRIGHT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I offer the following resolution : 


, . ALEXANDER H. STEPHENS, of Georgia, Hon. Wittiam D. 
; Resoleed, _ aealk, the oldest member in continuous service, and Hon. Frr- 
ERUSt. eee of New York, the oldest member in point of service in this House, 


xanpo W : to select their seats before the drawing for seats begins. 


be allowee 
<OUTHARD. I move to amend that resolution by including 
as pat wy ome §. S. Cox, who has been here, I understand, for 
vhteen years. 
, ee SPRINGER. I accept that amendment. _ 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I ask that the same privilege be 
granted to Governor PATTERSON, of New York, whose advanced years 
are a reason Why he should have a forward seat. 

“Mr. LORING. I ask that the name of Hon. N. P. Banks, of Mas- 
sachusetts, be also included in the resolution. ; : 

“The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the names which it has 
been suggested shall be included in the resolution of the gentleman 
from Illinois, (Mr. SPRINGER.] They are as follows: The gentle- 
man from Georgia, Mr. STEPHENS; the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
Mr. KELLEY; the gentleman from New York, Mr. W oop; the gentle- 
man from New York, Mr. PATTERSON; the gentleman from New York, 
Mr. Cox; and the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. Banks. If 
there be no objection the resolution will be moditied accordingly. 

There was no objection. ; : 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now demand the previous question on the 
adoption of the resolution. ; 

‘The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
and under the operation thereof the resolution, as modified, was 
ado oh. 

2 pe RINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu 
tion was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 

% laid on the table. 

‘ The latter motion was agreed to 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


P; Mr. HALE. It has been suggested to me that in the condition of 
3 the business of the House the present would not be a good time to 
bring up any matter for debate. For myself I am willing that the 
matter of privilege to which I rose shall be postponed if I am allowed 
vs the floor on it to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [ Mr. HAF] has risen 
to a question of privilege, and will be recognized by the Chair at any 
time he sees fit to ask recognition. 

Mr. HALE. With that understanding I shall not call up the ques- 
os tion at present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to suggest that in the drawing 
bi for seats the names of the gentlemen who have not been sworn, having 

/ been requested to stand aside when their names were called, should 
go into the box in the same manner as the names of other gentlemen, 
without, of course, giving any right to those gentlemen otherwise. 

i Mr. COX, of New York. I make no objection to that arrangement, 
2 but I suggest that if any day or any hour is to be fixed for hearing the 
, Colorado case, or any other case, it should be understood, as regards 
the order in which these cases shall come up, that the Colorado case 

does not necessarily take precedence. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] gives 
notice that he will call up the Colorado case as the first business to- 
morrow, 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to reserve the point of order. I 
wish the cases to be called up each in its own order as it stands on 
the roll. 

Mr.GARFIELD. That is what is being done. This is theafirst 
case. That order ought to be preserved in all the cases. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that the gentieman from 
Ohio is mistaken. Colorado was the last case on the roll. 

Mr. HALE. As I understand, Mr. Belford was the first set aside by 
the Clerk, and his case therefore comes in earlier than the others. 
The others were set aside on objections made by members 9n the floor 





the Colorado case first, as it had been the first set aside. 





right of those whose names are on the roll should take precedence in 
the consideration of the House. 









Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 


by the House. 


their right to their seats? 





at a later period. I accordingly rose for the purpose of bringing up 


Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that there being no 
name upon the roll from the State of Colorado, the qanestion as to the 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman means as to their being sworn in ? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the House that it 
would be better perhaps to take up first the cases of those that have been 
omitted from being sworn in, having been asked to step aside. The 
Chair, however, would state that he thinks those gentlemen by the 
mere fact of their being asked to step aside lose none of their rights ; 
and if any vote is taken, the Chair inclines to the opinion that they 
should be allowed to vote until they are deprived of the right to vote 


Mr. COX, of New York. Do I understand the Chair to say that 
these gentlemen are allowed to vote before they are sworn in, or that 
they should be sworn in now and the point raised afterward as to 


_ The SPEAKER. The Chair does not decide anything, as the ques- 
tion has not arisen, but expresses the opinion that those gentlemen 
who are asked to step aside are not deprived of any of their rights. 
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They have already voted for a Speaker, and the Chair presumes, 
although the names of members were not called, that they equally 
voted on the resolution appointing other officers of the House. The 
Chair is sustained in that opinion by what occurred in a former Con- 
gress. He asks the Clerk to read what he has marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 










Mr. ELpREDGE. My point of order is this: The Speaker has called the gentle- 
man from Maryland, [Mr. Hamill,] with the other gentleman from Maryland, to 
the stand for the purpose of taking the oath of office. Now the House cannot 
require him to stand aside or fall back except by a vote of the House, and that 
vote must be by a quorum of the House; and, as a quorum of this House have not 
yet been sworn in, he must have the oath administered to him. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order; and the Chair will take 
occasion to correct an erroneous impression which may perhaps have been created 
by the remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts, {Mr. Dawes.] The Chair 
regards the House in its present condition as competent to enforce the previous 
question. Such was the case even in the preliminary stage of the proceedings for 
organization to-day before the Clerk had called the roll for the election of Speaker. 
The House certainly has lost none of its power by the election of Speaker and by 
its proceedings so far in the business of organization. The precedents are all in 
the direction of the ruling of the Chair. 





















Mr. CLYMER. There appears to be no business before the House, 
and I move that we now take a recess until five minutes before four 
o'clock p. m. 

Mr. HALE. It is understood, I suppose, that when the House 
assembles to do business I am to be recognized as being upon the 
tloor on the Colorado case ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman will 
raise a question of privilege in that case. 

Mr. CONGER. I understood the Chair to announce that the 
names of those who were not sworn in would be placed in the box 
for the drawing for seats, and I ask that the name of “ Colorado” be 
placed in the box. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that that would hardly be 
proper, as there is no name from Colorado upon the roll-call. 

Mr. HALE. It seems to me it would be proper that the name of 
the State should go in the REcoRD in some way. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no objection to ask the unanimous 
consent of the House that a paper with the name of “Colorado” 
npon it be placed in the box and then the seat will belong to who- 
ever may be seated from that State. Is there objection? 

Mr. HUNTON. When that paper is drawn out, who is to select 
the seat? 

Mr. DARRALL. The Clerk of the House can select it. 

Mr. HUNTON. One of these gentlemen would wish to go upon 
one side of the House and the other upon the other side of the 
House. 

Mr. BUCKNER. And then suppose we find that neither of these 
gentlemen is entitled to the seat and that somebody else is? 

The SPEAKER. Then some gentleman from Colorado will have a 
right to the seat and will come forward and occupy it. 

The question was taken on Mr. CLYMER’s motion; and it was 
agreed to. 

And thereupon (at three o’clock and fifteen minutes p. m.) the 
House took a recess until five minutes before four o’clock p. m. 
















































AFTER THE RECESS. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at five minutes 
before four o’clock p. m. 

Mr. DURHAM. The hour of foar o’clock has nearly arrived, and I 
would suggest that all members be required to get in the rear of the 
seats, and that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to clear the floor of 
every person excepting members-elect, so that we may have plenty 
of room in the Hall for those that are entitled to be here. 

The SPEAKER. That is the duty of the Doorkeeper, and the 
Chair directs him to carry out that order. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. My colleague, Mr. HASKELL, from the third dis- 
trict, arrived in the city three days ago, but he is now in bed sick. I 
ask that my colleague, Mr. RYAN, be allowed to select a seat for him 
when his name is drawn. 

No objection was made, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I would ask unanimous consent that the Clerk 
be directed to put into the boxa paper representing the third district 
of Missouri, from which district no member appears upon the roll, 
and that when that seat be drawn the Clerk or some other person be 
permitted to select it. There are two gentlemen contesting the right 
to that seat, one of whom is certainly entitled to it. 

Mr. MILLS. Neither of them, I understand, has a certificate. 

Mr. HUNTON. Was the same thing done in the case of Colorado? 

Mr. BUCKNER. Yes, it was. 

Mr. HUNTON. I thought it was refused. 

The SPEAKER. It was done; the name of “ Colorado” was placed 
in the box, and when it is drawn the Clerk will select the seat. 

Mr. BUCKNER. And I ask that the same thing be done in the case 
of the third district of Missouri. 

Mr. MILLS. I object to the name of any gentlemen being pnt in 
the box, excepting those who have certificates of election; nove 
others are entitled to have a chance in the drawing for the selection 
of seats. I objected before when asimilar proposition was made, and 
I now repeat my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman object in the case of Colorado? 

Mr. MILLS. I tried to object, but I believe I was not beard. 
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The SPEAKER. When did the gentleman object f 

Mr. MILLS. As soon as the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Buck- 
NER] made the proposition. F p 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas is referring to the 
proposition made by the gentleman from Missouri, [ Mr. BUCKNER, ] 
and not to the Colorado case. The gentleman from Missouri made 
no motion in reference to the Colorado case; that motion was made 
by the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. An hour ago, 

The SPEAKER. Before the recess. : 

Mr. MILLS. Does the Chair say that there is a Representative 
from Colorado present upon the floor ? : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair states that the House gave unanimous 
consent that the name of Colorado should be placed upon a tablet and 
put into the box, and that when drawn out the Clerk should select 
the seat for whoever might hereafter be determined to be entitled to 
represent Colorado. The Chair heard no objection to that proposition. 

Mr. MILLS. I did not know that such a proposition had been made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to remind the gentleman 
from Texas that the proposition as to Colorado was made before the 
recess was taken. His objection now is to granting the same per- 
mission in the case of the third district of Missouri, which has been 
made subsequently to the recess. 

Mr. MILLS. The right of selecting a seat is a right appertaining 
to members of the House only, and I hope that permission will not 
be further extended. I object to the name of any person being put 
in the box who is not a member of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman then objects to any more names 
being put in the box? 

Mr. MILLS. Can the action of the House in regard to Colorado be 
rescinded ? 

The SPEAKER. It can be reconsidered by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MILLS. I suppose I should hardly get that. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent six gentlemen were given 
permission to select seats prior to the drawing. Those gentlemen 
will now select their seats and remain in them, or put pages there, 80 
that they may not be taken by others. Any seat that is unoccupied 
when a member's name is drawn from the box is, of course, at the 
mercy of that member. 


DRAWING FOR SEATS. 

The Members and Delegates, in accordance with the resolution of 
the House, retired beyond the outer row of seats, and, as their names 
were drawn, came forward and selected their seats; the first name 
drawn being thatof Minton A. CANDLER, of Georgia, and the last (at 
five o’clock and thirty minutes p. m.) that of Eppa HUNTON, of Vir- 
ginia. 

During the drawing of seats, when the name of Mr. ABrRaM §&. 
Hewitt, of New York, was called, 

Mr. GIBSON said: Mr. Hewirt has been detained in Paris by the 
serious illness of his wife. I ask unanimons consent that the Clerk 
of the House be authorized to select a seat for Mr. Hewitt. 

Several members objected, and, accordingly, consent was not 
granted. 

At the conclusion of the drawing, 

Mr. LUTTRELL moved that the House adjourn, 

DAILY 


Mr. COX, of New York. Before that motion is put I would sug- 
gest that we had better adopt the ordinary order at the beginning of 
a session; that, until otherwise ordered, the daily hour of meeting be 
twelve o'clock meridian. 

The motion of Mr. Cox, of New York, was agreed to. 

The motion of Mr. LUTTRELL was then agreed to; and accord- 


ingly (at five o'clock and thirty-two minutes p.m.) the House ad- 
journed, 


HOUR OF MEETING, 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


The following petitions were presented at the Clerk’s desk, under 
the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. KNAPP: The petition of H. S. Osborne & Co. and others 
engaged inthe milling business at Quincy, Illinois, that an investi- 
gation be made of the manner of the reissue of a patent for mill 
apparatus numbered 5841, and that the patent laws be amended so 
as to prevent the fraudulent issue or cancellation of patents—to the 
Committee on Patents, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of Michael Piggott, postmaster; Lewis D. White, 
mayor, and other citizens of Quincy, Illinois, for an inerease of the | 
salary of the letter-carriers of that city—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, when appointed. 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, October 16, 1877. 


Samvuet J. R. MCMILLAN, a Senator from the State of Minnesota, 
appeared in his seat to-day. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. ByYroN SUNDERLAND, D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

Mr. GEorGE M. ADAMs, Clerk of the House of Represent 
peared below the bar of the enate and said: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the House of Representatives ; 
inform the Senate that a quorum of the House has assem)]ed =a 
that Samue J. RANDALL, one of the Representatives from the Stata 
of Pennsylvania, has been chosen Speaker, and GEORGE M. Apays of 
Kentucky, Clerk; and that the House is now ready to proceed to busi- 
ness. 

I am further directed to inform the Senate that a committee of 
three members has been appointed on the part of the House, to join 
such committee as may be appointed on the part of the Senate, to 
wait upon the President of the United States, and inform him that . 
quorum of the two Houses has assembled, and that Congress is ready 
to receive any communication he may be pleased to make; and that 
Messrs. JOUN GoOobE of Virginia, MILTON SAYLER of Ohio, and 
JaMEs A. GARFIELD of Ohio have been appointed such committee oy 
the part of the House, 


NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE, 
Mr. HAMLIN. I submit a resolution corresponding to the one 
which we have just received from the House: 


Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives that a quon m 
of the Senate has assembled, and that the Senate is ready to proceed to business 


atives, ap- 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 
COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to take up the resolution I offered yester. 
day respecting the appointment of committees. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider 
the following resolution offered yesterday by Mr. EpMuUNDs: 

Resolved, That the standing and other committees of the Senate existing at tha 
close of the last special session be, and the same are hereby, revived and continued 
until the further order of the Senate. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a concurrent resolution of the 
General Assembly of the State of Missouri in favor of a national 
system of levees on the Mississippi River; which was referred to the 
Select Committee on the Levees of the Mississippi River. 

He also presented a concurrent resolution of the General Assembly 
of the State of Missouri in favor of the removal of the National Capi- 
tal; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I present a petition from citizens 
and business men of Wheeling, West Virginia, numbering some hun- 
dreds, perhaps a thousand, in behalf of the letter-carriers. It is 
short, and I ask the Clerk to read it, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


The petition was referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post- 
Roads, and read, as follows: 
To the honorable the Congress of the United States: 


Sins: We, the undersigned citizens and business men of the city of Wheeling 
do hereby respectfully represent, for and on behalf of the letter-carricrs of this city 
and their comrade carriers of other cities where the free-delivery system is in 
operation, that by recent reductions in their respective salaries we think great in- 
justice has been done them, which, in consideration of the important services of 
this numerous body of public servants, and to further the interests of the service 
itself, there should be some remedy speedily adopted by your honorable body 

We base our petition on the following indisputable facts: Letter-carriers are 
required to possess intelligence, to prove their fidelity and honesty and extreme 
endurance. Their hours of work are early and late, from which there is no relief, 
except by substitute labor at their own expense. 

They are the only employés in the Department who are required to buy and keep 
in good order a “uniform suit,” at an average cost of $50 per year. 

They are obliged to furnish bonds for the hon st performance of their duties 
and are, to a great extent, held responsible for the inaccuracies and delays inci- 
dent to the free-delivery system. 

With the necessity for all these “ extras,” (and more might be enumerated,) they 
receive and have received less pay, in proportion to the amount of work per- 
formed, than any other class of employés in the postal service, 

A fair recognition of the duties performed by these public servants and just 
remuneration for them would tend to greatly advance this branch of the public 
service, by retaining efficient carriers and offering an inducement to other compe- 
tent men to seek it and devote their lives to it. 

We therefore, the undersigned petitioners, ask your honorable body to fix the 
rate of salary at $1,000 per year, believing that their services are fully worth the 


| amount mentioned. 


Mr. THURMAN. I present similar petitions, one from letter-car- 


| riers of the city of Dayton asking legislation in reference to their 


compensation, and the other from citizens of Dayton in support of 


the petition of the letter-carriers. I move their reference to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I present a memorial signed by the letter-carriers 
of the city of Bangor, Maine, similar in its purport to those which 
have been already presented, in favor of relief in relation to their 
compensation. I also present a long petition signed by nearly all 
the business men in that city, in behalf of the same object. I move 


the reference of these petitions to the Committee on Post-Offices aud 
Post-Roads. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. OGLESBY presented the petition of Philip Smith and others, of 
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manus inois, praying for an increase of compensation to letter-car- 
: ne Oe aed to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads TTHERS presented the petition of C. H. Williamson, of Vir- 


nia, late a pasped assistant surgeon in the United States Navy, 
£ la, ia a 


iraying for the’ removal of his political disabilities; which was 


Tre , Committee on the Judiciary. 
" i rred LEY Sian the petition of the Southern Methodist Pub- 
lishing House of Nashville, Tennessee, praying for indemnity for the 
nse and consumption of its property in the years 1864 and 1865 by the 
United States authorities during the late war; which, with the pa- 
pers in the egse now on the files of the Senate, was referred to the 
ittee on Claims. 

' rap mat the petition of Duncan Marr, of Columbia, Ten- 
nessee, praying compensation for property taken and used by | nited 
States forces during the late war; which was referred to the Com- 
wittee on Claims. a 5 ‘ : 

Mr. SARGENT. I present the petition of Frank Soulé, late inter- 
nal-revenue collector for the first district of California, in which he 
prays to be relieved from a certain judgment, which is fully set out 
in the papers accompanying the petition, obtained against him for 
some fault of his clerk and without any fault of his own, ¢ ongress 
having previously passed bills of that character where the equities 
seemed to be in favor of such relief. I move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

Mr. MAXEY presented the petition of Joseph R. Shannon, of Lou- 
isiana, praying compensation for the loss of the steamer A. W. Quar- 
rier, destroyed by the confederate authorities during the late war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


SAFETY OF THE CAPITOL. 


Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent, without previous notice, 
to introduce a bill, and I desire to have action on it at the present 
time. I presume after an ascertainment of the purpose of it no 
objection will be made to its present consideration. _ ; 

ty unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1) for the removal of the books and files in the lofts of the old por- 
tion of the Capitol building; which was read twice by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
for action on this bill at the present time. Is there objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear my friend, subject to objec- 
tion. It isnot avery good way to pass bills ina hurry; I have objec- 
tion to that. I presume I shall have no objection at all to the pas- 
sage of the bill itself. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator wish to hear the bill read? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; let it be read at length. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information, 
subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, dc., That the officers having in chacge the books and files now 
stored in the lofts of the old portion of the Capitol building shall cause the same 
to be moved into the basements or other places in the building safe trom fire, and 
that, in addition to the fire-extingnishers now in use, a liberal supply of fire-buck- 
ets be placed in all portions of the Capitol where there is danger from fire. And 
it shall also be hereafter the duty of the Capitol Police to keep the tire-buckets 
well filled with water and to make daily inspections of the building with a view 
to take proper measures against danger from t re. 

Sec. 2. That the expense of carrying out the provisions of this act be paid out 
of the contingent funds of the Senate and House of Representatives, in proportion 
to the amount incurred by either House for this service. 

Mr. DAWES. The bill explains itself sufficiently, and I think com- 
mends itself to the judgment of the Senate. Recent events have 
caused the proper oflicers to examine most of the public buildings, 
and the result of the examination of this building shows the necessity 
for some such provision as is suggested in the bill. The old part of 
this building is so exposed to fire that the documents in the lofts 
would be very much in danger, and would certainly be destroyed if 
any such accident should happen to this building as recently happened 
to the Patent Office. An examination by those having charge of the 
building has suggested that these documents could be removed to safe 
places in the basements, although it may be simply a temporary meas- 
ure; and when there shall be provision made for the Library, or in 
some other provision, they may take a more permanent position where 
they would be considered safe and not exposed to the necessity of any 
further removal. 

Mr. THURMAN. Does the Senator from Massachusetts ask for the 
passage of the bill to-day ? 

Mr. DAWES. 1 desire to have it passed now. I thought if Sena- 
tors would listen to it they would not see any objection to it. The 
expense would not be very great. It does not involve the removal 
of the files generally throughout the building; but only the removal 
of those documents in the lofts of the old part, which have been there 
a great many years. They are, of course, as the Senator knows, of 
great value, and yet are ilons resorted to. If this bill passes they 
are to be put in safe places in the lower part of the building, safe 
from fire, there to remain until some future time when permanent 
provision for them will be made. The bill does not contemplate mak- 
ing any permanent provision, and the expense, which is not to be 
great, is to be paid out of the contingent funds of the two branches. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the Senator from Ohio will allow me, I will ex- 
plain a little further. There are two points in the Capitol, one over 
























the old hall of the House of Representatives and the other over the 
hall of the former Senate Chamber, that are constructed entirely of 
wood, and all around the smaller domes, on the interior side those 
points are completely tilled with documents and books of a very com- 
bustible nature. It is ascertained that we have some corridors in the 
lower basement of the Capitol and some store-rooms that would be 
sufficient for the temporary service now contemplated in the removal 
of those files and books that surround the domes over the old hall of 
the House of Representatives and over the old Senate Chamber so as 
to remove a considerable source of danger in case of any accident by 
fire. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to ask the Senator whether the Dill re- 
quires the removal of the Senate document-library ? 
Mr. MORRILL. Not at all, only the books and papers around the 

domes of the old Hall and old Senate Chamber. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then I have nothing to say against it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I do not know that there is objec- 
tion to the bill, but it is a bad precedent to introduce a bill and pass 
it by unanimous consent at once, I think the bill ought to pass, but 
it can pass at a very early day by letting it take the regular course 
and go through the proper committee. I hope the Senator from 
Massachusetts will not ask that it be passed this morning, but will 
let it go to a committee and they can report it to-morrow if they 
think proper. ; 

Mr. MORRILL. Let it be referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. DAWES. I have not the slightest objection to a reference if 
any Senator thinks there is objection to the immediate passage of 
the bill, either as a precedent or because of any provision in the bill. 
I thought the bill would so commend itself to the Senate that there 
would be no objection to its passage this morning. I move its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. And let it be printed, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. The rules provide for the 
printing, without a special motion, of all bills introduced and referred 
to committees. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SARGENT asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 2) releasing C. C. Webb, Ira P. Rankin, 
and the other sureties on the official bond of Frank Soulé, late col- 
lector of internal revenue for the first district of California; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No.3) relating to the equitable and legal rights of 
parties in possession of certain lands and improvements thereon in 
California, and to provide jurisdiction to determine those rights; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, 

Mr. INGALLS asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 4) granting arrears of pension ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BECK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 5) for the removal of all disabilities imposed 
by the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 6) to repeal the act of July 2, 1862, and such see- 
tion of the Revised Statutes of the United States as perpetuates the 
oath therein prescribed; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 7) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to ascertain the amounts due to citizens of the United States for sup- 
plies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of Minnesota subse- 
quent to August, 1260, and prior to the massacre of August, 1862, and 
providing for the payment thereof ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAILEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 8) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, the sur- 
viving partner of James Cowan, deceased, heretofore trading and do- 
ing business under the firm-name and style of Cowan & Dickinson, 
of Knoxville, East Tennessee ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 9) for the relief of Duncan Marr, of Montgomery 
County, Tennessee ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 10) for the relief of James Glover, of Pitts- 
burgh, Pennsylvania; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PADDOCK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 11) to establish a branch mint of the United 
States at Omaha, in the State of Nebraska; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It will be recollected by the Senate that at the last 
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session of Congress a bill was passed by this body establishing the 
ferritery of Huron. That bill in many of its sections had reference 
to oth er prov isions of law, and those provisions were enacted with- 
out incorporating the language of the various sections referred to in 
t bill. A gentleman, very competent, has placed in my hands a 
Lill for the purpose of creating that Territory, and has embodied in 
he bill itself the various provisions of law which the other bill re- 
ferred to, making it therefore, in my judgment, more desirable as 
containing in the organic act of the Territory the very provisions 
which are to be in foree, without being obliged to refer to other acts 
to learn precisely what are the powers and duties of the Territory. I 
ask leave to introduce the bill and have it referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

Bv unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 12) to establish the Territory of Huron, and to provide a tem- 
porary government therefor; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 13) for the relief of Amy King; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOWE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 14) to authorize the construction of a pontoon- 
bridge across the Mississippi river from some feasible point in Buffalo 
County, in the State of Wisconsin, to some feasible point in Winona 
County, in the State of Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. THURMAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 15) to alter and amend the act entitled “ An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri river to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Govern- 
ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” 
approved July 1, 1962, and also to alter and amend the act of Con- 
gress approved July 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act ; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. THURMAN. This is the same bill which was reported from 
the Judiciary Committee in July, 1576. 1 move its reference to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXPENDITURES OF WAR AND NAVY DEPARTMENTS. 


Mr. SARGENT. I ask leave to present the following resolution, to 
be considered at the present time: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if not incompati- 
ble with the public interest, to transmit to the Senate a statement of the appropri- 
ations and expenditures by the Navy Department from the 4th of March, 1789, to 
June 30, 1876 

Che document referred to has been prepared and is ready to be 
submitted to Congress. A similar one was submitted at the last ses- 
sion relating tothe State Department. lask that the resolution may 
be considered at this time, 

lity unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I notice that the resolution calls 
for information relative to the Navy Department alone. Probably 
before many days we shall have to consider the subject of an appro- 
priation forthe War Department; and I ask the Senator from Cali- 
fornia whether the same information in regard to the War Depart- 
ment has been prepared and is ready to be submitted to Congress ? 

Mr. SARGENT. I am not informed that it is yet prepared. As 
soon as it is prepared, a similar resolution will be introduced in refer- 
ence to the War Department, and we can then get the information. 
I am advised that this information in reference to the Navy Depart- 
ment is in readiness. As soon as I, or any other Senator, shall be in- 
formed that itis ready in reference to the War or any other Depart- 
ment, it can be called for, and will then be submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If the Senator has no objection I 
should like to add “the War Department” to the resolution. If the 
information is not ready it probably will be ready soon, and it will 
come a little earlier perhaps by asking for it now. It would not in 
any way embarrass the resolution, as the Senator sees. 

Mr. SARGENT. I suppose not. I think there is no objection to 
that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the resolution 
will be so modified as to include a like call from the War Department. 
As thus modified will the Senate agree to the resolution ? 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
Mr. WALLACE. I offer the following order : 


Ordered, That the papers of James Glover be taken from the files of the Senate 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Has the claim been reported against at any time ? 
Mr. WALLACE. I think not. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. If there has been an adverse report, under the 


rules the papers cannot be taken from the files unless additional evi- 
dence is submitted. 


Mr. WALLACE. Iunderstand there has been no report adverse to 
the claim. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The order will then be made, if there be 
no objection. 


On motion of Mr. WALLACE, it was 

Ordered, That James Millinger have leave 
of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. BECK, it was 
Ordered, That the petition an papers of T. T. Garrard and ethers be taken fr, 
the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. —_— 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Thomas M. Redd, of Paducah, Kent 
be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on (lq 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Warren Mitchell, of Louisville. k.. 
tncky, be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee - 
Claims. = 

Mr. BAILEY. I offer the following order : 

Ordered, That the petition and accompanying papers of Rev. Patrick A. Foe)ay 
Catholic bishop of Nashville, for the use and benefit of the Catholic church of S - 
Peter and Saint Paul, at Chattanooga, Tennessee, be taken from the files of t a. 
Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. = 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has there been any adverse report in that case? 

Mr. BAILEY. Ido not know. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest that I think hitherto we have had a 
practice, perhaps no specific rule, but a very good practice, that 
orders such as this are granted provisionally, so that when the Clerk 
looks up the papers, if he finds there has been an adverse report 
then the reference does not go. 

Mr. HAMLIN. There is a rule on the subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that there is 4 
rule covering the case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, with that understanding, of course we 
need not call attention to every case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order is made. 

On motion of Mr. WADLEIGH, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and accompanying papers of Peaslee and MeClary be 
taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. ~ 


On motion of Mr. MCMILLAN, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Alstorpheus Werninger be taken from 
the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, it was 

Ordered, That. the petition and papers of Ben. Holladay be taken from the files 
of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of W. L. Adams be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask the Senator from Oregon 
whether he has conformed to the regular rule as to whether adverse 
reports have been made on those cases or not? 


Mr. MITCHELL. There have been favorable reports in both 
cases. 


to withdraw his papers from the files 


RECESS. 
Mr. EDMUNDS, (at tweive o’clock and ‘thirty-five minutes p. m.) 
I move that the Senate take a recess until a quarter past one o'clock. 
The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess (at 
one o’clock and fifteen minutes p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 
PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, the joint committee appointed to 
wait on the President of the United States and inform him that the 
two Houses of Congress were organized and ready to proceed to 
business, and prepared to receive any message he might be pleased 
to communicate to them, have performed the duty imposed on them, 
and the President replied that he would immediately communicate 
to the two Houses, in writing. 

At one o’clock and twenty-nine minutes p. m. the President’s 
Secretary, Mr. W. K. RoDGERS, appeared below the bar and said: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the President of the United States 
to deliver to the Senate a message in writing. 

The message was received from the Secretary and handed to the 
Vice-President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
ee - the President of the United States, which the Secretary 
will read : 


The Secretary of the Senate, Mr. Gzorce C. Gornam, read the 
message, as follows: 


Fellow-citizens of the Senate and House of Representatives : 


The adjournment of the last Congress without making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the present fiscal year has ren- 
dered necessary a suspension of payments to the officers and men of 
the sums due them for services rendered after the 30th day of June last. 
The Army exists by virtue of statutes which prescribe its numbers, 
regulate its organization and employment, and which fix the pay of 
its officers and men and declare their right to receive the same at 
stated periods. These statutes, however, do not authorize the pay- 
ment of the troops in the absence of specific appropriations therefor. 
TheConstitution has wisely provided that “no moneys shall be drawn 
from the Treasury but in consequence of appropriations made by 
law ;” and it has also been declared by statute that “no department 
of the Government shall expend in any one fiscal year any sum in 
excess of appropriations made by Congress for that fiscal year.” We 
have, therefore, an Army in service, authorized by law and entitled 
to be paid, but no funds available for that purpose. It may also be 
said, as an additional incentive to prompt action by Congress, that, 
since the commencement of the fiscal year, the Army, though with- 
out pay, has been constantly and actively employed in arduous and 
dangerous service, in the performance of which both officers and 
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men have discharged their duty with fidelity and courage and with- 
out complaint. These cireamstances, in ny judgment, constitute an 
extraordinary occasion, requiring that Congress be convened in 
advance of the time prescribed by law for your meeting in regular 
session. The importance of speedy action upon this subject on the 
part of Congress is so manifest that 1 venture to suggest the propri- 
ty of making the necessary appropriations for the support of the 
Army for thecurrent year at its present maximum numerical strength 
of 25,000 men, leaving for future consideration all questions relat- 
ing to an inerease or decrease of the number of enlisted men. In 
the event of the reduction of the Army by subsequent legislation 
during the fiseal year the excess of the appropriation could not be 
expended and in the event of its enlargement the additional sum 
required for the payment of the extra force could be provided in due 
time. It would: be unjust to the troops now in service, and whose 
pay is already largely in arrears, if payment to them should be fur- 
ther postponed until after Congress shall have considered all the 
questions likely to arise in the effort to fix the proper limit to the 
strength of the Army. 

Estimates of appropriations for the support of the military estab- 
lishments for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1578, were transmitted 
to Congress by the former Secretary of the Treasury at the opening 
of its session in December last. These estimates, modified by the 
present Secretary so as to conform to present requirements, are now 
renewed—amounting to $32,436,764.98—and, having been transmitted 
to both Houses of Congress, are submitted for your consideration. 

There are also required by the Navy Department $2,003,861.27. This 
sum is made up of $1,446,688.16 due to officers and enlisted men for 
the last quarter of the last fiscal year, $311,953.50 due for advances 
made by the fiscal agent of the Government in London for the sup- 
port of the foreign service, $50,000 due to the naval-hospital fund, 
4 $150,000 due for arrearages of pay to officers, and $45,219.53 for the 
support of the Marine Corps. 

There will also be needed an appropriation of $262,535.22 to defray 
the unsettled expenses of the United States courts for the fiscal year 
ending June 30 last, now due to attorneys, clerks, commissioners, and 
marshals, and for rent of court-rooms, the support of prisoners, and 
other deticiencies. 

A part of the building of the Interior Department was destroyed 
by fire on the 24th of last month. Some immediate repairs and tem- 
porary structures have in consequence become necessary, estimates 
for which will be transmitted to Congress immediately, and an appro- 
priation of the requisite funds is respectfully recommended. 

The Secretary of the Treasury will communicate to Congress, in 
connection with the estimates for the appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the current fiscal year, estimates for such other defi- 
ciencies in the different branches of the public service as require 
S immediate action and cannot, without inconvenience, be postponed 
i until the regular session. 

I take this opportunity, also, to invite your attention to the pro- 
priety of adopting at your present session the necessary legislation 
to enable the people of the United States to participate in the ad- 
vantages of the international exhibition of agriculture, industry, 
and the fine arts which is to be held at Paris in 1878 and in which 
this Government has been invited by the government of France to 
take part. 
st This invitation was communicated to this Government in May, 
1876, by the minister of France at this capital, and a copy thereof 
was submitted to the proper committees of Congress at its last ses- 
sion, but no action was taken upon the subject. 

The Department of State has received many letters from varions 
parts of the country expressing a desire to participate in the exhibi- 
tion, and numerous applications of a similar nature have also been 
made at the United States legation at Paris. 

The Department of State has also received official advice of the 
strong desire on the part of the French government that the United 
States should se in this enterprise, and space has hitherto 
been, and still is, reserved in the exhibition buildings for the use of 
exhibitors from the United States, to the exclusion of other parties 
who have been applicants therefor. 

In order that our industries may be properly represented at the 
exhibition, an appropriation will be needed for the payment of sal- 
aries and expenses of commissioners, for the transportation of goods, 
and for other one in connection with the object in view; and as 
May next is the time fixed for the opening of the exhibition, if our 
citizens are to share the advantages of this international competition 
for the trade of other nations, the necessity of immediate action is 
apparent. 

_To enable the United States to co-operate in the international ex- 
hibition which was held at Vienna in 1873, Congress then passed a 
joint resolution making an appropriation of $200,000 and authorizing 
the President to appoint a certain number of practical artisans and 
scientific men who should attend the exhibition and report their pro- 
ceedings and observations to him. Provision was also made for the 
appointment of a number of honorary commissioners. 

I have felt that prompt action by Congress in accepting the invita- 
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the Governments of the two countries that the subject might prop- 
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The government of Sweden and Norway has addressed an official 


invitation to this Government to take part in the international prison 
congress to be held at Stockholm next year. The problem which the 
congress proposes to study—how to diminish crime—is one in which 
all civilized nations have an interest in common; and the congress of 
Stockholm seems likely to prove the most important convention ever 
held for the study of this grave question. Under authority of a joint 
resolution of Congress, approved February 16, 1275, a commissioner 
was appointed by my predecessor to represent the United States upon 
that occasion, and the prison congress bavivug been, at the earnest 
desire of the Swedish Government, postponed to 1878, his commission 
was renewed by me. An appropriation of $8,000 was made in the 
sundry civil-service act of 1275 to meet the expenses of the commis- 
sioner. I recommend the re-appropriation of that sum for the same 
purpose, the former appropriation having been covered into the 
Treasury and being no longer available for the purpose without 
further action by Congress. ‘The subject is brought to your attention 
at this time in view of circumstances which render it highly desira- 
ble that the commissioner should proceed to the discharge of his 
important duties immediately. 


As the several acts of Congress providing for detailed reports from 


the different Departments of the Government require their submis- 
sion at the beginning of the regular annual session, I defer until that 
time any further reference to subjects of public interest. 


kh. B. HAYES. 
WASHINGTON, October 15, 1877. 


Mr. WINDOM. I move that the message be printed and referred 


to the Committee on Appropriations. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Are there not some executive communications ? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There are no further communications on 


the table of the Chair. The question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Vermont. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at one o’clock and thirty-nine 


minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, October 16, 1877. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer as follows, by the 


Chaplain, Rev. Joun Potsan, D. D., Methodist Church South, Balti- 
more, Maryland : 


We look to Thee, our heavenly Father, the giver of every good and 


perfect gift, for Thy special blessing upon this Congress. We thank 
Thee for all the tokens of Thy heavenly care, for Thy providence and 
grace, for all the dispensations of Thy loveand bounty, and for Thine 
inestimable love in the gift of Thy dear Son, Jesus Christ. 


We bless Thee that we can come to Thee in prayer. We thank Thee 


for unrestricted access to the throne of heavenly merey. Blessed be 
Thy name for the very favorable auspices under which the Congress 
of our nation has just assembled. 


Bless us with continued peace. Let quietness and assurance, peace 
} } 


and prosperity, be the heritage of our whole country. We pray Thee 


plenteously to endow the members of this Congress with Thy heavenly 


grace, with wisdom and righteousness and sanctification and redemp- 


tion, 

Bless, we beseech Thee, Thy servant, the President of the United 
States; give him heavenly wisdom. Favor Thy cause and people 
throughout the land. Destroy the causes of war in their fountain, 
the human heart ; and bring the desolations of our land to a speedy 
and perpetual end. Help us to put our whole trust and confidence in 
God. Help us to exercise implicit faith in the immutable promise, 
“*T will never leave thee ; I will never forsake thee.” 

As a nation may we be firm and united. May peace and happiness, 
may truth and justice, may religion and piety be established through- 
out this land. And finally, through infinite riches of grace in Christ 
Jesus, our Lord, save us forever. Amen. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, 
informed the House that a quorum of the Senate had assembled and 
that the Senate was ready to proceed to business. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HALE, I now call up the question of privilege upon which I 
had the floor yesterday—the case of the Representative from Col- 
orado, 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I make the point of order that those who 
were first called upon to stand aside should have their cases first 
passed upon by the House. In support of that point I refer to a 
decision made by the Speaker in the first session of the last Con 
gress, which will be found on page 533 of “ Questions of order de- 
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cided in the organization of the House of Representatives,” as com- 
piled by our journal clerk. I send it to the Clerk’s desk to be read, 
and I think that decision will dispose of the point of order and give 
priority to those first on the roll. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


When the State of Louisiana was called 

Mr. Woop, of New York, said: I ask that Mr. Morey, claiming the seat from the 
fifth district of Louisiana, stand asirle 

When the State of Vir alled 

Mr. GARFIELD said; I Mr. Joun Gow 
district, stand asicde 


wast 


sat 


sk t pg, jr., from the Second Virginia 
At the close of swearir 


Mr nus, of Virg 
ct from t 


tothe laws of 


of me 
said: I move 


Virginia 


z in mbers. 


inia that Hon. Joun Gooner jr., member- 
who holds the regular certificate, accord- 

vealth, by which we all have taken our seats, be 
has the prima J and I beli it is the 
ases to permit the party holding the prima 
» qualify, and then let the contest 
sittee of Elections, .1 will ask for the reading of the 


ele | ctot 


the Con 
now 
of the 
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He 
House in such « 
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tllowed to ¢ lify 


C CARE ve 


iniversal cu 


facee evidet 
‘one, ¢ before the 
certificate o ction Goovr 
M oe | the point of order that the question must first be 
taken upon the member who was first called upon to stand aside. 
t first be decided 


The Sreaker. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. Hanruis, of Virginia. Very well, then 
moment 


Mr. HALE, I have been made familiar with that decision by the 
very convenient compilation of the journal clerk, which I have just 
read upon that point. But I make this point, and it seems to me it 
ought to be a good one, that upon the very principles of the decision 
as just read by the Clerk the Colorado case should have precedence. 
Phe Speaker will bear in mind that in the case now before the House 
the rights of priority of members who were set aside upon the objec- 
tion of asingle member are antagonized by another case different 
from anything in the case just read. They are antagonized here by 
the Colorado case, which was before the House previous to the case 
of any of these other gentlemen. 

Now, of course, the fundamental thing upon which members are 
sworn in, whetherin a body together in front of the Chair or singly, is 
the certificate which they present—that is, the credential—that enti- 
tles them prima facie to a seat and to be sworn in. The mere fact that 
their names are placed upon a roll is only an incident succeeding to 
the presentation of a certificate, In this case the member from Col- 
orado, the gentleman whose credentials 1 have in my hand, presents 
his certificate. The Clerk ruleshim out. He is, then, like these other 
gentlemen who have been ruled out on the objection of a single mem- 
ber, outside of those who have been sworn in; but, although outside, 
he is before the House in a position preceding any of them; and while 
I can see, upon the decision which has been read, that, as antagonizing 
any other business, those gentlemen who have stood aside on the ob- 
jection of a single member should have their cases submitted at once 
and passed upon, (and this, I claim, is the whole scope of the ruling 
just read,) yet in this case it does seem to me that the member from 
Colorado has the right to have his case first heard and first passed 
upon, because he possesses what entitles any one to go before the 
Speaker and be sworn in: the uncontested certificate from his own 
State. I claim that, as a matter of precedent, the record just read 
does not controvert my position. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, the proposition that 
before taking up the case of any gentleman whose name was not 
upon the roll at all the House shall consider the qualification of 
members upon the roll who were asked to step aside is reasonable 
and right and in accord with the practice. Any other ruling would 
work great hardship. These gentlemen were placed upon the roll by 
the Clerk under the law, and upon the objection of an individual 
member, which in its nature is arbitrary and might be factious, they 
were prevented from being sworn in. The Chair stated yesterday 
that such a single objection did not deprive those gentlemen of any 
right which they possessed; and if the occasion had presented itself 
these gentlemen, in the opinion of the Chair, would have had the 
right to vote, as they did in fact vote upon the election of Speaker, 
in the same manner as though they had been sworn in. For these 
reasons the Chair sustains the point of order of the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. CONGER. I would like to submit one proposition to the Chair. 
rhe question arising in this case of Colorado refers to the correction 
or the making up of the roll, which precedes the swearing in of any 
member or the opportunity of any member to be sworn in. Now, it 
is claimed by some that the roll was not fully made up or was not 
made up as it should have been, and that therefore, before any mem- 
ber was sworn in, the roll should have been corrected. Others 
thought, however, that it was best to wait until the House was organ- 
ized; but as soon as it is organized the first question, it seems to me, 
should be whether the original roll was made up properly. I ask the 
Chair to consider this point. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say, in answer to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan, [Mr. CONGER,] that he does not think the 
language employed by the gentleman states this case correctly. 
does not think that a correction of the roll should, in fact, precede 
the action upon the roll as made up under the law. 

Mr. CONGER. But, Mr. Speaker, suppose the roll had contained 
the names of but ten members; suppose it had presented a clear, 
open failure to comply with the law, (as is thought by some to be the 
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case here,) would there not have been power at any time, either }y nee 
the House was organized or immediately afterward, to correct ¢) at 
| roll and to correct the judgment of the Clerk? ss 
The SPEAKER. The Chair presumes the gentleman from Mie} 
gan does not desire the Chair to express any opinion UPON a Case 
which has not occurred and which the Chair thinks is not likely , 
to occur, ’ 
Mr. CONGER. Our only proposition is that this name had a ri cht 
to be placed upon the roll, and that, if the Clerk failed to place jt 
there, this Honse has a right to decide the question. 
TheSPEAKER. The Chair will remind the gentleman that accord. 
ing to uniform practice, immediately upon the election of a Speaker 
the first business is that those who are upon the rollshould be qualified. 
That business was interrupted in the manner which has been stated. 
| And now, at the first opportunity, it is the reasonable right of those 


ver 


| gentlemen who stood aside upon a single objection, that they should 
have their rights determined. ? 

Mr. REAGAN. In reply to what has been said by the gentleman 
from Michigan about the correction of the roll, I wish to say that 
this is not a mere question of the correction of the roll, because one 
of the principal matters to come up will be the determination as to 
who is prima facie entitled to the seat. I do not wish it to be under. 
stood that a prima facie case has yet been made out for any one. 


REPRESENTATIVE FROM FIRST DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. HALE, 

order ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HALE. And the Colorado case will be recognized as a matter 
of privilege immediately after these other cases are disposed of ? 

The SPEAKER. It will. The case first in order is that of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Rainey.] 

Mr. COX, of New York. I propose to have read to the House the 
certification from the late secretary of state of South Carolina, and 
also a statement of Governor Wade Hampton as to the first con- 
gressional district of South Carolina, and then I propose to offer a 
resolution based upon that statement. When these papers shal! have 
been read I propose to show to the House the precedents for the ac- 
tion which I propose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ask that the resolution shall 
be read? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Yes, sir; and I will then call the previous 
question unless some gentleman on the other side proposes to move 
to amend it or to debate it. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the question of the prima facie as well as the final right of J. § 
Richardson and Joseph H. Rainey, contestants respectively claiming a seat in t 
House from the first district of South Carolina, be referred to the Commitiee of 
Elections, hereafter to be appointed ; and until such committee shall have reported 


in the premises and the House have decided said question, neither of said contest- 
ants shall be admitted to a seat. 


The first case in order 
The Chair has, I understand, sustained the point of 


a 


The Clerk then read the paper sent up by Mr. Cox, as follows: 
Tue State OF South CAROLINA: 
To the House of Representatives of Congress of the United States : 


Hon. Henry E. Hayne, late secretary of state, as I am informed, has fur. 
nished to Joseph H. Rainey a certificate that, according to the returns of the board 
of State canvassers then in office, he, the said Joseph H. Rainey, has been prima 
facie elected to the Forty-fifth Congress of the United States as the Representative 
of the first congressional district of the State of South Carolina. 

In the discharge of what I deem an imperative duty, and as showing the views I 
entertain of the actual and substantial merits of the claim of said Rainey and of 
the contestant, John S. Richardson, to the seat, I make the following statement of 
facts connected with the case, with a view of conducing to a proper decision of the 
case when submitted to your honorable body, which is to render final judgment 
thereon: 

First. The board of State canvassers, upon whose returns said certificate of 
election to said Rainey was based, was at the time when said returns were mate, 
under prohibition issued from the supreme court of the State, enjoined and pro- 

| hibited from making and certifying said returns as to members of the State Legis- 
lature ; aud said returns were made by them in contravention of the said order of 
the supreme court of the State. 

Secondly. That on the 14th day of November the counsel for the democratic 
party notified the said board of canvassers that he had applied to the supreme 
court of the State for a writ of prohibition and mandamus in every case of election 
coming before said board, in consequence of which notification the said board ad- 
journed to await the result of said application; and that at their next meeting on 
the following day, 15th November, the said board unanimously adopted the fol- 
lowing resolution, which was filed in the supreme court, namely: 

‘Resolved, That this board will not act upon any proposition until the question 
of its jurisdiction and duties be decided by the supreme court.” 

That notwithstanding such resolution of the board of State canvassers and the 

pending of the proceedings in prohibition in the supreme court of the State, the 
yoard of State canvassers proceeded to declare the result of the general election 
held on the 7th November, 1876, and for such illegal action the said board of Siate 
canvassers were adjudged guilty of contempt and punished by fine and imprison: 
ment. 

Thirdly. That said board of State canvassers, making the said returns upon which 
said certificate of election was certified to said Rainey, was composed of persons 
who themselves were candidates upon the same general ticket as said Rainey, and 
did thus pass upon and certify to their own election as well as that of said Rainey; 
but that each person composing said board who had so certified to his own elec- 
tion, after full investigation and proof under proceedings had in the supreme court 
of the State as to the correctness of said returns, and their rights to the offices, 
claimed thereunder, has been ousted by the judgment of the supreme court of the 
State of the several offices to which they had certified themselves elected. — 

Fourthly. That said board of State canvassers returned that John S. Richard- 
son, the contestant, received 16,661 votes at said election for said seat, and the said 
Joseph H. Rainey, according to his answer to the protest of said John S. Richard- 
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con, to me shown, has admitted that the said Richardson received said number of 
ee tbly. I find that 16,661 votes is according to the last United States census a 

a ty of all the legal votes in said congressional district, and from the evidence 
er my knowledge and submitted to me I firmly and contidently believe that 
i él legal votes is a majority of all the legal votes cast at said election for said 
seat in said congressional district. : oo 

Sixtbly. I farther find upon evidence submitted tome, and withinmy knowledge, 
that the election at which the said Rainey appears by said returns to bave been 
lected was accompanied by such wide-spread intimidation, resulting from the 
intrusion and presence in the State and in the said congressional district of United 
St ates troops, as well as with such disorder, outrages, and frauds, on the part of 
tLe political friends of said Rainey, as to satisfy me that the certificate held by 
said Joseph H. Rainey, based upon said election returns, is false as a certificate 
that he was duly elected by a majority of the legal and qrelites votes of said con- 
-reasional district. Abundantand conclusive evidence of the facts and views above 
atate 4 will be in due time presented to the Congress of the United States ; but the 
said certificate of eleetion having been issued to the said Joseph H. Ramey, I deem 
it due to truth and justice, as well as to the contestant, John 8S. Richardson, and 
the constituency voting for him, that I should certify this statement that the whole 
case may be fully stated and explained. — f , 

Witness my hand and the seal of the State at Columbia this 10th October, 1877, 
and in the one hundred and second year of American intingan tense. 

t. M. SIMS, 

Secretary of S‘ate. 


| 


CotumsBia, October 10, 1877. 

While I cannot with propriety express any official opinion upon a subject so pe- 
culiarly within the jurisdiction of the House of Representatives of the United 
States, I deem it due to truth and but justice to the contestants, Messrs. J. S. Rich- 
ardson, M. P. O'Conner, and G. D. Tilman, to say that I am personally cognizant 
of many of the facts stated by the secretary of state in the within paper, and I con- 
cur in the opinion that in the first, second, and fifth congressional districts of this 
State there were outrages, intimidation, and fraud to such an extent as to render 
the result of the election — on oon of a exceedingly doubtful 18 a 
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fair and legal expression of t poop WADE BAMPTON. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to ask the gentleman from New York if either 
one of the parties has the certificate in due form signed by the gov- 
ernor of the State? 

Mr. COX, of New York. There is no regular authenticated certifi- 
cate. I have had the papers read, and call the previous question on 
the adoption of the resolution 

Mr. HALE. I hope the gentleman will not do that until there has 
been an opportunity for further explanation. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will yield to the gentleman from Maine 
to offer a substitute. 

Mr HALE. First let me answer the question asked by the gentle- 
man from Texas, [Mr. MiLts.] Mr. Rainey does present a certificate 
in due form, which is at the Clerk’s desk, and which I ask may be 
read. I am informed that it is in the Clerk’s room. 

The SPEAKER. The paper to which the gentleman from Maine 
alludes is in charge of the Clerk of the House, and has been sent for. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say here that the question of the gentleman 
from Texas really covers this whole case of objection. What has 
been read at the Clerk’s desk may be matter of import to be passed 
upon by the Committee of Elections when the contestant presents 
his case. Whether or not there was intimidation, whether or not 
there was overvoting, whether or not a due or undue proportion of 
votes were thrown in this district, are not questions which this 
House can consider or ever has considered as settling the prima facie 
case. It will be seen, when the certificate of Mr. Rainey is read, that 
it is a certificate which I presume nobody will question in regard to 
form, and that it is as good, prima facie, as my certificate, or as yours, 
or as that of the gentleman from New York, and it was so consid- 
ered by the Clerk, who placed him upon the roll; and Mr. Rainey 
stands here as half a dozen or more gentlemen on either side of this 
House stand, with a certificate, which the Clerk has passed upon, ob- 
jected to by one member, and it is now sought to smother his case 
temporarily by sending it to the Committee of Elections. It is a bad 
precedent, Mr. Speaker. It is a dangerous thing toembark on. I 
consider no certificate is worth anything if on such objections as have 
been read here I can be set aside and sent to the Committee of Elec- 
tions, which, with a full docket, may be weeks and weeks in report- 
ing, while I should have the same right to vote, act, and speak here 
as every other member. 

The action of the supreme court has been referred to in the memo- 
rial which has been read. I bold in my hand a certificate from that 
court reciting the vote, reciting the condition of things upon which 
the certificate has been made up, and reciting the facts upon which 
undoubtedly the Clerk, if he examined this case, placed Mr. Rainey 
upon the roll. I protest, and would equally protest if the case were 
on the other side of the House and any member there was sought to 
be kept out upon no better reason than this, agaivst preventing a 
member from being sworn in, whatever may be the underlying 
grounds for a contest. I ask the Clerk to read the certificate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


State OF SourH CaRo.tya, 
Office Secretary of State. 

I. H. E. Hayne, secretary of state, do hereby certify that at the general election, 
held pursuant to the constitution and statutes of this State on the -eventh day of 
November, A. D. 1876, the following-named persons were duly chosen, as appears 
by the certificate and determination of the board of State canvassers on file in this 


office, as members of the Forty-fifth Congress of the United States from the State 
of South Carolina: 


First district—Joseph EH. Rainey. 


Fourth district—John H. Evans. 
Fifth district — Robert Smalls. 


Given under my hand and the seal of the State, at Columbia, this 4th day of De- 
cember, A. D. 1576, and in the one hundred and first year of the Independence of 
the United States of America. 

(SRAL.) H. E. HAYNE, 

Secretary of State. 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. Speaker, following that I read the law, and 
the only law, the undisputed law of the State of South Carolina. 

The SPEAKER. There is still another paper accompanying that 
which has just been read. 

Mr. HALE. I prefer at this point to read the law as affecting the 
certificate itself. I read from title 2, chapter 8, section 32, referring 
to the secretary of state: 

He shall prepare a general certificate, under the seal of the State, and attested 
by him as secretary thereof, addressed to the House of Representatives of the 
United States in that Congress for which any person shall have been chosen, of 
the due election of the person so chosen at such election as Representative of this 
State in Congress, and shall transmit the same to the said House of Representa- 
tives at their first meeting. 

Under that statute, Mr. Speaker, every member who has been 
sworn in upon this floor from the State of South Carolina has pre- 
sented himself with just such a certificate as Mr. Rainey presents 
now. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, who holds the floor ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox.] 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then I yield to the gentleman from Texas, 
(Mr. MILLs. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to say, from the reading of that certificate it 
occurs to me that the gentleman from South Carolina has a right 
upon this floor equal to the right of any other gentleman upon it. 


The Clerk of this House is empowered by law to decide. He has a 


judicial power to decide what name shall be placed upon the roll, 


and whether the certificate was in compliance with law. After he 
has made that decision and reported it to this House it is in the 
power of the House to revise it. But every presumption is in favor 
of the correctness of that decision. And if the gentleman from 
South Carolina can be ousted in this summary manner without a 
hearing there is no other gentleman on this side of the House or on 
the other side of the House who cannot be as summarily disposed of. 

It was sought at the opening of last Congress to perpetrate the same 
kind of injustice. It was attempted on this side of the House when 
we had a majority of about 70 or 80, and the House refused to com- 
mit the mistake and recognized the certificate of the governor of 
Louisiana as ample authority to seat the member from that State. 
Sir, the whole order of society, public liberty, peace and security 
among us, the right of property, public and personal security, and 
everything depend upon the rigid adherence tolaw. Here is the law. 
Why should we violate it? Simply because the majority on this side 
of the House have it in their power to oust a member of the minority? 
It may be the case that what is to-day the minority may be in the 
majority, and they may as arbitrarily and illegally assume to them- 
selves the right to put out a prima facie holder of the title to a seat 
until his case has been examined by the Committee of Elections. 
Sir, this is a judicial body, and upon all questions pertaining to the 
right of a member to a seat here we sit as a court and not as parti- 
sans. We have to pass upon the law and the facts as judges and not 
as partisans. The line of precedents is unbroken, unless it may have 
been broken during the storm of passion, that the man holding the 
certificate of the governor of his State is entitled to a seat on the 
floor until it is decided that he was not duly elected. 

Mr. COX, of New York, resumed the floor. 

Mr. HALE. Will the gentleman from New York allow me to offer 
a substitute for his resolution? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HALE. I offer the following asa substitute for the resolution 
of the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. Cox:} 


Resolved, That Joseph H. Rainey be now sworn in as Representative in Congresa 
from the first district of South Carolina. 


Mr. COX, of New York. 


It is not my intention, Mr. Speaker, to 
stir up any especial bad blood in this bad South Carolina business, 
nor will I take any precedents from this side of the House as good 


examples to be accepted at this or any other time. We have prece- 
dents upon this point made by the other side of the House in favor 
of sending to the Committee of Elections these cases to determine 
the prima facie right to seat, as well as the merits of the case. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] rosé and gave the House 
the idea that the governor of South Carolina had certified to Mr. 
Rainey’s right to the seat. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, no! I had the statutes before me at the time. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then the gentleman ought to have cor- 
rected himself from the statute. No governor of South Carolina ever 
certified that Mr. Rainey was entitled toaseat. The certification of 
Mr. Richardson is of equal validity with that of Mr. Rainey, except- 
ing this, that Mr. Richardson’s certificate is the last one and was 
issued after a re-examination, and he has as much right to a seat upon 
this floor as any gentleman here, as he has the latest certificate from 
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the secretary of the State. But in addition to that he has a statement, 
nut official, but a certification from Governor Hampton on that 
point, and I know that my friend from Maine will not go back on 


Second distriet—Richard H. Cain. 
Third district—D. W yatt Aiken. 
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Governor Hampton and Governor Hayes and the rest of the gov- 
ernors who have had their delightful little travel in the South 
recently. [Laughter and applause. ] 

I desire to read two authorities here to show that in cases where 
there have been two certificates the House, in its good judgment, 
has determined to send them to the Committee of Elections for the 
determination of the fact of the prima facie right to the seat. There 
was a case which occurred in 1°62, when Mr. DAWES made a report 
from the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. HOUSE. I desire to ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cox] a question. Are both the certificates from the same source ? 

Mr. COX of New York. They are both from the secretary of the 
State, but Governor Hampton has indorsed the last certification. 

Mr. MILLS. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] sup- 
pose that the governor had a revisory power on the question of who 
was entitled to the seat ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I want to send this business to the Com- 
mittee of Elections, to ascertain who was properly elected under the 
revision made by the noble Administration of our good friends on 
the other side of the House. The point I make is that where there 
are two certificates fairly drawn and the last one issued upon a re- 
examination and indorsed by Governor Hampton, it is a fair case to 
be sent to theCommittee of Elections, to decide upon the prima facie 
right to the seat. Now I wish to refer to the precedents laid down 
by gentlemen upon the other side of the House. One was in the case 
of a territorial Delegate, Mr. Morton, who had received a certificate 
of election, and Mr. Dailey occupied the position of contestant sub- 
sequent to the issue of the first certificate to Mr. Morton. The gov- 
ernor of the Territory gave Mr. Dailey a certificate of election on the 
ground of alleged frauds in the vote for Morton. The question came 
before the House as to which gentleman was entitled to the prima 
Jacie right to hold the seat during the contest, and the House decided 
in favor of Mr. Dailey, who held the seat during the pendency of the 
contest. I quote from the report of Mr. Dawes, made the 14th of 
April, 1862: 

That, in conformity with the instructions of the House, embodied in a resolution 
adopted at the last session, in the following words: 

* Resolved, That the papers in the case of the contested seat for the Delegate from 
the Territory of ebeeein be referred to the Committee of Elections, and that 
they be authorized to investigate and report on the same without regard to notice, 


and that all other cases of contests for seats in this House be also referred to that 
committee for investigation and report” — 

they have examined and considered all the evidence referred to the committee 
and contained in Miscellaneous Document No. 4, of the last session, which was 
taken by either party on notice to the other. The election out of which this con- 
test has arisen was held on the 9th day of October, 1760, and the official canvass by 
the territorial board of canvassers showed the following result: 


For Mr. Morton 
For Mr. Dailey 


Majority for Morton 


Another case occurred in 1869, between Mr. Hoge and Mr. Reed, 
from South Carolina. I refer to the same: 


Mr. Cessna submitted the following report from the Committee of Elections : 

The third congressional district of South Carolina is composed of the counties of 
Orangeburgh, Richland, Edgeville, Lexington, Newberry, Abbeville, and Anderson. 
The election for members of Congress was held on the 3d day of November, 
Inde. The cancidates for Congress were 8S. L. Hoge and J. P. Reed, and both pre- 
sented their claims to the House and are the claimants fron the said third dis- 
trict of the said State, mentioned in the following resolution, referring tie whole 
subject to this committee, namely : 

* Resolved, That the case of the claimants to seats in the House of Representa- 
tives of the United States from the third and fourth congressional districts of the 
State of South Carolina, with the papers relating to the same, be referred to the 
Committee of Ele tions, when appointed, with instructions to report, as soon as 
practicable which of the claimants, if either, are entitled to seats.” 

The committee first turned its attention to an allegation filed by S. L. Hoge, one 
of the claimants, that J. P. Reed the other claimant, was ineligible, not being 
able to take t' e oath prescribed by the act o° July 2, 1862 

rhe committee found this allegation to be true, and so reported to the Honse. 
This disposed of Mr. Reed's claim under the resolution of the House of March 
2z, 1s69 

The resolution of reference being silent on the subject, the committee determined 
to inquire who had a prima facie right to the seat, leaving the merits open to such 
person as might desire to contest 

They found among the papers referred two certificates purporting to be certifi- 
cates of election to Congress from the third district of South Carolina, which will 
be found in appendix A” and * B.” 

One of these certificates was signed by three persons, styling themselves can- 
vassers for said State, and certifies that J. P. Reed was duly elected by a majority 
of votes in said third district. 

The other certificate was signed by four persons, styling themselves canvassers 
for the State, (three of the persons signing this being the same who signed the 


first-named certificate,) and certifies that 8. L. Hoge was duly elected by a majority 
of the legal votes in said third district. 
. - . . . . . 


We think also that this decision can be sustained upon principle. The question 
is entirely within the control of the State canvaasers or the governor of the State 
(as the case may be, under the law) until the roll of the House is made up by the 
Clerk. There is no vested right ander a certificate that would prevent the can- 
vassers from rectifying any error or mistake that may have occurred in their 
deliberations or action until the holder of the same has been awarded his seat by 
the Clerk of the Hoase, &c. 

I now move the previous question on the resolution and substitute. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I hope my friend will not call the pre- 
vious question at this time. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will yield to the distinguished gentle- 
man, formerly chairman of the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I admit the full force of all the gentle- 
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man from Maine (Mr. HALE] says in regard to the efficacy of 
titicate of election. But these South Carolina cases stand ly them 
selves. The first day or two after the commencement of ‘the l = 
session of Congress this same question arose in the case of Mr eee 
of South Carolina, who presented his certificate and asked to . 
sworn in. A resolution was offered to refer that case to the ¢ ‘omn : 
tee of Elections. The case arose out of the same election, held m~ 
the same day and certitied by the same officer as in the case aie 
before the House. And after argument the House held that it . 
proper for that case to go to the Committee of Elections. And why? 
Because it was historically known to this House that that returning 
board in South Carolina had acted in defiance of law, had acted jn 
detiance of the mandate of the court; that after the court had issued 
its mandamus directing them not to act they had acted in secret and 
had issued these certificates. The court held afterward that su h 
action was in contempt of the court and was void, and the members 
of the board were putin jail. Of that judicial act this House is bound 
to take official notice. In view of that fact the case of Buttz was 
referred to the Committee of Elections, and my friend from Texas 
{Mr. MILLs,] who certainly must have forgotten the fact, is found 
voting upon the yeas and nays to so refer that case. 

I now ask that these cases may take the same direction. It ig not 
improper for me to say that the committee gave that case a very 
thorough and a speedy examination, and in less than a month reported 
that Mr. Buttz was entitled to his seat, not by virtue of his fraudn- 
lent papers, but by virtue of the popular vote which he had received ; 
and he was sworn in and took his seat. Let these cases follow the 
line of their illustrious predecessor. They are certified by the same 
otticer and the election occurred on the same day. This House should 
not be asked to reverse the precedent which it set at the last session. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I now yield to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. Mitts} for five minutes, after which I will call the previous 
question, 

Mr. HALE. I hope the gentlemen will nos insist upon closing de- 
bate so soon. 


& Cer- 


NOTIFICATION OF THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. GOODE. The committee appointed to wait upon the President 
and inform him that the House is organized and is ready to receive 
any communication he may desire to make have discharged that duty 
and report that the President states that he will send a message in 
writing forthwith to the House, 


REPRESENTATIVE FROM SOUTH CAROLINA, FIRST DISTRICT. 


Mr. MILLS. I do not know how the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. 
HARRIS] voted upon the case which he has mentioned, nor do I ree- 
ollect how I voted. It is a matter of no consequence to any member 
of this House how either of us voted. I do not even recollect the 
facts of the case. But it is a matter of infinite importance that this 
House shall do right; it is a matter of vast importance that mem- 
bers of this House shall adhere to the law. It is a matter of no con- 
sequence who is benefited by such adherence to the law. 

Now, I hold as a proposition that cannot be controverted even by 
one possessing the ability of the gentleman from Virginia, [ Mr. Har- 
RIS, ] that the question of the election and qualifications of a member 
of this House is one which rests exclusively here. Courts and States 
may command ministerial officers; courts may command them to dis- 
charge their duty; but at last the question of the title to a seat in 
this House is to be determined here, and nowhere else in this country. 

I have before me an authority stating clearly and unequivocally 
that where the authority has once been exercised by the governor of 
a State, or the secretary of a State, or whomsoever the authority is 
reposed in to give a certificate of the prima facie right to a seat in 
this body, that power is exhausted, and there remains no authority 
to revise that act. Its final decision must be by this body. I read 
from page 154 of McCrary’s American Law of Elections: 


Sec. 213. In the case of Sheafe vs. Tillman (2 Bartlett, 907) alike question was 
again considered, and the sound rule that a ministerial or executive oilicer can ex 
ercise no judicial functions was adhered to. In the report in that case the doctrine 
is laid down as follows, (p. 910 :) 

“ There is no law of the State of Tennessee that gives authority to the governor 
to reject the vote of any county or part of acounty, His duty is only to compare 
the retarns received by him with those returned to the office of the secretary of 
state, and upon such comparison being made to ‘deliver to the candidate receiving 
the highest number of votes in his district the certificate of his election as Repre- 
sentative to Congress.’ (Code of Tennessee, sec. 935, p. 239.) If illegal votes have 
been cast, if irregularities have existed in the elections in any of the counties or 
precincts if intimidation or violence has been used \& deter legal or peaceable cit- 
izens from exercising their rights as voters, to this House must the party deeming 
himself aggrieved look for soibens. This great power of determining the question 
of the right of a person to a seat in Congre-s is not vested in the executive of avy 
State, but belongs solely to the House of Representatives.” (Constitution United 
States, art. 1, sec. 5.) 


That, I think, settles conclusively the rule which should govern our 
action in this case. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. RAINEY rose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. Cox] that the gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. 
RAINEY, ] whose seat is in question, desires to be heard. ; 

Mr. COX, of New York. I would not deprive him of that right. 
I was going to yield to him. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, I would not have a word to say on 
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this occasion if I were not perfectly satisfied that a misapprehension 
exists in the House in regard to the status of this case. The secre- 
tary of state who issued the certificate to me, issued it under the 
authority of law. According to the present statute of our State the 
vovernor i8 not required to issue certificates to persons elected as 
members of Congress, All the five members who come here from 
that State, democrats as well as republicans, come here by the count 
of this identical board of State canvassers. They were all counted 
in by that board ; and they come here with certificates from a secre- 
tary of state whose title is undisputed—Secretary Hayne—by whom, 
before his time expired, these certificates were issued in accordance 
with law. We have presented them here as giving us a prima facie 
right. We all stand upon the same basis—upon a common platform. 
Any objection to this prima facie case affects equally the status of 
every member, because we all come here on the count of the same 
identical board. 7 . 

lam willing that my case, at a proper time and in proper form, 
shall go before the Committee of Elections. I feel satisfied to have 
it gothere. I met pore at one time at the hands of this House, 
and I feel that it will not be denied me in this Congress. But I do 
not want my case to go before the committee in this form. I do not 
want my case to be a precedent for making null and void the prima 
facie right of a member to his seat. Not that I am unwilling to trust 
‘the Committee of Elections, though I do not know who may compose 
that committee; but I prefer to enjoy my rights. Though I bea 
republican and a colored man, I know that I have rights under the 
Constitution, and I prefer to enjoy them as do other members upon 
this fioor. 

I therefore appeal to the House and ask that my case take the same 
course as the cases of other members standing in a similar position on 
this floor. Make no exception in this case. If upon a proper hear- 
ing of the case this House should decide that I am not entitled to a 
seat here, 1 shall retire. I want nothing but what is right. If I have 
been elected by fraud or intimidation, let me be excluded; though I 
know that if the records were carefully looked into I would never be 
charged with anything of that kind. 

I thank the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] for the courtesy 
he has extended to me in allowing me to make these remarks. In 
conclusion I ask that the certificate from the clerk of the supreme 
court of the State of South Carolina, as handed in by the gentleman 
from Maine, be read as part of my remarks. 

Mr.COX, of New York. I have no objection, if it does not consume 
my hour. 

Mr. RAINEY. Oh, not at all; it will take but a few minutes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Tue StaTE OF SOUTH CAROLINA: 
In the supreme court. 
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In rE R. M. LEWIS ET AL. 


v8. suggestion for prohibition and mandamus. 
H. E. Hayne BT AL. 


In the supreme court of the State of South Carolina, 


The board of State canvassers, respondents herein, hereby certify that it appears 
by the statements of the several boards of county canvassers, laid before this board, 
that the following-named persons have received the number of votes set opposite 
their respective names for the several offices herein designated, namely: 

. * . * 7 . 
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For members of Congress. 
r First district: 






















aS Joseph H. Rainey received 
5 J.S. Richardson received... 
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Second district, (unexpired term :) 
RO RR SS a ee 21, 378 
is: Ors CN: II eh cniniiuteiewbindaibeediantiseaadwoes -- 13,030 
SORRReSERE cccccccesens cosccececceces evcecs 2 
Second district, (regular term :) 
UNE Bs A Eo nkcxtesynkweavccusanvaecsctece eececcceccceececes 21, 385 
in de. aE I criuitininand caenngscocees seebeeuekuchpeesehesapesas 13, 028 
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. *. ’ . . * . 


* 
H. E. HAYNE, 
F. L. CARDOZO, 
THOS. C. DUNN, 
WILLIAM STONE, 
H. W. PURVIS, 
Board of State Canvassers. 



















Tne State or SouTH CAROLINA: 
In the supreme court. 


_ I, Albert M. Boozer, clerk of the said court, do hereby certify that the foregoing 
is a true and correct extract, taken from the return of the board of State canvass. 
ers, respondents, in the case of The State ez rel. R. M. Lewis et al. vs. H. E. Hayne 
¢ al. suggestion for prohibition and mandamus, made and filed in this court in 
pursuance of its order in the said case, now of record in my oftice. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the 
said court at Columbia, this 10th day of February, A. D. 1877. 

(SEAL. ] ALBERT M. BOOZER, 

Clerk of Supreme Court Sovth Carolina. 


Mr. RAINEY. With the statement I have made and the paper 
which has just been read, I leave the case to the House. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. BANKS. } 

Mr. BANKS. I submit that the gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. Rainey] ought to be admitted to take the oath us a member of 
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this House, because he has the certificate of his government that he 
has been elected according to law. There is noreason why the House 
should not hereafter inquire into the validity of that election. It 
may make such inquiry the very moment after Mr. Rainey has been 
admitted upon the certificate. But the very existence of our Gov- 
ernmeat depends upon our recognition of the certificates of State gov- 
ernments to the election of members of this House. We could never 
organize this House if any member was permitted upon any opinion 
of his own to impeach the certificates of the governments under which 
members of this House are elected. Until the last Congress, the prec- 
edents of which have been referred to by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, there has never been a single case where this House has set 
aside, as to the prima facie case, the certificate of a State government 
to the election of a member of Congress. In every case where the 
certificates have been disregarded as prima facie evidence of election, 
it has been where the officer or officers that made the certilicate have 
impeached their own certificate. 

Let me state briefly (for I have but a moment or two) the case of 
New Jersey, which was one of the historical cases upon this subject. 
The certificate of the governor of New Jersey was disregarded in the 
election of members from that State many years ago, but the fact 
was that the governor of New Jersey impeached his own certificate. 
He said he was obliged, as an officer, to give the certificates of elee- 
tion of certain men to this House, although he knew they were not 
elected, and only regretted he had not the power to give the certiti- 
cates to the other men, who were the contestants. That was the 
ground upon which the certificate in the case of New Jersey stood, 
and it was rightly suspended, as I think, by the House; at least 
there was color for that action. The honorable gentleman from New 
York has remarked that they stand upon this principle: that the 
same government, the same officers, have given a certificate of elec- 
tion, which would have been received as prima facie evidence, but 
they have impeached their own act, leaving this House without any 
authority or evidence upon which we can stand. If I understood 
him correctly, (and you know, Mr. Speaker, how difficult it is for us 
to understand all that takes place in this Hall,) then in both of these 
cases the officers of the government who gave the certificate of elec- 
tion afterward impeached the certificates and left us without any 
positive knowledge of the grounds upon which the case rested. 

Now, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] has stated clearly to 
the House the principle upon which this practice rests: the recogniz- 
ing the certificate of the governor as prima facie evidence. All our 
rights, all the rights of State governments, the very existence of the 
Government itself, all of them stand upon this principle; and I ven- 
ture to say that there is not a gentleman on the other side of the 
House, not a member of the last House of Representatives who voted 
to sustain a different principle, who, if he continues here, will not 
reverse his previous action, because he will find it impossible to carry 
on the Government under any other principle than the one which I 
maintain. 

Gentlemen of the Honse cannot give to this question too much con- 
sideration. If we do not recognize the action of the State govern- 
ment, then there is no government. I do not mean that we are not 
authorized to inquire into the validity and to set aside if we find 
justification for it, but in the organization of the House it is our duty 
to follow the uniform practice of the Government. If there is a prec- 
edent in contravention of that unbroken practice, as certainly there 
was in the last Congress, still the recognition of the acts of a sov- 
ereign State, to which that State is entitled when it certifies according 
to its laws, under its great seal, by the officers of the government, the 
recognition of the certificate of the governor to the fact of the election 
ought to be respected in this case, and the gentleman from South Car- 
olina, in accordance with precedent and under the practice I have 
spoken of, should be sworn in and take his seat. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I yield to my colleague, [Mr. TOWNSEND. } 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I only wish to make a statement. 
I desire to state, Mr. Speaker, when the case of Buttz was before the 
last Congress there was no question made as to the merits of that 
case. The only question raised was whether he had the prima facie 
right upon his papers; and it was only the question whether his 
paper made a prima facie case that was referred to the Committee of 
Elections. It was on that alone the committee reported. The com- 
mittee never examined whether there was not wrong done or not. 
It never had any such question referred to it. The committee exam- 
ined the papers as to whether they covered the prima facie right of 
Buttz to a seat; and that was the only question decided. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. In explanation of what has been stated 
by the gentleman from New York, I beg to add that he is substan- 
tially correct. If gentlemen will look at the report of the committee 
they will see that it was unanimously adopted, with only one or two 
exceptions. The committee reported that the certificate of the gov- 
ernor or secretary of state, Mr. Hayne, under which the claimant 
named asked to be seated, was null and void, or to that effect, and 
that the certificate from the supreme court giving a majority to Buttz 
gave him the prima facie case. It was the court’s action which gave 
the prima facie case, and not the certificate. It was on that ground 
the committee decided. Being satisfied, on examining the prima facie 
case, that he received a majority of the popular voie, the question 
never was decided with reference to its merits, and Buttz held his 
seat during the remainder of that Congress. 
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Mr. COX, of New York. I will now close the debate in a few 
words. All that has been said as to precedents can be answered by 
the remark that the precedents are all in one direction. The case of 
Buttz is in the line of the thought as just expressed. In the cases of 
Beck, Grover, and Jones, from Kentucky in 1367, where there was a 
governor's certificate, they sent the prima facie case to the commit- 
tee. It has been done again and again and the reason given. The 
reason at that time was not perhaps so creditable to the other side 
of the House as the reason we now give in this particular case of 
South Carolina. I wish to say that the supreme court of the State 
of South Carolina inhibited those particular officers from certifying 
to the election. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to inquire whether the facts in the South 
Carolina case are analogous to those in the precedents cited and 
whether there was any writ of prohibition from a court in those prec- 
edents cited against the issuing of a certificate, as in this South 
Carolina case? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I find all of the cases tend to one conclu- 
sion. My friend from Massachusetts says that the government in 
South Carolina has certified. What government? 

Mr. BANKS. The government that elected him. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Who form the present government of 
South Carolina? 

Mr. BANKS. That is another question. The present governor is 
Governor Hampton. But Hampton’s government did not elect these 
gentlemen. 

Mr. COX, of New York. There was a government there based on 
fraud and wrong. 

Mr. BANKS. The single question is if the impeachment of a cer- 
tificate by a subsequent secretary of state invalidates that which had 
been given by his predecessor. 

Mr. COX, of New York. When a certificate comes in on a fair ex- 
amination and judgment, I say, with all respect to Mr. Rainey and 
without any prejudice as to his color or previous condition—I say to 
him and to gentlemen on that side that I will take the last best judg- 
ment in that case of South Carolina. I think your Administration has 
reformed some judgments in regard to South Carolina; and in view of 
the paper received from Governor Hampton I am in favor of sending 
this case to a committee. I call the previous question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. COX, of New York. I yield to no one further. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] 
asks that the gentleman from New York yield to him some time. 

Mr. COX, of New York. If the gentleman from Massachusetts de- 
sires to address the House on this question I will not fail to give him 
an opportunity, as I have not seen him here for two years; but 1 
would like to have a chance to reply after he is through. 

Mr. BUTLER. I presume my absence has been a deprivation of 
ileasure to the gentleman from New York, [laughter,] and therefore 
| accept his courtesy. 

I desire, Mr. Speaker, to call the attention of the House to the ex- 
act question and to make a statement of it so that it can be under- 
stood. By the law of South Carolina the secretary of state gives the 
certificate. That certificate was given to Mr. Rainey, and there is 
no contest that that certificate was in due and regular form as much 
as any certificate which has been presented here. Now, then, upon 
that he comes here as all the rest of us do and produces the certificate 
to the Clerk of the House and upon examination the Clerk decides that 
that certilicate forms the regular credentials of amember of the House, 
and every one of the members from South Carolina stands upon that 
same regular credential. Upon that they were put upon the roll and 
Mr. Rainey and all the members from South Carolina were allowed 
to vote for Speaker and for Clerk. 

Mr. Rainey then presented himself to be sworn in. And now comes 
the objection that he should be deprived of the prime facie right which 
the Clerk, the adjudicating oflicer upon the subject, gave him. Upon 
what ground? If another certificate from the governor, or other 
State officer who had the right to interfere, came here, why that 
would raise such doubts of what was the voice of the State that the 
Hlouse would say, we will have that referred to the committee. But 
what is the paper upon which this contest ismade? It is a statement 
from Governor Hampton that it is not his duty to officially interfere 
in this case. I repeat it, I went to the Clerk’s desk a moment ago to 
get the statement of Governor Hampton, and I find that he says it is 
not his duty to interfere in this case officially, but for his friend, the 
contestant, he will certify to certain facts as an unofficial act. Am 
1 right or wrong as to this fact? If I am right, that is the end of 
this case. If I am wrong, it is the end of my speech. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman is wrong. I call the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. BUTLER. And the question is whether the gentleman on this 
floor, accredited according to the law of the State which he repre- 
sents, is to be sent away for an indefinite length of time, (for I have 
always known the majority or almost all of the contested-election 
cases to be decided in the last weeks of the session)—to be sent away, 
I say, for an indefinite length of time on the unoflicial action of any- 
body on earth. 

Mr. COX, of New York. There is no unofficial action in sending 
matters of this kind to the Committee of Elections. That committee 
is the organ of the House. The prima facie case is to be decided 
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there, and reported to the House. This is nothing unusual. This 

chalice, which is now offered to the lips of gentlemen, has very often 

been offered to our lips. Very often, again and again, in the Ken. 

tucky and other cases we have had this question here. Why, they 

should we change a well-considered rule to gratify gentlemen on the 

other side when they happen to be in a minority ? r 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States wag 
communicated to the House by Mr. RopGers, his Private Secretary, 

REPRESENTATIVE FROM SOUTH CAROLINA FIRST DISTRICT, _ 

Mr. POTTER. I hope the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox 
will, for a few minutes, withhold his call for the previous question, 

Mr. COX, of New York. I yield with pleasure to my colleague. 

Mr. POTTER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] 
is entirely right, as I think, in saying Mr. Rainey comes in on 
certificate regular in form. He is further right, as I think, in saying 
that no statement on the part of Governor Hampton can affect Mr. 
Rainey’s right to his seat. 

But there remains one other fact which the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has not mentioned and which seems to me to present what- 
ever difficulty there is about this case, and that fact is that the sec. 
retary of state for the State of South Carolina, after giving the first 
certificate, in which he certified that Mr. Rainey was regularly elected, 
gave a further certificate certifying that the canvass of the votes 
upon which the first certificate was based was conducted in defiance 
of a writ of prohibition issued by the court of highest authority ip 
that State; andthe question presented to us, therefore, now is, whether 
a gentleman coming here with a certificate from the proper authority 
of the State declaring that he was legally elected, when followed by 
another certificate from the same authority that the canvass by which 
he was elected was conducted in defiance of a writ of prohibition 
from the highest court of the State, is entitled prima facie to have his 
seat. 

This question is not free from difficnlty. The judgments of courts 
of competent jurisdiction must be respected. At the same time it is 
important that the House should be organized, and this might be 
prevented if we should seat no one properly qualified because it was 
alleged that his certificate of election had been improperly issued 
to him. For it should be observed that the secretary of state is not 
vested by law with any special authority to make this second certiti- 
cate. Therefore, for myself, I am bound to say that, in this case, I 
am rather disposed to think that the better way is to give Mr. Rainey 
his seat. It is not very likely that such an extraordinary state of 
things as existed in South Carolina at and after the time of this elec- 
tion will exist in this country again in this generation. It is of the 
first importance that we should have some means of organizing this 
House, and if we go into an inquiry as to writs of prohibition and 
other outside matters, however important, such an organization might 
be defeated. Mr. Rainey has the certificate from the authority in the 
State entitled by law to give such certificates, which in form is com- 
plete, so that his right has been recognized by the Clerk of the House, 
the oftficer anthorized by law to pass upon that question in the first 
instance, and who in this case has passed upon it in Mr. Rainey’s 
favor and placed his name on the roll. It seems to me that on the 
whole, considering the anomalous condition of things in South Caro- 
lina and the danger of going behind certificates from the proper 
authority, even if given against a writ of prohibition, it is better to 
swear in Mr. Rainey and let the merits of the case be referred to the 
Committee of Elections when appointed. 

Mr. BANKS. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. Porrer] 
allow me to ask him a question before he takes his seat ? 

Mr. POTTER. Certainly; with pleasure, 

Mr. BANKS. My question is whether the second credential was 
issued by the same secretary of state who issued the first certificate! 

Mr. POTTER. The certificate was issued by the same official, the 
secretary of the same State, but not by the same person. 

Mr. BANKS. He was not secretary of state under the same gov- 
ernment that issued the first certificate. As I understand it the sec- 
retary of state upon whose certificate Mr. Rainey claims the right 
to take his seat and his oath of office has never been impeached. 

Mr. POTTER. The secretary of state of the administration for the 
time being gave Mr. Rainey the certificate of election, and his suc- 
cessor in office certifies to the facts which call the first certificate in 
question. Nevertheless, I argue that Mr. Rainey should be sworn. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I approve of the argument made by my 
colleague, but I think his argument proves that we should send this 
case to the Committee of Elections, and I do not know why he doves 
not vote with us after making that argument. I call the previous 
question upon the resolution and substitute offered therefor. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Maine, (Mr. HALE,] which will be read. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That Joseph H. Rainey be now sworn in asa Representative in Con- 
gress from the first district of the State of South Carolina. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

The first question being on a ing to the substitute, E 

The question was taken; oat on a division there were—ayes 179, 
noes 108. 

So the substitute was agreed to. 
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, Intion, as amended, was then adopted. f ; 
=~ BUTLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
w os adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 


the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. : . 

ue Se then appeared, and qualified by taking the oath pre- 
scribed by the act of July, 1862. ; oh 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a question of privilege. : I move 
that the papers in the case be referred to the Committee of Elections, 


when appointed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPRESENTATIVE FROM SOUTH CAROLINA, SECOND DISTRICT. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that there is no objection 
to the swearing in of Mr. Cain. : ; 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have nothing to do with Mr. Cain, but 
I understand that my friend from Kentucky [ Mr. CLARKE] has a reso- 
lution which he desires to offer in relation to that case. — 

Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky. I offer the resolution which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk, and in connection with it, 1 ask for the reading of 
the certificate of the secretary of state of South Carolina. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the question of the prima facie, as well as the right of M. P. 
O'Conner against Richard H. Cain, contestants res sctively, claiming a seat in this 
Ilonse from the second district of South Carolina, be referred to the Committee of 
Elections, hereafter to be appointed. And until such committee shall have re- 
ported in the premises and the House has decided such question, neither of said 
contestants shall be admitted to a seat. 


Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky. I now ask for the reading of the cer- 
tificate of the secretary of state of South Carolina. 

The Clerk read the paper, as follows: 
Tur State OF SouTH CAROLINA: 
To the House of Representatives of Congress of the United States : 


ion. Henry E. Hayne, late secretary of state, as I am informed, has furnished 
to Richard H. Cain a certificate that, according to the returns of the board of 
State canvassers then in office, he, the said Richard H. Cain, has been (prima facie) 
clected to the Forty-fifth Congress of the United States as the Representative of 
the second congressional district of the State of South Carolina. 

In the discharge of what I deem an imperative duty, and as showing the views 
l entertain of the actual and sfibstantial merits of the claim of said Cain and of 
the contestant, M. P. O'Connor, to the seat, I make the following statement of facts 
connected with the case, with a view of conducing to a proper decision of the case 
when submitted to your honorable body, which is to render final judgment 
thereon, 

First. The board of State canvassers, upon whose returns said certificate of 
election to said Cain was based, was, at the time when said returns were made, 
under prohibition issued from the supreme court of the State, enjoined and pro- 
hibited from making and certifying said returns as to members of the State Legis- 
lature, and said returns were made by them in contravention of said order of the 
supreme court of the State. 

Secondly. That on the 14th day of November the counsel for the democratic 
party notified the said board of canvassers that he had applied to the supreme 
court of the State for a writ of prohibition and mandamus in every caso of election 
coming before said board, in consequence of which notification the said board 
adjourned to await the result of said application, and that at their next meeting 
on the following day, the 15th of November, the said board unanimously adopted 
the following resolution, which was filed in the supreme court, namely : 

“Resolved, That this board will not act upon any propositicn until the question of 
its jurisdiction and duties be decided by the supreme court.” 

That notwithstanding such resolution of the board of State canvassers and the 
pending of the proceedings in probibitiou in the supreme court of the State, the 
board of State canvassers proceeded to declare the result of the general election 
held on the 7th of November, 1876, and for such illegal action the said board of 
State canvassers were adjudged guilty of contempt and punished by fine and im- 
prisonment 

Thirdly. That said board of State canvassers making the said returns upon which 
said certificate of election was certified to said Cain was composed of persons who 
themselves were candidates npon the same general ticket as said Cain, and did thus 
pass upon and certify to their own election as well as that of said Cain, but that 
cach person composing said board, who had so certified to his own election, after 
full investigation and proof under proceedings had in the supreme court of the State 
as to the correctness of said returns and their rights to the oflices claimed there- 
under, has been ousted by the judgment of the supreme court of the State of the 
several offices to which they had certified themselves elected. 

Fourthly. That said board of State canvassers returned that M. P. O'Connor, the 
contestant, received 13,0238 votes at said election for said seat, and that Richard H. 
Cain, come to his answer to the protest of said M. P. O'Connor, to me shown, 
has admitted that the said O'Connor received said number of votes. 

Fifthly. I find that 13,02s votes i according to the last United States census, a 
majority of all the legal votes in said congressional district, and from the evidence 
within my knowledge, and submitted to me, I firmly and confidently believe that 
13,028 legal votes is a majority of all the legal votes cast at said election for said 
seat in said congressional district. 

Sixthly. I further find upon evidence submitted to me, and within my knowl- 
edge, that the election at which said Cain appears by said returns to have been 
elected was accompanied by such wide-spread intimidation, resulting from the 
intrusion and presence in the State and in the said congressional district of United 
States troops, as well as with such disorder, outrages, and frauds on the part of 
the political friends of said Cain, as to satisfy me that the certificate held by said 
Kichard H. Cain, based upon the said election returns, is false as a certiticate that 
he was duly elected by a majority of the legal and qualified voters of said con- 
eressional district. Abundant and conclusive evidence of the facts and views 
above stated will be presented in due time to the Congress of the United States; 
but the certificate of election having been issued to the said Richard I. Cain, I 
deem it due to trath and justice, as well as to the contestant, M. P. O'Connor, ahd 
the constituency voting for him, that I should certify this statement that the whole 
case may be fully stated and explained. 

W itness my hand and the seal of the State at Columbia this 10th day of Otto- 
ber, 1877, and in the oae hundred and second year of American Independence. 

(sBaL.} R. M. SIMS, 

Secretary of State. 


Mr. CLARKE, of “Kentucky. In connection with the resolution 
which I have offered and the certificate just read, I ask to have 
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printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RecorD, without reading at this 
time, the memorial and protest in the matter of the election of a 


member of the Forty-fifth Congress frem the second congressional 
district of South Carolina. 


There being no objection, it was so ordered. The memorial is as 
follows: 


MEMORIAL AND PROTEST IN THE MATTER OF THE ELECTION OF MEMBER OF THE FORTY- 
FIFTH CONGRESS FROM THE SECOND CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Memorial and protest of M. P. O'Connor and others of the people, on behalf of 
themselves and thirteen thousand and twenty-eight voters, against the right and 
title of Richard LL. Cain to the seat. 


To the honorable the members of the House of Representatives 
of the United States, in the Forty-fifth Congress assembled : 

On the 7th of November, 1876, in conformity with the laws of this State and of 
the United States, an election was held in the counties of Charleston, Clarendon, 
and Orangeburgh, composing the second congressional district of South Carolina, 
for a member of the Forty-tifth Congress from said district. 

There were two candidates for this otlice in the field—Richard H. Cain, the 
republican candidate, and M. P. O'Connor, the democratic candidate. The machin 
ery for conducting the election was made up by the appointment by the governor 
of three commissioners of election in each of the aforesaid countics, two of each 
class being chosen from the republican party, and one from the democratic party. 
‘These commissioners then appointed three managers of election to each polling. 
a in their respective counties ; two of each class of managers being taken 

rom the republican party, and one in each from the democratic party. Besides 
these a number of United States deputy marshals and supervisors of election, com- 
posed of a two-third majority of republicans, were appointed; and in addition a 
number of deputy sheriffs were appointed by the sherilfs of Charleston and ¢ Jrange- 
burgh Counties, exclusively sopablican in their polities. In the appointment of all 
these officials, from the county commissioners of election down, the selection was 
so biased as to give an undue advantage and ascendency to the republican party, 
and was designed to affect the fair result of said election. : 

In presenting the state of the vote cast in these three counties, constituting the 
second district, we will adopt in our enumeration, for convenience and the facility 
of public reference, the vote cast for governor, inasmuch as the variance in the 
votes cast for governor and those cast for member of Congress is 80 very trifling 
- for this purpose, and for eliciting the truth, we can safely assume them to be 
the same. 

By reference to the table of votes to be found at page 116, part 2, congressional 
report ages the election in South Carolina, we find that the whole number of 
votes polled in Charleston County amounted to 23,841, of which we will assume 
(for the discrepancy is but the smallest fraction, and too trifling) that Richard H. 
Cain received 15,032, and M. P. O'Connor &,809. 

In Orangeburgh County 7,339 votes were polled; of which R. H. Cain received 
4,469, and M. P. O'Connor 2.870. 

In Clarendon County 3,317 votes were polled; of which R. H. Cain received 
1,881, and M. P. O'Connor 1,436. 

The total vote for R. H. Cain in the three counties summing up 21,382, and the 
total for M. P. O'Connor 13,115; with a majority, according to these tables, of 
#,267 in favor of R. H. Cain. 

The primary returns from which this summary is taken were made by the man- 
agers of polling-precincts to the county commissioners of election, and by them 
aggregated and doctored in the interest of the republican party, and forwarded to 
the board of State canvassers, sitting in Columbia. The members of this board 
were candidates for State oflices on the same general ticket with R. HI. Cain, the 
republican candidate for member of Congress ; and the members of the board, who 
certified their own election along with that of Cain, have been ousted of their State 
offices by the jndgment of the supreme court of the State of South Carolina. 

This last board met in secret ; conducted their proceedings in a manner to ex- 
clude all investigation or scrutiny of their conduct; usurped and exercised fune- 
tions that did not belong to their office ; first ignored and then sot at defiance the 
authority and mandate of the supreme court of the State; were attached for con- 
tempt of the authority of the court, fined and imprisoned ; and escaping punish- 
ment through the surreptitious and malign intervention of another tribunal, have 
eee to this day purged themselves, but now stand convicted and unpurged of 
their crime. 

H. E. Hayne, who was then secretary of state, and a member of this retarning 
board, but now a fugitive from justice, issued to Richard H. Cain a certificate ver- 
tifying his election as member of the Forty-fifth Congress from the second con- 
gressional district of South Carolina. 

This certificate is false in this, that Richard H. Cain did not receive a majority 
of the legal votes cast in said election ; that his alleged majority is fictitious and 
fraudulent by virtue of the illegal votes which were cast in said election in his 
favor, largely in excess of the legitimate vote of the three counties of the second 
congressional district, and in excess of his alleged majority ; and because his com- 
petitor, M. P. O'Connor, did, in fact and in truth, receive a majority of the legal 
votes cast in said election, which entitles him to the seat. 

To determine the legal vote of the congressional district we have various data 
to guide us in ouringuiry. Taking the population of the three counties as a basis, 
and applying the recognized ratio of one-sixth, which the voting population bears 
to the wifole, we are furnished with one method of solution. 

According to the tabulated statements of votes in the various States of the 
Union, as reported in every general election held in the States, the voting strength 
of a community has never, in normal times, exceeded one in every six of popula- 
tion; and has not always equaled this ratio. 

Now, the actual population of Charleston County, according to the United States 
census of 1870, amounted to 88,863, and the voting population to 18,559; of Orango 
burgh County to 16,865, and the voting population to 3,524; and of Clarendon 
County to 14,038, and the voting population to 2,925. The aggregate population of 
these three counties, according to the census of 1270, as there laid down, amounted 
to 119,766, and tho aggregate voting strength to 25,012. Butif we take one-sixth of 
the aggregate population as the voting strength of these three counties, we have 
as a result 19,794, constituting the entire vote; and if we increase the ratio to one- 
fifth, we have 23,953 as the full vote. Now, the whole vote cast in these three 
counties at the election in November, 1276, amounted, upon the face of the returns 
and the declaration of the board of State canvassers, to 34.497, in the proportion of 
one vote to each 34 of population. Now, subtract from this one-fifth, 23,953, the 
given ratioof the voting to the whole population, we have left 10,544 votes over andl 
above the legitimate vote of these threc counties; and, taking another test, if wo 
subtract from the entire vote cast, 34,497, the aggregate vote of the three countics 
according to the United States census of 1270, which has been statel to amount to 
25,012, we have left 9,485 in excess of the legitimate vote. 

Now, we will separate the counties for the purpose of ascertaining the legitimate 
vote in each, and the excess cast in each in 1576: 





In Charleston, populstion...... havea deuaswbcaiclcdueebenbetS cedeseacosens 88, 863 
Vote in the ratio of one-fifth of popnlation..................-.... 17,772 
WORD ONIS OE BONO i csi ccc ccnccecccsset cocnctees coneccencccooccece 23, S41 
SED WORD cde be ccdecsasstnndicestaeh <cctedésnewass 6, 069 
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In Orangebargh, population .........-.-- en weeneeeeeccescees 
Vote in the ratio of one-fifth of population 
Voto cast in 1876 ........ ccc cence ecccees 
Exceas over legal vote 

In Clarendon, population 





Vote in the ratio of one-fifth of population 
Vote castin Iri6 ... 


Excess over legal vote ...... ...ccccccccc cccccccccess a 
Total population recapitulated ..-.. 119, 766 








Excoas over legal vote ........cccccccocece eee 
And testing it according to the voting strength, by the United States census of 
1870, we have as follows 


Charleston, voting strength ..ccccccccccccccscccccc cs ccccceccccsccocesccese 18, 559 
Vote cast in isio 





wocesecoscereseoce pieeWnesosnwes seneosncswesecenmsceses EN 
Beoed Geer Bamel GOO. occcccccccccesccésssessesccecsosscescoosecss eucee 5, 2a2 
Orangeburgh, voting strength..............-...---00- 3, 528 
Vote cast in le .. . 7, 339 
Beonces ever bagel Webe... .cvcsescoscsccenncscncce cnsesescceseesesconcsese 4,11 
Clarendem, Totland st2eng th «onc ceccocnsccne esccss connect ececcecccesssccsses 2, 925 
Rn eee ee §62, 807 


Excess over legal vote 


oe lls 
Bearing in mind constantly throughout our inquiry that these three counties: 
and in fact the whole State, have been under the most complete domination and 
away of the radicals from 1868 down to 1876, let us see how this comparison is 
borne out by the registration and the votes cast in the successive general elections 
from lstx down to the last general election. 

Ihe registration of voters in Charleston in 1868, when the widest latitude was 
allowed by the registrars to all offering to register, gave to Charleston 18,285, Or- 
angeburgh 5,025, and Clarendon 2,320. Considerable discount should be allowed for 
the anxiety of the republican managers to swell the registration as large as possi- 
ble. Inthe presidential contest of 1868 the whole vote polled in Charleston was 
17,536, in Orangeburgh 3 , in Clarendon 2,220. In the presidential contest of 1872 
the whole number of votes cast in Charleston was 13,500, in Orangeburgh 3,324, in 
Clarendon 1,431. Now, if an average should be taken of the votes cast in the dif- 
ferent general elections between 1868 and 1876 in those counties where the radical 
party had unopposed and unobstructed sway, the result will be found to tally 
closely with the vote allowed these counties in the ratio of one-fifth to their entire 
population. The vast excess took place in 176, by fraudulent and illegal voting, 
when the republican party was struggling for life, and to avert the downfall 
which had been foretold and expected by some of its sanguine followers. 

Atthe general clection held in 1874, there were two republican rival candidates for 
momber of the Forty-fourth Congress, namely: C. W. Buttzand E. W. M. Mackey. 
EK. W. M. Mackey received the certificate of his election from the secretary of 
state, based upon the returns of the board of State canvassers. Buttz contested 
Mackey's seat, and the committee of the House of Congress, to whom the matter 
was referred, after a fall, minute, and patient investigation, reported that the 
frauds and irregularities of said election were so namerons aud wide-spread as to 
vitiate the whole election, and recommended that it should be declared null and 
void, and the seat held by Mackey made vacant. This report of the committee 
was confirmed upon a fall vote taken in the House, and a new election for the un- 
expired term was ordered. It will be asefal in this investigation to have recourse 
to certain facts that are made to appear in the committee's report of kindred na- 
ture to the present issue. The main ground relied upon by the committee in their 
report in this case was the large and excessive vote thrown in the city of Charles- 
tou. The committee say: “ The whole evidence clearly shows thecharacter of the 
election in the city of Charleston, and must, we think, satisfy the House that such 
an election ought not to be sanctioned or tolerated. To allow the returns from 
such voting-precincts to be canvassed is to encourage fraud dnd corruption ; and 
your committees have unanimously come to the conclusion that the whole vote of 
the city of Charleston must be rejected, as frand was committed by or assented to 
by the managers of the election as well as by other parties, and it is impossible to 
ascertain how many legal votes were cast.” 

Now, let it be borne in mind that the vote cast in the city of Charloston in this 
election was 10,409 against 12,517 in 1876 

If the frauds and irregularities practiced in that election were monstrous, they 
pale into insignificance before the stupendous crimes committed against the free- 
dom and purity of the clective franchise in 1876. The cnormous and excessive vote 
which was polled inCharleston and Orangeburgh Counties last November cannot be 
accounted for, save upon the theory that the whole election machinery was engi- 
neered and manipulated by a party determined to bring about a result that would 
give Chamberlain so large a majority in this populous negro section as would coun- 
teract any majority for Hampton that might be given him in the upper counties of 
the State. 

In order to swell the republican vote beyond its legal proportions and decrease 
the full strength of the democratic vote, not only was the election machinery craft- 
ily and fraudulently used, but intimidation and threats of intimidation upon a 
pigantic scale were resorted to, to force the colored people, whether so inclined or 
not, to vote the republican ticket, and to prevent them from voting the democratic 
ticket. Fraudulent repeating of republican votors, and voting minors of all ages 
bet ween fourteen and twenty-one, was boldly and openly done, There was no hin- 
derance to the perpetration of these frauds, for every license was given to the tur- 
bulent clement among the blacks, by the State and municipal authorities in this 
locality, to overawe peaceful and law-abiding citizens into constrained submission 
to the most flagrant outrages. At page 12, report of congressional committee, 
part 1, the committee say; “ Many cases of threats and actual violence were proven 
as coming from colored people to deter men of their own race from voting with the 
democrats. Women utterly refused to have any intercourse with men of theirown 
race who voted against the republicans. One instance was proven of the actual 
desertion by a wife with the children of a husband because he made campaign 
apeeches for the democrats"’ Maddened by the dread of defeat and the intoxicat- 
ing counsels of their leaders, they held unrestricted sway in Charleston and the 
islands adjacent, and the country surrounding; and an open field was afforded for 
the stuffing of ballot-boxes, repeating, and the perpetration of other wrongs and 
enormities which their evil passions and the counsels of their leaders might prompt. 

At page 23, congressional committee report, part 1, the committee say: * In the 
low country, both before and upon the day of the election, almost every kind of in- 
timidation was resorted to in order to prevent negroes from voting the democratic 
ticket. Threats were first employed, and when they failed to produce the desired 
effect, the most cruel and barbarous measures were resorted to; negroes were 
stripped naked, beates with whips and clubs, and in some cases cut with knives 
or razors; their only offense being that they had resolved to vote the democratic 

















ticket. 
leaders, that if the democratic party should be successful in electing 
they would again be reduced to slavery, were like so many f 










day they assembled at the polls armed with shot-guns, rifles, 
knives, bayonets on sticks, and almost every other 
cursing, and threatening, swearing that they would kill any damned de 
nigger that offered to vote. F 
upon by these armed men 

from him, a republican ticket substituted, and the voter marched ; 
lot-box with clubs brandished over his head, and compelled to deposi 
the presence of his assailants 


made her treasury bankrupt, banished from the faces of he 
hope, and left in its stead a settled gloom and despair.” 


call of Governor Chamberlain, a short timo previous to the election, for th 
sible purpose of preserving the peace and preventing violence growing out of 1), 










The negroes, maddened by the report circulated by unscrupulons party 


DE its candidates 
erocious wild beasts 
At some of the voting-precincts the voters were nearly all negroes. Upon elect. 
' ection 
‘ muskets, swords 

conceivable weapon, shouti; 
THO TAL i¢ 
ahd be set 
Lit was taken 
ip to the bal 


this ticket 
It was by such means that the voice of the 1 


As the negro approached the polls he wo 
If he had a democratic ticket in his han: 


was stifled and large majorities rolled up for the men who had brought a pe 
disaster upon every basiness interest in South Carolina, im : 


poverished her peop) 
r childron the smile of 


Large reinforcements of United States troops were sent into the State upon the 
ont 


political issues to be passed upon by the peuple at theelection. These same troy. 
were used to overawe the colored people, and prevent them from voting the de: 
ocratic ticket. Their presence in the State had the effect of encouraging the ings 
lence of the radical blacks, making them more audacions in their designs and i; 
pressing them with the belief that they had come in the interest of the rv publi 
can party, to serve as a shield and protection to the radical blacks in any tum ilt 
they might stir up in the election. 

At page 12, congressional report, tee committee say: ‘In addition to the Army 
the State was crowded with United States deputy marshals and superyisy 
of clection. Fifteen hundred of these mon were stationed on election day a: 
the various precincts in the State. Many acted as electioneering agents of tho 
republican party. Many of these could not real their own commission nor t| 
printed instructions issue.) by the Attorney-General. They were entirely untitte:| 
to be charged with preserving the peace of the community at a time of so my 
excitement.” In conjunction with these forces, a host of deputy sheriffs wer. 
appointed by the sheriff of Charleston County, to act as ralliers and w hippers ir 
of the republican party, and as intimidators. The whole infiuence of the stat 
government and its officials and of all the United States officeholders were coy 
contrated and freely gsed for some weeks before the election, to carry the clectio 
foul or fair, for the republican party. 

Against these combined efforts of tyranny and wrong, the only safeguard and 
protection left for the white people and democrats depended apon the rifle elubs 
that were organized in Charleston. These clubs were originally formed for social 
pommenes, but were fostered by Governor Chamberlain. Some of them were arne:| 
»y the State through him, ant were called the militia of citizen soldiery of t 
State. They were drilled by their officers to afford proteetion to the negroes who 
desired to act and vote with them, and their individual members held thomselycs 
in readiness to act in case of any great or sudden emergency, or when the pabii 
peace or safety was imperiled. In the latter part of September or the beginning 
of October, Governor Chamberlain issued a proclamation commanding these rite 
clubs to disband, and there can be no doubt, in the language of the committe: 
that “the letter of his order was complied with.” Thus disarmed and powerless 
to repel aggression, the democrats were placed at the mercy of an angry and law 
less mob, infuriated to acts that would strike terror into the colored people and 
prevent them from voting the democratic ticket. 

It was under this black and malignant reign. with tumult and strife in the ver 
air, and bloody-handed riot ready to spring from its lair and rend the vitals of 
society, that the political canvass of 1876 was conducted, and the olection of t! 
7th of November was held in Charleston and Orangeburgh Counties. Such an elec- 
tion was a mockery and a snare. 

At this distance of time from the date of the occurrence it makes the blood boil 
over the recollections of the taunts, indignities, and outrages that were heaped 
upon unoffending citizens at the polls in Charleston. The city ef Charleston on 
the day of clection was at the mercy of a bratal and licentions mob, and her patient 
and law-abiding people saved from an outburstof insurrectionary frenzy mt erime 
simply by the fortitade of their endurance and submission. At two o'clock a.m 
the morning of the election, bands of black radicals, with fife and dram, parade 
the streets of the city, making the night hideous with their barbarons yells and 
at this dead hour summoning with loud demonstrations at each citizen s gate the 
minions of their party to swell the ranks of the boisterous legions who were p: 
paring to do the evil work of that election day. Mischief waa then afoot, aud it is 
not surprising that their devilish machinations should have culminated in the 
scenes of riot and bloodshed which a few days after disgraced the streets of 
Charleston. In the language of the committee, “Clearly an election held under 
such circumstances should not stand for a moment.” To uphold it would be at 
war with all sense of right and would shock any fair mind. An election to be 
valid must be free. No show of military power at an election to interfere with or 
in any way to control or influence it should be tolerated for a moment. 

An election under such circamstances is worse than a fraud. To recognize the 
election under such cireamstances would bring our institutions into disgrace aud 
contempt. And every virtuous citizen of the Republic answers back tho indig 
nant denunciation of the committee, that the man who carries with him to the 
Forty-fifth Congress the certiticate of the historically infamous returning board 
of 1876 should not be allowed to ascend the steps or profane with his tread the 
pavements of the Capitol. So impressed, yea, astounded, were the house of rep 
resentatives of the General Assembly of this State by the enormities of the frauds 
and irregularities which were done in Charleston at the election, that, after a most 
careful and impartial investigation of the whole subject in the case of the protest 
against tho Charleston delegation by the committee specially appointed for this 
purpose, it was resolved by an almost unanimous vote to exclude the Charleston 
delegation, and their seats wero declared vacant and a now election ordered, 
which has beeu held and a new set of Representatives been chosen. 

These are the facts sifted out of a vast mass of testimony upon which protest 
ants claim: 

ist. That the certificate of election as a member of the Forty-fifth Congress 
which R. H. Cain holds is false and fraudulent. 

2d. That M. P. O'Connor did, in truth, receive a majority of the legal votes cast 
in said election ; and this being made to appear from the facts stated, if the Llouse 
should determine that a valid election has been held, he is entitled to take the 
seat as member from the second district of South Carolina in the Forty-fifth Cou- 
gress. 

In support of these propositions your memorialists claim that, according to the 
United States census of 1870, without regard to the other tables cited upon which 
to base an enumeration, the legal vote of the counties of Charleston, Orangeburg). 
and Clarendon, cannot exceed the maximum of 25,012 votes ; and that the excess of 
votes cast over this number should be subtracted from the total vote shown by 
the returns to have been given to R. H. Cain. This subtraction from his vote 
should be made because it has been shown, and the report to Congress establishes 
it, that all the illegal votes were east by the republican party. The fiel! was 
clear, and they had the opportunity to cast them and to diminish the vote that 
wonld have been cast for the democratic candidate by preventing many who were 
inclined to vote for him from doing so. The vote in excessof the legal vote, accord 
ing to the United States census of 1870, has been shown by figures and statistics 
to amount to 9,435: deduct this quantity from 34,497 (the total vote in the three 
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; save V5,012 , . P. O'Connor actually received 13,023, 
counties) would leave ity a ze d.2.° The vote that” he ae as 
leaving bh nd regular, and cannot be and has not been impeached. All that did 
e in him were duly qualified to vote, and, weighed in these scales, there is lit- 
yee wt that the free, fair, and honest expression of the community has been 
th — in bis favor; and his election was the will of the majority of the legal 
ral en the three counties of Charleston, Orangeburgh, and Clarendon, declared 
throagh the betiot should come to the conclusion not to seat Mr. O'Connor, in 

one a rr . protest as invalid the election held for member of Congress from the 
thet oe vieoal district of South Carolina; and in behalf of the laws which 
¢ been trampled upon, and order which has been overthrown in that election, 
a for the vindication of tho freedom and parity of the elective franchise, and 
i the honor of American institutions, we demand and protest that the said elec- 
tion be declared null and void. M. P. O'CONNOR. 

B. H. RUTLEDGE, : 
F. W. DAWSON, 

G. LAMB BUIST, 

It. SIEGLING, 

JOHN H. DEVEREUX, 
EDWARD LAFITTE, 

Rk. B. RHETT, 

THOMAS R. McGAHAN, 
And others. 

Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky. I now yield to the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. SOUTHARD, ] after which it is my intention to call the pre- 
vious question. : . 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I rise to favor the resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, (Mr. CLArke,] for the reason, in addition to 
what was said in the discussion of the case just disposed of, that the 
election was held in South Carolina under the most extraordinary 
circumstances. Whether the point I shall make goes to the validity 
of the election itself, 80 as to be considered by the Committee of Elec- 
tions or by the House at this time, I will leave to the judgment of the 

ouse,. 

" It is a notorious fact that the election in South Carolina was held 
at a time when that State was under the ban of insurrection, as pro- 
claimed by the President of the United States on the 17th of October 
last, and under military occupation. Military occupation of that 
State was taken even earlier than October last and was continued 
down to April of this year. I say the election was held under the 
proclamation of the President that the State was in insurrection; and 
if in insurrection it was not in a condition to elect anybody, and a 
certification of the vote under these circumstances is a mockery. For 
these reasons and in order that the matter may be fully investigated, 
I favor the resolution offered by my friend from Kentucky, [Mr. 
CLARKE. 

Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky. I yield to the gentleman from Maine, 
(Mr. HaLe,} who desires to offer a substitute for my resolution. 

Mr. HALE. I send up to the Clerk’s desk a substitute for the res- 
olution now pending. I do not propose to debate it at all, for I be- 
lieve the action of the House already taken in another case settles 
the question involved in this case. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Richard H. Cain be now sworn in as a Representative in this Con- 
gress from the second district of the State of South Carolina. 

Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky. I will now yield a few minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN. ] 

Mr. REAGAN. I propose to make a single point upon the question 
before the House, because I think this House made a raistake in its 
action upon the last case by failing to comprehend the precise rules 
which should govern these cases. It is laid down that the certificate 
of election first issued to a person claiming a seat in this House, if 
regular in form, constitutes a prima facie right to the seat; but it 
is also laid down in the law of election that where a second certifi- 
cate is issued showing that the election is not legal the first certifi- 
cate does not create a prima facie case; that is, where the first cer- 
tifieate creates a prima facie case a second certificate from the same 
oflicer, certifying in the same capacity, gives this House to under- 
stand, as in this case, that the first certificate was issued in violation 
of law and in defiance of a writ of prohibition, 

Now, if in this case the first certificate was so issued and that fact 
comes to us from an officer authorized to certify the fact, then we 
have before us that which shows that no prima facie case has been 
made; and, if we adhere to principle, that would prevent us from rec- 
ognizing this as a prima facie case. it seems to be held by some here 
that, because the first certificate shows an election and the informa- 
tion of the unlawful issuance of that certificate comes from a second 
certificate, we must disregard that second certificate. I invoke the 
attention of the House to the fact that both of these certificates come 
from the secretary of state of South Carolina. It is not sufficient to 
say that the one comes from one political partisan and the other from 
another political partisan. Each comes from the legal authority, the 
secretary of state, under the great seal of the State, the one certifi- 
cate making a prima facie case and the other disclosing to us the fact 
that the first was issued in defiance of a writ of prohibition served 
upon the returning officers by the supreme court of the State of South 
Carolina. That being so, it seems to me that the case ought to be 
pr to the Committee of Elections to determine the prima facie 

ase, 

I regret that I have not the cases now before me, but I have read 
them within the last two or three days, several cases decided by this 
House within the last ten or fifteen years,in which the question of 
prima facie right along with the contest has been referred to the Com- 





ae 


mittee of Elections. I apprehend that some of our friends here are 
laboring under a mistake from not having investigated those cases, 
and suppose that there is always a prima facie case. Our reports of 
contested election cases are full of instances where the question of 
contest and also of prima facie right have been referred to the Com- 
mittee of Elections. I will read an authority which will be respected 
by this House as pretty high authority upon this point. I read sec- 
tion 225 of American Law of Elections, by our late colleague and the 
present Secretary of War, Mr. McCrary: 

While it is, as we have seen, trae that, where a certificate of election is confined 
to a statement that the person to whom it is given is duly elected, or words to that 
effect, it is prima facie evidence that such person is entitled to the office, it is alse 
true that where it recites the facts upon which the certifying officer relies as his 
justification for issuing it, and where, from those facts, it clearly appears that the 

ane eens was not elected, the certiticate destroys itself.—Hartt va. Harvey, 32 

arb., 55. 

This, I submit, is an authority precisely in point. It refers to a 
case where the certificate discloses facts which vitiate it. I presume 
that the same principle would apply when two certificates of equal 
authority come from the same oflicer. Now, in this ease, if we ean 
determine from the case made by the two certificates of the secre- 
tary of state, without resorting to proof aliunde, that there was not 
a lawful election—if the case as certified by the secretary of state 
shows without proof aliunde that the certificate was issued against 
law, in violation of law, in contravention of a prohibition issued by 
the supreme court of South Carolina, then there certainly cannot be, 
either in law or principle, any difliculty in deciding that this case 
should go to the Committee of Elections in order that they may deter- 
mine, preliminarily, who is entitled to this seat. 

Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. MaYuAM. ] 

Mr. MAYHAM. Mr. Speaker, as has been suggested by the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] who preceded me, it seems to me that 
the House is running into an error in assuming that here is a clear 
prima facie case. In the New Jersey case, to which the distinguished 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BANKS] has referred, the Gov- 
ernor after issuing one certificate impeached that certificate by issuing 
another. Applying that rule to this cdse, we would have a right to 
say that here no prima facie case has been made. It is true that tho 
gentleman from Massachusetts undertakes to draw a distinction be- 
tween two different secretaries of state—between two different indi- 
viduals who have held that office. But I apprehend that the House 
cannot be mistaken upon that subject. It is the secretary of state as 
an officer, not as an individual, who certifies ; and can it be said that 
after one certificate has been made in favor of one candidate, and the 
same oflicer, acting under the influence of investigation more mature 
and more deliberate, has certified in favor of another candidate, the 
prima facie case is in favor of the one who holds the first certificate ? 
It seems to me not. What is the effect, then? Without knowing 
which of these gentlemen is entitled upon the prima facie case to a 
seat here, shall we assume to seat one of them when the other, so far 
as the official certificate is concerned, has as good a prima facie right 
as the one whom we assume to seat? 

How shall we arrive at a correct conclusion or approximate a cor- 
rect conclusion? By referring this whole subject of the prima facie 
right to the Committee of Elections. ‘They can investigate this ques- 
tion; they can arrive af a correct determination, or at least approy.i- 
mate a correct determination; while if we undertake to decide the 
question now, we have before us two certificates without really know- 
ing the merits of cither, and must pass upon them without investi- 
gation. I submit, therefore, that the only safe course for ns to pur- 
sue, the only proceeding in perfect harmony with the decision in the 
New Jersey case to which the gontleman from Massachusetts has 
alluded, is to refer this case to the Committee of Elections for a deter- 
mination of the prima facie case. 

Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky. I now demand the previous question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MILLS. This is a matter of so much importance that I hope 
some one may be heard on the opposite side of the question. I appeal 
to the gentleman from Kentucky to yield to me for a few moments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can secure the floor by inducing 
the House to vote down the previous question. 

Mr. MILLS. I do not know whether we can do that; and I would 
like to be heard upon the question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield to the 
gentleman from Texas, [ Mr. Mitts]? 

Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky. I yield five minutes. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I state as an incontrovertible legal 
proposition that where the certificate, upon its face, is in conformity 
with law, there is no power anywhere to revise that certificate ex- 
cept in this House ; and that in all cases where the question as to the 
prima facie right has been referred to a committee for decision it has 
been, in every solitary instance, where the certificate was irregular. 

Now, sir, in the case of Simpson rs. Wallace, from the State of 
South Carolina, reported in the same book from which my colleague 
(Mr. REAGAN] read, the board authorized by law to canvass the re- 
turns attempted to revise those returns and correct an error ; and this 
House decided that it could not be done; that the certificate being 
in conformity with law, a clear, unequivocal statement on its face, in 
compliance with law, entifled the party holding it, and entitled the 
constituency he claimed to represent, to the respect of this House. 
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Why, sir, it is a blow at the rights of every State to deny to any 
man holding such a certificate a voice in the organization of the 
House. It is an attempt to strike down the sacred right of repre- 
sentation; and I will let my arm be stricken from my body before I 
will relinquish this right of the American people that lies at the very 
foundation of their civil liberty. If you can deprive this man of 
his right to take a seat here on his prima facie case, you can deprive 
of their rights his two democratic colleagues who are in the same 
position. What difference can you make, what distinction can you 
draw between him and the gentlemen who sit on this side of the 
House who came here accredited by the same authority? This fact 
is 80 patent, so conclusive, that no gentleman on this floor dare to 
question it. Yet we are told that a prima facie case, regular, duly 
legal, may be referred to a committee. 

Mr. MAYHAM. Are there two certificates in this case? 

Mr. MILLS. I understand their names are all in the same certifi- 
cate. But let me say to the gentleman from New York that we can- 
not go behind the certificate. The door is closed on the first certifi- 
cate aad the power to revise resides nowhere but here. It makes no 
difference that there is fraud, that there is violence, that there is 
intimidation. I care not what may be the objection to the first cer- 
tificate, if it is in due form of law, and that is determined by the au- 


thority of the great seal of the State, then the certificate is entitled 


tocommand the respect of this House, and gives the right to the 
person bearing that certificate to a seat in the organization of this 
Ilouse. 

Mr. SPARKS. Will the gentleman from Texas allow me to inter- 
rupt him for one moment? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. SPARKS. If the right to revise is in this House, has not the 
House, then, the right to use all its powers in that direction? Has 
it not the right to obtain all the light and information it can, by re- 
ferring the question to the Committee on Elections, and, on the 
report of that committee, acting advisedly? 

Mr. MILLS. Not a prima facie case. Prima facie means pre- 
sumption. The gentleman from I}linois is too good a lawyer to ask 
me such a question as that. Presumption sits by the fireside of every 
man in this land, to protect his life, his liberty, and his property. 
Every act of a sworn officer carries with it the presumption of 
correctness, This differs from the case where the certificate is not 
in due form, and gentlemen ought to draw the distinction between 
this and a case which is not in compliance with law upon its face. 
A case which is not in compliance with law on its face, or a cer- 
tificate which recites a fact which shows that it is illegal, does not 
resent a prima facie case, Lf it recites the fact that the election was 
fold on a day prohibited by law, it is a nullity, and stands in the 
same position as a case where there is no certificate at all. Where it 
recites substantial compliance with the law, then it is conclusive, 
and the House must permit the member bearing such a certificate to 
participate in the organization of the House. 

Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky. If there be no objection, I will now 
call the previous question. 

Mr. CAIN. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky to yield to me for 
a moment. 

Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky. 


Certainly. 
Mr. CAIN. 


I wish to remark, Mr. Speaker, that there is no differ- 


ence in the cases presented before this House from South Carolina. | 


There is no difference in the certificates of the five members coming 
from the State of South Carolina, which have been presented to this 
Ilouse. The same secretary of state, under the same great seal of 
the State, gave to me, to Mr. Rainey, to Mr. SMALLS, to Mr, AIKEN, 
and to Mr. Evans, the same certificate of election. We stand, there- 
fore, upon the same basis, claiming the same right. 

I want to say this, for if the election be not correct it is no fault 
of mine. If the certificate be not correct, it is, nevertheless, in accord- 
ance with law and precisely like the others. The laws of South 
Carolina prescribe that the secretary of state shall issue the certifi- 
cate, and that certificate I have presented. A mistake possibly was 
made in the fact that the certiticate given to me was given during 
the time when the secretary of state was impeached. There is no 
such thing as calling in question the election of the secretary of state 
so far as that certificate is concerned, for it was given after that ques- 
tion was settled, and, therefore, it must be held to be valid. 

Again I received, as has been read from the desk, the certificate of 
the supreme court certifying tomy election. The cases are the same. 
All I ask is that the 15,267 voters who gave me the majority in my 
district shall have fair representation. I ask that the right of fran- 
chise belonging to those I represent shall be secured. I ask the 
same right in the administration on the one side as upon the other. 
We -_ ask equal justice ; nothing more than a fair chance in the 
race of life. 

Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky. I now yield for a few moments to the 

entleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote in favor of the resolution, 
and I shall vote that way for the reason that I do not believe this 
makes what is called a prima facie case. I admit the force of the rule 
in a prima facie case, but I maintain that the case now before the 
House does not fall within the rule. The inquiry is presented, what 
is a prima facie case? The gentleman from Texas says it is a presump- 
tion. It is the first presumption which is raised in a case, but wher- 
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ever there is a secondary presumption the prima facie case yield t 
that secondary presumption. When the secondary presumption m7 
tains, one presumption cancels the other. This is not a prima fu, 7 
case, but it is a dual case presented to this House, and I cannot a 
how it is that any man acting upon presumption can settle the; ~ 
tion satisfactorily which one of these certificates reflects the 
fact which is to prevail in this House, which one of these contestant 
has been elected by the people of Sonth Carolina. That is the ques- 
tion; there is the great tap-root of State rights and popular rights - 
that is reflected by the will of the people; and while we stand here 
to adjudge these questions thero is an important duty which rises 
before us as Representatives and falls within our constitutional ob- 
ligation, that no person shall participate as a Representative here jn 
the legislation of the country until he has a prima facie right to act 
jut when the same authority from the same State comes with two 
certificates and says to the Representatives here that you must accent. 
the one prima facie and reject the other because the adoption of one 
necessarily results in the exclusion of the other, I cannot feel the 
force of the argument that has been made. I think that it is due to 
| the Representatives of this body, to the people of South Carolina, ayd 
to the popular rights of all the people of the country, that this qnes- 
tion should be referred, when the certificate comes in a dual fory 
that the fact may be determined which one actually reflects the 
will of the people of South Carolina. 

In reply, Mr. Speaker, to the suggestion which has beon made that 
the members from South Carolina all stand upon the same platform, 
all hold the same certificates, it is my understanding that one set of 
these Representatives hold the certificates of one secretary and the 
other set hold the certificates of both forms of government, whether 
de jure or de facto; and as a matter of course the cases are distinguish- 
able, and should be distinguished by the House. These being the 
reasons which are operating upon my mind, I yield the floor, claiming 
the right to vote in accordance with the view which I have now ex- 
pressed. 

Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question or- 
dered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first on the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. HAaLe.] , 

Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ELAM. I desire tosay that I feel some delicacy in voting upon 
this question. 


The SPEAKER. That is a question for gentlemen to determine 
themselves. 


Mr. HALE. Let the substitute be read. 


Mr. BUCKNER. I ask that the original resolution may also be 
read. 


The resolution and substitute were read. 


The question being taken on agreeing to the substitute, there were— 
yeas 151, nays 89, not voting 19; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Bacon, Bagley, John H. Baker, William H. Baker, Bal 
lou, Banks, Banning, Bayne, Beebe, Bisbee, Blair, Bliss, Bouck, Boyd, Bragg, Bren- 
tano, Brewer, Briggs, Brogden, Browne, Backner, Bundy, Burchard, Burdick, But- 
ler, Calkins, Camp, Campbell, Candler, Cannon, Caswell, Chittenden, Claflin, Alvah 
A.Clark, Rush Clark,Cole Conger, Jacob D.C ox, Crapo, Cummings, Cutler, Danford, 
Horace Davis, Deering, Denison, Douglas, Dunnell, Dwight, Eames, Ellis, Ellsworth 
Errett, I. Newton Evans, James L. Evans, Felton, Field, Foster, Freeman, Frye, Ful- 
ler,Gardner,Garfi. ld,Glover,Gunter, Hale, Hanna, Hardenbergh, Harmer, Benjamin 
W. Harris, Henry R. Harris, Harrison, Hart, Hartridge, Hatcher, Hays, Hazelton, 
Hendee, Henderson, Hiscock, House, Hubbell, Hunter, Humphrey, Hungerford, 
Ittner, James, John S. Jones, Joyce, Keifer_Keightley, Kelley, Ketcham, Killinger, 
Landers, Lapham, Lathrop, Leonard, Lindsey, Loring, Lynde, Marsh, McCook 
McGowan, McKinley, McMahon, Mills, Mitchell, Monroe, Morgan, Morse, Neal 
Norcross, Oliver, O'Neill, Overton, Page, Patterson, Peddie, Phelps, Phillips, Pol 
lard, Potter, Pound, Powers, Price, Pagh, Rainey, Randolph, Rea, Reed, Rice, Kob- 
bins, George D. Robinson, Milton S. Robinson, Ryan, Sampson, Sapp, Sayler, Schileich- 
er, Sexton, Shallenberger, Sinnickson, Slemons, Smalls, A. Herr Smith, Starin, Sten- 
ger, Stewart, John W. Stone, Joseph C. Stone, Strait, Thompson, Thornbargh, Throck- 
morton, Tipton, Amos Townsend, Martin I. Townsend, Turney, Vance, Van Vorhes, 
Waddell, Wait. Walsh, Ward, Warner, Watson, Welcb, Harry White, Michael D. 

yhite, Willets, AlphensS. Williams, Andrew Williams, ‘ harles G. Williams, James 
oe Richard Williams, Benjamin A. Willis, Wood, Wren, Wright, and 

Yeates—181. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Atkins, Bell, Benedict, Bicknell. Blackburn, Blount, 
Boone, Bridges, Bright, Cabell, John W. Caldwell, W. P. Caldwell, Carlisle, Chal- 
mers, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cobb, 
Collins, Cook, Covert, Samnel S. Cox, Cravens, Crittenden, Culberson, Davidson, 
Joseph J. Davis, Dibrell, Dickey, Durham, Eden, Eickhoff, John H. Evans, Ewing 
Finley, Forney, Franklin, Garth, Giddings, Hamilton, John T. Harris, Hartzell, 
Ilenry, Hewitt, Herbert, Hooker, Hunton, Frank Jones. Kenna, Kimmell, Knapp, 
Knott, Ligon, Lockwood, Luttrell, Mackey, Maish, Manning, Martin, Mayham, Mc- 
Kenzie, Money, Morrison, Muldrow, Muller, Pridemore, Quinn, Rexgan. Reilly 
Rice, Ridd’e, Ross, Scales, Shelley, William E. Smith, Southard, Sparks, Springer, 
Steele, Swann, Townshend, Turner, Veeder, Walker, Whitthorne, Jere N. Wil 
liams, Albert S. Willis, and Wilson—89. ; 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Bland, Cain, Darrall, Elam, Fort, Gause, Gibson, Goode, 
Haskell, Henkle, James Taylor Jones, Jorgensen, Pacheco, Roberts, Robertson, 
Singleton, Stephens, Tucker, and Young—19. 


So the substitute was _ to. 
During the call of the roll the following announcements were made: 
Mr. FORNEY. My colleague from Alabama [ Mr. Jones] is absent 


on account of sickness. If he were present I presume he would vote 
“ no.” 


Mr. HOUSE. My colleague from Tennessee [Mr. YouNG ] is unavoid- 
ably detained from the House. 


Mr. FORT. I am paired with Mr. Roperts, of Maryland, who is 
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absent on account of sickness. If he were present, he would vote 
“no,” and I should vote “ay. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The question being taken on the resolution as amended, it was 
“rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina, if present, 
will come forward and take the oath. 

Mr. CAIN appeared, and qualified by taking the oath prescribed by 
the act of July, 1862. 

Mr. CLARK E, of Kentucky. I present certain papers touching the 
contested election for the second Congressional district of South Caro- 
lina on Which the House has just taken action, and move that they 
ie referred to the Committee of Elections, when appointed, together 
with the certificate of election. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair presents to the House a message re- 

ceived from the President of the United States, and directs the Clerk 
o read it. 
(The message will be found in the proceedings of the Senate. ] 

Mr. WOOD. I move that the message of the President be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the State of the Union, and 
that the usual number of copies be printed for the use of the House. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


RULES OF TIIE HOUSE. 


Mr. WOOD. TI desire to offer a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. On what subject? ’ 

Mr. WOOD. In regard to the rules of the House and a Committee 
on Rules. : A 

I send the resolution to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives of the Forty-fourth 

Congress shall be the rules of the House of Representatives until otherwise or- 
Jered. 
: “he solved further, That a committee of five, to consist of the Speaker and four 
menbers to be named by him, be appointed, to whom shall be referred the rules of 
the House, and who shall be authorized to report at any time sach amendments on 
the revision of the same as they may think proper. 

The resolution was adopted. s 

Mr. WOOD moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. ; 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPRESENTATIVE FROM LOUISIANA, THIRD DISTRICT. 


The SPEAKER. The next case is that of C. B. Darrall, of the third 
district of Louisiana. 

Mr. GIBSON. I objected yesterday to the swearing in of Mr. Dar- 
rall in order that I might make to the House a statement and offer 
aresolution. On yesterday, just before the Clerk began to call the 
roll of the House, a member from the State of Louisiana handed me 
a certificate from the governor of that State in effect revoking the 
certiticate which he had originally issued to Mr. Darrall and de- 
claring this gentleman to be elected from the third congressional dis- 
trictof the State of Louisiana. That certificate was issued to Joseph 
Il. Acklen as the Representative elected from the third congressional 
district of Louisiana. This second certificate was issued by the lieu- 
tenant-governor of Louisiana in the temporary absence of the gov- 
ernor, and I ask that it be read to the House, and also that the reso- 
lution which I send up shall be read. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will first be read. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That Mr. Darrall, of the third district of Louisiana, be sworn in, and 
that the credentials of Mr. J. H. Acklen, of said district, with the papers thereunto 
attached, be referred to the Committee of Elections, when appointed, with instruc- 
tions to report upon his right to a seat in this House from said district. 


Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly there is no objection to that. 

Mr. GIBSON. Then I will ask for the adoption of the resolution 
and that the papersewhich I send up be printed in the Recorp. 

The question was taken upon the resolution, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 


was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. DARRALL then appeared and qualified by taking the oath pre- 
scribed by the act of July, 1862. 


No objection being made, the following papers were ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp: 


UniTep StaTes oF America, STATE OF LOUISIANA, 

Executive Department. 

This is to certify that, from a corrected statement of a general election began 
and held in the State of Louisiana, and in the third congressional district of said 
State, on the 7th of November, 1876, it being the first Tuesday after the first Monday 
of said month, and the day prescribed by the laws of the United States, and of 
the said State of Louisiana, for the election of Representatives in Congress from 
the said State, C. B. Darrall and Joseph H. Acklen appear, from the returns of said 
election filed in the office of the secretary of state of said State, to have been the 
ouly persons voted for in the third congressional district of said State for Repre- 
sentative in the Forty-fifth Con of the United States from said State; and 
. further appears from the said corrected statement of the secretary of state, 
ereto aunexed, that Joseph H. Acklen having received a majority of the votes 
cast for Representative from the third congressional district in said State of 
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Louisiana, in the Forty-fifth Congress of the United States, at said election has 
been duly, lawfully, and regularly elected to represent said third congressional 
district of said State in the aforesaid Congress of the United States in accordance 
with the laws of the United States and of this State. 

Given under my signature and the seal of the State of Louis 


X 1 jana at the city of 
New Orleans this 12th day of October, A. D. 1877. —" 


; LOUIS A. WILTZ, 
Lieutenant-Governor and Acting Governor of Louisiana. 





We, Louis Alfred Wiltz, lientenant-governor and president of the senate, act 
ing governor of the State of Louisiana, and Will. A. Strong, secretary of state, do 
hereby certify that the above and foregoing declaration of the result of the elec- 
tion begun and held in the third congressional district of the State of Louisiana. 
on the 7th day of November, A. D. 1-76, and more fully explained in the annexed 
certificate, is a true copy of the original certificate as recorded in the office of the 
secretary of state and signed by the acting governor. 

Witness our hands and the seal of the State of Louis 
Orleans this 12th day of October, A. D. 1877. 

[SEAL.]} 


jana at the city of New 
7 & , LOUIS A. WILTZ, 
Lieutenant-Governor and Acting Governor of the State of Louisiana. 
WILL. A. STRONG, 
Secretary of State. 


(SEAL.]} 





Consolidated statement of the aggregate vote of the parishes constituting the third con- 
gressional district of the State of Louisiana at an election held on the 7th day of 
November, 1876, under a writ of election dated September 16, 1876, for Representa 
tives in the Forty-fifth Congress of the United States, together with the recount 
of the vote of the parish of Iberville and the report of the board of canvassers in 
relation to the parish of Saint Martin, in the third congressional district. 


Names of parishes. 


| C.B. Darrall. | Joseph H Acklen. 














. 7 | Votes. Votes. 
AsCeNBION. ...00-ccccce cocce Sceerccccosseocce 2, 059 125 
PEE Ricccco vc cccececessncssscocesscscues | 1, 692 1,679 
Terre Bonne 1, 6 1, 393 
PE DE Navnbactudascas venuvesseesceene ais 2.385 1, 423 
Ne anky tutdhbadssaecuee eqnwedcnnncvaens 1, 455 1,242 
Pe eee ree atersenana 661 1, 157 
pL RE Se Tren 225 055 
COREE cccmanncenes 1 1, 291 
SE: sa ndetinentenkseweeerecteusensteness To) 2 
La Fourche* 2,015 





CN adu bd beines ccewen socncdovcececeledsede skeen cece 
PIT vcetancetees cannedcnctuedessncsescethiineasaes 


12, 621 12, 666 


*According to the decision of the supreme court of this State, in the contested- 
election case of Webre vs. Wilton, decided at Monroe, Louisiana, 4 copy of which 
is hereto annexed, Webre's (democrat) majority is ascertained and determined at 
98 votes majority. 

tThis parish was rejected by the board of canvaasers, whose report is hereto 
attached, the returns of said parish having been tampered with while in republi- 
can hands. The parish gave a democratic majority in 1874, as by reference to the 
report of the committee on elections and qualifications of the house of repre- 
sentatives. (See page 27 of the journal of the house of 1875, hereto attached.) 

{The amount of votes for member of Congress in this parish before Hon. James 
Crowell, parish judge of said parish. as shown by the report of the board of 
experts, now on filo in this office, a certified copy of which is hereto annexed, shows 
the vote for member of Congress to be as follows: For Joseph TL. Acklen 1,595 
votes, and C. B. Darrall 1,253 votes; while the return made by the supervisor of 
registration for said parish gave Joseph H. Acklen 1,078 votes, and C, B. Darrall 
2,070 votes. If the parish of [berville is not included in the addition of votes, there 
being two different returns of the vote for member of Congress for the third con 
gressional district of this State on file in this office, then the vote of Joseph H. 
Acklen is 12,666, and that of C. B. Darrall is 12,621, or a majority of forty-five votes 
in favor of Joseph H. Acklen. If the vote of Iberviile parish, 48 shown by the 
return of the parish judge and board of experts, is added to the above, then the vote 
stands as follows: For Joseph H. Acklen 14,261, and C. B. Darrall 13,874. 


I, the undersigned, secretary of state of the State of Louisiana, do hereby certify 
that the above and foregoing consolidated statement of the vote is a trne extract 
from the original returns made by the supervisors of registration of the election 
held in the above-named parishes for congressional, State, and parochial officers of 
this State on the 7th day of November, 1876. 

Witness my hand and the seal of the State of Louisiana, at the city of New 
Orleans, this 8th day of October, A. D. 1877. 

(SEAL.] WILL. A. STRONG, 

—- Secretary of State. 
SUPPLEMENT OF THE SENTINEL, AUGUST 18, 1877. 

A SupPLEMENT —We are enabled to publish into this issue the full text of tho 

decision of the supreme court in the contested-election case of Webre vs. Wilton. 


With the exception of a few omissions, caused by the imperfect copy furnished us, 
it is verbatim. 


Supreme court of the State of Louisiana. L. A. Webre vs. No. 769 William Wilton. 
uu from the fifteenth district court for the parish of La Fourche, Taylor Beattie, 
ioe Clay Knobloch, J. 8S. Billiu, Isaiah D. Moore, of counsel for plaintif. John 
Ray, J. Q. A. Baker, John T. [adeling, of counsel for defendant. 
Mr. Justice Egan delivered the opinion and decree of the court in the words and 
figures following, to wit : 
his is a contest for office. The plaintiff claims to have received a majority of 
the votes cast fer the office of sheriff of the parish of La Fourche at the general elec- 
tion in November last, and that he was legally elected sberiff at said election; but 
that notwithstanding his opponent, the present defendant, was defeated at the 
polls, he fears and alleges that he will be returned elected and put in ae and 
enjoyment of the office and emoluments through fraud and other ill practices on 
the part of the supervisor of registration, the commissioners of election, and other 
officers and persons. There are numerous other allegations, and the frands ancl 
illegalities are set out in numerous specifications, some of which are gengral and 
some more minute and particular. Among them are that the supervisor, 4 repub- 
lican, opposed in politics to petitioner and his party, failed to give public and gen- 
eral notice of the polling-places and the names of commissioners ; that he failed to 
appoint democratic commissioners at any of the voting-places as required by law, 
althou sh professing to so intend to have done so; that he informed the republicans 
of the location of the voting-places several days before the election and concealed 
them from the democrats until twenty-four hours before the election, too late to 
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notify the pe sin the country in a parish ninety miles long and many parts of 
wer ise aceeasible slowly and with difficulty; that he issued false 
lent certificates of registration, upon which persons voted at the elec 

t he repeatedly prot und as often failed, to stnke from the registrs 

hen called upon to dé so, the names of voters who had died. who had 
om the parish. who were convicts, minors, or otherwise not qualified to 
that votes were polled ler the names and numbers of such dead or removed 
voters by other persons in sufficiont numbers, together with the other frauds and 
i alities charged, to change the count of vote to his prejudice ; that the super- 
visor did not provide ¢ ally-sheets, sealing-wax writing mat rial, &c., necessary for 
the nse of the commissioners at democratic polls, and did not even send ballot-boxes 
to others, of which failure and fault he attempted to, and did subsequently, take 
wivantage to the prejadice of the petitioner ; that he failed to appoint any polling- 
lace in one of the justice’s wards as required by law, where there were at least 
eee or fifty democratic votes, of which petitioner was deprived in the election 
thereb thet one poll (17) was not held at the place fixed by law and the super- 
viser, but at a place one and a half or two miles distant, in a private place, a negro 
uter remote from the public road, and without notice to the democrats or even 
to those of them residing on the plantation, or even to the proprietor; that the 
election at that poll 17 was begun before daylight in the morning, was condneted 
exclusively by republican commissioners and against the protest of the United 
Statos supervisor ¢ f revistration, and of democratic voters who, after the election 
had been going on for some time, discovered by accident where it was being con- 
ineted, but refused to vote at an illogal voting-place for fear of losing th: ir votes; 
hat said poll 17 as returned was exclusively republican, and was returned and 
munted as auch and in favor of the defendant and against the plaintiff, to the 
ymber of 86 votes: that a large number of colored voters who desired to vote, and 
have voted for petitioner and the democratic ticket, were prevented from 
so by intimidation and frand; that there were many other acts of fraud and 
illegality on the part of the supervisor, the commissioners of election, and other 
ans, whereby it was attempted to defeat the will of the people and the 
election of petitioner, and to deelare his opponent elected when not 80 In fact; that 
the supervisor illegally and frandalenily rejected and refused to compile or couut 
the votes from two polling-places, (Nos. 2 and 10,) at both of which tho election was 
conducted fairly and peacetally, and at which petitioner and the democratic ticket 
received a large majority of the votes polled, sufficient if counted to have given thc 
return of election in his favor end against the defendant; and finally, that, by 
means of the several frands, illegalities, and irregularities charged, petitioner and 
the democratic ticket generally wili be illegally deprived of a majority in the count 
and cor 1of return of the votes of the parish of La Fourche, which, as he 
alleges was and always had been a democratic parish and by a large majority, and 
14 80 at the late election 
It is proved that after conference with republic in leaders at which he was asked 
he could carry the parish for the republicans, and he replied that he would do 
ild, one Ledet, a republican, was appointed supervisor of registration 
place of Panalle, an honest colored republican, who was called upon to resign 
under pretexts the falsity of which is shown. From the moment of his appoint- 
ment Ledet lent himself to the fraudulent purposes of his party and of those to 
whom he owed his appointment, and in every way possible endeavored to prevent 
a fair election in the parish and the polling of the full democratic vote instead of 
discharging his duty under the law as a public officer. The rocord is full of details 
of the most unblushing usurpations, frauds, deceits, and other ill-practices and 
iNegal acts resorted to by the republican supervisor and his associates and adviscrs 
in order to carry the parish in favor of the republican ticket and ainst the dem 
ocratic ticket and the plaintiff, and to make count and compilation and return of 
the votes in the same way. These things had grown so common and were habitu- 
ally practiced with such immunity under the recent role in Louisiana that they 
te no surprise in the mind of any one familiar with the history and conduct of 
tions in this State for the last few years. Such _ tices on the part of those 
charged with tho conduct of elections have latterly been a stepping-stone to pre 
f-rment and fortune instead of consigning their authors toa just punishment. 
Under pretext of preserving the purity and freedom of elections the w holewac hinery 
tor their management had become converted into a means of defeating the popular 
will instead of carrying it ont, and as a means of keeping in place and power a set 
of corrupt men, whose solo object was personal advancement by any and all means 
however vile, and not the public good. The district judge bas exhibited his learn- 
ing and research to show tho enormity of the offenses committed by those who 
oughtto guard against these frands and ill-practicces and to detect and expose 
them when committed. The acts themselves which provoked this espionage, and 
their authors, have been passed over by him in silence. They scem to have pro- 
voked from him neither censure nor remark 

It may be very true, as remarked by him, that the ballot should be kept sacred 
and secret. That such is the general des of the law is beyond question, but 
while severely censuring those citizens of standing and character (as shown by the 
evidence) who were engaged in the enforced effort to prevent or expose fraud 
illegal voting and practices, it seems entirely to have escaped the district judge 
that the meansof removing from the ballot the veil of secrecy was afforded by those 
who, for their own purposes and in order to prevent freedom and independence in 
voting, had placed such marks upon their tickets and those of their political 
friends, and had made them so distinguishable, that not only was it impossible for 
the ignerant and easily intimidated colored voter to cacape detection if he at- 
tempiod te vote for his white democratic friends in whose capacity and fair-deal- 
ing c bad confidence, bat that the most ordinary observer could readily distin 
guish the character of the ballots and political complexion. Those who yoted anch 
tickets did so with a full knowledge of the object, and must be considered as having 
xiven their consent to the exposure of their votes so that by all authority po objec- 
tion could attach to proof of the vote, Thatgan independent record of the names 
of voters should have been kept by the United States supervisor was simply the 
performance of a legal duty; and if that record could be made a check, as it was 
designed to be, upon corrupt officials whose habitual practice it was to use, as in 
this case, the police regulations for the conduct of elections as a means of defect- 
ing their ends, itis hardly a warrant for the severity of the censure in which it 
pleased the district judge to indulge in his opinion in this case. 

There are not wanting among the utterances of those cminent judges and anthors 
quoted by the district judge others to the effect that the wholo object of all laws 
regulating olections is, under an American system, to secure the great end of car- 
rying ont the popular will; and the fact that contests for office are provided for 
by law presupposes what has always been practiced in such cases, an inquiry and, 
the introduction of evidence as to who rightfully obtained or would have obtained 
ata legal, fair, and peaceful election a majority of the votes. (Section 12 A, 229, 
306; 13 A, 301; 27 A, 507.) 

liow can this be dene without proving by any legal evidence for whom the suf- 
fragans cast their votes? A fundamental principle of American and Louisiana 
law is that it ia the casting of the votes or ballots unimpeded by force or fraud 
which determines with us the result of elections ; the laws—the police regulations 
which are or shonid be always framed to secure fair elections and a fair polling 
count dnd report of the votes—are merely subsidiary to that end; and that while 
they should be observed and carried out, they are of themselves of far less import 
ance than the end to be attained. It is in the pewer of no officer or set of officers 
to substitute their own will for the votes and will of the people, and wherever this 
has been done it is the duty of the courts, when properly appealed to, not only to 
enter upou the inquiry but to award the right, et if need be, to punish the guilty. 

In Auld os. Walton, 12 A, 139, the language of the court is; ‘The suvereign in this 
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land is the people, and the ballot is the expression of the sovereien will. 

audacious criminal who lays the hand of violence (and we may add fraud) uz 7 . 
ballot-box, in effect usurps the sovereignty of the country. Whenever therof 
a case of such attempted usurpation is presented to the tribunals ¢ harged w 


jurisdiction of contested clections they should avail themselves of ever 


recourse in their reach to ascertain whether the popular will ok 
throagh the ballot-box ; and, if so, what it has decreed.” 
There is an essential difference between the act of voting and th police pr 
ious to secure the evidence of the act. The principle that if the votes be de ; ‘ aa 
the object of the election is attained, and its validity cannot be affected by tho», 
observance of the directory provisions of the law, has been often disrevarded 
Louisiana of late yoars, as it was in this instance; not that the principles uw = 
well settled in her jurisprudence and in that of our sister States, for the 
been recognized and announced by the courts not only as constituted bef : 
war but by our immediate predecessors in the case of Burton ve. Hicks. 27 A 8m 
Sections 9 A, 577; 10, 732; 13 A, 301; and N.S. 67, 1413—(259 Cooley's Const Lis 
618.) The same anthor says, page 625, “It is to be constantly borne in hs 
the point of inquiry is the will of the electors as manifested by their 
The various provisions of the statute under which the election of Noy ber} 
was held, however often they have been misinterpreted or disregarded. wernt, 
their terms and declared intent, simply designed to protect and keen free thy, 
lot and secure its legitimate results. : . 
On the subject of the conduct of elections Judge Cooley says, (Const. Liy 
G17 and 618:) ** klection statutes are to be tested like other statutes, but with a lea 
ing to liberality in view of the great public parposes which they accomplish. a, 
— where they specially provide that a thing shall be done in the manner iy 
cated, and not otherwise, their provisions designed merely for the information a; 
guidance of the officers muat be regarded as directory only; and the el 
will not be defeated by a failure to comply with them provided the irrezularit 
has not hindered any who were entitled from exercising the right of suffrac: 
rendered doubtful the evidences from which the result was to be declared.” 
in the anthor says, p. 61s, referring to the leading case of Px ople vs. Cool 
269; It was said in the same case that any irregularity in conductingan oh 
tion which docs not deprive a legal voter of his vote or admit a disqua ter 
to vote or cast uncertainty on the result, and has not bec necensioned bs the agen 
ofa party seeking toderive benefit from it, should be overlooked in a proceeding to 
the right to an office depending ou such election.” Of this the’author says: *] 
rule is an eminently proper one, and it furnishes a very satisfactory test 
what is essential and what is not in election laws.” In note 1, p. 618, Cooley says 
va. Hill, 42, it was held that where tho statute required i! 
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‘In ex parte Heath 
inspector to certify the result of the election on the next day thereafter, or soon 
the certificate mado tho second day thereafter was suficient,” the stat 
time being directory merely. By this we understand the time in making ain 
returning the votes and complying with other directory provisions of the law, an 
not the time at which the election shall be held. Let us apply these principles 1 
the facts cf the case at bar. We have already referred in general temns to t 
evidence of acts of omission and commission on the part of the officers of electio 
and more especially the supervisor, which in the light of his declarations and co 
duct upon and after the clection, and his evidence on the trial of this case, cannot 
but be reecived as done with fraudulent intent to carry or declare the result of t) 
election adverscly to plaintiffand the democratic ticket generally. He admitsa whit 
majority of at least two hundred in the parish, and there is evidence that he state 
after the-clection that Judge Beattio was the only republican elected in the parish 
Iie permitted or procured another person to write up his tabulated return, and 
then indifferently signed it, giving the clection against plaintiff and the den 
cratic ticket. It is proved that there was no polling-place established in t 
eighth justice’s ward; that there was no box or other means of holding an clect 
at poll 1, a white or democratic poll, and that voters came and went away without 
voting, or the opportanity to vote, although two commissioners, the United States 
supervisor stated, went there at five in the morning and remained till six 
the evening; that the supervisor did not sign or send cut the appointments 
democratic commissioners; that he promised repeatedly, and as often failed, to 
strike from the registry the names of dead persons, men removed from the paris! 
persons rendered infamous by reason of conviction for crime, minors, &c., others 
not legal voters, and that a number of persons voted under these names and nu: 
bers for the republican candidates; that others voted twice; that others voted 
under names and numbers not theirown ; that sufficient notice of the polling-plac 
was not given to the democrats and was given to the republicans; that the demo 
crats were refused their proper and legal representation in the appointment of 
commissioners of clection; and that poll No. 17, at which the republican candi 
dates, including the defendant, got the entire vote, #6 in number, was removed sn: 
reptitiously and without tho knowledge of the democrats to a place other than that 
which the supervisor had appointed at their instance, and which was suitable and 
—_. and tho poll was actually opened and the election held at a place distant at 

east one mile from the proper one, against the protest of a few democrats who 
discovered the fact after the election had beon proceeded with for a considerable 
length of time and many votes had been received—all these and many other 

details which we cannot enumerate, and the refusal to receive and count polls 2 
and 10 without sufficient legal reason, are, we think, sufficiently shown by the evi 
dence in the record. 

Return for poll 2 was received but not counted, because not received within 
twenty-four hours after the election. There is not a particle of evidence in the 
record to show that the returns from this poll wero other than an accurate report 
of tho ballots cast or that the election at that box was not perfectly peaceful aud 
fair; on the contrary, it is shown affirmatively that it was so, and the district 
judge so states in his opinion. This poll gave the plaintiff 139 votes and the 
defendant 103, being a majority of 36 for plaintiff. Unde the authorities cited, 
this box should have been and must now be counted, and so thought the district 
judge. Poll No. 10 was heid forty miles away from the court-house. The com 
missioners’ count (and there were here as elsewhere none but republicans) was 
compteted, according to the testimony of one of them, Hutton E. O'Sullivan 
United States supervisor, and of Joseph Lagarde, about eleven or twelve o'clock 
at night. O'Sullivan testifies that he then “told Faestal that he must, as Stat 
commissioner, take the box to Thibodaux.” Ile positively refused to do so, saying 
that he had no means of transportation. The same excuse was given by the other 
commissioners. x 

Lagarde swears that after the votes were counted be and O’Sallivan started of; 
“they hallood at us when we got at the door, to state that we had to bring the 
box.” Mr. O'Sullivan answered them he would not take it unless some of tho 
commissioners would come with him. : 

Mr. Fuestal said he had passed the night before (he was one of the comuissic 
ers) to find out where the poll was, and that ho would not pass another night. 

The other commissioner, Hutton, said the same thing, and they decided to send 
a constable with us, who was there. I offered one of them my place in the buggy 
with Mr. O'Sullivan, and I would stay down there. They told mo they would not 
come. Hutton, one of the republican commissioners, testifies: “The votes were 
counted and the box was sealed, and the box was delivered to the constable and 
Mr. O'Sullivan. I delivered the box to the republican constable (the name be 
gives as Levi White) and to Mr. O'Sullivan. The reason why we commissioncrs 
did not come up is because we had no conveyance to como up, and again I say the 
election went on peaceably.” “ My signature to poll 10 is genuine. Mr. Fuestal 
also signed it in my presence. Levy White and Lindsey Ingram also signed ita 
niy presence.” In answer to a question by the court, this witness says: “The 
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} ix said Mr. Webre received 171 votes; that is about cor- 
statement which T signed said “ Mr. Wilton received 44, 51, or 64 votes, 1 do not 
The vote for the other contestants was about tho same. According to 

best of my recollection, the democratic majority at that box was about 125 
the ee.” ‘The written retarns in evidence, the correctness of which is testified 
—. other witnesses, and which were compared with the tally-sheets and bal- 
7” wt : ane appointed in the court below, show the vote at this box 10 to have 
ie \ebre 171, for Wilton 44, being a majority for plaintiff of 127 votes: thus 
showing how nearly it corresponded with the memory and statement of the repub- 
lican commissioners and witness for the defense, Hutton. : 

The genuineness of the retarn and of the signatures of the three republican com- 
missioners to it is also shown by other witnesses, and there is no evidence that it 
cae not correctly mace; on the contrary itis contirmed, as we have stated, by 
oa report of experts, and it is further proved that the box was placed in the 
Z cy of O'Sullivan at eleven or twelve o clock at night; that they traveled all 
— ht to get to Thibodaux, only stopping a short time to get some refreshments on 
the way, and that the box was never out of custody of the re »ublican constablo 
till they arrived and offered to deliver it to Ledet, the republican supervisor, 
about eight o'clock or eight o'clock and thirty minutes the next morning after the 
, ivction. Ledet refused to receive the box because, as he said at tho time, it was 
not brought in by the commissioners and it did not contain the returns. (See 
testimony of O'Sullivan and Lagarde, the latter of whom says the box was then 
placed in the hands of the clerk of the court.) O'Sullivan says that he suspected 
that something was going to be attempted at this poll from the fact that the super 
visor had not supplied writing material, wax, &c., aad that about eight o'clock 
and thirty minutes on the moruing of the election a young colored man, who said 
he was one of the constables for that poll, arrived with an empty box at the 
polling-place. Lagarde swears that this second box remained there all day, and 
O'Sullivan swears that the supervisors and the refusal of the commission- 
ers to carry up the box made him determine that ho would seo it was 
properly returned. His vigilance alone, no doubt, defeated the purpose of the 
Supervisor Ledet and of the republican commissioners, that either that another 
box should be substituted for the true one or that no return should bo made 
from this strong democratic box. The fact that they found themselves unable 
to make this substitution no doubt determined them not to return the box at 
all: and when Ledet found, notwithstanding all their prearrangements to the con- 
trary, that the true returns had been brought up uader the eye of OSallivan, the 
United States supervisor, he determined not to receive them. This is the most 
reasonable conclusion from the evidence. We omitted to stato that a witness, 
Schmidt, and another detail a conversation among some of the republican officials 
and others, in the clerk's office, in which apprehension was expressed that box 10 
would beat the republicans, except Beatiio, and the subject of fixing the box to 
prevent that result was canvassed amoung them. 

he district judge thought that this box 10 should be counted, and so think we. 
That as we haveseen gives the plaintiff 171 votes and the defendant 41, a majority 
for plaintiffof 127 votes. By the return of the supervisor without boxes 2 and 10 
the defendant received a total of 1,272 votes and plaintiff of 1,625; add the 
votes of the rejected polls and the total vote of the defendant stands 2,019 
aud of the plaintiff 1,995, leaving a majority for the defendant upon a count of all 
the polls at which elections were held of 24 votes in the parish. In this computa- 
tion we agree with the district judge also. Ile madea further deduction of 6 votes 
which he thought it was proved that plaintiff had lost in ward 8 owing to no poll 
being opened there, and one minor and one convict who had voted illegally, making 
» ‘This, according to the district judge, reduced defendant's majority to 16. The 
plaintiff? claims, we think correctly, that at least 36 illegal and fraudulent votes 
were received for the republican ticket, including the defendant, at different polls. 
We were satisfied there were a sufticient number to change the result. This fact 
is proved by several respectable witnesses by the names and numbers under which 
persons voted fraudulently, and is supported by the general tenor of tho testimony. 
the district judge thought it was not shown with suilicient clearness. The tabu- 
lated statements and direct testimony of witnesses, all of which are very minute 
and circumstantial, afford the best ovidence possible in a case of so flagrant fraud, 
and we think it sufficient. These were composed of one minor, one convict, some 
who did not live in the parish, some who had not been sufliciently long in the State 
toaequire the right to vote, some who had voted twice, some who had voted under 
falseor duplicate certificates, and some who had voted under the names and num- 
bers of other persons, some of whom are proved to have been dead at the time. 
‘These facts, taken in connection with the refusal of the supervisor to crase from 
the registry names which had no proper place there. 

he district judge quotes the authority of Auld vs. Walton, 12 A, 141, for the posi- 
tion that the decision of the register of voters is a kind of judgment, and that the 
commissioners could not go behind his certificate. Even if that be correct, upon 
which we express no opinion, in the next paragraph of the opinion in the same 
case the court says further, “we do not hold, however, judgments of that tribunal 
to be without appeal.” 

“The ninth section of the act referring to the act to provide a registry for the 
parish of Orleans provides a mode of redress by suit against tho register for an ap- 
plicant to whom the register shall refuse a certificate. Any other validity of the 
certificate and the sufficiency of the proof upon which it rests may in all eases 
be examined upon a contest of election by the tribunals scized of the juris- 
diction of such contest” go far to make good this clement in the plaintiff's case, 
which if established would of itself, without going further, give him a majority 
of the legal votes cast, and the only cases which should therefore be connected. 
‘Taken in connection with the well-known fact that at the last election there 
was universal interest and effort on the part of the democrats all over the 
State, the fact shown in evidence that there was a registered white or democratic 
majority in the parish of about two hundred voters, and the fact shown by the 
testimony, among which is that of Sternberg, himself a republican, that the parish 
of La Fourche has given democratic majorities ever since the election of April. 
Isis and that on the trial of this case the republican supervisor, Ledet, himself 
admitted while on the stand that he had said to Judge Beattio that “if Darrall {the 
republican candidate for Congress] did not give me (him] a place in the eustom- 
house, I would come out and tell whatadvantages we republicans had taken in 
parish of La Fourche,” and it will be impossible, in the light of the other facts of 
similar character, for any impartial mind to arrive at any other conclusion than 
that either the election in the parish of La Fourche in November last was really car- 
ried by the plaintiff and for the democratic ticket, and a false return made, or that, 
owing to frand and other illegalities on the part of the republicans, and especially 
of the officers conducting the election, there was no legal and valid election. 

We will now consider the facts connected with the election at poll 17, which 
£ve to the defendant and to the republican ticket, as returned, 86 votes, and none 
to the democrats, which plaintiff claims should be altogether rejected for several 
reasons, among which is that it was not held at the place fixed by law and the 
supervisor, and that, without warrant of law, and with intent to defraud the plain- 
till, the election was held at a place away from the public road and distant some 
two miles from that fixed by law and the supervisor. 

The district judge testifies that “two days before the election the plaintiff!’ Webre 
showed him that at several places the polls had been fixed at quarters back 
from the public road. I wished that they should be placed upon the public road. 
Mr. Ledet demurred, saying it was too late to change, and that the change would 
Eive the democrats the advantage. I told him that was a matter of opinion, on 
which I differed with both the democratic and republican managers, but that it did 
not look right, and that the change must and should be mado. I recollect that 
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the poll, and went up to themlace where notice of election said the poll of ¢ 
was to be opened, at the warehouse of Mr. R. A. Allen. I there met Mr. Billin, 
United States commissioner, I believe. We remained some time, until after the 
hour when the poll ought to have been opened, and [ then borrowed Mr. Billiu's 
horse and rode on to the other precinct to see if anything wrong had happened. 
Mr. Billiu was to remain to see if any one was going to come and open the poll. I 
then returned and found Mr. Billiu gone. In a short time I saw Mr. Allen, who 
was looking for the poll. After requesting Mr. Allen to remain there | went 
toward the quarters, to see if I could tind Mr. Billia. When L got there I found 
them holding the election in one of the houses in the quarter, and Mr. Billiu was 
there. I told the parties holding the clection that notice was stuck up that the 
election was to be held at the warchouse on the public road. Lobjected to the 
poll being held there, and filed a written protest with the commissioner. He 
answered ‘that they were instructed to hold the election in tho quarters, and that 
they were going to hold it there.’ ”’ 





one of the polls was fixed for the quarters or sugar-house on the Dixie plantation, 
belonging to my wife. 1 insisted that this should be changed to the warehouse on 
the pubhe road. Mr. Ledet agreed to make these changes on the Sanday preeed 
ing the election, in the afternoon. I understood that the changes had been made.” 
Other witnesses testify that they were made, at least as to poll 17, and a list of 
polling-places which appears in the record, and which the evidence shows was 
published after the change fixed the place for holding the election at poll 17 at tho 
warehouse on the public road, which is proved to be at a distance of not loss than 
one mile from the place where the election was held. Itis proved that shertly 
before the time of opening the polls Mr. Billia, United States supervisor, Mr. Gil 
more, and Mr. Allen, the proprietor of the warchouse and of the plantation, went 
to the warehouse. 


Allen testifies: “Twas at home on the Rienzi plantation on the day of the last 


election, in November, 1876. IT understood that the poll was to be held at my ware 
house on the front of my plantation. I got up very early in the morning (I under- 
stood that the poll was to be opened at six o'clock) for the purpose of opening the 
warehouse, or the pump-mill, which is just adjoining, at a distance of about thirty 
yards from the warehouse. When I went there there were no persons there. I 
waited an hour, T suppose, and finally Mr. Gilmore arrived, who L understood was 
one of the commissioners, to hold the election. We two waited for a while, and 
Mr. Gilmore rode to the quarters to see if he could hear anything of the election 
He reported to me that they were holding the election in the quarters. I then 
went down and protested against the election being held there. After my pro 
test they kept on holding the election there. I had no idea that the poll was to be 
held at the quarters; it was a perfect surprise to me.” 


Gilmore says: “I got up very early in the morning, before the time for so 


The witness says he then left, and went elsewhere and voted, but that he was 


put to inconvenience to do se, and that there were some democrats who would not 
go to the same inconvenience to vote. 


Richard Burton says: “Lam manager of the Allen plantation. The poll was 


located at an unusual place, some distance from the public read, where the general 
public, passing back and forth on the publie road, could not seo it. ‘The establish 
ment of the poll at that spot was done so clandestinely that the white democrats 
residing on the plantation knew nothing of *# until on the day of election.” 


M. W. Biliiu says: ‘* Was democratic supervisor at poll 17. Repaired to the ware 


house, where it should have been held, in front of the public road ; waited tillafter 
six o'clock, the time for opening the poll. [learned by chance that it had been 
opencd at the quarters on the Allen plantation, about one mile from the public 


road, IT went down there, and found the poll opened and the voting going on under 
the supervision of three republican commissioners, one white and two colored. 1 
demanded of the white commissioner what he meaut by such arbitrary and unjust 
proceedings, and was answered that he was acting under instructions. I remons 
trated with him, and that night entered a written protest against the reception of 
the box from that poll by the supervisor of eleetion, Mr. Ledet.”” This protest isin 
evidence. He further states ‘that poll 17, as shown on the printed poster, is locate | 
at Allen's warehouse. Itis like all the other posters I saw posted, It is a correct 
list as published and posted by M. A. Ledet, supervisor.” 

Lucern Bailes sworn, says: “Tama colored man, aged fifty years. I am a car 
penter and wheelwright. Have been working for forty years on Mr. R, A. Allen's 
plantation ; was on that plantation on the day of election. The poll was opened in 
a room in the quarters once occupied by Buck Payne, I do not know at what 
hour of the night the poll was opened, but when I was called up 1 went te tho 
poll, that morning, and believe the poll was opened before six o'clock. I could not 
at that time recognize a man the length of the room, it being so dark.” 

William Black sworn: “ Am a colored man, forty-odd years old. Have been work 
ingon Mr. Allen's place since I could asalaborer ; as on the plantation the day of 
last election. I could not tell what time I got up. I got up before day. The poil 
was held in a house called Buck Payne, in the quarters. When I fond that the 
box was there I could only discern daybreak. I did not know until that morving 
that the poll was to be held at the quarters. I thought it was going to be held in 
front gate at the warchouse on the public road.” 

Without proceeding farther with this already lengthy review of testimony, it is 
enough to say that the record can make no other impression upon any impartial 
mind than that this poll was not only held at a private place, not the polling-place 
fixed or published according to law, and too remote from it to be pretended to be o 
substantial compliance with the law, which is intended for the convenience of all 
voters, but also that this change was made surreptitiously and with a view to 
defraud in the interest of the defendant and his political friends and against that 
of the plaintitf and his political friends. Cooley's Const. and Im., page 610, says: 
“Time and place, however, are of the substance of every election, ard a failure to 
comply with the law in these particulars is not generally to be treated as a more 
irregularity.” In note on same page he cites Commonwealth vs. County Comrs., 5 
Rawle, 75, to the effect that an election adjourned without warrant to another place, 
as well as an election held without the officers required by law is void. Weare also re- 
ferred by plaintiff's counsel toan anthority notin our reach at this placo of session, Mc 
Crary on Elections, page 86, No. 115, where the counsel say it was held * that adjourn 
ing a poll from a scliool-house to a vacant lot half a mile offis void.” And other cases 
are said to be there cited in support of this position. We regret that we have not 
now access to them and other authorities bearing upon this important question.* 
The reason of the rule invoked is, however, very manifest, and the circumstances 
attending the removal of poll 17 from the place fixed by law to anotherand unauthor 
ized place make it the more manifest. The object of the change is proved to have 
been to take unlawful aivantage of political adversarios, in other words to de 
fraud the law and prevent a fair, full, and independent expression of the popular 
will. Courts cannot lend their aid to such a purpose. It was no more legal to hold 
an election where it was held and retarned, as that from poll 17, than it was to 
hold it at any other time than that fixed by law. It is well settled that cannot be 
done. There was no election held at poll 17 in the parish of La Fourche on the 7th 
of November last. We have been unable to find and have been referred to no case 
where votes cast under similar circumstances have been counted to determine an 
election. Our conclusion, therefore, is, that what purports to be the retarn of this 
poll should not be counted or considered in determining the resnlt of the election: 
This of itself is sufficient to give to the plaintiff Webre a clear majority of the 





* Brightly, in his Collection of Leading Cases on the Law of Elections in the 
United States, says, at page 251: “ In Chadwick vs. Melvin, (nnreported,) the au 
preme court of Pennsylvania decided at the March term, 1271, that an clection held 
without necessity at a different place from that designated by law is of no validity.” 
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votes, and when considered in connection with the evidence of illegal and frandu 
lent ived by his opponent, and which must be considered as not cast, and 
with the cutting off of votes from the plaintiff to which he was entitled and what 
he would bave received bad the election been legally and fairly conducted, make it 
impossible that the defendant should retain the office in any event; and in view of 
all the facts of the case we are of opinion that, upon a fair and legal count of all 
votes given, the plaintiff received a majority. : ; 

It is also shown by re public an testimony that there was much intimidation of the 
colored voters by republicans, and none of any claas by democrats 


oles Trees 


The supervisor, Ledet, himself swore on the trial that he did not establish any 
voting precinct in ‘the eighth justice's ward, as required by law; that the peo ple 
there had always been democrats to his knowledge; that it deprived of their full 
vote the party, and the contestants had lost thirty or forty votes; “that many of 
thom were poor people, who had no means or facilities to travel to other polls to 
vote He says further There is a majority of whites of about two hundred 


in the parish, and I think, if we had not taken the advantages that we have, that 
the parish would have gone democratic We think, on the whole case, that the 
that the illegal acts and matters complained of by the 
plaintiff did materially affect the result of the election, and that that result was not 
truly declared by those whose duty it was to do so 

The district judge thought the petition was not specific enough in its allegations. 
The evidence has supplied any defectof allegation. We have been consoled in the 
protracted examination and review of this record of official corruption and delib- 
erate fraud upon the most sacred rightsof the people by the reflection that this case 
mig sa warning for the future to the same people to guard more sac redly 
than ever the palladium of their liberties, and with that view to provide, if need 
be, by law lau by the elevation of public moralggpgainst the possibility of the 
repetition of such acts 

lt may also serve to teach the immediate wrong-doers, and all who have sought 
to protit by their acts, that there is still left a means of redress, and a portal on 
which is written “ P’rocul, O procul este, profani 

Itis therefore ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the judgment of the lower 


evidence does establish 


may serve 


ant 


court be annulled, avoided, and reversed, and that plaintiff, L. A. Webre, be, and 
he is hereby, declared to have been duly elected sheriffef the parish of La Fourche 
at the general election on the 7th of Nevember last, 1476, and that he is entitled 
to the fees and emoluments of said office. It is further ordered and decreed that 


said plaintitl, Webre, b inducted into his said oflice, and that the defendant and 
appellee pay the costa of beth courts 
We append, as part of this opinion and decree, a computation of the vote accord 








ing to tho views announced therein. 
Votes. 
According to the supervisor's return, defendant, Wilton, received.......... 1, e72 
Lt ) 6 
Per Gthee AGA GORED ccccce cceccenconvscsenscenvesncestncssecsesesecsces 36 
— i112 


Leaves oe 
Add vote at poll 2 
Add vote at poll 10 


Makes a total of 





According to the supervisor's return, plaintiff, 
Add vote at poll 3 ...... 5 
Add vote at poll = 





Make a total for Webre of 
Deduct W ilton’s vote 





Leaves Webre a majority of 


without referenee to the votes computed for him from ward 8 by the distgict 
judge or any greater number proved. 


On application for rehearing, Mr. Chief.Justice Manning delivered the opinion 
and decree of the court in the words and figures following, to wit 

It is rightly remarked by the counsel for the defendant, in his brief supporting 
the application for a rehearing, “ the great underlying principle in all contested- 
election cases is to ascertain the will of the majority. The problem is to secure, 
first, to the voter a free and untrammeled vote and, secondly, a correct record 
hnd return of the vote; and that in all cases it is incumbent on the contestant to 
show that the acts of which he complains changed the result.” 

And we will add, if the acts of which a contestanc complains do not change the 
result, courts will not intervene, though the conduct of the one or the other may 
be tainted by fraud or vitiated by violence. For of what concern is it to judicial 
tribunals to learn what bad and illegal acts either candidate may have been guilty 
of, if one received so large a majority over the other that he is elected, notwith- 
standing the deduction from his poll of all the votes that should not have been re- 
ceived por counted | 

But when the case is otherwise—when the object and purpose of the officials 
who have the machinery of elections in charge is shown by testimony to have been 
not the ascertainment of the will of the majority, but the perversion of the 
expression of that will; not a correct record and return of the vote, bat such a 
return as accomplished a predetermined result ; not an untrammeled vote, but so 
to trammel it by cunning oe ices that the suffragan has been deceived or misled— 
then it is the highest office and the most imperative duty of a court to vindicate 
the purity and inviolability of the ballot, and to take care that the Republic, whose 
corner-stone is the vote of the citizen, shall receive no barm. 

For the fundamental principle of every representative government is that it is 
not the return but the election that entitles a party to an office. Hence it has 
been uniformly beld that the official return of an election is only prima facie evi 
dence of its legality and correctness, and that court can go behind it to ascertain 
the true state of the vote. 

If this were not so, why should the intricate forms for registration be prescribed, 
or why the necessity of the voter personally offering his vote, or offering it at all, 
if a power is vested anywhere to disregard everything that had been done at the 
ballot-box, and elect at the returning-board ? 

rhe act of casting a vote is not to the citizen an empty form. It is the lever 
by which the majority raises itself to the summit of the Government, and there 
controls, orders, executes. Ledet, as supervisor of registration for La Fourche Par- 
ish, made return of the election and impeached the truth of his return by his tes- 
timony on the trial. ; 

We are reminded, in the brief for the hearing, of Lord Manafield's declaration, 
that ‘it is of consequence to mankind that no man shall hang out false colors to 
deceive them by first afixing his signature toa paper and afterward giving his 
testimony to invalidate it.” 

But that great jurist would not have felt himself precluded by the enunciation 
of this wise maxim from receiving the testimony of a criminal who had become 
the state's witness against his fellows and in a civil action, where the public in- 
terests are involved, as in a contested-election suit, more than the interests of the 
individuals who are parties thereto, it is no infringement of that principle to hear 
from him who hung out the false colora the story of the manner in which they 
were fashioned and his intent in displaying them. : 
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ee 
Nor did Ledet alone detail the circumstances preceding and attending —— 
tion. Other witnesses, who are reputable citizens, inform us that when notin. 
given of the election that was to be held no indication was made of the ») 
where it would be held, nor was this, the necessary information, supplied yy aoe 
until twenty-four hours before the time for opening the polls. publi 
This delay or omission might have been attributed perhaps to negligence or for 
getfulness but for the fact, of which the evidence leaves no room for doubt ‘ 
information of the location of the polling-places was early given to on a 
political parties and was withheld from the other. Pane 
The record shows that on the 6th of November the Supervisor Lex 
for the first time what he termed ‘a correct list of polling-places to be or ved 
the 7th throughout the parish for the convenience of the clectors of La Fourch, 
The acts complained of by the plaintiff, and which changed tho result. 4 
viewed in extenso in the opinion read by my brother Egan; and we are co 
to say there is too apparent to be unobserved or disregarded a desig 
rather than promote a fair expression of the popular will by the officers who super 
vised this election. And this design, the first indication Of which is affords d 
the omission to give publicity to essential preliminaries, is developed more 
ciously as the election day approached, and culminated in exclading from t¢) 
turn two boxes which the judge of the lower court demonstrated should havo: 
counted, 
The return of the supervisor or registrar which excluded polls 2 and 10 thus 


let published 


he 
are re 
strained 
mn to thwart 





Supervisor's return, 


Wilton’s vote 





Wilton’s majority 





The district judge properly regarded this return as evidence only that pring 

it was correct, but admitted testimony and testitied himself of matters +), 
object and effect of which was to impugn its correctness. He revised this officia! 
return, counted the votes of the two rejected polls, and also counted 6 votes for 
Webre which were not cast for him, but which the judge believed from the ey; 


| dence would have been cast for him if the voters had not been prevented from 


voting. 
He also deducted 2 votes from Wilton which he thought were improperly 
received. 7 
District judge's count. 


Webre’s vote, by supervisor's return 
Webre's vote at poll 2 .....-...-...--- 

Weobro's vote at poll 10 ....... -cccccccccccccsccccccece 
Add vote he would have received 


Wilton's vote, by supervisor's retarn 
Wilton’s vote at poll 2 ...........-..+-- 
Wilton’s vote at poll 10 





Deduct votes ccccccccccccsccccce cocecccccs cocesccoosccocsoecsccoce 





Wilton's majority. ....0.cccccccccccccccccccs 


1¢ 


We do not count for Webre any vote that was not actually cast for him, nor do 
we reject any vote for Wilton that was cast- for him, except poll 17 and 36 votes 
which are part of a larger number that Webre alleged were improperly received 
The lists made part of his petition comprised 109 names, of whom IL voted 
dead men’s papers, 8 were convicts, 4 were persons who had removed from tly 
parish, 23 voted twice on that day, and 63 voted on fraudulent certificates. Thy 
proof satisfied the lower court that 2 of this number should be rejected. It satis- 
ties us that 36 of them should certainly be rejected. 


The correct cvunt. 









Wilton, per supervisor's return.............. cepencecccccece cosneceences cece 1,872 
Wilton, per poll 2... 103 
Wilton, DEF POU! 10 .nccccnccccccsccce coccccvcccccccoevecccesococccosecesccecs 44 
2 O19 
Dedact poll 17.......... sib UR EEehaEE ch SubORsenneRAooeNeesES Top eencesess OS 
Deduct fraudulent votes ...cceccocccccccnccscccccccenceccesccs ) ino 
1, 897 
Webre, per supervisor's return... ... cece. cae. sccces coccee cecceceees 1, 685 
Seen woesss stsebessecsecesce 139 
Webrd, POF PON W.cccccccccccccceseccece dwdesesovessecsecsossoesoe 171 — 


Webre’sa majority....cccccccccccccccccc cccceccoccnscccescccccccceesccccccs 

The counsel for the defendant urges strenuously for a rehearing upon the erro 
neous rejection of poll 17. If we should concede to the defendant all the votes at 
that poll, and follow the example of the court @ qua in counting those votes tor 
Webre that he would have received at ward 8 if an election had been held there, 
it would not change the result. The court below counted for Webre 6 votes, 4s 
if they had been given him at that poll, though in fact no poll was opened there 
Bat if we are to take that poll into account at all, the evidence establishes a larger 
number. One set of witnesses say that Webre would have received forty or 
fifty votes at that poll if it had been opened. The other set say he would have 
received thirty or forty votes if it had been opened. Give him the smallest num- 
ber and count poll 17 for his adversary : 


Wilton's vote at supra return. ..........++-+--0-+ eoccccccccee 


ae old omeonsere 






Webre's votes at supra return. . 
Add votes tor box & 


Webre's majority. .......00..2...2.0 ee 


A careful review of our first opinion, and a re-examination of the record, leave 
upon our minds no doubt of the correctness of our former decree. Rehearing 
refused. 
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the State of Louisiana in the election of 1476. The election took 
place on November 7, 1876. Returns were made to the then consti- 
tuted returning board of the State of Louisiana. 

Now, sir, I do not propose to defend nor to attack the returning 
board of the State of Louisiana; but I do propose to say that on No- 
vember 7, 1876, the returning board of Louisiana was the only re- 






2 oF LOUISIANA, oes : 
- A rd Congressional District, Parish of Iberville: 
J. Wi. ACKLEN 
v8. 
C. B. DaRRALL. # 1 — 
James Crowell, parish judge of the parish of Therv ille, and a du y aut horized 
aan om r the Revised Statutes of the United States, before whom testimony, 


















papers, ballots, or other evidence on sae of seein a — turning board under the laws of that State, and under the laws of 
» - > certifv 5 per, Std. Kh . . . ° ° 
or produced, do hereby certify that before mo, as that State the returns of the election must inevitably go to that re- 


. }. B. Darrall, represented by his attorney, James R. Jolly, 
a — yee, aa ee 80 act [comes and ound same satisfactory; that 
int) he examination of the commissioners of election of the different polls as to 
SS “ of counting the ballots at the close of said polls on election day, and 
oo easing that said count was made in bulk, and to the further examination of 
aoa Is on the ballot-boxes and signatures thereon by said commissioners, the 
Ge = ing found satisfactory and intact, and witnesses being produced who testi- 
a having voted the republican ticket bearing the name of J. H. Acklen, as 
oe ad swan, printed thereon, and after listening to argument from counsel, 
ee taee the fact that said republican votes so voted had not been counted 
for Colonel Acklen, but for his opponent, Mr. Darrall, and that a subpoena duces 
t-cum should therefore issue to the clerk of the court to yee said ballot-boxes 
*, open court, and that the court should appoint a board of experts of both politi- 
at vy rtice to recount said votes, I did, therefore, by the power in me vested, issue 
od subpeena duces tecum to the clerk, and did appoint the board of experts, and 
at the request of James R. Jolly, attorney for Mr. Darrall, did appoint him there- 
on. that the recount being acceded to by both parties should be tinal and binding 
upon all. That said board of experts were duly sworn by me to make a true re- 
count of the votes and a sworn return thereof signed by all. That said return was 
made and signed and sworn to, and accepted by Colonel Acklen for himself and 
: James R. Jolly, attorney for C, B. Darrall, and was, after being filed by me as 
4 evidence in this case, forwarded to Washington, as required by law. 
Chat I hereby certify the following to be a true copy of said vote as taken, the 
blank votes being left out: 







turning board and to no other returning board, and that that return- 
ing board had complete, full, and ample jurisdiction over the returns 
mude to them. Following the election of November 7, 1876, that 
board canvassed the returns from the fourth congressional district 
and made returns to the governor of the State of Louisiana, clearly 
declaring that Mr. Nash was elected to Congress from the fourth 
congressional district of Louisiana. 

Now, sir, the governor of the State, when that return was made 
on the 9th day of November, was William Pitt Kellogg, and I think 
that no man will dispute his title as the then governor of the State 
of Louisiana. He had been recognized by the President of the United 
States, recognized by the Senate, recognized by this House over and 
over again. Mr. Nash was seated in the last House of Representa- 
tives on a certificate from Governor Kellogg. This House passed a 
resolution declaring Mr. Kellogg the governor of Louisiana, and this 
democratic House refused to ignore the title of Mr. Nash in the early 
days of the first session of the last Congress. These returns having 
been made by the returning board, the executive of the State of 
Louisiana under the law issued his certificate to Mr. Nash, declaring 
him to be the Representative for the sixth congressional district of 
Louisiana. 

I am aware that the Clerk of the House says that that certificate 
was not in the form required by the statute of Louisiana; but the 
law says that the certificate should be in the form required by the 
laws of the State or of the United States, and this certificate is 
strictly in the form required by the laws of the United States. 

Again, it isin the very form in which for six years up to the 4th 
of March last every member from the State of Louisiana has held 
his seat, not only prima facie, but during the decision of the contest 
by Congress. 

Now, I am aware that Governor Nichols has also given a certificate 
in this case and has given it to the contestant of Mr. Nash, Mr. 
Elam—no, I believe I am mistaken as to the case upon which I am 
speaking ; it is the case of the sixth, not the fourth district; Mr. 
Robertson is the contestant in that case. I am speaking of the case 
of Mr. Smith and Mr. Robertson, and what I say will apply equally 
to the case of Nash and Elam. 

Now, I say that Mr. Elam had a certificate from Governor Nicholls. 
It was made under what circumstances? The returning board of the 
State of Louisiana had determined that Mr. Smith was elected. The 
returning board made that return to the then governor, Governor Kel- 
logg, and he gave the certificate to Mr. Smith. 

But Mr. Smith has also a certificate from a governor of Louisiana. 
As I understand the facts of the case—of course I am not speaking of 
my own knowledge—a returning board was created by the Legisla- 
ture which did not convene until January, 1877. That Legislature 
perhaps had a right to create a returning board, but clearly they had 
no right under the laws of Lonisiana, or any other laws, to create a 
returning board which would have jurisdiction over the election 
which took place on the 7th day of November 1876. And yet that 
returning board, created subsequently to the election, took jurisdic- 
tion and made returns to Governor Nicholls, who was not inaugurated 
until long after the election—not until the second Monday of Janu- 
ary, 1877; and on those returns Governor Nicholls has given Mr. Elam 
his certificate of election. 

Now I say, first, that that JLegislature had no power under the law 
to make a returning board and give it jurisdiction going back to the 
election held November 7, 1876. I say, second, that that returning 
board so created never had in its possession any of the original 
returns of the State of Louisiana until April, 1876, long after Governor 
Nicholls gave the certificate of election to Mr. Elam. I say that those 
original returns were in the hands of the so-called Packard govern- 
ment, or in the hands of the senate committee of the Packard legis- 
lature. And the returning board, in assuming to take jurisdiction of 
and passing upon those original returns, never had any original 
return from the whole State of Louisiana, and of course none from 
this fourth congressional district. 

Now, how can it be possible that Governor Nicholls, taking his oath 
on thesecond Monday of January, 1877, had authority upon returns 
made to him by areturning board created long after the election of 
November 7, 1576—how can it be possible that under any law, under 
any authority or power, he could give to Mr. Elam a certificate of 
election which should entitle him prima facie to a seat in this House ? 

Sir, it seems to me entirely clear—no matter what you may say 
about the Louisiana returning board, no matter what you may say 
about the original title of Governor Kellogg to be the governor of the 
State of Louisiana, after all that has taken place within the last two 
years, after the recognition that has been given to Governor Kellogg, 
after the recognition that has been given to that returning board of 
Louisiana—it seems to me entirely clear that the Clerk of this House 
did not correctly and properly rule when he recognized the certificate 
of Governor Nicholls founded on this new returning board, and re- 
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The majority for J, H. Acklen in this parish of Iberville being only shown by 
this recount to be 342. 

Given under my hand and seal, : 

{L. 8.] JAMES CROWELL. 


STATE OF LOUISIANA, 
Secretary of State's Office: 

I, the undersigned, secretary of state of the State of Louisiana, do hereby cer- 
tify the above and foregoing to be a true copy of the original filed and deposited in 
my office. 

Witness my signature and the seal of the State of Louisiana, at the city of New 
Orleans, this 8th day of October, 1877. 

‘ WILL. A. STRONG, 
Secretary of State, 
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Rooms Boarp OF CANVASSERS, 
s New Orleans, July 10, 1876. 

Sm: Ata meeting of the board of canvassers held this day the following reso- 
lution was unanimously adopted : 

Present, Speaker Bush, presiding; Senators Robertson, Zacharie, and Allain. 

“ Resolved, That the board inform the governor that they have been unable to 
ascertain who were elected parochial officers in the parish of Saint Martin, the 
board having been unable to obtain a certified copy of the returns from the clerk 
of the district court of said parish until the 23d April, 1877, more than six months 
after the election, when O. Delahoussaye, jr., forwarded to the board what pur- 
ported to be a consolidated statement of the vote cast in Saint Martin atthe recent 
election; but the consolidated statement was accompanied by the statement of 
votes and tally-sheets from the different polls, thus leaving the board with no 
data to canvass the vote of said parish other than the partial returns from said 
parish found on file in the secretary of state's office, which last show evident signs 
of having been tampered with by some parties unknown to the board.” 

LOUIS BUSH, 
Speaker House of Representatives presiding. 



























F. If. Barnor, 
Secretary. 
To his Excellency Francts T. NICHOLLS, 
Governor of the State of Louisiana, 
















STATE OF LOUISIANA, 
Office of the Secretary of State. 
I, the undersigned, secretary of state, do hereby certify the above to be a true 
copy of the original on file and deposited in this office. 
Witness my signature and the impress of the seal of the State of Louisiana, at 
the city of New Orleans, this 8th day of October, A. D. 1877. 
[SEAL.] WILL. A. STRONG, 
Secretary of State. 
REPRESENTATIVE FROM LOUISIANA, FOURTH DISTRICT. 


The SPEAKER. The next case in order is the case of Mr. Elam 
from the fourth district of Louisiana. 

Mr. FRYE. If the House will pardon me a moment, I desire to be 
heard upon this case. I entered an objection yesterday to the oath 
being administered to Mr. Elam. His case, in my judgment, very 
——s differs from the cases upon which the House has already 
passed. Mr, Elam and Mr. Nash were competitors for the office of 

presentative in Congress from the fourth congressional district of 
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fused to recognize the certificate of Governor Kellogg, who by every- 
body is admitted to have then been the acting governor of the State 
of Louisiana, 

Mr. HOUSE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly; I will yield. 

Mr. HOUSE. I understand the gentleman to be now arguing the 
orima facie Case. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam. 

Mr. HOUSE. How does the gentleman arrive at the fact that the 
vertificate given by Governor Nicholls is based on the count of the 
new returning board? Is the gentleman not speaki~g outside of the 
record ? 

Mr. FRYE. I understood from the statement of the Clerk himself, 
made yesterday to this House, that that was the case. Then, as I 
understand it, I have a right to take cognizance of the general his- 
tory of events of the State of Louisiana, which certainly has been 

wetty well spread out before this country during the last six years. 
j say that in my opinion this certificate of Governor Nicholls ought 
to have no weight whatsoever to seat Mr. Elam in this Honse. 

When it comes to a question of a contest before the Committee of 
Elections—and let me tell gentlemen of this House that a contest is 
to be had, because already the papers have been filed in the case upon 
which by mistake I started first to speak, and they may just as well 
go together because they present the same facts. Papers have been 
filed by Mr. Robertson in the other case, giving notification of con- 
test to the one he supposed would be the sitting member, and evi- 
dence has been taken. Now, I have no question that in both cases 
those gentlemen believed that the prima facie right would be accorded 
to Mr. Smith and to Mr. Nash, and they prepared fully and com- 

iletely for the contest before the Committee of Elections of this 
louse, recognizing the fact that those two men would be seated 
under the certificate signed by Governor Kellogg. Holding these 
views, I offer the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolocd, That George L, Smith, having the prima facie right to a seat in this 
Liouse, be pow sworn in. 

Mr. GIBSON. I move to lay that resolution on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands it to be offered as a snub- 
stitute for the resolution of the gentleman from Louisiana, [ Mr. Gin- 
8ON,] and if the motion to lay on the table should prevail it would 
carry both resolutions to the table, 

Mr. GARFIELD. The better way is to have a direct vote on each 
resolution. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have offered no resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was under the impression that a reso- 
Jution was offered in this case as in the other. 

« The question was taken upon the motion to lay on the table; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 130, noes 119. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

‘The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Elam] will 
now present himself to be sworn in. 

Mr. LEONARD. I object to the gentleman being sworn in. The 
circumstance that the resolution just offered has been voted down does 
not give him a right to be sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair deemed it his duty to ask the gentle- 
man to come forward and be sworn in, the resolution in favor of the 
other gentleman having been voted down. 

Mr. LEONARD. I object to his being sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can offer any resolution on the sub- 
ject which he desires. 

Mr. LEONARD. Then I offer the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the claims of 7.13. Flam and George L. Smith toa seat in this House 
from the fourth congressional district of the State of Louisiana be referred to the 


Committee of Elections, with instructions to report without delay who is prima 
Jacie ontitled to the seat, 


Mr. POTTER. Have the certificates of the gentlemen whose names 
it is proposed to place on the roll in place of the names of Mr. Elam 
and Mr. Robertson been read ? 

The SPEAKER. They have not been read to-day, and the Chair 
is advised that they have never been read in the presence of the 
louse, 

Mr. POTTER. I think they should be read. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. LEONARD. I believe I have the floor, and the gentleman can- 
not make that motion now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
New York { Mr. Cox] in due time. 

Mr. LEONARD. I now call for the reading of the certificates 
which have been filed in this case. 

The SPEAKER. The certificates will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


State or Loumsiana, Executive DEPARTMENT, 
New Orleans, December 27, 1276. 
Be it known that, at an election begun and held on the 7th day of November, A. 
T). 1876, for members of Congress, George L. Smith received 10,868 votes and J. B. 
Elan; 9,674 votes. 


Now, therefore, I, William Pitt Kellogg, governor of the State of Louisi 
hereby certify that George L. Smith received a majority of the votes ; a 
election and is duly and lawfully elected to represent tho fourth congressional » 
trict of the State of Louisiana in the Forty-fifth Congress of the Upin St oe — 

Given under my hand and the seal of tho State this 27th day of December 1s 
and of the Independence of the United States the one hundred and first, | 

[SEAL.} W. P. KELLOGG. 

By the governor: 

P. G. Des tonne, 
Secretary of State. 


ana, do 
tat said 
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UNITED STATES OF AmMeEnica 
Executive Department, State of Louisiana 

This is to certify that at a general election begun and held in the State of en 
ana, in the fourth congressional district of said State, on the 7th day of Noves be of 
in the year of our Lord 1876, it being the first Tuesday after the first Monday ‘ 
said mouth, and the day prescribed by the laws of the United States and the 
State of Louisiana for the election of Representatives in Congress from the « 
State, J. B. Elam and George L. Smith appear from the returns of said election 
filed in the oflice of the Secretary of State within and for said State, to have beor 
the only persons voted for in the foarth congressional district of said Star we 
rn in the Forty-fifth Congress of the United States from said Stat 
and that it further appears from said returns on file in said office that J. B Fl 
received 12,126 votes and George L. Smith 11,540 votes for representative as afor. 
said in said district, and that J. B. Elam, having received a majority of the votes 
cast for representative from the fourth district in said State of Louisiana j; 
the Forty itth Congress of the United States at said election, has been duly. la a 
fully, and regularly elected to represent said fourth district of said State’ in ¢) 
aforesaid Congress of the United States, in accordance with the laws of the Unit d 
States and of the State of Louisiana. 


f 
© said 
1 


1 


FRANCIS T. NICHOLLS, 
Governor of the State of Louisiana, 


We, Francis T. Nicholls, governor of the State of Louisiana, and Oscar Arroyo 
assistant secretary of stato of said State, do hereby certify that the above gy} 
foregoing declaration of the result of the election begun and held in the fonrt) 
congressional district of the State of Louisiana, on the 7th day of November, = 
is atruc copy of the original certificate as recorded in the office of the secretary of 
state of Louisiana by the secretary ef state, and signed by the governor 

Witness our hands and the seal of the State of Louisiana, at the city of New 
Orleans, this twenty-soventh day of February, 1877. 7 

FRANCIS T. NICIIOLLS 
[SEAL.] Governor of the State of Louis 
OSCAR ARROYO, 
Assistant Secretary of State. 


Mr. LEONARD. Mr. Speaker, in offering this resolution and in 
asking the House to consider it, I wish to say that it is not my pnr- 
pose to re-open in any way the old Louisiana case. As between Mr. 
Packard and Mr. Nicholls, I may once have had some choice. But 
that contest is now settled. Mr. Nicholls is governor of Louisiana; 
and although I lost by his success a better place, perhaps, than hx 
holds himself, yet it is now my duty to recognize and respect his 
authority. I do this fully and completely. But the question is uot 
whether Mr. Nicholls is or is not governor of Louisiana, but whether 
he has a right to nullify and set aside those rights which accrued and 
became vested before his inauguration. 

An election was held in the State of Louisiana on the 7th day of 
November, 12876. That election was for members of Congress, State 
officers, members of the Legislature, and presidential electors. It was 
held under an act entitled “An act to regulate the conduct and to 
maintain the freedom and purity of elections; to prescribe the mode 
of making returns thereof; to provide for the election of returning 
officers, and defining their powers and duties; to prescribe the mod 
of entering on the rolls of the senate and house of representatives, 
and to enforce article 103 of the constitution.” In order that the 
House may understand fully what the law was, how the election was 
conducted, how the returns were made, and how those returus were 
canvassed, I ask that sections one and two of the law may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SecTION 1. Be it enacted by the senate and house of representatives of the State of 
Louisiana in General Assembly convened, That all elections for State, parish, ani 
judicial officers, members of the General Assembly, and for members of Congress 
shall be held on the first Monday in November; and said election shall be styled 
the general elections. They shall be held in the manner and form and subject to 
the regulations hereinafter prescribed, and no other. 

Sec. 2. Be it further enacted, &c., That five persons, to be elected by the senate from 
all political parties, shall be the returning-oflicers for all elections in the State, a ma 
jority of whom shall constitute a quorum, and have power to make the returns of 
all elections. Incase of any vacancy by death, resignation, or otherwise, by cithet 
of the board, then the vacancy shall be filled by the residue of the board of retur: 
ing-officers. The returning officers shall, after each election, before entering upon 
their duties, take and subscribe to the following oath before a judge of the supremo 
or any district court: 

“TA. B., do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will faithfully and diligently per 
form the duties of a returning-officer as prescribed by law; that I will carefully 
and honestly canvass and compile the statements of the votes, and make a true and 
correct return of the election. So help me God.” : 

Within ten days after the closing of the election said returning-officers shall 
meet in New Orleans to canvass and compile the statements of votes made by | 
commissioners of election, and make returns of the election to tho secretary ¢! 
state. ‘They shall continue in session until such returns have been compiled. The 
presiding officer shall, at such meeting, open in the presence of the said retarning- 
ofticers the statements of the commissioners of election, and the said returning: 
officers shall, from said statements, canvass and compile the returns of the election 
in duplicate; one copy of such returns they shall file in the office of the secretary 
of state, and of one copy they shall make public proclamation by printing in the 
official journal and such other newspapers as they may deem prope *, dvclaring the 
names of all persons and officers voted for, the number of votes for each person 
and the names of the persons who kave been duly and lawfully elected. Che re 
turns of the elections thus made and promulgated shall be prima facie evidence i 
all courts of justice and before all civil officers, until sct aside after a contest a 
cording to law, of the right of any person named therein to hold and exercise tx 
oilice to which be shall by such return be declared elected. The governor shall, 


Seen a. en 


TT a oe oe 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


within thirty days thereafter, issue commissions to all officers thus declared elected, 
who are required by law to be commissioned, 

Mr. LEONARD. Mr. Speaker, you have heard the law. Now, I 

ake the assertion—and I ask to be corrected by any gentleman from 
Ta jana or elsewhere if I state what is untrne—that the election 
aaa accordance with this law; that the returns were made 
. why the commissioners and supervisors of election; that those re- 
pe went to this board of returning officers; that they had them 
jn their possession ; that they did canvass and compile those returns 
and did declare that George L. Smith had a majority of the votes for 
member of Congress in the fourth congressional district of Louisiana 
and was therefore elected. ; 

Mr. ELLIS. I understand my colleague to desire to be corrected. 

Mr. LEONARD. If I have made any mistake I beg the gentleman 

sorrect me. 
Mr. ELLIS. I understand my colleague to say that the board of 
returning ofticers compiled and canvassed those returns. 

Mr. LEONARD. I made that statement. Lie 

Mr. ELLIS. The returns which came from the commissioners? It 
is a matter, Mr. Speaker, of history, as broadly known as this great 
country, that that board of returning officers did not canvass and 
compile the returns received from the commissioners—— 

Mr. LEONARD. I do not yield for a speech. : 

Mr. ELLIS. But,exercising arbitrary judicial power never given to 
them, they excluded what they pleased, admitted what they pleased, 
and made up returns to suit themselves. 

Mr. LEONARD. I said I would yield for thecorrection of any mis- 
takes, but for no other purpose. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to reply to the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. LEONARD. I said if Imade a mistake in any statement of fact 
I was willing to be corrected, but I did not say I was willing to have 
half a dozen speeches injected into mine. 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish to correct the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana is entitled to the 
jloor, and will proceed without interruption unless he yields for that 

yurpose. 
: Mr. GIBSON. I merely wished to reply to the gentleman’s ques- 
tion. 

Mr. LEONARD. If the gentleman asks a question, I will answer 
him categorically. 

Mr. GIBSON. I do not wish to ask any question, but will answer 
the gentleman categorically, if he will receive an answer to the 
question which he himself put. 

Mr. LEONARD. I did not hear the last remark. 

Mr. GIBSON. ‘The gentleman referred to his celleagues, and said 
he desired to be corrected in any statement he made if he was mis- 
taken. I only desire to say now that he was mistaken. 

Mr. LEONARD. If the gentleman wishes to correct an error or to 
ask me a question I will candidly answer him, but I wish to notify 
him beforehand that 1 do not desire him to make a speech under the 
ruise of a question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the floor and will proceed 
without interruption. 

Mr. LEONARD. Whether this returning board canvassed these 
votes correctly or not I do not pretend to say. Perhaps they did and 
perhaps they did not. I was not there. I was not a member of that 
board. Iwas not present when they canvassed those votes. If they 
did make mistakes those mistakes are to be corrected and ought to 
be corrected ; but I make the statement that they had the right to 
foot up the figures just as much as any returning board has the right 
to do this in any State in this Union. If they declare that one can- 
didate has a majority over another, that gives him a prima facie case, 
whether they have added up the figures correctly or incorrectly. I 
say that, if a board of returning officers in the State of Maine should 
declare that one gentleman had a majority over another gentleman, 
the mere circumstance that they had made a mistake or failed to can- 
Vass certain parishes or certain counties would not make the prima 
Jacie case of the gentleman returned any the less valid. 

I say, therefore, that it is not a question for this House to consider 
at this stage whether the returning-board correctly canvassed those 
votes or not. I say they had the right to canvass them; they did 
canvass them; and in accordance with a universal principle of law 
their canvass must be presumed to be valid until duly set aside, and 
therefore no mere suggestion of fraud is sufficient to nullify what 
they did. Their canvass is prima facie valid and correct. I say, 
therefore, that in accordance with the law they did canvass these 
returns; they did declare Mr. Smith to have a majority; and that 
that declaration was published in the official journal of the State in 
accordance with the law, and upon that declaration the governor of 
the State issued his certificate to Mr. Smith, which has been filed and 
read here to-day. 

So far as the objection to the form of that certificate is concerned, 
I wonld state it is the very identical certificate which has always 
heen filed here; that is to say, it is identical in form with the certiti- 
cate upon which the gentlemen on the other side, my honorable col- 
leagues, have held their seats in former Congresses. I have before 
me the REcorD containing the opening proceedings of the last Con- 


gress, and I ask the Clerk to read from page 170 the certificate which 
appears there. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


State o7 LOUISIANA, EXEcuTIVR DEPARTMENT, 
New Orleans, December 26, 1874. 
Be it known, that at an election begun and held on the 2d day of November, 
A. D, 1874, for members of Congress, Frank Morey received 12,279 votea, and W. B. 
Spencer received 11,038 votes according to the certificate of the returns of said 
election made, filed, and of record in the office of the seoretary of state in the 
manner prescribed by law. 


Now, therefore, I, William Pitt Kellogg, governor of the State of Louisiana, do 
hereby certify that Frank Morey, who received a majority of the votes cast at said 
election, is truly and lawfully elected to represent the fifth congressional district 
of Louisiana in the Forty-fourth Congreas of the United States. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto signed my name and caused the seal of 
the State to be attached, this 26th day of December, A. D. 1874, and of the Inde- 
pendence of the United States the ninety-niuth. 

> Be WILLIAM P. KELLOGG. 
By the Governor : 
P. G. DEsLonpE, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. LEONARD. Mr. Speaker, this certificate was before the House 
at the opening of the last Congress. It was acknowledged by the 
members then on this floor to be valid in point of form. The question 
between Mr. Morey and Mr. Spencer was debated by the best speakers 
in this House. But it never occurred to any of them to suggest that 
that certificate, either of Morey or Spencer, was defective in point of 
form under the laws of the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. HOUSE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. LEONARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOUSE. Does the gentleman say that the certificate in the 
Morey-Spencer case just read at the Clerk’s desk is identical with the 
certificate now before the House ? 

Mr. LEONARD. I say it is identical in form, 

Mr. HOUSE. It is wholly different. 

Mr. LEONARD. Wherein is it different ? 

Mr. HOUSE. I will show wherein it differs if the gentleman will 
allow me. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. LEon- 
ARD] yield further ? 

Mr. LEONARD. I will answer the gentleman’s question first. I 
say there is no difference in the essentials of these two credentials. 
That is to say, the objection which was raised by the Clerk was that 
these certificates did not purport to be copies from the records of the 
secretary of state. If he had any other objections to these certifi- 
cates I do not know what they were. He said that the law of Louis- 
iana required that the secretary of state should make up a certiti- 
cate and that a copy of this certificate should be granted to the 
claimant; that as that had not been done in this case there was no 
valid certificate. In answer to that I say it was not done in the 
Morey case, and the certificate in that case was held to be a valid 
one. While the question was being debated Mr. Holman, of Indi- 
ana, said : 


The Clerk, as I have no doubt rightfully upon the presumptive case beforo 
him, placed the name of Mr. Morey on the roll, for the credentials which have 
been read clearly make out a prima facie case in his behalf. 

Mr. HOUSE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? I 
simply want the House to understand the question. 

Mr. LEONARD. And I want the House to understand the ques- 
tion. I do not wish to deceive the House. I say that the Clerk 
stated that his objection to these certificates was that they did not 
purport to be copies from the records of the secretary of state; and 

have had asimilar one read, and shown that it was received in the 
last Congress. 

Mr. HOUSE. The gentleman announced that the certificates relied 
upon here in the cases of Mr. Nash and Mr. Smith were identical 

Mr. LEONARD. In form. 

Mr. HOUSE. With thecertiticate in the Morcy-Spencer case. Now, 
if the gentleman will allow me, I will show to him and to the Houso 
that they are essentially different. 

Mr. LEONARD. I cannot yield for that purpose at present, but I 
will give the gentleman enough time at the proper moment, if he 
will show wherein they are essentially different. 

Now, if there be any objection to the form of these credentials, 
which I have not heard, I should be very glad to hear that objec- 
tion and have a chance to reply to it. But I say that the objec- 
tion which theClerk made to the certificates of Mr. Smith and Mr. 
Nash was that they did not purport to be copies from the books of 
the secretary of state, and that therefore they were in no sense the 
certificates required by the law of Louisiana; and, if there be any 
essential difference between this certificate and that certificate, it is 
not the difference to which the Clerk drew our attention on the first 
day of the session. If there be such a difference, I will be very glad 
to know wherein it consists. An argument on that point would 
relate to a question not yet raised. f 

Now, I say that the returns were made up and canvassed, that the 
result was promulgated, and that Governor Kellogg issued certificates 
to Mr. Nash and Mr. Smith. A gentleman suggested a little while 
ago that perhaps the gentleman from Maine was speaking of some- 
thing he did not know anything about when he said a new board of 
canvassers was organized by ~ Nichols government, and that this 
new board assumed to canvdss the returns already counted. The 
Nichols government claimed to go iute operation on the Sth day of 
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January, 1877. On that very day its legislature assumed to pass the 
act which I send to the desk that it may be read by the Clerk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


An act to repeal sections 2, 3, and 26 of an act entitled “An act to regulate the free- 
dom and purity of elections; to prescribe the mode of making returns thereof ; 
to provide for the election of returning officers and defining their powers and 
duties ; to prescribe the mode of entering on the rolls of the senate and house of 
representatives and to enforce article 103 of the constitution,” approved No- 
vember 20, 1872 ; to constitute a board of canvassers, and to authorize said board 
to canvass and make return of the votes castat the recent election ; and to author- 
ize contest for office in certain cases. 


SECTION 1. Be it enacted by the senate and house of representatives of the State of 
“An act to regulate the freedom and purity of elections ; to prescribe the mode of 
making returns thereof; to provide for the election of retarning officers and defin 
ing their powers and duties ; to prescribe the mode of entering on the rolls of the 
acnate and house of representatives ; and toenforce article 103 of the constitution,” 
approved November 20, 1872, be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Sec. 2 
of the lieutenant-governor, the speaker of the house of representatives, and three 
senators, to be clected by the senate from the different parties, a majority of whom 
shall constitute a quorum, is hereby created and empowered to canvass and make 
retarns of the votes cast at the recent general election in this State for all officers 
other than governor and lieutenant-governor, and for and agaiust the constitu- 
tional amendments 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, dc., That the canvass and return made by the 


board herein constituted shall be prima facie evidence of the election of the candi- | 


date returned by them, reserving to all other candidates the right to contest the 
said election and retarn by filing a petition for that purpose in the court of proper 


jurisdiction within their respective parishes within a delay of thirty days from 
the official promulgation of the canvass herein provided for. 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, &c., That all laws and parts ot laws contrary to 
andl inconsistent with this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


See. 5. And be it further enacted, dc., That this act shalltake effect from and 
after its passage 


Mr. LEONARD, 
case, 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman from Louisiana 
will give way for a motion to adjourn, I will submit that motion, 

Mr. LEONARD, I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I move, then, that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
to-morrow ? 

The SPEAKER. It will be unfinished business. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then it will come up the first thing after 
the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. 
of the Journal. 

The question was taken on Mr. WuITe’s motion, and it was agreed 
to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and five minutes p.m.) the House 
adjourned. 


I think the House will now see the aspect of this 


What will be the condition of this matter 


It will come up the first thing after the reading 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk» 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

by Mr. BURCHARD: The petition of George W. 8. Staplin, late a 
private in Company C, Fifteenth Regiment Illinois’ Volunteers, and 
others, that he be granted a pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, when appointed, 

By Mr. BURDICK: Papers relating to the claim of the heirs of 
John Rice Jones, deceased, for indemnity for lands sold and otherwise 
appropriated by the United States, within the limits of certain con- 
firmed private land claims in the State of Illinois—to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, when appointed. 

By Mr. MORGAN: The petition of B. Hunt, B. H. Stone, J. A. Gib- 
son, and 30 other citizens of Lawrence County, Missouri, for the re- 
monetization of silver and the issue of 3.65 interconvertible United 
States bonds—to the Committee on Banking and Currency, when 
appointed. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of Mrs. V. 8. M. Chapman, to be re- 
imbursed for property confiscated by decree of the United States 
courts in the State of New York, with papers relating thereto—to the 
Committee of Claims, when appointed. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, October 17, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented the petition of Thomas A. Doyle, mayor 
of the city of Providence, Rhode Island, and others, praying for an 
increase of the compensation of letter-carriers; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. FERRY presentéd the petition of Aaron L. Sibley and others, 
of Grand Rapids, Michigan, praying for an increase of compensation 
to letter-carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of William A. Willis and others, set- 
tlers upon and purchasers of lands kuown as Detroit and Milwaukee 
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Railroad lands, situated in the western part of the State of Michigay 
and interests therein, praying the passage of a law protecting thon 
in their rights and interests therein; which was referred to the Com. 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of t)yo 
State of Michigan in favor of aid by Congress in the construction ol 
a tunnel under the Detroit River at or near Detroit, Michigan; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. ; 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of Charles 
R. Taylor and others, letter-carriers of Philadelphia, Penns, lvania 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. _ 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of Henry Page, late agen; 
and disbursing officer of the Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen, an 
Abandoned Lands, praying to be refunded certain moneys by him 
paid to parties representing themselves to be discharged soldiers: 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. ; 

Mr. MERRIMON presented the petition of J. H. Hardin and others, 


| citizens of Watauga, North Carolina, praying for the establishinen; 


of a new post-route from Boone, North Carolina, to Baker's Gay 
post-office in that State; which was referred to the Committee oy 
Post-Oftices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of James M. Snyder and others, 


| letter-carriers of Troy, New York, praying for an increase of co. 


pensation ; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. SARGENT presented the petition of Edward Byrne and others, 
letter-carriers of San Francisco, California, praying for an increase 
of compensation; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Ofiices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of Greenleaf Cilley, com- 
mander United States Navy, praying that his name be taken from 
the retire 1 list and restored to his appropriate rank on the active 
list of the Navy; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. OGLESBY presented the petition of John Harrison, of Quincy, 
Illinois, praying compensation for services rendered as a scout dur- 
ing the late war; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of J. 8. Berry and 
others, citizens of the county of Tama, Iowa, praying for the passage of 
a law making silver a legal tender for all sums; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Michigan, in favor of an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the harbor at New Buffalo, in that State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the State 
of Michigan, in favor of an appropriation to construct a harbor at 
Menominee upon the dividing line between the States of Michigan 
and Wisconsin; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the State 
of Michigan, in favor of an appropriation for a light-house at the 
mouth of Thunder Bay, in the county of Alpena, Michigan; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. McDONALD presented the petition of Thomas Wall, of Marion 
County, Indiana, praying for a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Jacob H. Mattern and 27 others, 
letter-carners of Indianapolis, Indiana, praying for an increase of 
compensation ; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD presented a petition of citizens of Des Moines, 
Iowa, praying an increase of compensation to letter-carriers ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WALLACE presented the petition of J. W. Forney and 17,000 
other citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, praying an increase of 
compensation to letter-carriers ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CONKLING presented a petition of a number of citizens of 
Mattoon, Illinois, praying the remonetization of the old silver dollar; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present also a petition signed by the letter- 
carriers of Troy, New York, representing that $1,200 per annum is 4 
reasonable compensation, and praying that it be fixed as the compen- 
sation of letter-carriers. I move that this petition be referred to the 
Committee on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

Mr. CONKLING also presented a petition of tho lotter-carriers of 
Oswego, New York, praying that the salary of letter-carriers be tixed 
at the uniform sum of $1,200 per annum; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. : 

Mr. CONKLING. I present also a petition of the commissioners of 
the State of New York appointed for the purpose of erecting a monu- 
ment to the memory of David Williams, one of the captors of Major 
André, praying an appropriation of $10,000 by Congress in addition to 
$2,000 already appropriated by the State of New York, to be used in 
erecting an appropriate work of art in commemoration of the event 
referred to. I wish the Chair would be kind enough to indicate the 
proper reference. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Military Affairs. _ 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator on my right, [Mr. Howe,] who is 
very experienced, suggests that the Committee on the Library is a 
more appropriate reference. I have no choice myself. If the Chair 
will direct a reference I shall be satisfied. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has made the order. The pe- 
tition will be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Mrs. Mary G. Rhoades, widow 
of John L. Rhoades, late a lieutenant in the Thirty-seventh United 
States Colored i praying for a pension ; which was referred to 

Cc i on Pensions. 

~~ py the petition of William Kearney, late a private 
of Company H, Twentieth Massachusetts Volunteers, praying to be 
allowed a pension ; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
— BAYARD presented the petition of W. B. Brittain and 36 others, 
United States letter-carriers in the city of Washington, District 
of Columbia, praying for an increase of compensation ; which was 
; referred to the Committee on Post-Otlices and Post-Roads, 
i) He also presented the petition of Thomas B. Bryan and others, 2,000 
citizens of the District of Columbia, praying for an increase of com- 
pensation to letter-carriers ; Which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Oftices and Post-Roads. J 

Mr. MITCHELL pftesented the petition of J. D. Holman, of Port- 
land, Oregon, praying for compensation for improvements included 
in the military reservation of Fort Canby in the year 1850; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
















SAFETY OF THE CAPITOL. 


Mr. DAWES. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 
Snildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1) for 
the removal of the books and files in the lofts of the old portion of 
the Capitol building, to report it back in the form of a concurrent 
resolution, and I ask that the resolution may be considered at the 
present time. This is the bill which was introduced yesterday, but 
in the form of a concurrent resolution. It was thought that no law 
about it would be necessary, and that the contingent funds of the 
two Houses shonld be absolutely under our own control. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the purpose ? 

Mr. DAWES. It is to require certain officers to do certain things 
in reference to the protection of this building from fire, as well as to 
remove those documents of which mention was made yesterday. The 
documents could of course be removed by the direction of the proper 
committees, but it also provides for keeping hereafter buckets of 
water in certain places, and it was deemed that it would be more 
authoritative and more likely to be regarded if put in this form. 

ly unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring.) That the officers 


the Capitol building shall cause the same to be moved into the basements, or other 
places in the building safe from fire; and that, in addition to the fire-extinguish- 
ers now in use, a liberal supply of fire-buckets be placed in all portions of the 
Capitol where there is danger from fire. And it shall also be hereatter the duty 
of the Capitol police to keep the fire-buckets well filled with water, and to make 
daily inspections of the building, with a view to take proper measures against 
damage from fire. 

Resolved, That the expense of carrying out the provisions of the foregoing reso- 
lution be paid out of the contingent funds of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, in proportion to the amount incurred by either House for this service. 


Mr. DAWES. At the suggestion of the Senator from New York 
[Mr. CONKLING]I wi!'l state further, in reference to these documents, 
that the resolution applies only to the documents which are stored 
up under the roof of the old part of the Capitol building, documents, 
such as bills printed when introduced and at different stages in their 
progress. They are piled away there; and it is not thought best to 
destroy them, although hereafter it may be proper to assort and pre- 
serve some of them and dispose of the rest. ‘There are also up there 
zi duplicate and multiplied copies of the House and Senate Journals 

that have been bound from time to time, twenty, or thirty, or forty 
copies of a session; and there are also executive documents, some of 
them very valuable and some of them probably of no use. It is not 
proposed by these resolutions to make any permanent disposition of 
these documents, but to take them out of the danger of fire either 
by accident or by malice. If by accident any spark should come 
down upon the roof there, these documents would be destroyed be- 
yond any opportunity or chance of protection. 

Mr. CONKLING. Where are they to be put? 

Mr. DAWES. They are to be put in rooms down below that can 
be provided by the officers of the House and of the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. In the basement? 

Mr. DAWES. In the basement and in the corridors. They can be 
put there without interfering at all with the conveniences of the two 
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there until such time as provision shall have been made for a perma- 


nent disposition of them. I think that if any Senator had gone where 
I have been this morning, up among them, he would see at once the 
hecessity of doin something. These resolutions are the result of 2 
conference with the officers of the two Houses and those in charge of 
the building itself, 

The resolution was agreed to. 


having in charge the books and files now stored in the lofts of the old portion of | 


Houses, either as to committee-rooms or otherwise, and will be kept | 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WADLEIGH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 16) relating to certain brevet appointments ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. WITHERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 17) amending the laws granting pensions 
to the soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812, and their widows ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 18) for the relief of the Albemarle and Chesapeake 
Canal Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MCDONALD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 19) for the relief of Captain James M. 
Beeber; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CHAFFEE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 20) authorizing the citizens of Colorado, 
Nevada, and the Territories to fell and remove timber on the public 
domain for mining and domestic purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CONKLING asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 21) for the relief of Brigadier-General 
Alexander 8. Webb, late of the United States Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro 
duce a bill (S. No. 22) for the relief of James B. Sinclair, of the 
United States Army; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CONKLING. Before this bill is referred I beg to make a 
remark. I introduce'both these bills in accordance with a request 
and with representations of the facts made to me. I have no exact 
knowledge of the merits. I ask that the latter bill go with the 
accompanying papers to the Committee on Military Affairs in order 
to give such information as they contain. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill, with the accompanying papers, 
will be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOWE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 23) for the relief of Major and Brevet Colonel 
Joseph B. Collins, late of the United States Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 24) for the relief of Michael Fentenheime, a citi- 
zen of France; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 25) for the relief of Robert W. Dunbar, of 
Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 26) to donate a portion of the military reser- 
vation of Fort Harker to the State of Kansas for the establishment 
of an educational or charitable institution, and to open the remainder 
of said reservation to settlement; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 27) for the relief of Amos B. Ferguson ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 28) authorizing the appointment of stenographers 
by the judge-advocates of the several military departments; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. MAXEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 29) for the relief of Robert McRae, Andrew 
B. James, and Emory Clapp, of New Orleans, Lonisiana; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 30) for the relief of Silas F. Field, one of 
the sureties on the bond of John G. Halliburton, deceased, late mar- 
shal of the United States in and for the eastern district of Arkan- 
sas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. BECK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 31) to authorize the payment of fifty per cent. 
of customs duties in legal-tender notes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Without previous notice I desire leave to intro- 
duce a bill for the relief of J. M. Micow and others, and I state that 
I know nothing of the merits of the bill and am not committed for 
or against it. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
32) for the relief of J. M. Micow ani others; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire leave also to introduce another bill for 
the relief of R. W. Corbin and others. I know nothing of the merits 
of the bill and am not committed for or against it. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
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for the relief of R. W. Corbin and others; which was read twice 
by its title, andreferred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. EDMUNDS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 34) to prevent abuses in the sale of postage- 
tamps and stamped envelopes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post-Roada, 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERBED. 
On motion of Mr. MAXEY, it was 


0 i, That the papersof Francis Guilbean, of San Antonio, Toxas, bo taken 
from th sof the Senate aul referred to the Commitios oy Claims 

Ou motion of Mr. GORDON, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of Sarah T. Jefferies, executrix, of Mississippi, be 
taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claima. 

On motion of Mr. MCDONALD, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the matter of the claim of James M. Beeber be 
taken from the files and referred to the Conmnitice on Military Affairs. 

PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I offer the following resolution : 
R 
duty 
tain 


volved, That a committee consisting of seven Senators be appointed, whose 
it shall be to take inte consideration the state of the law respecting the ascer 
¢ and declaration of the result of the elections of President and Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States; and that said committee have power to report by bill or 
otherwise, 

I presume, Mr. President, as we all understand the topic very wells 
that there will be no objection to the present consideration of the reso- 
lution. If there be not, I ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I suggest to the honorable Senator (recogniz- 
ing the gravity and importance of this question, and expressing my 
great satisfaction in seeing at this early period a disposition to settle 
it) whether it would not be well to have the matter submitted to a 
joint committee of the two Houses ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My observation and experience in general have 
rather convinced me that there is more likelihood of success in 
almost all measures by having separate committees; and I have the 
impression that whatever of success has attended difficult transac- 
tions latterly has been in part owing to the circumstance of their 
being separate committees upon important subjects, who had of 
course the free right of communication and mutual consideration, 
but still were independent committees. I have the impression, there- 
fore, that we should be more likely to get on by each House having 
a separate committee. Ishould hope that the House of Represent- 
atives, in view of the importance of the subject, would have a sim- 
ilar committee, If the Senator has any special views on the subject 
to present, I am quite willing to allow the resolution to lie over for 
consideration. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have no objection to the resolution, and it is to 
further its object that I make the suggestion Ido. The subject is 
one that needs light from every quarter and aid from every quarter. 
It should be free from party, and certainly in its consideration we 
should be beyond and above paltry considerations of party. I have 
before now expressed the view that the relative complexion of the 
two Houses of Congress makes this a favorable occasion for an exam- 
ination of this subject. I thought soa year ago; I think so now; and 
it would be well, as assuring the acceptance of any proposition that 
may be agreed upon by the two Houses, that it should be entirely 
divested of any possibility of particular party advantage, so that the 
likelihood of success before both Houses could be assured by the 
action of a committee composed of members of cach House. If the 
Senator will allow the matter to stand until to-morrow, perhaps I 
may have some conversation with him; and I am sure that we both 
desire a proper solution of this subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, Mr. President, I shall do so with great 

vleasure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
SENATOR FROM LOUISIANA, 


Mr. THURMAN. I present the credentials of Henry M. Spofford, 
Senator-clect from the State of Louisiana, and ask that they be read 
and that he be now sworn in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The credentials will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


‘The resolution will lie over, 


STATE OF LOUIAIANA, 
Executive Department. 
To the President of the Senate of the United States: 
I, Francis T. Nicholls, governor of tho State of Lonisiana, do hereby certify that 
Tienry M. Spofford, of New Orleans, in said State, a duly qualified person under the 
Constitation of the United States, has been clected a Senator in Congress from the 
said State for the term of six years, commencing the 4th day of March, 1877; that 
pursuant to the act of Congress appreved July 25, 1266, the Legislature of Louis- 
lana, which was chosen at the general election on the 7th of November, 1876, pro- 
ceeded on Tuesday, the 9th of Jannary, 1877, (it being the second Tuesday after the 
meeting and organization thereof,) in their respective chambers, a quorum being 
present in each, by a viva voce vote, to name a person for Senator for the term aforo- 
said, but ne one person who was voted for on that day received a majority in either 
llouse ; that at twelve o'clock meridian upon the following day (Wednesday, the 
10th) the members of the two houses convened in joint assembly, and the journal of 
each house was read showing that no person received a majority of the votes in 
either upon the previous day, whereupon the said joint assembly proceeded to vote 
vive voce for Senator, but no person received a majority of the votes; that the said 
joint assembly met on the filowing day, at twelve o'clock meridian, and took 
another ineffectual vote riva voce for Senator, and so continued to meet on each suc- 
cooding legislative day thronghont the regular session and through the extra or 
called session that immediately followed it, and to take at least one vote for United 


States Senator for the long term oneach of said days without accomplishir 
until Tuesday, the 24th day of April, 1577, upon which day (in a j 
posed of one hundred and fifty-three members) a vira voce vote for Senator as i 
said was taken, when the said Henry M. Spofford received a large majorit ‘a 
the votes of the joint assembly, to wit: 140, (L. A. Wiltz received 1, and ye oe 
a majority of all the members ciected to both houses being present and voting 
Whereupon the said Henry M. Spotford was declared the duly elected Senai 
Congress for the term aforesaid. " 
In testimony whereof, I have hereunto affixed my signature and cansed the goa) 
of the State of Louisiana to be hercunto attached, at the city of New Ori, ans th i 
20th day of June, in the year of our Lord 1-77, and of the one P 
year of the Independence of the United States of America. 
[SEAL.] FRANCIS T. NICHOLLS 
Governor of the Stat: of Louisiana 
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By the governor: 
WILL. A. Strona, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I wish the Senator from Ohio would 
put his motion about that business in writing, under the rule. 

Mr. THURMAN. My motion is, that Mr. Spotlord be now sworn jy 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like that to be reduced to writing ay. 
cording to the rule. 

Mr. THURMAN. Very well, sir. 

The motion of Mr. TuuRMAN having been reduced to writing 
him, was read by the Chief Clerk, as follows : “s 

Resolved, That Henry M. Spofford, whose credentials as a Senator from the Stato 
of Louisiana have been this day read, be now sworn and admitted as such Senator 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, as I did not expect this matter to 
be presented this morning, I ask that it lie over until to-morrow under 
the thirty-third rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It goes over under the rule. 

Mr. THURMAN. Does the rule apply to a question of this char. 
acter ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The rule says “ all resolutions.” 

Mr. THURMAN. This is a question of very high privilege. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The rule is that “all resolutions” shal} 
lie over, if objected to. 

Mr. THURMAN. I ask for a ruling on the — whether that 


i 


by 


rule applies to a resolution of this kind, which is a question of the 
highest privilege. 

Mr. WITHERS. With the permission of the Senator from Ohio, | 
will call attention to the rule of the Senate on that subject: 


7. The presentation of the credentials of Senators-elect and other questions of 
privilege sball always be in order, except during the reading and correction of the 
Journal, while a question of order or a motion to adjourn is pending, or while th 
Senate is dividing ; and all questions and motions arising or made upon the pro. 
sentation of such credentials shall be proceeded with until disposed of by the Sen 
ate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, there is no donbt about that; but it 
is equally clear that the rules did not intend, in using the term “all 
resolutions,” that any question of privilege, as it 1s called, should be 
sprung upon the Senate without notice. The theory of the thirty- 
third rule is that no trap should be sprung upon anybody. Of cours 
my friend from Ohio does not intend to spring any trap. I merely 
speak of the object of the rule. The theory—and it is the right 
theory—of that rule, in my opinion, is that no matter of importance 
should be sprung upon the Senate without previous notice; and 
therefore the thirty-third rule was intended, as it says literally, to 
cover everything that the Senate is called upon as an independent 
proposition to act upon, and applies to what is called a question of 
privilege, the right of a Senator to his seat, as well as any other ques- 
tion, and it ought to do so in justice and in fairness. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that the seventh 
rule of the Senate, this being a question of the highest privilege, 
must control in this case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I admit that it does, Mr. President; but I submit 
that the seventh rule isin perfect accord with the thirty-third. This 
takes precedence of all other business, but it takes it sebject to the 
rules that give the right to Senators to have a day to think of it; 
but when it is properly before the Senate, after it is laid over— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There are motions which will give Sen- 
ators that opportunity if they desire it. It can be laid on the table 
or postponed}; it is subject to all that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is perfectly true,if the President: please; 
but that goes on the assumption that the Senate is full and is ready 
to act. The object of the thirty-third rule is to protect a minority, 
if it happens to be a minority of only one, against any sudden step 
of importance that may be taken by the majority. That is the es- 
sence of the thirty-third rule. I submit with great confidence that 
it is entirely in accordance with the seventh rule, which has been 
read, which gives that sort of business to which it refers precedence 
of all other business; but it does not entitle it to be considered until 
a day’s notice has been had of it. However, if the Chair so rules—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair remains of the opinion that 
the seventh rule must control the question. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I think the seventh rule ought to be 
changed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think so, too. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is before the Senate. | 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I offer the following as a substl- 
tute: 


Strike out all after the word “ resolved,” in the first line, and insert: 
That the credentials of Henry M. Spofford, claiming to be a Senator from the 
State of Louisiana, be referred to the Committee on Priviloges and Elections. 
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Senate in respect of a subject so filled with difficulty as I fear this 
subject 18. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the seventh rule of the Senate is 
in the following words, and I ask leave to read it in connection with 


the thirty-third and with the fiftieth rules, so that they may all | 
appear in the REcoRD together, to enable people hereafter to judge 


of their true construction. The seventh rule is: 


The presentation of the credentials of Senators-clect and other questions of 
privilege shall always be in order, except during the reading and correction of the 
Journal, while a question of order or a motion to adjourn is pending, or while the 
Senate is dividing; and all questions and motions arising or made upon the pre- 
sentation of such credentials shall be proceeded with until disposed of by the 
Senate 


The thirty-third rule is: 


All resolutions sball lie over one day for consideration, unless by unanimous con- 
seut the Senate shall otherwise direct. 


The fiftieth rule is: 
All reports of committees and motions to discharge a committee from the consid- 
eration of a subject, and all subjects from which a committee shall be discharged, 


shall lie one day for consideration, unless by unanimous consent the Senate shall 
otherwise direct 


Now, it will be seen at once that if the construction which the 
Chair has placed upon the seventh rule be the sound one—I am sure 
the Chair will think it no want of respect if I proceed to state the 
point—then, of course, it would also overrule the fiftieth rule as well 
as the thirty-third, and the consequence would be that if the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, or any other committee of the 
Senate, should report at this moment (this matter being out of the 
way, of course, for we can do but one thing at a time) a resolution 
censuring my honorable friend from Ohio, or any other Senator, that 
being also a question of the highest privilege, the Senator from 
Ohio or myself, if I were the object of denunciation, would not have, 
nor would people who might think we were not deserving of censure 
have, any right to a single day for consideration; and thus every 
Senator, his honor, and his reputation, everything that he might 
hold dear in these respects, and that his friends might for him, would 
be at the mercy of a committee and an arbitrary majority at its 
back at any time. 

I submit that there ought to be some very high reason indeed which 
should hold that in a deliberative body like this it was intended by 
the rules to put any Senator in the power of such a proposition. It 
cannot be, as it appears tome; and therefore I think it plain that the 
provisionsof this seventh rule are firstentirelyin harmony with the 
provisions of the thirty-third and of the fiftieth rules ; and when you 
read them together it is difficult to put any other interpretation upon 
them than that I have named. Granted that this is a question of the 
highest privilege; granted that the presentation of petitions and 
memorials, the introduction of bills, or the consideration of appro- 
priations, must stand aside for it; granted that at any time when a 
Senator can get the tloor to present this proposition of the highest 
consequence he may do so, still the other rules then speak and say 
that, being presented, every Senator shall have the right to have it 
lie over for a day, in order that he may consider what his duty calls 
upon him to doin such a matter of the greatest possible moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator pardon the Chair? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With pleasure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair wishes to ask the Senator 
what construction he puts on this language of the rule: 


Shall be proceeded with until disposed of by the Senate? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes,sir, I was coming to that in due order of the 
little I have to say; but I may as well take it up now: 

And all questions and motions arising or made upon the presentation of such 
credentials shall be proceeded with until disposed of by the Senate. 


, 


Now, then, we are “proceeding” with this matter when we are 
asking under the rules that it lie over fora day. That would be a 
literal answer; but now I come to a more substantial one. I think I 
am safe in saying that on similar principles—because it is merely a 
principle of parliamentary law which is here enacted in words in this 
rule—it has been the universal course of the Senate, always having 
this seventh rule either in a steadfast parliamentary law or in print 
in the form of a code, to postpone the consideration of the credentials 
of a Senator, the right of a State to a particular Senator on the floor, 
for one week, or two weeks, or until the next session, according to 
its pleasure ; and so when it has taken its usual course, it is “disposed 
of” for the time being. I never heard anybody question, in the end- 
less discussion that we have had over these topics in the last ten 
years, that it would be in order to move to postpone the considera- 
tion of a subject of this kind until to-morrow. You do “ proceed” 
with it and you do “dispose of” it for the time being by that course. 
If you hold to the literal construction that nothing can stand in the 
way of final disposition, then you cannot even adjourn, because the 
right to adjourn is only in that part of the clause which speaks of 
the right of a Senator to get up and present the credentials; and 
while a motion to adjourn is pending he cannot do that. When you 
come to the last clause it says this shall remain a matter of privilege, 
and shall be entitled to precedence of other business until it is dis- 
posed of. You dispose of it from day to day as we have a thousand 
times within my recollection. 





The VICE-PRESIDENT, Will the Senator permit a further j, 
quiry of the Chair? - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is whether the nature of this propo 
sition is changed from the fact that the Senator from Ohio sedured 
his motion to writing. Has the nature of the proposition ig ayy 
sense been changed? ’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not in the least, in my opinion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Could the Senator’s objection have 9). 
tained if the Senator from Ohio had made a simple motion, instead of 
offering a resolution ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would have obtained, in my opinion; whet} 
it would have obtained in the opinion of the Chair, I cannot say. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Would it have obtained under the rule? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would have obtained in exactly the same way 
and for this reason: Every direction that the Senate gives is a reg). 
lution of the Senate, and it is of no practical consequence whether 
that direction be in writing or not. Every motion that a Senator 
makes respecting an order that the Senate is to make, except possi- 
bly a motion to adjourn—I will not say about that—is always jour- 
nalized, as it should be, as “ resolved” that the Senate order or do go 
and so. Then the mere fact of his putting it in writing does not 
change it a particle, 1 agree; and I only asked that it be put in 
writing for the convenience of the mere form of the thing. That 
was all. But when it shall be journalized, if the Senate shall vote 
yea or nay on the motion of my friend that this gentleman be now 
sworn, the result will be entered in the Journal, as it always has been 
and as it ought to be, “resolved accordingly that so and so be received 
and the oath be administered,” or “resolved that the resolution do pot 
pass.” The matter of its being in writing or not is a mere matter of 
form, I agree entirely. 

So then, Mr. Present, the more I think of it—and, as I say, the 
matter was entirely new to me and I had not expected it would be 
brought forward to-day, and so I was not very ready to present the 
views I now do on the subject—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator give way for a message 
from the President ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, sir. 

A message in writing was received from the President of the 
United States, by Mr. RopGers, his Secretary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I would respectfully suggest that 
if we are to obey this seventh rule, and stand to it literally, we ought 
not to have received that messenger. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The rules provide for the reception of 
messages at all times. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Therules also provide that ali resolutions shall lie 
over, butif this seventh rule overrides everything then it overrides the 
President of the United States as well as the right of any Senator to 
have a matter lie over a day until he can know which way to vote 
on it. Ido not think myself that the rule does exclude a message 
from the President of the United States any more than it excludes 
the right to have a resolution lie over. 

Having said thus much, sir, upon the true construction of the rule 
and the true principles of parliamentary law, I want to appeal to my 
friend from Ohio, to save any further discussion on this matter of the 
rules, to let the subject go over until to-morrow, because the Sena- 
tor himself is aware that I myself was not present at the last session 
of the Senate at all, and except in the most general way, and that in 
respect of times antedating the affairs of this last election, I have no 
knowledge about the actual state of the Louisiana case, and there- 
fore I do not know which way I ought to vote upon this proposition. 
I should certainly vote, if I were forced to vote now, to refer, be- 
cause that would not do anybody any essential injustice, for it might 
happen, upon the report of the committee, that this gentleman should 
be admitted; but I certainly could not vote to admit him now until 
I know something about it; and itso happened, through illness, that 
I was entirely deprived of any information that Senators got at the 
called session about this recent and last phase of Louisiana affairs. 
I hope, therefore, my friend from Ohio will not insist on going on 


ier 


| now, though I can scarcely doubt that the Chair would entertain a 


motion to postpone. 

Mr. BLAINE. Before the Senator from Vermont takes his seat, I 
should like to ask him a question, rather for my own information 
than because I think the answer to it will throw any light on this 
matter. If I understand him, no matter how undisputed the creden- 
tials of any Senator are, when he presents them here, one objection 
prevents that Senator being sworn in for that day. 

Mr EDMUNDS. I have not said that at all. ; 

Mr. BLAINE. But does not the position of the Senator involve 


just that? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not, Mr. President. 

Mr. BLAINE. Where is the distinction? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, I am going to tell you. In the first place, 
one objection does make a dispute. My friend is too old a states: 
man not to know perfectly well the —— of being alone or wit 
the majority; and because a man is entirely alone it does not follow 
that he is not entirely right. Therefore the case he states is au im- 
possible one, to begin with. One objection as it is stated does pre- 
sent a dispute upon the credential. It may be apparent on an ex- 
amination that that dispute is totally unfounded; it may be that it 
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has some show of right about it, and yet it may turn out to be un- 
aound in the end; but an objection toa credential does not carry it 
over under the rule. The objection that carries over a resolution 
except by unanimous consent, is applied to a resolution; and I will 
submit to the Chair and to my friend, that a credential is one thing, 
and a resolution is another thing. — . : 

Mr. BLAINE. Yes; but the motion to swear in, the Senator says, 
he holds to be the same as a resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. ; 

Mr. BLAINE. You present a credential here, and ask that the Sen- 
ator may be sworn in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. BLAINE. Now I am taking the case of a Senator whose cre- 
dentials are in no wise disputed. I can conceive that a Senator may 
come here, a8 the honorable Senator from Missouri [Mr. ARMSTRONG ] 
came yesterday, appointed by the governor of a State ; he may come 
in mid-session; he may come on the morning of the very day that 
the Senate a week before has agreed that a vote shall be taken on a 
measure of vital importance to his State: present the case just that 
strongly; the first thing in order is, that the Senator shall be sworn 
in. Aresolve is put in that he be sworn. Now I understand the 
Senator from Vermont to maintain that an objection to that resolu- 
tion earries it over to the next day, as all resolutions must go over if 
objection be made, and that, therefore, that Senator would be de- 
prived by the application of that rule of a vote ona measure then 
pending in the Senate which was of vital consequence to his State. 
] maintain, not that the Senate is bound to swear him in, but that 
the Senate is bound to proceed and consider that case, and that the 
Senator from Missouri, or from any other State, then and there arriv- 
ing, is entitled to have his right to vote on that measure settled by 
the Senate before that measure is voted on. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, if my friend is now through with 
that part of my speech that he is making, I will go on. end 

If the Senator is right about the Senator from Missouri as appliec 
toa matter of vital importance to his State, then he is right about 
every matter of importance or not of importance that the Senate 
may act upon on that day. The Senator from Missouri is no more in- 
terested in any just and constitutional sense in the welfare of a meas- 
ure that affects his State than he is in the welfare of a measure that 
affects mine or the humblest citizen of any State or Territory within 
our borders. He is a Senator of the United States. If my friend 
from Maine is correct, it follows that the Senate has no right to do 
any business at all until the question of the right of that Senator to 
his seat is determined and he is sworn in if it be determined that he 
has the right—— 

Mr. BLAINE. Not to be sworn in. If the Senator will accept tho 
distinction which I tried to convey, it is this: that the Senate has 
the right to dispose of the question, but a Senator has not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ah! 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senate has the absolute right, but a single 
Senator objecting to the resolution does not have it. The Senate is 
the absolute judge, of course, of its own elections, and it must dis- 
pose of it, and it has the plenary and ample power to do it; buta 
Senator has no right to rise and say “I object to this resolution, and 
this Senator, though fully commissioned, shall not vote here for 
twenty-four hours.” That is my point. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I agree that a Senator has no right to say any- 
thing in the way of saying that a Senator from Missonri or anywhere 
else shall not be sworn in or that a bill shall not pass or be consid- 
ered; but the Senate, as my friend now admits, has a right to say so, 
and my proposition is that the Senate has said so in its rules when it 
has declared that everything that is proposed anew, a fresh proposi- 
tion, shall lie over one day unless by unanimous consent something 
elseshall be done. It is the voice of the Senate, not the voice of the 
Senator, that says that, I beg to remind my honorable friend. I hope 
he did not suppose that I was putting in my ipse dixit to determine 
whether Mr, Spofford should take his seat to-day or to-morrow. I 
had net any such high ideaof my power as that; but I was endeavor- 
ing to show that the Senate had determined by its rules, for the sake 
of right and justice, to do right in this case to Mr. Spofford, as well 
as todo right to the other party if Mr. Spofford is wrong; that it 
should not be in the power of the gentlemen who happen to be pres- 
ent at any particular moment when a Senator takes a paper out of 
his pocket and offers a resolution about it to say yes or to say no un- 
less it was one of those matters that everybody agreed was right and 
so it was unanimously consented. That is the @itheence between my 
friend from Maine and myself. 

Mr. BLAINE, 1 a intended to indicate that in my judgment 
the ruling of the honorable Vice-President was entirely correct. 

Mr. 7 HIURMAN. After having said a word or two on the subject 
of these rules, which is a matter not very much to my taste, I 
shall very willingly agree to the suggestion of the Senator from Ver- 
mont that the su ject go over until to-morrow. I have no disposi- 
tion to crowd Senators. I do not believe myself, in view of the his- 
tory of which we are all bound to take notice, that there is any 
necessity for delay. If, however, other Senators are not prepared to 
vote, I certainly shall not attempt to force them to a vote before 
their mind is made up. 
man to say a very few words about these rules. The distinction 

ade by the Chair has been largely discussed since the decision was 
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made without any appeal being taken from the decision. I do not 
complain of that, because the best thing that I know of about this 
Senate is that it pays no attention to rules. That is the most com- 
mendable thing the Senate does, and it always has been the case, 
and it makes it the pleasantest body in the government to be in. 
{[Laughter.] But when we must have a discussion about rules I like 
them to be construed correctly. 

Now, the idea that this seventh rule compels this resolution to go 
over can be exploded, as it seems to me, in a single moment, if it has 
not been already exploded by the question put by the Senator from 
Maine. This consideration explodes it at once, that no motion is 
necessary at all that a Senator be sworn. When I first took my seat 
in this Senate my credentials had been sent to the President of the 
Senate. My predecessor, Mr. Wade, presented them to the Senate; 
they were read and put in the files of the Senate. When I came 
here on the 4th of March, 1859, no motion to admit me to the Senate 
or that I be sworn was necessary. I had a right to walk right down 
that aisle, present myself to Mr. Vice-President Colfax, and hold up 
my hand and ask to be sworn. So when the credentials of Mr. Spot- 
ford were read, without any motion whatever, he had a right to walk 
down there and ask you to administer the oath to him asa Senator 
from the State of Louisiana; and so would any other one whose cre- 
dentials had been presented; and so did Mr. Kellogg on the Sth day 
of March last. He walked down and asked that the oath might be 
administered to him. No motion was necessary, no resolution was 
required. Why, then, did I accede to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Vermont to put this in the form of a resolution? Because I 
knew that there might possibly be Senators on this floor who were 
not prepared at once to say whether this gentleman or that gentle- 
man shoald be sworn in; and it was just as convenient to put it in 
the form of a resolution as it was for Mr. Spofford to claim his right 
to walk down the aisle and ask the Vice-President to administer the 
oath to him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator, must there not be some 
way of stopping an intruder being sworn in ou his own mere ipse 
dixit? I do not apply this to Mr. Spofford, but I put the question to 
test the argument. 

Mr. THURMAN. Tobe sure there must be. If, as put by the Sen- 
ator from Maine, the Senator from Missouri who took his seat at 
this session had walked down with his credentials in his hand, 
handed them to the President of the Senate, had them read, as it 
would have been the duty of the President of the Senate to have them 
read, and then asked that the oath might be administered to him, 
certainly, if there were any valid reason why it should not then be 
administered, a Senator could suggest it. Undoubtedly that could 
be done. But the point is here; I wish to keep the Senator to the 
rule: the question is whether this rule, which requires a resolution to 
go over one day on the objection of a single Senator, has any appli- 
cation to a case where no resolution is necessary at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But may I ask the Senator one other question ? 

Mr. THURMAN. Well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator agrees that when somebody comes 
down himself and asks to be sworn, as I agree he may, some person 
may object to that. Then what is the next step? Must we not get 
some order of the Senate one way or the other as to what shall be 
done then; and, if we must, that order is a resolution of the Senate? 

Mr. THURMAN. Why, the thing is plain enough. If there were 
no objection to the credentials then, just as the Presideut of the 
Senate swore in the three new members at this very session, saying 
“there being no objection to these credentials, the members will 
come forward and take the oath of office,” that course would be 
pursued in the case supposed ; but if there were objection to a person 
being sworn, then it would be, not for one member of the Senate by 
objection, but for the Senate to say, as the Senator from Maine well 
put it, whether it would immediately proceed with the business or 
whether it should lie over another day. 

Enough of that. I do not care about that further. Now I want 
to come to the rule in regard to committees, about which the Senator 
from New York spoke. With great deference to him, I think nothing 
is more demonstrable than that he is totally in error in regard 
to the fifty-ninth rule, and that the practice which I understand 
has prevailed is the correct practice. I am speaking now about 
what became of Kellogg’s credentials. They were referred, during 
the session of last March, to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. That was a special executive session. Now I beg it to be 
marked, that was not a session of Congress at all; it was a special 
session of the Senate, called for the consideration of executive busi- 
néss, and was limited to the consideration of executive business, 
and it could do no legislative business at all. The Senate did not 
sit here in March as a part of the Congress of the United States; it 
sat here simply as a body clothed with advisory power to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, clothed with the treaty-making power, 
clothed with power to advise aud consent to nominations by the 
President. In other words, it was an executive session of the Sen- 
ate, and not at all a session of Congress. That being the case, let us 
in view of that look at this rule 59: 


At the second or any subsequent session of a Congress, the legislative business 
of the Senate which remained undetermined at the close of the next preced'ng ses 
sion of that Congress shall be resumed and proceeded with in the same manner as 
if no adjournment of the Senate had taken place. 
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“ At the second or any subsequent session of a Congress.” This is 
not the second session of the Forty-fifth Congress. We are now in 
the tirst session of the Forty-fifth Congress. Therefore this rule has 
no application whatever. If there had been a first session of the 
lorty-fifth Congress and we were now in the second session of that 


Congress, this rule might be said to have some application ; but that | 


is not the ease at all. This session, this present session, is the first 
session of the Forty-fifth Cougress. Then the rule goes on: 

And all subjects referred to committees and not reported upon at the close of a 
seasion of Congress shall be retarned to the oflice of the Secretary of the Senate, 
and be retained by him until the next succeeding session of that Congress, when 
they shall be returned to the several committees to which they had previously 
been referred. 

It is only where they had been referred at a session of Congress 
and had not been disposed of when that session ended. 
the next session they are taken up just precisely as they stood at the 
close of that session, and the papers are all returned by the Secretary 
of the Senate to the committees to whom they had been referred. 
That all relates to sessions of Congress. It has no relation whatever 
to the mere executive session that met here on the Sth day of March 


from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoan] when I said that the credentials of 
Kellogg went back to the Secretary’s desk upon the adjournment of 
the special session. There is no rule on the subject whatever. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly; although I have really taken up more 
time than I intended. 
Mr. CONKLING. 
questions I wish to ask the Senator at once. The first question I 
subject of reference from a committee in a case like this? And then I 
ask him further, if his argument be sound, why the Senate deemed 


it necessary to provide by the seventy-seventh rule, relating to ex- | 


ecutive business, which concerns a session of the Senate alone, that 
nominations unacted upon at the end of a session should not be re- 
sumed at the next session without being made over agaiu by the 
President? If the Senator is right, why was a positive rule deemed 


necessary in that case in order to enfore the doctrine which he says | 


is the true doctrine in all cases without any rule at all? 
Mr. THURMAN. What rule does the Senator refer to? 
Mr. CONKLING. Rule 77 provides that— 


Nominations neither confirmed nor rejected during the session at which they are 
made— 


That certainly means a session of the Senate— 
shall not be acted upon at any succeeding session without being again made to 
the Senate by tho President. 

Now, if the doctrine contended for by the Senator is true, why did 
the Senate engage in the child’s play of inflicting a rule upon us in 
order to render certain that which was plainly manifest without any- 
thing being said on the subject? 

Mr. THURMAN. Because this rule 77 applies to regular sessions 


of Congress as well as it does to special executive sessions, like that | 


of March last; and hence,if the President makes a nomination at 
this, which is the first, session of the Forty-fifth Congress and it is 
not acted upon before the termination of this session, the nomina- 
tion falls; it has to be renewed, if the President sees fit to renew it. 
This rule 77, therefore, applies to every session of Congress. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does it not apply to the last session of the 
Senate ? 

Mr. THURMAN. Suppose it does; what was the necessity of such 
I fancy no one will contend for that. 

I do not care, Mr. President, however, about taking up more time 
with this view of the subject, although I feel very confident that, if 
the President of the Senate and the Senate will look at the fifty-ninth 
rule, they will become perfectly convinced that the credentials of Mr. 


Kellogg, which were referred, are now upon the Secretary’s table, and | 


notin committee, But the Senator from New York asks me where I 
found a rule that would withdraw them from the committee. I find 
it in this, that all committees fall, according to the practice of the 
Senate, at the end of every session. Then there is no committee to 
have charge of the papers; there is no committee having any control 
over them whatever. 

Mr. CONKLING. But as the Senator pauses, does he not see that 
he now has overthrown his own argument because that is just as true 
at the end of a session of the Senate, which is also the end of a ses- 
sion of Congress, as at the end of a session of the Senate alone? And 
now the Senator makes an argument which shows that in that case 
the reverse of what he has been contending for is true. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is because the Senator from New York did 
not look far enough or he would have seen that there was no such 
inconsistency at all. That would be so but for this very fifty-ninth 
rule. Committees fall at the end of the session. The rule requires 
that committees shall be appointed at each session. That is our rule: 
“The following standing committees shall be appointed at the com- 
mencement of each session ;” and then it goes on and names the com- 
mittees. We have to appoint committees at the beginning of each 
session, and therefore the old committees go out with the end of ases- 
sion. 


Mr. WHYTE. We have revived them by ree>!ation. 
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I will not protract the debate, but will put the | 


| adjournment of the special session. 
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Mr. THURMAN. I know that. There is no question about ¢} 
But for the fifty-ninth rule all the papers would be back in the Ren i. 
on the Secretary’s table to be rereferred by motion ; but to save t we 
here comes the fifty-ninth rule and says the Secretary of the Rane 
shall himself go and deliver them to the commiites to wh 1m — 
had previously been referred, and they shall take them up and go, : 
as if no adjournment had taken place. That is what the tifty “ninth 
rale makes provision for. ; : 

However, I do not wish to take up any more time. I never befoy 
talked so long about rules in my life and I hope I never shall! agai, 
I will very cheerfully accede to the request, especially after the state, 
ment made by the Senator from Vermont that he wishes time ¢, 
consideration. I very cheerfully consent that the matter shall . 
over until to-morrow to be the first busiuess, to have precedence over 
all other business to-morrow, as I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be the order. 

Mr. THURMAN. That being so, I now move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, in order to get the ruling of the 


lat, 


8 


q , ‘ t - | Chair on an important matter connected with this very subject, under 
last. LIsay, then, that I was quite right in answering the Senator | 7 


the fifty-ninth rale, Lrise to a question of what is called the highest 
privilege ; that is, to the matter of the swearing in of Mr. Kellovy as 
a Senator from Louisiana. If that subject is already before the Coy). 
mittee on Privileges aud Elections, as is conten led by the Senator 
from New York,of course my calling for the credentials now is not jy 
order, and I do not rise for the purpose of having a vote taken at tl) s 
present moment. Iam uot pressing anything; but we ought to tin 
out where these credentials are. Therefore, in order to get the opiy- 


Q . . : | ion of the Chair, which will of course be the opinion of the Senate it 
wish to ask is, where the rule is that withdraws this or any other | j¢ js acquiesced in, I call for the credentials which have been before 


filed with the Senate of Mr. William Pitt Kellogg as a Senator from 
the State of Louisiana. Of course I have no right to make this cal) 
if under the fifty-ninth rule those credentials are now in the custody 


| of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, to which they were 


referred at the last special session. There is a difference of opinion, 
I sec, between the Senator from New York aud the Senator from Ohio 
onthattopte. The Senator from New York contends that these credpn- 
tials and the subject that was involved in them were referred to the 


| Committee on Privileges and Elections at the last session, which 
| was the fact, and that, according to the fifty-ninth rule, without any 


further order of the Senate, they immediately go back to that cou- 


| mittee from the Secretary’s office when that committee is again formed 
| at this session, as it has been. 


But the Senator from Ohio maintains 
that that committee has now no jurisdiction over the credentials of 
Mr. Kellogg or the question of his admission; it has lost it by the 
If that be so, then the creden- 
tials are in the files of the Senate to be now disposed of, and IL accord- 
ingly ask that they be read. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me to put 
this question to him: Is it not within his own experience, as tliat of 
every other Senator who has had charge of acomuittee of this body, 
that the papers lying over from one session to another are always 
sent back to the committee without a motion ? 

Mr. WHYTE. Will the Senator from Vermont permit me to ask 
what motion he made? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Icalled for the reading of the credentials of Mr. 
William Pitt Kellogg as a Senator from Louisiana, which credentials, 
on the theory of the Senator from Ohio, are in the files of the Secre- 
tary, and so on the table substantially. I do it, as I say, for the pur- 


- | pose of having a decision of the Senate through the Chair, or on 
a rule as that if nominations could only be made at special sessions ? | 


appeal from the Chair, as the case may be, upon this disputed ques- 


| tion as to whether the Committee on Privileges and Elections has 


now under consideration these credentials or whether they are in 


| the possession of the Senate proper for action ; and in order to raise 


that question I ask that the credentials be read. If they are in the 
possession of the Senate, of course I have a right to have them read. 
If they are not in the possession of the Senate, but are under the 


| jurisdiction of the committee, my application is out of order. 


Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, I should like the Senator from Ver- 
mont to raise the question in such a form as to present for discussion 


| this important inquiry, Whether or not business referred to a eou- 


mittee of the Senate during an executive session remains after that 
session in the hands of the committee or is returned to the table of 
the Senate. That, I think, is a very important question, and wo 
ought, before the Chair is asked to decide it, to have some opportunity 
of discussing it in the Senate itself, because I must confess my views 
have changed somewhat by examining the question. The role of 
the Senate requires that the standing committees shall be appoiuted 
at every session of the Senate. I was under the impression that after 
the Senate had organized its standing committees they remained 
until otherwise ordered by the Senate, during the continuation of the 
Congress for which they were appointed, aud I sapposed, therefore, 
that all of our committees remained as they were at the March ses- 
sion, until my friend the Senator from Vermont offered his resolu- 
tion reviving and reappointing them and until an examination of 
the language of our rale disclosed the fact that they are to be ap- 
pointed at each session. If that be so, if they are appointe: at each 
session and with the close of the session their functions exp!t, 
clearly all the papers committed to their custody and their charge 
by the Senate return to the table and become again the property of 
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the Senate, to be taken up whenever a Senator chooses to ask that 
1e . a , 


y be taken from the table. . 
a <ACE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont calls for the 


the Secretary of the Senate they will be reported. As to the ques- 
tion of fact the Chair knows nothing. Ip 
Mr. EDMUNDS. What I want is to get a decision of the Senate, 
through the Chair or in any other way, upon the question involved, 
and of course it is important in respect to this business,) whether 
il . committee kas charge of the Louisiana election case or not, 
i ther these papers are now properly in the possession of the Sen- 
- “ or whether they are properly in the possession of its committee. 
* The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘That is a question of fact which the 
Chaireannot decide. TheChaircannot decide upon a hypothetical case. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I will stick to my call for the present. ; 
Mr. MITCHELL. I submit that the question can be brought up in 
this way: 1 understand that the Senator from Vermont has called 
for the reading of the credentials of William Pitt Kellogg. As act- 
ing chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elections I object, 
for the reason that the credentials are before the committee. In that 
way the matter can be brought before the Senate perhaps. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. They are not in the possession of the 
Senate. : 
“Mr THURMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. ; 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I am on a question of high privi- 
lege yet. [Laughter.] 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
yielded the floor. 
“Mr. THURMAN. I thought the Senator had yielded. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir. I desire to have this serious and prac- 
tical question that I have started, that affects the other branch of 


The Senator from Vermont has not 


this same Louisiana matter, disposed of by the Senate in sbme form. | 
Now, Lam informed by the Chair that these credentials are not in | 
the possession of the Senate. I wish to ask the Chair, then, inasmuch | 


as they have been filed here, where they are? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the presumption 
to be always in favor of the performance of official duty. He there- 
fore supposes the Secretary has sent them to the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections under the rule. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If they have been sent under the rule, I am 
satistied. 

Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, under what rule has the Secretary 
of the Senate committed these papers to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections? The fifty-ninth rule certainly does not apply to such 
“a case, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair supposes, if at all, under the 
fifty-ninth rule. 

Mr. WHYTE. But, Mr. President, the Chair does not decide, I 
presume, that the Secretary has properly done so? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair does not. The Chair makes 
no such decision. 

Mr. WHYTE. SoI supposed. Then it is very important to ascer- 
tain by what authority the Secretary of the Senate has transferred 
papers on the table of the Senate which came back to the Secretary 
after the committee appointed at the last session of the Senate had 
ceased to exercise its 1unetions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate can control its own commit- 
tees as to the possession of papers, 

Mr. WALLACE. I should like to know, as a matter of fact, 
whether the credentials came back to the custody of the Secretary 
of the Senate or not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They did not, as the Chair is informed. 

Mr. WALLACE. The committee, then, failed to perform its duty 
under the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAINE. If the Senator from Vermont will let me speak in 
his time a moment again, by way of a question —— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, sir. 


Mr. BLAINE. Last spring—I want to recall this because I had | 


some personal relation with the matter—I moved that the gentleman 
claiming a seat from Louisiana as a Senator, Mr. Kellogg, be sworn 
in. No objection was then taken that the case should lie over a day, 
but the Senatorfrom Delaware moved that the credentials be referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, That motion pre- 
vailed. I certainly had the impression that they were still there, or 
Ishould not have been anticipated by the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
THURMAN] in sending the credentials of the other claimant to the 
committee. I thought at least that Mr. Kellogg was ahead in point 


of time, and I should not like to have any ruling of the Chair that | of the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Morton,] now absent, upon the 


would put him in the rear. It seems to me very clear that those ere- 
(lentials are now before the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
and I wish the Senator from Ohio would conseut, without further 
discussion in the Senate, to allow these to go there. 

Mr. THURMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, I wiil goon. I think I can 


get at this question now; other business is not pressing. I make this 
motion of privilege: 


That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be discharged from the farther 


consideration of the credentials of William Pitt Kellogg, as a Senator from the 
State of Louisiana, now under its consideration. 
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If there are no such credentials, by the law and rules of the Senate 


| under its consideration of course my motion is not in order. if there 
| are, it is. 
credentials of William Pitt Kellogg. If they are in the possession of 


| nounced. 


| Senator from Vermout. 


| 


| but Senators want to look into the precedents and see how it is, and 
| therefore, I ask that that may lie over until to-morrow. 











Mr. THURMAN. How do you get the floor? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Because this is a motion of privilege, and I have 


aright to make it. 


Mr. THURMAN. The resolution offered by me and the substitute 


offered by the Senator from Oregon are not disposed of. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That matter has gone over until to-morrow. 
Mr. THURMAN. I agreed that it should go over, but it has not 


gone over yet. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. If it has not been disposed of, then 
I have not the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly it has been disposed of by consent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I supposed that had been disposed of for the day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understood. It was so an- 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I make the motion that the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the credentials of William Pitt Kellogg as a Senator from the 
State of Louisiana, now under its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 


Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I have no objection at all to that 
resolution being introduced, because the question ought to be decided, 


, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont assents to the 
resolution lying over. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The resolution has not been read 
from the desk yet. Many Senators have not heard it. It is very 
short. Let it be read. I call for the reading of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont will for- 
ward his resolution to the desk that it may be reported for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be discharged from 
the further consideration of the credentials of William Pitt Kellogg as a Senator 
from the State of Louisiana, now under its consideration. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, did not the Senator from Ohio sub- 
mit a motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He did some time since. 

Mr. THURMAN, I agreed to withdraw it. 


COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. MORRILL. May I ask Senators to wait until the vacancies on 
committees shall be filled? [“Agreed.”] I believe the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. GROVER] desires to make some statement. 

Mr. GROVER. Mr. President, understanding that I have been as- 
signed to a place on another committee, I desire to resign my place 
upon the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Oregon? The Chair hears none, and the Senator is ex- 
cused from service upon the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move now to fill the vacancies on the several 
committees according to the paper I send to the desk of the Secre- 
tary. 

The VICE-PRESILENT. The Senator from Vermont offers a reso- 
lution, which will be read. 

The Cnuier CLERK. It is proposed to make the following designa- 
tions for committee service: 
an fill vacancies in the Committee on Foreign Relations: Mr. Marrnews, Mr. 

ALLACE. 

To fill a vacancy in the Committee on Military Affairs: Mr. Cameron, of Penn- 
sylvania. 

To fill a vacancy in the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: Mr. Cam- 
ERON, of Pennsylvania. 

To fill a vacancy in the Committee on Railroads: Mr. ArmMsTnronc. 

To till a vacancy in the Committee on Private Land Claims: Mr. Grover. 

To fill a vacancy in the Committee on Enrolled Bills: Mr. AnMsTRrone. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senate agree toaresolution that 
the vacancies be filled according to the paper just read? 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from 
Michigan (Mr. Ferry] and the Senator from Maine [Mr. HAMLIN } 
may change places on the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; 
and also that the Senator from Maine [Mr. HAMLIN] take the place 


Committee on Foreign Relations; and I will say that I am advised 
that that was the wish of the absent Senator from Indiana. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request mare 


| by the Senator from Vermont? The Chair hears none, aud the 


changes will be made. 
The committees of the Senate as constituted for the present ses- 
sion are as follows: 
STANDING COMMITTEES. 
On Privileges and Elections—Messrs. Morton. (chairman.) Mitchell, Wadleigh, 
Cameron of Wisconsin, Me Millan, Lloar, Sauisbury, Merrimen. and ilill 


On Foreign Relations— Messrs. Hamlin, (chairman,) Morton, Howe, Conkling, 
Matthews, McUreery, Eaton, Juhuston, aud Wallace. 














































































































wate 












































Gre ed Fe tee ape 














wer) 











ores hind = that 




















































































BEAD 





fi ons 


Pee eo 


are 








si ait = eins 


SL ae A Na 




















ian on SS 








peer <n 








yyy 








de 














ee 
























































































i al ee 














84 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


On Finance—Mesars. Morrill, (chairman,) Dawes, Ferry, Jones of Nevada, Alli- 
son, lowe, Bayard, Kernan, and Wallace. 
On Appropriations — Messrs. Windom, ‘chairman,) Sargent, Allison, Dorsey, 


aine, Davis of West Virginia, Withers, Eaton, and Beck 
On Commerce —Messrs. Conkling, (chairman,) Spencer, Burnside, McMillan, Pat 
terson, Gordon, Dennis, Ransom, and Randolph 

On Manufacturee—Mesars. Looth, (chairman,) Bruce, Rollins, Johnston, and Mc- 
Pherson 

On Agriculture—Mesars Paddock, (chairman,) Sharon, Hoar, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, and Gordon 

On Military Affaire— Messrs. Spencer, (chairman,) Wadleigh, Burnside, Teller, 
Plumb, Cameron of Pennsylvania, Randolph, Cockrell, and Maxey. 

On Naval Affaire— Messrs. Sargent, (chairman,) Anthony, Conover, Blaine, Kirk- 
wood, Whyte, and McPherson 

On the Judiciary—Messrs. Edmunds, (chairman,) Conkling, Howe, Christiancy, 
Davis of Illinois, Thurman, and McDonald. 


On Post-Ofices and Post-loads—Messrs. Ferry, (chairman,) Tamlin, Jones of 


Nevada, Paddock, Conover, Kirkwood, Saulsbury, Maxey, and Bailey 
On Public Lands— Messrs. Oglesby, (chairman,) Paddock, Booth, Chaffee, Plumb, 
McDonald, Jones of Florida, Grover, and Garland 


On Private Land Claimse—Messrs. Thurman, (chairman,) Bayard, Edmunds, 
Christiancy, and Grover 


On Indian Affaire—Messrs. Allison, (chairman,) Oglesby, Ingalls, Saunders, 
Hoar, MeCreery, and Coke. 


On I’ensions—Mesars. Ingalls, (chairman,) Bruce, Teller, Kirkwood, Davis of 
Iilinois, Withers, and Bailey. 


On Revolutionary Claims—Messrs,. Johnston, (chairman,) Jones of Florida, Hill, 
Dawes, and MeMillan. 


On Claims—Messra. McMillan, (chairman,) Mitchell, Cameron of Wisconsin, 
Teller, Hoar, Cockrell, Hereford, Harris, and Morgan. 

On the District of Columbia—Mesars. Dorsey, (chairman,) Spencer, Ingalls, Rol- 
lins, Saunders, Merrimon, and Barnum. 


On Patentea—Messrs. Wadleigh, (chairman,) Booth, Chaffee, Kernan, and Mor- 
gan. 


On Public Buildings and Grounds—Messrs. Dawes, (chairman,) Morrill, Cameron 
of Pennsylvania, Saulsbury, and Jones of Florida 


On Territories—Mesars. Patterson, (chairman,) Christiancy, Chaffee, Saunders, 
Garland, Grover, and Hereford 

On Railroads—Messrs. Mitchell, (chairman,) Howe, Dawes, Dorsey, Teller, Ferry, 
Morton, Ransom, Barnum, Lamar, and Armstrong. 


On Mines and Mining—Messrs. Sharon, (chairman,) Chaffee, Kirkwood, Plumb, 
Heroford, Coke, and Hill 


On the Revision of the Laws—Mesars. Christiancy, (chairman,) Ingalls, Davis of 
Illinois, Wallace, and Kernan. 


On Education and Labor—Mesasrs. Burnside, (chairmap,) Patterson, Morrill, 
Bruce, Sharon, Gordon, Maxey, Bailey, and Lamar. 


On Civil Service and Retrenchment— Messrs. Blaine, (chairman,) Oglesby, Patter- 
son, Booth, MeCreery, Whyte, and Beck. 


To Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate—Messrs. Jones of 
Nevada, (chairman,) Rollins, and Dennis. 


On Printing—Messrs. Anthony, (chairman,) Sargent, and Whyte. 

On the Library—Messrs. lowe, (chairman,) Edmunds, and Ransom. 

On Rules—Measrs. Ferry, (chairman,) Hamlin, and Merrimon. 

On Engrossed Billsa—Messrs. Bayard, (chairman,) Withers, and Anthony 

On Enrolled Biuls—Messrs. Couover, (chairman,) Paddock, and Armstrong. 
SELECT COMMITTEES. 


On the Levees of the Mississippi River—Messrs. Bruce, (chairman,) Blaine, Con- 
over, Cockrell, and Harris. 

To Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service—Mesars. Chaffee, (chair- 
man,) Conkling, Windom, Merrimon, and Eaton. 

On Transportation Routes to the Seaboard—Mesars. Cameron of Wisconsin, (chair- 
man,) Windom, Conover, Burnside, Saunders, Davis of West Virginia, Harris, 
Lamar, and Beck. 


BANKRUPT LAW REPEAL, 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MCCREERY. Mr. President, if the Senator from Ohio will 
withdraw his motion to go into executive session and the Senate will 
indulge me in introducing a bill and offe-ing a few remarks upon it, 
I will proceed to do so. If it is the pleasure of the Senate, however, 
I will waive this right until another day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Kentucky? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McCCREERY. Without notice, I ask leave to introduce a bill. 

Ly unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
35) to repeal the bankrupt law; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. McCREERY. Mr. President, it has been the custom in this 
body upon the introduction of a bill to have it laid on the table until 
the wover should give notice of the time at which he would take it 
up for remarks. ‘This practice accomplishes a double end. If the 
Senator is a popular speaker, it secures an audience in the galleries 
and at any rate gives him the intervening time for preparation. I 
shall waive these advantages, if they be advantages, and proceed to 
submit my remarks at present. 

The bankrupt law is almost eleven years of age and in the opinion 
of a large majority of the people among whom | live it is old enough 
to die. Onthe occurrence of that mournful event, the official who is 
fattening on fees and the gentleman who is completing his arrange- 
ments to avail himself of its advantages may drop a tear to its mem- 
ory ; but all those who desire to receive what is justly due them, as 
well as those who intend in good faith to pay their honest debts, will 
searcely make an effort to conceal their satisfaction and gratilication 
at the demise, It had its birth amid the convulsions consequent 
upon civil war; and now, when peace and order are established and 
when confidence and good-fellowship prevail, let it go to its rest. 

Whatever sins of omission or of commission may be charged against 
this Government, candor extorts the admission that it has never 
failed for a single instant to inculcate the lesson that repudiation is 
abominable. In political ethics there may be a broad space which 
marks the difference between public and private repudiation, but a 
plain man who is in the habit of settling doubtful questions upon 
the basis of correct moral principles will have to use a very power- 
ful magnifying glass to discover the line of separation. To the naked 
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eye that line is too dim and too indistinct to be traced at all: it 
amounts simply toa distinction without a difference. : 

I am not the friend of repudiatiou in any form or in any shape. | 
would erect a standard of good faith and of fair dealing, y hiek 
should be alike applicable toGovernment, to corporations, anid to oa 
dividuals, and by that standard Government, corporations, and jy\\j. 
viduals should stand or fall. I do not believe that a majority lias t), 
right to vote the property of a minority into speculative enterprises 
under pretense of promoting the general prosperity. Such a practice 
I regard as a palpable violation of private right; but it has received 
the sanction of the courts in many of the States, in my own amone 
others ; and, where money has been advanced by innocent persons t, 
be used in the prosecution of the scheme, the amount should be paid 
even though the original act was a wrong and although technicality 
might furnish an easy means of escape. I would resist the wrong gt 
its inception with all the force of argument and appeal at my com. 
mand; but, when it was done and we had pocketed or expended the 
money of the creditor, it would be a pitiful defense to contend that 
the obligation was canceled because we had borrowed more or Jess 
than we intended or because our agent had transcended his author. 
ity, although we had approved his action by receiving the money at 
his hands. No, sir, let us pay up, and, if we should ever be so unfor. 
tunate as to be under the necessity of borrowing another cent, let ys 
be a little more prudent and a little more circumspect in the nego. 
tiation. 

These are my views of good faith. The Government in its zeal for 
the maintenance of its credit has not been confined within the bound- 
aries of simple equity and justice, but has soared into the regions of 
generosity and magnanimity. Congress passed a law that the bonds 
of the United States should be paid in gold, when it had been pre- 
viously declared that greenbacks were reccivablo for all dues, public 
and private, except import duties and interest on the public debt. 

One would think that a Government with such a lofty apprecia- 
tion of its credit would prompt the debtor to imitate its example 
rather than point him to the bankrupt law as affording a sure, safe, 
and speedy deliverance from his difficulties. Is it just to the tax- 
payer to extort the gold in payment of the duties on his imports and 
at the same time compel him to receive bankrupt certilicates for the 
notes taken for his merchandise? What a field for fraud! A trader 
could buy a ten-thousand dollar stock of goods on credit and by 
deducting 20 per cent. he could realize the cash; he could then take 
the benefit of the bankrupt law and by paying 30 per cent. receive 
his discharge, making $5,000 by the operation. Will anybody say that 
this cannot be done or that even worse than this has not been done? 

A voluntary bankrupt law, of questionable and of doubtful pro- 
priety under any circumstances, is at this time peculiarly unwise and 
impolitic, and ought not to exist. It is a reasonable and a probable 
conjecture that there has never been a time since the flood, or before 
the flood, when the minds of men were so thoroughly engrossed by a 
single aim as at present, and that single aim is the sudden acquisition 
of wealth; not that moderate wealth which, judiciously employed, 
will enable its possessor to live independently, but that swollen, over- 
grown wealth which shall place all the luxuries and all the vanities 
of the world within his reach. The simple lives of our fathers, with 
their economy and frugality, have faded from the memory of their 
descendants; and the dash, and glare, and glitter of the fashionable 
watering-place and the more pretentious pleasures of European 
travel have been substituted. A princely income is required to meet 
these extravagant expenditures; and without it the dice-box, the 
card-table, and the arts and devices of the swindler have frequently 
to be relied on. A splendid carriage drawn by the fleetest trotters, 
with a driver in livery, is considered only a respectable turn-out. 
The Government says, “Roll on in your glory, and if ruin should 
overtake yon, as it surely will, the bankrupt law will relieve you. 
{Langhter.] A reckless adventurer with his hatful of open letters 
and a countenance beaming with innocence, intelligence, and integ- 
rity visits one of our large cities, not to purchase, but only with a 
view of inspecting the various stocks on the market. After his ac- 
quaintance is established, and after much eupneent hesitation, he 
makes up his mind to take the risk on a ten-thousand-dollar stock; 
the risk, however, is altogether with the seller. Will the Govern- 
ment drop him a gentle admonition to be cautious, that a day of 
reckoning will surely come; or will it say to him in effect, “ Pitch 
in frecly, purchase largely, sell quickly, hide away securely, and 
remember that we have a bankrupt law, and that you may swear 
away the debt without the payment of a dollar?” Changneee.) 

Every consideration of sound policy and of common honesty de- 
mands the immediate and unconditional repeal of the bankrupt law. 
Mr. President, I hope the bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Commit- 
the on the Judiciary. RSs 

Mr. KERNAN. I beg to make a suggestion. I hope this bill will 
not be referred now. In December, 1575, I think, the [louse of Rep- 
resentatives passed a bill repealing the bankrupt law and making 
some provision for the pending business. I think that bill went to 
the Judiciary Committee and we never got areport. I think the Sen- 
ator from Kentacky had better have his bill lie on the table aud be 
printed, and it can be called up at any time. 1 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That disposition will be made of the bil 
if there be no objection. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. cate given by him in his own name arbitrarily, but that it is in accord- 
Mr. THURMAN. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to | ance with the result as proclaimed by those who had right to pro- 





he consideration of executive business. claimit. 

. " he motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima question? 
he tie ag . 7 P . r ° ° a es . 4 . 

cideration of executive basiness. After twenty-eight minutes spent Mr. LEONARD. My time is very limited. I have but a few min- 


-xecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at two o’clock and | utes, but Iam willing to yield to my colleague for a question, pro- 
‘hi “ minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. | vided that the time oceupied by him be not taken out of my time. 
uurt) The SPEAKER, If there be no objection the time occupied by the 
interruptions of the gentleman from Louisiana will not be taken out 
of the time of his colleague. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I object. 

Mr. LEONARD. Then my colleague will see that I cannot yield 
to him. I have but a few minutes in which to say a great deal. 

The question was raised here yesterday that these certificates signed 
by Governor Kellogg were not in due form of law, and I then made 
the statement that they were substantially in the same form of law 
that had been accepted on a previous occasion; that they were sub- 
stantially the same certificates as those upon which gentlemen now 
upon this floor have obtained their seats. I refer to the proceedings 
at the opening of the Forty-third Congress. In that Congress Ran- 
dall L. Gibson and Effingham Lawrence claimed seats from the first 
and second districts of the State of Louisiana, and here is the certifi- 
cate upon which Mr. Lawrence’s claim was based. I ask the Clerk 
to react it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

STATE OF LOUISIANA, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
New Orleans, December 4, 1872. 

This is to certify that at a general election held in this State on the 4th day of 
November, A. D. 1872, Effingham Lawrence received 13,161 votes and J. Hale 
Sypher received 10,054 votes, I therefore hereby declare Effingham Lawrence duly 
elected to represent the first district of the State of Louisianain the Forty-third 
Congress of the United States, 

Given under my hand and seal of the State this 4th day of December, A. D. 1872, 
and of the Independence of the United States the ninety-seventh. 

[SEAL.] iH. C. WARMOTH, 

Governor of Louisiana. 




















HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, October 17, 1877. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Joun Porsat, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


REPRESENTATIVES FROM LOUISIANA, FOURTH DISTRICT. 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order is the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the claima of J. B. Elam and George L. Smith to a seat in this 
House from the fourth congressional district of the State of Louisiana be referred 
to the Committee of Elections, with instructions to report without delay who is 
prima facie entitled to the seat. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Lonisiana [Mr. Lronarp] 
is entitled to the floor for twenty minutes of his unexpired hour. 

Mr. LEONARD. It is utterly impossible for me to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the authorities which I desire to cite within that 
limit of time. I ask unamimous consent that my time be extended 
twenty minutes and I will endeavor to ask no further indulgence; I 
was considerably interrupted on yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. LEONARD] 
asks unanimous consent that, in addition to the time to which he is 
entitled under the rule, he be allowed twenty minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. LEONARD. I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read 
the official returns of the election, as promulgated, for members of 
Congress held in the State of Louisiana on the 6th day of Novem- 
ber, 1876. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


By the Governor: 
Y. A. Woopwarp, 
Assistant Secretary of the State. 

Mr. LEONARD. On the part of Mr. Sypher there was presented a 
set of credentials from Governor Pinchback. They were the same in 
form as those from Governor Kellogg. The validity of these cre- 
dentials, so far as their form is concerned, was not questioned in that 
debate by any one—yes, the question was raised upon them by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. BUTLER,] but he yielded the 
point on the suggestion of a distinguished gentleman from Kentucky, 
now a member of the United States Senate, [Mr. BEcK.] 

It will be.observed that Mr. BUTLER in his opening speech under- 
took to say something as to the form of the certilicates given by 
Governor Pinchback, but those certificates were found to be identi- 
cal in language with those given by Governor Kellogg. Mr. Beck 
said: 

This morning I sent to the Clerk's office and examined the certificate on which 
the members from the State of Louisiana in the last Congress were seated, and 
I have them here and would ask to have them read if my time would admit of 
it; but they were identical with the certificates presented by the gentleman who 
is now seeking the seat from this district. 


{Official.} 
MEMBERS OF CONGRESS, 


Compiled returns of an election held for Representatives in the Forty-fifth Con- 
gress of tho United States for the State of Louisiana, on the 7th day of November 
A. TD). 1876, under a writ of eloction, dated September 16, A. D. 1876, ordering same, 
and pursuant to Se of act No. 98, to regulate the conduct and to main- 
tain the freedom and purity of elections ; to prescribe the mode of making returns 
thereof ; to provide for the election of returning officers and defining their powers 
anil duties ; to prescribe the mode of entering on the rolls of the senate and house 
of representatives ; and to enforce article 103 of the constitution, approved Novem- 
ber 20, A. D. 1872, to wit: 


FIRST CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT. 


Votes. I desire particularly to call the attention of the House to the ob- 
2 2 0 eee selpadhiendatindandeucchekemoka oseeeesseeeee 11,226 | servations on that occasion of the distinguished gentleman from New 
ie We A cannnciausdendtenaltantieurtadhkbhevesosekatuiesdkacsandh bonntan 14, 488 


York [Mr. Potrer] who made some remarks here yesterday in favor 
of seating the gentleman from South Carolina, I quote as authority 







II. C. Dibble 


E. J. Ellis ........ what he said at that time: 
Mr. Speaker, this resolution assumes that the gentlemen named in it cone 
C. B. Darrall....... ee eee Pree here with an undisputed certificate from the local authorities of Louisiana; and 


we would infer from the resolution that the Clerk had been derelict in his 


Joseph LI. e 
eS, ae duty in not having added their names to the roll; and yet the Clerk told us on 


FOURTH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT. 


G. L. Smith yesterday that he had before him two sets of certificates, cach signed by a different 
to Ponecedeeesowonencceses ceccescececcnvesoveseseseceece 10, 868 | person claiming to be governor, and issued by absolutely different authorities, 
wt WUD seca eeeenerenccnnneneeeeennneesssneeacteneascenenstecnaccescees 9, 674 | between which he was unable to discriminate. How, then, without throwing 
FIFTIL CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT. aside one of these certificates, can the House determine who has a prima face 

Fe COED. ish incth Uadidltias a Ua cae ievdaanahtle<«ckoivecevichos<ous . 13,981 | right to be seated? Now, of these two certificates, that sigued by Warmoth as 
We Si, I rccccawnidd diua ts deatdicnel otndew Déienshuveceune wee seus ecsense 9, 212 | governor is prior in point of date to the certificate signed by Pinchback ; : abso- 
: utely regular on its face; bears attached to it the great seal of the State; declares 

Charles E. Nash ..... ai —" Seen — 10. 797 | in effect that the canvass of votes had been made, for it states what had been tho 
a ee ee ee oe ee ae tee 10, 703 | Tesult; is countersigned by the secretary of state, and is indeed identical in sub- 
To cin iain aha ea le Bol stance and form with the certificates upon which the members from the State of 

CERTIFICATE. Louisiana in the Forty-second Congress were admitted to their seais in this 


Honse. 

If, then, this House is to act only upon the certificates before it, who canbe en- 
titled to the seats except the men holding the certificates of Warmoth, the acknowl- 
edged governor of the State, bearing the great seal of the State, and being in the 
form which the House has heretofore recognized? But if we are to go outside of 
these papers; if we are to inquire whether Warmoth was right in the certificate 
which he gave, the case ceases to be a prima facie case at all, and becomes a case 
upon the merits, into which, therefore, we should inquire before we decide. 

My colleague from New York [Mr. I[ALE] says it is astounding that the gentle- 
man from Kentucky should challenge the certificates of Pinchback on the ground 
that he was not governor. And he brings before us the decision of the supremo 
court of Louisiana, which declares he (Pinchback) succeeded Warmoth as acting 
governor. He says, too, the tribunals of Louisiana are competent to pass open the 
laws of Louisiana, and that we should abide by their decisions. Undoubtedly they 
may determine for Louisiana what must be received there for law. But this House 
is the judge of the qualifications of itsown members. And, sir, itis an historical 
fact, notorious all over the country, that there were daring the time of these cer- 
tificates two distinct legis!atures and governments claiming to exist in Louisiana, 
If we are to decide upon the certificates before us alone, then I repeat that the one 
| first in time, given when Warmoth was, beyond question, governor, must prevail 
over the later certificates given by Pinchback, whom we say never was governor at 

all. 


‘ We, the endersigned returning officers, pursuant to aathority vested in us by act 
No. 98, approved November 20, A. D. 1872, do hereby certify the foregoing is a 
a and correct compilation of the statement of votes cast at an election for Rep- 
resentatives in the Forty-fifth Congress, held on the 7th day of November, A. D. 
lef, under a writ of election promulgated September 16, A. D. 1876, ordering samo 
at ne declare that the following-named persons were duly and lawfully 
R.L Gibson, first congressional district. 
E. J. Ellis, second congressional district. 
C.B Darrall, third congressional district. 
G. L. Smith, forrth congressional district. 
J.B. Leonard, fifth congressional district. 
Charles E. Nash, sixth congressional district. 
J. MADISON WELLS, 
THOMAS C. ANDERSON, 
G. CASANAVE, 
LOUIS M. KENNER. 
= LEONARD. Gentlemen will see that the certificate of Gover- 
7 wv Kellogg in this case is in accordance with the official promulga- 
‘on of the returning board of the State; that it is not a mere cert ifi- 







86 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


OCTOBER 17, 





If. on t! 
A que 


e other hand, we are to go behind the ce tificates, then this ceases to be 


if prima facie, and should be referred tothe Committee on Elections to 
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I will not refer to other authorities because my time has almost 
expired. But I say that the doctrine of the distinguished gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Porrer] has been the doctrine of the democratic 
party on the floor of this House. And it was the doctrine of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [ Mr. Minus } on yesterday, and I wish now to call 
his attention to what he said on that occasion: 

It makes no difference that there is fraud, that there is violence, that there is in- 
timidation. Icare not what may be the objection to the first certificate; if it is in 
sue form of law. and that is determ ned by the authority of the great seal of the 
State. then the certificate is entitled te command the respect of this Honse, and 
yives the right to the person bearing that cortificate to a seat in the organization of 
this House. 

The certificate of Mr. Smith is in due form of law because it is the 
san 


I have the authority of the gentleman from New York (Mr. PoTrer] 
for saying that this certificate is in due form of law. 

So much for the certificatesof Mr. Nash and Mr. Smith. I say that 
they are entitled upon these certificates to seats on the floor of this 
Jlouse, pending the contests which were instituted against them by 
the candidates who were declared to be defeated. There is a case 
now pending in this House, the case of Elam against Smith—the pa- 
pers are among the Clerk’s records. I hold in my hand the notice of 
contest served by Elain, contestant, upon Smith, contestee. That con- 


test was taking its regular course when the government of Mr. Nicholls a motion to lay the pending proposition upon the table; but on con- 


passed the act which was read here on yesterday, an act declaring that 


there should be a new returning board and a new canvass of the votes. | 


I assert that when an election has been begun, held, and completed 
under a particular law that it is not in the power of the Legislature to 
declare that there shall be another clection and another canvass, or 
either the one or the other, and after that perhaps still another can- 
vass, until the Legislature is satisfied. 

It is not necessary, however, to rely upon this argument, because 


even conceding that the returning board elected by the Nicholls gov- | 
ernment bad the right to count these votes and canvass these returns, | 


yet the fact is, and I make the statement without fear of contradic- 
tion, that they did not have the returns to canvass. They had what 
purported to be the reports of their committees; they had what they 
said was the best evidence they could get. 
permits no evidence except the returns themselves, That new board 
had precisely the same character of evidence before them that the 
Lyneb returning board bad in 1372, when it declared Governor Kel- 
logg elected. 


body of republicans, myself among them. 
ings of the two boards were entirely alike. 
declare candidates elected because they believed them elected and 
not because they had any legal evidence of the fact. 

Now, is it possible that gentlemen on this floor, after having de- 
nounced the conduct of the Lynch returning board in assuming to 
canvass returns they did not-have before them, will attempt to seat 
gentlemen here who are in precisely the same predicament as Mr. 
Kellogg in 1872? It is not the certificate of the governor that gives 
a gentleman a right to a seat upon this floor; it is the certilicate of 
the governor based upon the returns. 
the certificate of the governor; I acknowledge that he is governor. 
But it is precisely the same sort of certificate that Governor Grover 


gave to Cronin; it is not based on any legal canvass of the returns | 


theinsel ves. 

I ask gentlemen to consider this case carefully before they commit 
themselves upon it. Task that gentlemen upon the other side will 
look to their own speeches before they vote that a second certificate 
can nullify a prior certificate; before they declare that pretended 
returns, which were no returns at all, shall be counted as though they 
were valid and genuine. 

If there is any prima facie case here, it is the case of Mr. Smith and 


Mr. Nash ; and if it is impossible to determine who has the prima facie | 5-4 S40 from Governor Nicholls upon the roll of the House and omit 
| the names of gentlemen furnished by Governor Kellogg? Why did 


ease on account of the conflict of authority, then I invoke the prin- 
ciple invoked yesterday by the distinguished gentlemen from New 


York, [Mr. Cox, ] that it is impossible to tell who has the prima facie | It was because they were not in the form required by the statutes of 


case, and therefore the question must go to the Committee on Elec- 
tions. 

If Mr. Elam and Mr. Robertson are entitled to their seats, they 
should be admitted to them without delay; they will not be deprived 
of them by any vote of mine; but if they are to be admitted, I ask 
that it be done in a regular and legal manner. I ask that we do not 
trample under foot the forms of law, even for the purpose of effecting 
what some gentlemen may consider in their own minds to be an act 
of absolute justice. If it be the desire of gentlemen on the other side 
to use with an iron hand the power which they possess to-day, they can 
doubtless find abundant precedent for such a course in the acts of 
former majorities in this * ane I ask for justice on behalf of these 
gentlemen whose cause I have espoused, not becanse justice has in 
every case been rendered to you on the other side, but because right 
is right, though it may not always have prevailed, and because I be- 
lieve that a fairer spirit exists to-day, as evinced by your action on 
yesterday, than in those times of violence and passion that accom- 
panied the civil war. I believe that the course of judges acting un 


| cording to their political creed has lately been so univers 


| wrong; and he would be no respecter of the law that wou! 


form of certificate which the House has always recognized here- | 
tofore, even when its attention was called to the question of form. | 


| ten. 
| that existed six months ago concerning this Louisiana election 
}am willing and I desire that that question should be forgotten ; t},: 


| did so much to deface, but which I trust will never more deface 


| of this matter, to make a motion as a substitute for the original ; 


; and Edward W. Robertson, from the sixth congressional district of said Stat 


| tion before the House. 
But the law of Louisiana | 
And the proceedings of that returning board were | 
justly condemned, not only by the democratic party, but by a large | 


I say that the proceed- | 
They attempted to | 


Now, these gentlemen have | 





| substantially defective. 





der their oaths—for judges we are and not legislators or politio;,, 
in a case of this kind—I say that the course of judges dividiy, " ; 
ted that it should never more be followed. ally regret. 

Mr. Speaker, I have endeavored not to utter a remark that won) 
call up any political topic in connection with this case, | stated ‘. 
the beginning of my argument that Mr. Nicholls was now the . 


nor of Louisiana. The judgment in his favor is final, be 


rove 

Ib right or 
j : 

t 8eek 


now to undo it. But, Mr. Speaker, the question, as I then stare 
not whether Mr. Nicholls is now governor, but whether he has a rio ‘ 
arbitrarily to undo the acts of his predecessor, who was also goyey,, 

I ask that the political aspects of this case be left out of \ lew, pre 
that the odium attending the returning board in the minds of om, 
tlemen on the other side be dismissed from consideration in tis ane 
You have no right to invoke it here to the prejadice of indiy;, : 
I ask that ail the political features of this Louisiana case lye 
I would not say asivgle word to recall the bitterness 


is 


\tals 
forgot- 
and raucor 


I 


it should go down to rest forever with the old question of ecem 
and abolitionism, of radicalism and rebellion, of Andersonville ayil 


Elmira, of all those unfortunate and imbittered controversies whi: h 


» our 


country’s history. 
Mr. COX, of New York. I suggested yesterday that I would make 
sideration, and upou conference with my friends from Louisiana [ 


yield tothe gentleman from that State [Mr. Gipson ] who has « harge 


. i10- 
tion. 


Mr. GIBSON, 


Resolved, That James B. Elam, from the fourth congressional district of Louisian 


I offer as a substitute the following resolution : 


: ve 
now sworn in as members of this Llouse. 


Mr. LEONARD. I make the point of order that this amendment, 
so far as Mr. Robertson is concerned, is utterly foreign to the ques. 
He is entitled to a separate hearing, and you 
cannot cut him off by embodying his name in this resolution, which 
is an entirely foreigu matter. 

Mr. GIBSON. I modify the substitute by striking out the name of 
Mr. Robertson. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute will be modified in the manner 
indicated by the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I assume that every gentleman on this 
floor desires toascertain what is the true question to be decided to-day, 
and if I can have the attention of the House for a few moments I 
will endeavor to place before it in a brief, clear, and conclusive wan- 
ner the facts and the law in relation to the matter under discussion. 

This is a simple case—a prima facie case—involving merely the con- 
sideration of the papers which have been sent from the executive 
authority in Louisiana to the Clerk of this House, as well as of the 
public statutes of that State. What is the case before us? Here are 
six credentials from the governor of the State of Louisiana, setting 
forth under the statute of that State that six gentlemen named there- 
in—democrats and republicans—were elected from the several cou- 
gressional districts of that State. These credentials emanate from 
Governor Nicholls. They are in the precise form that the statute 
requires, Then there are five other credentials furnished by Gover- 
nor Kellogg to the effect that the tive gentlemen named therein have 
been elected members of this House from that State. If, then, on 


| the one hand there are six credentials from the executive department 


of the State of Louisiana and on the other hand five credentials from 
the same executive department, there is necessarily a conflict between 
the two authorities. 

This was the question arising before the Clerk when he made up the 


| roll for the present House of Representatives on the 4th of Marchi last. 


Why did he place the names of gentlemen furnished by the six cer- 


he ignore the Kellogg certificates? I will tell you in a few words. 


the State of Louisiana; and here I will read one of them, in order 
that I may draw attention to the fact that those certificates are 
Here is the certificate of Mr. Smith: 


“ JUSTICE, UNION, AND CONFIDENCE.” 


State oF Louisiana, Executive DerarTMeyT, 
New Orleans, December 27, 1876. 


Be it known that, at an election begun and held on the 7th day of November, A. 
D. 1876, for member of Congress, George L. Smith received 10,868 and J. B. Elam 
received 9,674 votes. a 

Now, therefore, I, William Pitt Kellogg, governor of the State of Louisiana, do 
hereby certify that George L. Smith has received a majority of the votes cast at 
said election and is duly and legally elected to represent the fourth congressional 
district of the State of Louisiana in the Forty-fifth Congress of the United States. 

Given under my hand and the seal of the State this 27th day of December, 1°76, 
and of the Independence of the United States the one hundred and first. oe 

[SEAL] WILLIAM PITT KELLOGG. 

By the governor: 

P. G. Drsvonne, 
Scerctary of State. 
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That is dated the 27th of December, 1576. Tere is the certificate | he say in this certificate? Merely that Mr. ELtts has been elected ? 
{or inspection. But what does the statute of the State ef Louisiana | No, sir; he follows the statute and says: 


provide? Mark the language of the statute. 1t provides— That E. Jomn Excus received 13.854 votes and Henry C. Dibble 11,033 votes, 


That as soonas possible after the expiration of the time of the making of the re- | @¢ rording to the certifiente cf the returns of said election ma le. filed, and OF RECORD in 
{1 : “ye the election for Representatives in Congress a certificate of the returns of the office of the secretary of state in the manner prescribed by lau 

Cc oo a en tar | gyAll of those certificates were made up in that way. Every one of 
—, alt be d ot to the persons 80 elected and another « py transmitted | them certified, not that these gentlemen were elected members of 
id oe shell bode : . , and anoth J ut as a : an 
a oe Representatives of the United States, directed to the Clerk thereof. this House, but, following the statute, they certified that the returns 


y the House of : 
tothe 2 f i Atied poor nethinntn oft had been canvassed and that those returns, on jile in the office of the 
There is no statement in that credential that any certificate of the | ,,,.,, tary of state, showed the result of the election. 


returns is on record in the secretary of state’s oflice. The law does Nay, more than that, Mr. Speaker; before that contest in 1375, 
not provide that the governor shall make the returns of the election | namely, in 1873, the governor of the State of Louisiana did issue to 
for Congress. The governor has nothing to do with making such | the members of that State this identical defective certilicate, and on 
returns. His duty is simply to go to the secretary of state's office and | that certiticate this House, under the leadership of the members of 
ascertain What is the record there, and thereupon, jointly with the the republican party, passed a solemn judgment, and that judgment 
secretary of state, to issue a certificate of what is of record. Gov- | is of record in the very case in which 1 had the honor semi tine then 
ernor Kellogg did not attend, therefore, to the fori of the statute, | interested. In the year 1873 gentlemen came up to this House hol:- 
Yesterday this House determined in a caso from South Carolina, ing credentials from the governor of Louisiana—two sets of creden- 
where the statute required the secretary of state to issue the certifi- | tials to two opposite sets of gentlemen; bat they both held theso 
cate, that the governor was rot authorized to issne any such certifi- | gefective credentials. ~ ; 
cate. Inthe State of Louisiana by the statute the governor is hot There was, then, a conflict between the credentials. The creden- 
empowered, not authorized, to make any returns of election, but | tials which the members of the conservative party at that time held 
merely to certify to this House, throngh the Clerk of the House, what | from the State of Louisiana were ideutical in forin with the creden- 
returns are of record in the oflice of the secretary of state. ’ tials held by the republican members from that State. There was a 
We have, as the gentleman has already told you, a canvassing | eonflict. How was that conflict settled ? By the determination that 
board in Louisiana. Under the statute it is the duty of that can- | th6 credentials held by the republicans were better in form than the 
yassing board to make returns—not the governor, but the canvass- | credentials held by the conservatives ? No. sir. But there was filed 
ing board; and the governor must certify merely to this House the | here on the day or the day after the Clerk bad made up his roll the 
returns made by the canvassing board under the law. I say there is | certificate required by law from the secretary of state of the State of 
nothing in Kellogg’s certificates, not one word, to show any canvass | Lonisiana—this very certificate which we file to-day: aud it was 
was made by the returning board—not one word to show there are any | shown by comparing the credentials held by the republican members 
returns on record under the law in the secretary of state’s office; and | with that certificate that they conformed to it and that the credentials 
this House, therefore, has no knowledge that any election was held | j,¢)q by the conservative members did not conform to the certificates 
in due form. ie . : . of record in the oflice of the secretary of state of the State of Louisi- 
The other certificate is ample, for it states precisely what the stat- | ana; and upon that state of facts—they are embodied here in the 
ute requires, that the election was held under the law. LIask the | pocord of the Forty-third Congress, which I have before me—upon 


Clerk to ee ee that state of facts, the republican members were seated ou the con- 
Lhe Clerk read as follows : sideration of the prima facie case. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, The are ti fact ¢ Now, Mr. Speaker, here is the identical cz 
Executive Department, State of Louisiana. hese -_ 16 fac e Now, } . Speaker, here is the identical case 
This is to certify that at a gencral election begun and held in the State of | 48/2. All the repub ican members come up as well as the demo- 
Louisiana, and in the fourth congressional district of said State, on the 7th | CTatic members from the State of Louisiana, holding certificates from 
day of November, in the year of our Lord one thousand cight hundred and | Governor Nicholls. Those certiticates are made out under the statute, 
eventy-Six, ox ing Oe oS See ee eae See ee ae ie — Attached to them are certificates from the secretary of state show- 
The day prese veal DY © la 5 : 23 ani e said State o OU * . . - , . ited . ites . acai i 
ana for the election of Representatives in Congress from the said State, J. B. | '@8 that the returns are of record in, the offic of the secretary of 
Flam and George L. Smith appear from the returns of said clection, tiled in the office | State as required by law, and that this certilicate is a copy thereof, 
of the secretary of state within and for said State, to have been tho only persons | Mr. Kellogg’s certiticate contains no such statement from the sec- 
voted for in the fourth congressional district of said State for Representative in | retary of state. We do not know under his certiticate that any canvass 
the Forty-tifth Congress of the United States from said State, and thatitfurther | |. did take place of the votes in I ssiane by the lawfal author 
appears from said returns, on file and of record in said office, that J. B. Elam re- | CV€T Git take place o 16 Votes In LOUIsIaNa DY the lawrn anthor- 
cerved twelve thousand one hundred and thirty-six (12,136) votes and George L. | Itles. We do not know from Mr. Kellogy’s certificate that there was 
Smith cleven thousand five hundred and forty (11,540) votes for Representatives | any election held in conformity with the statutes for the State of 
as aforesaid in said district. and that J. B. Elam, having received a majority of the | Louisiana. He does not say that there are any returns of any election 
votes cast for Representative from the fourth district in said State of Louisiana £ renord i he office of the secretary of state. He doe , rid 
in the Forty-fifth Congress of the United States of America at said election, has | Of Tecora 10 the o ice o the secretary 0 state. e does not provirte 
been duly, lawfully, and regularly elected to represent said fourth district of said | this Honse with information on the point that this House has a right 
en " the aforesaid Congress of the United States, in accordance with the laws | to require information upon, before it will seat members on the prima 
of the United States and of the State of me ANCIS T. NICHOLLS facie case. Nay, his certificates are contradicted in every particular 
Governor of the State of Louisiana. by theonly certiticates furnished by the secretary of state of Louisiana, 
; / — Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to be led astray by the remarks 
: bt —— = ae a - _ ao < en, ee go | of the gentleman, my colleague from Louisiana, [Mr. Leonarp, } into 
ssistunt secretary of state of said State, do bereby certify tha 16 above ant at > > artrans . Tha naw . os 
foregoing declaration of the result of the election begun and held in the fourth | matte rs that — holly Cxtrancous. Phe newspaper slip mn at by him 
congressional district of the State of Louisiana on the 7th day of November, 1876, of the publication of returns is not under the seal of the State, nor is 
is a true copy of the origiual certificate as recorded in the office of the secretary of | it any part of the evidence before the House. Kellogg’s certiticate 
onto of peageng ee Apne ceeenene ame oe — by the ee ad for Smith does not bear the seal of the State. Ido not propose to 
eas our ha » Be s city « . - > ° 
Orleans, this 27th day of February, —* mistane, at Chocity of Sew | bring in here any irrelevant matter whatever. I say that, standing 
FRANCIS T. NICHOLLS, upon the Nicholis credentials presented Ly the members in this con- 
(SEAL.] Governor of the State of Louisiana. test, standing on the statutes of Louisiana and the certificates from 
‘ — oo a. : the governor and secretary of state, under her broad seal, you can- 
Hasvstant Secretary of Slat. | not. if you would, resist the conclusion that Mr. Elam is clearly en- 
Mr. GIBSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that section 2 of the statute | titled to his seat on this floor, so far as the prima favie right is con- 
be read. cerned. I trust, Mr. Speaker, that the gentlemen from Louisiana in 
The Clerk read as follows: this Honse have no desire to strain a point on behalf of their party. 
Ske. 2. Be it enacted, That as soon as possible after the expiration of the time On yesterday we did not ask that Mr. Acklen be sworn in upon the 


S — the saan st the geste for Representatives in Congress, a certificate | junior certificate; we were willing that Mr. DaRRALL, the republican 
ot the returns of the clection for such Representatives shall be entered upon record |}. - 4 hat ease w } he aeni anadioethe Cause 
by the secretary of the State, signed by the governor, andacopy thereof, subscribed member in that case, who held the senior credentials of Governor 


by said office rs, shall be delivered to the persons so elected, and another copy trans- | Nicholls, should be sworn in subject to the Committee of Elections. 
witted to the House of Representatives of the United States, directed to the Clerk | But this case is so clear an the statement of facts regarding it so 
aan : conclusive that 1 think the republican members of the [louse will do 
Mr. GIBSON. Yon will perceive that the statute of Louisiana does injustice to themselves, sitting as jadges, unless they stand by the forms 
rot authorize the governor of the State to issue a credential certify- | of law so necessary to the proper organization of this body and by 
ing generally as to the results of the election in that State, but re- | which our libertiesare protected. I now yield to the gentleman from 
(ulLes him to certify to this House what the records in the office of | Tennessee, [Mr. House. ] 
the secretary of state show to have been the result upon a proper Mr. HOUSE. Mr. Speaker, this question, as has been remarked by 
canvass of the election. But it has been stated here both by the gen- | the gentleman from Louisiana who bas just taken his seat, is a very 
“eman from Maine (Mr. Frye] and by the gentleman from Lonisi- simple one and a very clear one, and no gentleman, as I think, can 
ana (Mr. Leonarp] that this form of certificate which Mr. Smith | have any doubt in his mind regarding it who understands the facts. 
presents has been the universal form adopted by the executive of the | There are not two sets of credentials here. The record offered here 
State of Lonisiana. This, Mr. Speaker, shows how little familiar they | by Mr. Smith is no more a credential under the laws of the State of 
are with the facts in this ease. I call your attention to the certificates | Louisiana than if it had emanated from the mayor of New Orleans 
Which were issned by Governor Kellogg himself to members who were | or any justice of the peace in the State of Louisiana, And why? 
seated here in the last House of Representatives. I hold them all in | Because the law of Louisiana does not authorize or empower the gov- 
uy hand. Take, for instance, the certiticate of Mr. ELLs. What does | ernor of that Stato to issue czedentials. He is uot the officer of the 
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State designated by law for that purpose, and when Mr. Smith pre- 
sents here a paper signed by Mr. Kellogg as his credential, he pre- 
seuts a paper which, under the laws of the State of Louisiana, has 
no more validity than if it had been issued by a justice of the peace 
in that State. 

Now, what is the law of Louisiana upon this subject? This dis- 
cussion has taken a somewhat wide range, but upon a question of 
this kind we cannot travel outside the record; we cannot go beyond 
the record. On yesterday the gentleman from Maine (Mr. Frye] 
asserted that the Nicholls certificate was issued upon a recount made 
by the returning board. L asked that gentleman where he got his 
information that the Nicholls certificates were based upon a recount 
made by the new returning board ; Lasked himif there was anything 
of that sort upon the face of the Nicholls certificates. The gentle- 
man replied that it was a matter of general history. 

Now, what right has this House in determining the prima facie right 
to a seat here to travel outside of the record of a State and to rove 
ad libitum over the wide fields of general history? This House has no 
right to pass upon anything but the record of the State. Has Mr. Smith 
presented a credential here from the officer anthorized by the laws of 
the State of Louisiana to issue it?) I say that he has not. I am will- 
ing to stake the whole case on that proposition. The paper he pre- 
sents is in nosense a credential. 1 call the attention of gentlemen to 
the law of the Stete of Louisana upon that subject. By the laws of 
Louisiana it is made the duty of the secretary of the State, after the 
vote is canvassed by the returning board, to make this certificate in 
duplicate, one copy to be published in the newspapers, proclaiming 
the result, and the other to be filed in the oflice of the secretary of the 
State, and then and there recorded. It becomes, then, the duty of the 
secretary of the State to make that certificate which is the creden- 
tial of the member of Congress. The law provides that as soon as 
possible after the expiration of the time of making the returns of the 
election the certificate of the returnsof election of such Representative 
shall be entered and recorded by the secretary of the State and signed 
by the governor, and a copy thereof, subscribed by said officer, shall 
be delivered to the person so elected and another copy sent to the 
llouse of Representatives. No credential but one drawn up in ac- 
cordance with this law is a legal certificate. You might as well say 
that a clerk in the oflice of the secretary of state could make this 
certificate. 

I say, then, that Mr. Smith has no credential to present here ; that 
the paper which he brings is utterly worthless under the laws of 

Louisiana, and has no validity whatever. Thatisthe wholecase. Mr. 
Elam has the credential prescribed by the law of the State of Lou 
isiana. Mr. Smith has no credential. He presents a paper here which 
cannot be used for any purpose whatever under the laws of the State 
of Lonisiana. Having said thus much, I now yield to the gentleman 
from Texas, [ Mr. MILts.} 

Mr. MILLS. If the Kellogg certificate is in due form of law, if it 
was the exercise of the authority conferred by law, that is the end of 
it. If it is legal, if it is in due conformity with the laws of the State 
of Louisiana, then the certificate of Governor Nicholls is without au- 
thority, as much so as the certificate of any other citizen of the United 
States. In order that this certificate should carry absolute verity 
with it, it must be in conformity with law on its face and not be sup- 
ported by anything extraneous. I submit to the sound judgment of 
every gentleman in the House that it does not meet the requirements 
of the law. Every sovereignty speaks by a seal. The United States 
speak by their great national seal, The sovereignties that compose 
the family of States speak by those seals that hang over your head, 
They stand over our heads to tell us what is the symbol by which 
that sovereign power speaks. The State of Louisiana has chosen a 
device by which she speaks, and that device has for its motto, “ Just- 
ice, union, and confidence.” By that device she is recognized as a 
power in the world, and only by that and by her flag does she speak. 
Does the Smith certificate carry that authority? 

Mr. LEONARD. If the gentleman will look at the certificate 
closely, he will see there the seal of the State. 

Mr. MILLS. I have the paper, and I am willing to submit it to 
the scrutiny of any member of the House, and leave it to him to say 
whether the seal of the State is there. I submit that there is not a 
gentleman in this House who can tell that this seal is the seal of the 
State of Louisiana. 

Mr. LEONARD. If the gentleman will allow me I will say that it 
was accepted by the Clerk of the House, who is to be presumed to 
have decided correctly. 

Mr. MILLS. Of course the Clerk is supposed to have done his 
duty; but I submit that the certificate is not in conformity with the 
laws of Louisiana. It has not the great seal of the State. The seal of 
Louisiana carries upon its face a pelican, whose extended wings cover 
the heads of her young in their nest, and above her bead the scales 
of justice are equally poised; around the circle are the words, “Just- 
ice, union, and confidence.” Upon this paper there are no words. The 
scales, the symbol of justice, are wanting. All thatis to be seen at all 
is the faint resemblance of a bird; but no one can tell whether it is 
an eagle, a pelican, or a buzzard. 

Another point which has been made very clear by my friend from 
Tennessee [Mr. Houser] is that the law of Louisiana requires that 
the certificates shall be recorded in the records of the state depart- 
ment. Now, I ask gentlemen if this were a court of record and that 
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paper were offered as a transcript of the records of the state «¢ 
ment of Louisiana, is there a lawyer in this House who would 
ing as judge, permit that paper to go before a jury and alloy 
be read as evidence? Itis a certificate of William P. Kellooe 
as governor; but the first party in the transaction is the secr. hewn of 
state. If the certificate were regular on it8 face it should be t,. 
certificate of the secretary of state that this paper was a trne eon. 
the record in his department, attested by the seal of the Stat, 
by the signature of the governor. The certificate is not in con{o 
with law, and it is of no binding anthority. 


was never executed by Kellogg, and it was first executed | 
Nicholls when he gave the certificates in accordance with the 
quirements of the law of Lonisiana. These propositions, it seems to 
me, are too clear to be disputed by any gentleman, 


above party prejudice and cling to the law and the precedents, 
is the only security of popular government, the only security of {)jo 
rights and privileges of this House, and the only security of the sacred 
right of representation. In examining these cases let us scrutinise 
them with the eye of the judge, not the partisan. If the certilicates 
come from proper authority in due form of law, let the applicants by 
admitted without reference to their party affiliations. If they do not 
meet these requirements, let them remain without the doors of + 
Hall until proper authority shall inform this House who are the right. 
ful Representatives. 
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The power which was vested by law in the governor of the State 
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I appeal to gentlemen on the other side of the House 


tO rise 


That 


t 


} 
is 


Mr. GIBSON. I now call the previous question on the original 


resolution and the substitute. 


Mr. LEONARD. I hope I will be allowed to say a word or two in 


reply. 


Mr. GIBSON. I think this has been debated long enough. 

Mr. LEONARD. I desire to correct some statements made here 
which I think involve error. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask that the original resolution and the substitute 
therefor be read. 

The original resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the claims of J. B. Elam and George L. Smith to a seat from the 
fourth congressional district of Louisiana be referred to the Committee of Ele« 
tions, with instructions to report without delay who is entitled prima fucie to the 
seat. 


The SPEAKER. The first question will be upon the substitute, 
which will now be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That James B. Elam, from the fourth congressional district of Louisi- 
ana, be now sworn in asa member of this House. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Before the vote is taken on that 
resolution I would be glad to make an observation to account for the 
vote which some of us will give on this side of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been called by the 
gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. Gipson.] The Chair will test the 
sense of the House upon that proposition, and if the demand is not 
sustained the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I appeal to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. Gipson] to withdraw his call—— 

[Cries of “ Regular order!” “ Let us vote!’’} 

The question was taken; and the previous question was seconded 
and the main question ordered. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iask forthe yeas and nays upon agreeing to the sub- 
stitute. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken ; and there were—yeas 144, nays 119, 
not voting 27; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Atkins, Banning, Beebe, Bell, Benedict, Bicknell, Bisbee, 
Blackburn, Bland, Bliss, Blount, Boone, Bouck, Bragg, Bridges, Bright, Brogden, 
Buckner, Cabell, John W. Caldwell, W. P. Caldwell, Candler, Carlisle, Chalmers, Al 
vah A. Clark, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr.,of Missouri, Clymer, 
Cobb, Collins, Cook, Covert, Samuel S. Cox, Cravens, Crittenden, Culberson, Cutler 
Davidson, Joseph J. Davis, Dibrell, Dickey, Durham, Eden, Eickhoff, Ellis, John H. 
Evans, Ewing, Felton, Finley, Forney, Franklin, Fuller, Garth, Gause, Gibson, 
Giddings, Glover, Goode, Gunter, Hamilton, Hardenbergh, Henry R. Harris, Joba 
T. Harris, Harrison, Hart, Hartridge, Hartzell, Hatcher, Henkle, Henry, Gold- 
smith W. Hewitt, Herbert, Hooker, House, Frank Jones, Kenna, Kimmell, Knapp, 
Knott, Landers, Ligon, Lockwood, Luttrell, Lynde, Mackey, Maish, Manning, 
Martin, McKenzie, McMahon, Mills, Money, Morgan, Morrison, Morse, Muldrow, 
Muller, Phelps, Pridemore, Quinn, Rea, Reagan, Reilly, Americus V. Rice, Riddle, 
Robbins, Robertson, George D. Robinson, Ross, Sayler, Scales, Schleicher, Shelley, 
Singleton, Slemons, Wilham E. Smith, Southard, Sparks, Springer, Steele, Sten- 

er, Swann, Throckmorton, Townshend, Tucker, Turner, Turney, Vance, \ eeder, 

Vaddell, Waiker, Waleh, Warner, Alpheus S. Williams, James W illiams, Jere 
N. Williams, Albert S. Willis, Benjamin A. Willis, Wilson, Wood, Wright, Yeates, 
and Young—144. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Bacon, Bagley, John H. Baker, William H. Baker, Banks, 
Bayne, Blair, Boyd, Brentano, Brewer, Briggs, Browne, Bandy, Burchard, Bardi¢ k, 
Batler, Calkins, Camp, Campbe!!, Cannon, Caswell, Claflin, Rush Clark, Cole, Con- 

er, Jacob D. Cox, Crapo, Cammings, Danford, Darrall, Horace Davis, Deering, 
eniee, Dunnell, Dwight, Eames, Ellsworth, Errett, I. Newton Evans, James L. 
Evans, Field, Foster, rye, Gardner, Garfield, Hanna, Harmer, Hays, Hazelton, 
Hendeo, Henderson, Hiscock, Hubbell, Hunter, Humphrey, Hungerford, Ittner, 
James, John 8. Jones, Jorgensen, Joyce, Keifer, Keightley, Kelley, Ketcham, Lap- 
ham, Leonard, Loring, Marsh, McGowan, McKinley, Mitchell, Monroe, Oliver, 
O'Neill, Overton, Pacheco, Page, Patterson, Peddie, Phillips, Pollard, Powers, Price, 
Pugh, Rainey, Randolph, Reed, William W. Rice, Milton S. Robinson. Ryan, 53pP, 
Shallenberger, Sinnickson, Smalls, A. Herr Smith, Starin, Stewart, John W. Stone, 
Joseph C. Stone, Strait, Thompson, Thornburgh, Tipton, Amos Townsend, Martin 
I. Townsend, Van Vorhes, Wait, Ward, Watson, Welch, Harry White, Mix hael y 
White, Willets, Andrew Williams, Charics G. Williams, Richard Williams, 40 
Wren—119, 
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YY iG > ‘ain, Chittenden, Douglas, Elam, Fort, Free- 
mi e VOTING Meare ein itaekell, Abram S. Hewitt, Hunton, ieaten. 
or J ome 8, 
ter Pound, 
So the substitute offered by Mr. GIBSON was adopted. 
During the roll-eall, the following announcements were made: 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. On this question I am paired with the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, Mr. HUNTON. If he were here he would vote 


Roberts, Sampson, Sexton, Stephens, and Whitthorne—27. 


Mr. EAMES. My colleague, Mr. BALLOv, is unavoidably absent 
from the House. If he were present he would vote “ no.” : 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I am paired on this question 
with the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. , 

The question recurring on the adoption of the original resolution 
as amended, it was adopted. ' 

Mr. GIBSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution, 
as amended, was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be Jaid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. James B. ELaM then came forward, and was duly qualified by 
taking the modified oath provided by the act of July 11, 16s. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Two messages in writing from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House by Mr. RODGERS, his Private Secre- 
tary. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed a resolution, in which the 
coveurrence of the House was requested, for the removal of books 
and files in the lofts of the old portion of the Capitol building. 


FIRE AT THE PATENT OFFICE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communication 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, with 
accompanying papers, ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations when appointed : 

To the Senate and Ilouse of Representatives : 

I have the honor to transmit herc with the report of a board of inquiry appointed 
by the Secretary of the Interior to examine into the causes of tho fire which 
destroyed a part of the Interior Department building on the 24th of last month. 


hk. B. UAYES., 
EXecvuTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, October 17, 1877. 


DEFICIENCIES IN THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following communica- 
tion from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with accompanying papers, ordered to be printed, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, when appointed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I have the honor to transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
setting forth the particulars with reference to the existing deficiencies in the Navy 
Department. 


k. B. HAYES. 
EXe&cuTIve MANSION, 


Washington, October 17, 1877. 


REPRESENTATION FROM LOUISIANA. 


Mr. LEONARD. I desire to offer a resolution as a matter of form 
with reference to the case just disposed of from Louisiana. 

The SPEAKER. As that case is disposed of, the next one in order 
must of necessity come up. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. FryYE] 
is upon the floor to offer a resolution in that case. 

Mr. LEONARD. I merely wish to have the matter referred. 


The SPEAKER. It would require unanimous consent at the pres- 
ent time. 


Mr. FRYE. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas Charles E. Nash presents a certificate of election as a Representative 
to the Forty-tifth Congress, given by Governor William P. Kellogg, the then duly 
recognized and acting governor of the State of Louisiana, issued on the 9th day of 
December, 1¢76, in strict conformity to law ; and whereas the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives for the Forty-fourth Congress has set aside said certificate, and 
has placed upon the roll of this House as a Representative in the Forty-fifth Con- 
gress the name of E. W. Robertson, the returns of whose election were made by a 
returning board created long after the election in which said Robertson claims to 
have been elected, without “7 original returns before them, to Governor Nicholls, 
voted for and elected, if at all, at the samo general election, and whose certiticate 
is given by the said Governor Nicholls, having no authority in law in these prem- 
ises: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the name of E. W. Robertson be stricken from the roll of this 
House as a Representative in the Forty-fifth Congress from the State of Louisiana, 


and that the name of Charles E. Nash'be placed upon said roil asa Representative 
in said Congress, 


Mr. ELLIS. I offer the following as a substitute for the resolution 
of the gentleman from Maine, | Mr. FRYE 3) 
1 Resolved, That Edward W. Robertson, of the sixth congressional district of 
uisiana, be now sworn in as the Representative from that district. 

I desire to say-—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. FrYe] is enti- 


tled to the floor unle he yie » ve ams Diet 
[Mr. Eutas. } uless he yields to the gentleman from Louisiana, 


Kil.inger, Lathrop, Lindsey, Mayham, McCook, Neal, Norcross, Pot- | 
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Mr. FRYE. I only yielded for the purpose of having this substi- 
tute offered. I do not yield further at present. 

Mr. Speaker, having by mistake and by the help of the printers 
discussed yesterday so far as I desired the questions arising in both 
these cases, I will not weary the House ai all to-day. I will yield a 
portion of my time to gentlemen on this side and the residue to the 
gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. ELLIs.] [now yield ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WHite. } 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, this is not a political, 
but a legal question. I was exceedingly gratified yesterday to dis- 
cover party lines in this body disregarded in deciding the right of 
members to a seat on this floor in the South Carolina cases. I rejoice 
indeed to hear the utterance coming from the other sideof the Cham- 
ber that this is a judicial body. It certainly, so far as the disposition 
of the right of members to seats upon this floor goes, is a judicial body, 
I am gratified to know that a fair spirit appears to prevail at the 
threshold of this session. 

The only question now presented for this House to vote upon is, 
who has the prima facie right to a seat—who at the commencement 
of our proceedings has the right to be sworn in as members of this 
body from the State of Louisiana? Without enlarging upon the 
question, I discover upon the Clerk’s desk a certificate reciting the 
election of Mr. Nash, named in the resolution offered by the gentle- 
man from Maine, as a Representative from the specified district of 
the State. The onlyinquiry for me is, whence comes that certiticate ? 
Upon examination I find it signed by the de facto, the acting governor 
of the State. I find, furthermore, it is certified by the broad seal of 
the State of Louisiana. That is the only matter proper for me to 
look at as regulating my vote upon this preliminary question. I dis- 
cover further that this question of the prima facie seat of Mr. Nash 
has been practically accepted as settled by the gentleman (Mr. Rob- 
ertson) whom it is now proposed to swear in. I discover by the Re- 
vised Statutes that whenever any person intends to contest the elec- 
tion of any member of the House of Representatives he shall, within 
thirty days after the result of such election shall have been returned 
by the officer or board of canvassers authorized by law to determine 
the same, give notice in writing to the member whose seat he desires 
to contest of his intention to contest the same, and in such notice 
shall specify particularly the grounds upon which he relies in the 
contest. 

I have had placed in my hands within five minutes a formal notice 
of contest, which I discover is addressed to “Hon. Charles E. 
Nash, House of Representatives, Washington,” containing this re- 
cital—I will not read all of it—* You are hereby informed and notilied 
that I will contest your election and right to a seat as a member in 
the Forty-fifth Congress of the United States of America as Repre- 
sentative from the sixth congressional district of the State of Louisi- 
ana,” composed of certain parishes here recited. Following this 
notice is the recital of the causes for contest and notice of appoint- 
ments to take testimony. Iam informed further that testimony for 
this contest was taken for weeks. 

I discover, then, the record to be that a certificate lies upon the 
Clerk’s desk signed by the recognized governor of the State, attested 
by the seal of the State. There is following this, among the records 
of the Clerk, a formal notification of the party now claiming the 
prima facie seat as against Mr. Nash of his intention to contest the 
right of Mr. Nash, who has thus been certified by the governor. 
Therefore I hold that Mr. Robertson, claiming the prima facie right to 
the seat, is estopped from questioning the prima facie right of Mr. 
Nash at this stage of the proceedings. : 

How is this certificate upon which Mr. Nash relies? It is similar in 
form to those upon which members have been seated in the past. I 
will not be prolix and read in detail other certificates upon which 
other members have been sworn in in previous Congresses, but will 
content myself by saying that I find the certificates upon which 
members were sworn in in 1573 and previously identical in form with 
the certificate attested by Governor Kellogg, by virtue of which Mr. 
Nash claims the right to be sworn, by which his prima facie right is de- 
termined. On the twentieth page of the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of 
the Forty-third Congress will be found in totidem verbis the certiticate 
by which Mr. Nash now claims his seat. The governor who certilies 
to this is the same authority which certified to the election of the 
other members who have been sworn in without question. The mem- 
bers elected from Louisiana to this Congress have been sworn in under 
precisely the same authority. Now, sir, the Legislature of 1777 re- 
pealed what is known as the returning board act of 1872, not until 
after, long after, the issuing of the certificate before us, however. 
This was done by what is known as the Nicholls legislature. Had 
this not been done there would have been no question whatever 
about Mr. Nash’s prima facie right ; indeed, all the six members bear- 
in the certificate of Governor Kellogg would have been admitted 
into this body. Had the Legislature of 1877 in Louisiana the right to 
repeal the act of 1872 so far as to defeat the vested rights, if you 
please, of membeis whose election was certified by Governor Kellogg 
in pursuance of its provisions? I apprehend this is not a new ques- 
tion. It is a well-recognized principle of municipal as well as inter- 
national law that the judgment of a de facto authority is conclusive 
as to the rights over which it had jurisdiction. 

Then the only question is, had the returning board which « anvassed 
the votes and certified the result of Nash’s election as certilicd by Gov- 
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ernor Kellogg jurisdiction of this question? There can be no debate | 


on that subject. Had Governor Kellogg then the authority to certify 
that result? There is nodoubt of it. Had the Legislature of Louisi- 


to recanvass and recount the votes? They had not. If this is to be 
regarded as the law of elections then there may be no end to election 


posed to him in polities held its session during the winter following the 
election. Imagine for a moment that that Legislature had repealed 
the authority by which the votes of that district were canvassed, and 
created a new authority to recanvass and modify the count and give 
a new certificate: the contestant would then be here claiming his 


two classes of certificates where the legislative power was hostile to 
the first person returned. 


I discover, furthermore, in looking at the records in the Forty-third | 
Congress, a peculiar case coming up bere from West Virginia, where | 


two elections were held, one in August, 1272, and another in Octuber. 
Both claimants came before this body and claimed the prima facieright 
to the seat. The election for August had been canvassed, counted, 


and certificates made out accordingly, before the election of October. 


In November of the same year the Legislature assembled and created 
a new returning board, which gave new certificates to the members 
claiming the election in October, and practically abolished the old law, 
by which the persons claiming under the August election were certi- 
tied. 

This Honse in discussing that question recognized the fact that 
when certificates were once issued by competent authority they could 
not be taken away, and that the only question left open was for the 
contest to be pursued in the regular manner. I find farther authority 
upon this subject in recent conspicuons events of the country’s his- 
tory. The highest judicial tribunal which ever sat in this country, 
that which was created to determine the right of the executive head 
of the nation to his present position, practically decided this ques- 
tion. The Florida electors, as returned by the then canvassing board, 
met in December, 1376, and performed their fanctions and forwarded 


their action to the President of the Senate. The Legislature subse- | 


quently met, and in January, 1877, created a new returning board, 
which met and reversed the action of their predecessors This second 
board returned different electors, who reversed the action of the 
former ones. The electoral commission accepted the action of the 
first and duly appointed electors as conclusive, thus denying the 
power of subsequent Legislatures to interfere with acts performed by 
electors who had been returned regularly appointed according to ex- 
isting laws. This, sir, is authority, recent, overwhelming, and direct- 
ly in point. The canvassing board of December, 1576, existing by 
proper legislative anthority, having canvassed and returned Mr. Nash 
elected, which has been certitied by the then governor, the subse- 
quent act of legislation by a new Legislature could not destroy this 
certificate. The remedy is by contest in the usual way. 


I repeat, then, that I find here lying upon the table a certificate | 


coming from Governor Kellogg, bearing the great seal of that State, 
issued prior in time to the certificate of the other claimant, (Mr. 
Robertson,) certifying to the election of Mr. Nash, and that to my 
mind, apart from all political considerations, gives him the right to 
be sworn in as being prima facie entitled to the seat. The merits of 
the question will come up in due season when the contest takes place 
upon the evidence to be submitted to the Committee of Elections. 
I shall therefore vote in favor of the resolution submitted by the 
gentleman from Maine and against the substitute offered by the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. FRYE. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [ Mr. THOMPSON. ] 

Mr. THOMPSON. 1 desire to express very briefly the reasons 
whieh will govern my action in the vete Iam about to give. It has 
been well stated that this is not, and I am very glad that it has not 
been made, a political issne. It is a question pure and simple of a 
legal character; a question in which facts beyond the certiticate are 
in no manner whatever involved. 

That Governor Kellogg when he issned this certificate was the gov- 
ernor of Louisiana is not disputed ; that the certificate is in the form 
required by the statute is not seriously called in question; that it 
was issued before the other certificate upon which this issue is formed 
is not disputed; for these facts are manifest from an inspection of 
the papers themselves. The question of the authority to issue the cer- 
tificate and the question as to the form of the certificate are not seriously 
or strongly urged in this issue. If, therefore, Governor Kellogg was an- 
thorized, as it is not disputed he was, to issue the certificate which 
bears date previous to the certificate of the other contesting party, 
the moment that Governor Kellogg issued that certificate, the moment 
he signed or had it signed and delivered it to the party legally en- 
titled to receive it, his powers in the matter as executive of the State 
of Louisiana were forever gone, and he had no more power to revise, 
to modify, to annul that certificate, nor to issue a new one to another 
party and thereby disregard his official act, which had been completed 
according to the forms of law, than any other citizen of the State of 
Louisiana had. If he had power in Febraary, 1877, to issue a certiti- 


| had power every month since; if he had power to disree 
ana of 1577 the right to repeal the act of 1872 and constitute anew re- | = 
turning board, so as to destroy the vitality of the Kellogg certificate, 

| vious certificates and all previous parties interested in them and 
| new certificates to whom he pleased. And that wonld be considered 
controversies. In my State there is one case of contested election of | 
a member claiming an election to this body. One of the members | 
returned elected in 1876 has his seat contested. A Legislature op- | 


| vested, the act was completed, the power was exhausted, 
right tothe seat. So might the House assemble for organization with | 
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cate hostile to and in conflict with the one issued in December pr 
vious, he had power in January, and he had power in March, and jo 
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disannul the certificate of 1876 in February, 1877, and issue ae 
certificate, he had power at any moment since to disregard a}] pre 


issue 


a prima facie case according to the doctrine which has been submitt, d 
to this House. 

There is a time, Mr. Speaker, when the powers of the executive 
are exhausted. There is a time when he has no further power to act: 
either to create new rights or to destroy old and vested ones. And 
I hold that the very moment that the official act was done and the 
custodian intended for it received the certificate the rizhts were 


m and no 
power on earth short of the one now about to act upon this case had 


| authority to disannul, to modify, or destroy the act of the governor 


done in 1876. There are well-settled principles of law that have 
exceptions. In a dced the first act is concinsive and binding; ina 
will, the last. And there are other rules, if you please, that where a 
man has done an act, where the parties interested have acted Upon 
it, and where rights have attached, he is not only disqnatified from 
destroying it by making a new dee:l or creating a new trust, but the 
policy of the law prevents him from the effort in every form, and 


no 


| anything in contravention of the act which he has done is inoperative, 


invalid, and, in every sense, void. 
But the startling doctrine is advanced here that when an exeentive 
oflice of a State by fortune sneceeds to an individual who, a month 


| before, bore the insignia of oflice, these rules are in that case to be 


disregarded, I make no distinction between Governor Kellogg and 


| Governor Nicholls. It isnot Governor Kellogg acting. It is not Goy- 


ernor Nicholls acting. It is the executive of the sovereign State of 
Louisiana. It is the king, soto speak, who never dies. The individual 
who for the time bears the insignia of office does die. The inlividual 
who now exercises the executive prerog utive of the State of Louisiaua 
willdie. Butthe governor of the State of Louisiana never dies; and the 
act of the governor once done pursuant to law, uuder the forms of law 
and as a constitutional exercise of the power attached to the oftice, 
is an exhaustion of the power of the executive forever upon that 
subject. It is by no means conclusive and binding upon this boly, 
bat it gives the prima facie right to the party who holds tha‘ c»rtiti- 
cate. This is oaly, as has been said, a prelimin wry examination. The 
papers are offered in evidence; they are compet ont; there is no oyjrc- 
tion to them; they are relevant; they are in for.n; they are to be 
received; and the eect of it is simply to allow the party to a >poar, 
to be sworn in, and to take his seat. It may be shuwn hereafter that 
the certificate was improperly issued, that the election was frauda- 
lent, that it was void, that the individual is disqualified to hold the 
office. A thousand things may beshown. But these are not the issnes 
now. It is a question on the certificate, on the certificate alone. The 
merits of the case are in no sense involved, and cannot on this issue 
be raised. 

The certificate, then, of Mr. Nash is in form. It has the seal of the 
State of Louisiana upon it; not very distinet, I admit—not as beaa- 
tiful as the one that overhangs the Speaker. Nor does the law of 
Louisiana, or the law of the United States, say how distinct, how fine, 
how sharp the outlines of the seal shall be, It is the seal of Louisiana. 
It is the evidence by which the official act of the governor is shown 
and proved. It is a:lmitted that it is the seal of Louisiana. It is ad- 
mitted that this is the certilicate of the governor. It is first in time. 
It is formal. And why, Mr. Speaker, shall it not be accredited with 
the powers that ordinarily attach to official acts of State govern- 
ments? I shall vote as I shall do, for these reasons, not because of 
any political issue, not because I know the merits of this case—I do 
not, and if in the progress of the case it shall be developed that this 
gentleman named in this certificate has not been honestly, legally 
clected according to the forms of law, and that question should be 
submitted to this House, and I should have an opportunity, I will 
yote to exclude him from the seat. But I will vote now not that he 
was legally elected, not that he is qualified to the seat, but that he 
has brought to the House the muniment of title which the law re- 
quires. I shall therefore, when the time comes, record my vote 10 
favor of seating him. 

Mr. FRYE. I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, (Mr. WILLIAMS. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, whatever I may say 
at this time must come more in the nature of a respectful protest 
than in the hope that any words of mine can change a result which 
has already virtually been twice determined and recorded. A prima 
facie case on the face of the papers necessarily brings itself within 
very narrow and technical lines. It will be my purpose not to travel 
outside these limits, but to summarize as well as I may and state as 
clearly as I can the facts and the considerations which I think should 
prima facie seat Mr. Charles B. Nash as a member of this House. 

There are, it seems to me, a few very plain propositions which 
should settle this question in favor of Mr. Nash: ; 

First. On the 7th of November, 1376, when this general election 
was held, was the State of Louisiana a sovereign State of this U nion? 
That will be disputed by no one. 

Second. Had it at that time a governor and secretary of state 
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-apable of performing official acts and certifying to them in a duly 
sichenticated form? That is undisputed and indisputable. The 
ea of this House and of both Houses of Congress has over and 
ove again decided that question. 


a Had the State ot Louisiana at that time a statute governing 


Third. 
general é 


and method of canvassing the vote and determining the result? The 
statute of Which we take official notice answers that. It created a 
: board and empowered it to canvass the returns and record 
the result. That board was legally and constitutionally formed. It 
had jurisdiction of the subject-matter upon whieh it acted. This 
had been adjudicated by the highest judicial tribunals of Louisiana. 
Now, I need not tell judges, I need not tell lawyers, that when this 
board had rendered and daly recorded its decision we have no power 
here upon this motion to question either the merits or the regularity of 
its proceedings or the correctness of its conclusions so far as they 
relate to this prima facie case. The State also bad a broad seal, whose 


( ynvassing 


impress authenticated the official acts of its executive and imparted | 
; I need not repeat to this House, if I could, the | 


verity everywhere. ot 
eloquent and forcible langnage of the distinguished gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. BANKs] yesterday when he reminded us that or- 


ticated documents prima facie ; for we all know that the safety and 


stability of the government, both State and National, rests upon these | 


things as upon the foundation-rock of the Republic. 

If, then, werest upon these propositions as established—and I will 
thank gentlemen on the other side to tell me if any one of thei is 
faulty or defective, and if the electors of both parties and of all parties 
are held to know the law—then when each deposited his ballot he 
accepted the means and methods and the whole machinery set up 
for determining the result. And more than this, there attached to 
such ballot, as the expression of his free choice, the inherent right to 
have the result so determined and declared. Now, sir, will any one 
have the hardihood to claim that a governor of a new State adimin- 
istration, thirty-three days after such result had been duly authen- 
ticated and proclaimed by the acknowledged executive officer of a 
State whose term of office had not yet expired, had aright to reverse 
all this, or that a Legislature not then in being had the power to 
authorize any body on earth to do it? 
been attempted in these cases. The statute says that the result shall 
be certified as soon as possible. 
expire before Governor Nicholls even so much as attempted to reverse 
the determination of the board of canvassers and the executive of 
Louisiana, and to certify the election of the contestant to this House. 

Sir, all parties having gone to the polls voluntarily to vote under 
the laws then established for determining the result, their rights be- 
came vested. No legislature, no governor, no returning board sit- 
ting twenty days, ay, sixty days after that time, and having in 
their possession no serap of paper, no scratch of a pen, but certifying, 
in February, I think, in the absence of all evidence, that a certain man 
had been elected, when the returns did not come into their possession 
until the following April—I say that no legislature, no governor, no 
returning board, could legally act in that way. 

Conceding that all these preliminary conditions existed, some gen- 
tlemen take the position that Mr. Nash’s certilicate is defective on 
its face. And here I thank my honorable friend from Texas [ Mr. 
REAGAN] for quoting the following authority yesterday : 


While it is, as we have seen, trae that, where a certificate of election is confined | 
to a statement that the person to whom it is given is duly elected, or words to that | 


effect, it is prima facie evidence that such person is evtitled to the office, it is also 
true that where it recites the facts upon which the certifying officer relics as his 
justification for issuing it, aad where, from those facts, it clearly appears that the 
eee was not elected, the certificate destroys itself —Hart vs. Harvey, 32 

Gentlemen do not pretend that the certificate of Governor Kellogg 
certifying to the election of Mr. Nash coutradicts itself on the face ot 
the record. The Clerk tells us and the gentlemen on the other side 
tell us that the law of Louisiana requires that the return of the can- 
vassing board shall be recorded in the office of the secretary of state 
aud the certificate of election must be a certified copy of that. Letus 
see what the law is upon that subject. It was read yesterday in our 
hearing. It is as follows: , 


That as soon as cee after the expiration of the time of making the returns 


of the election for Representatives in Congress, a certificate of the returns of the 
eles tion for such Representatives shall be entered upon record by the secretary of 
the State, ee by the governor, and a copy thereof, subscribed by said officers, shall 
be deliverec to the persons so elected, and another copy transmitted to the House 
of Representatives of the United States, directed to the Clerk thereof. 


Now, Nash’s certificate is as follows: 


STATE OF LOvIsIANA, Executive DrParTMENT, 
; Hew Orleans, December 27, 1376. 
mt. hae that at an election begun and held on the 7th day of November, A. 
anes , for tuembers of Congress, Charles E. Nash received 10,797 votes and E. W. 
obertson 10,703 votes, 
cai William Pitt Kellogg, governor of the State of Louisiana, do 
con and is duly and lawfally elected to represent the fourth congressional dis- 
a of the State of Lonisiana in the Forty-fifth Congress of the United States. 
cahet Phong my hand and the seal of the State this 27th day of December, 1876, 
the Independence of the United States the one hundred and first. 
pimat W. P. KELLOGG. 
Vv the governor: 
». Ge. Drstonpr, 
Secritary of State. 


And yet that 1s just what has | 


Yet we find forty-eight days to | 





| ever between the case just passed upon and that now pending. 
| points presented in the two cases are identically the same. 
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It cannot be denied under the authority above cited, that Governor 
Kellogg was authorized in stating that Nash was “duly elected,” 
thereby creating a prima facie case; but it is claimed that he shon!d 
have cited the record and forwarded a certified copy of that. This, 


| Sir, it seems to me is grasping at the shadow and letting go the sub- 
Jections and the election of members of Congress, prescrib- | 
ing the time, place, and mode of holding such elections and the means | 


stance. It would be like contending that because a statute authorized 
a certified copy of arecorded deed to be read inacourt of justice that 
therefore the original itself would be incompetent and must be dis- 
carded. 

But forsix years it seems that in the State of Louisiana that clause 
of the law which reads that “a covy thereof subseribod by said ofli- 
cers,” &c., has been construed to mean a mere duplicate of the gov- 
ernor’s certificate, the mere prescription of a form of certiticate to be 
signed by the governor and forwarded to the Clerk of this House; 


, 


and during all that time the members from that State upon such certiti- 


| cates, though sharply contested upon all other points, passed to their 


seats here unchallenged for such cause. Gentlemen of the opposi- 
tion, your verdict is virtually recorded, and I dare not hope tor its 
reversal. But if a subsequent canvassing board created by a subse- 
quent Legislature can be permitted without a scrap ef paper or a 


| scratch of a pen in the way of legal returns before them to overturn 
| a prima facie case upon the face of the papers, will you not allow us 
ganized government rested upon the faith and credit of these anthen- | 
gi 


the poor privilege of going before a counitiee where the question 
can be heard upon its merits? I do not want to believe that in these 
times of professed good feeling and reconciliation you desire to pub 
the stigma of condemnation upon all republican State administra- 


| tions in the South simply because they are or have beeu republican; 


but, in all candor, I fear that you are here establishing a precedent 
which may return to plague its inventors. 

Mr. FRYE. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. BUTLER. ] 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire simply to call the attention of the House 
to a matter which I think was overlooked in the last case, and Lam 
certain that the gentlemen of the opposition who voted did not con- 
template any such result. 

Both of these cases stand alike. If you seat Mr. Robertson, then 
under the law I am afraid you cut off the chance of contest in this 
way. Mr. Nash received his certificate on the 2ith day of December. 
The law required anybody contesting a seat to file a notice with his 
opponent within thirty days, if Lremember the time correcily. Now, 
Mr. Nash relied on his certiticate during the thirty days, aucl filed no 
notice of contest with Mr. Robertson; but Mr. Robertson very prop- 
erly filed a notice of contest with Mr. Nash. Then, on the 27th of 
February, sixty-three days after Mr. Nash received his certificate, Mr. 
Robertson got acertificate, and on that certificate you propose to seat 
him. Now, Mr. Nash has filed and can file no notice of contest. The 
point may be taken, and perhaps it will be, that as no notice of con- 
test has been filed by Mr. Nash he cannot contest the seat which Mr. 
Robertson will hold by your votes. I assume that this is not what 
any of you gentlemen mean, and I ask in all fairness either that such 
statements be made on the tloor of this House, or such amendment 
of the resolution adopted as will open the contest to Mr. Nash, Hav- 
ing brought that point to your attention—— 

Mr. GIBSON. The opposition are perfectly willing to allow gen- 
tlemen who are not seated to conduct their contest ; and if the gen- 


| tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] will offer an amendment 


to that effect we will accept it, extending the time to sixty days, 
just as‘was done four years ago when the republican members of 
Louisiana, on an identical state of facts, were seated by this House 
of Representatives, and the democratic claimants were alloweil time 
to make the contest. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask my friend from Louisiana who offered 
the resolution [Mr. ELLIs] to modify it? 

Mr. ELLIS. I will do so. 

Mr. BUTLER. All right. 

Mr. ELLIS. I will modify the resolution so as to reserve to Charles 
E. Nash the right to contest regularly. 

Mr. BUTLER. And will the House simply have the same under- 
standing in the case of Mr. Smith, which passed without thought ? 

Mr GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have attained my object. Itis due to justice that 
I should say that thisis no suggestion of mine, but was suggested 
to me by my friend and neighbor from New York, ([ Mr. Camp, ]} and I 
saw the necessity of the House understanding it. 

Mr. GIBSON. We are perfectly willing to give them the oppor- 
tunity to contest. 

Mr. FRYE. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Louisiana, [Mr. ELtts.] 

The SPEAKER. There are twenty-five minutes remaining, which 
will be at the disposal of the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. ELLIS. I do not think that I shall need three minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, borrowing a very sensible idea from the words of Job, 
I think it is useless to “darken counsel with words.” This House 


1’ > ae : ee | must be now in full possession of all the facts of this case as well as 
t Charles E. Nash received a majority of the votes cast at said | 


In law and in fact there is no difference what- 
The 
I cannot 
see how the question of the power to revise comes into this discus- 
sion. I cannot see how questions which may pertain to the merits of 
the contest come in here now. This investigation is confined simply 


the law of the case. 


|) and solely to the credentials, or the pretended credentials, presented 
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by these contestants; and beyond that there is no isane. In passing 
upon this question the only thing the House can take into considera- 
tion is whether the one party or the other has the proper credentials ; 
and if both have what purport to be credentials, then the question 
is, which party is entitled upon the face of the papers to a seat here. 

The law bearing upon this case has been read so often that mem- 
bers must all understand it. I will restate it as tersely as I can. 
Let me remark that under the law of Louisiana the certificate which 
constitutes the credentials of a member of Congress is merely a copy 
of a record in the office of the secretary of state—nothing more. That 
copy certified to by the governor and the secretary of state constitutes 
the credential. 

The credential held by Mr. Robertson is in the exact form required 
by law. After studied labor it was drawn in perfect and precise 
conformity to the statute. Here is, then, a credential under the 
broad seal of that State which, as another gentleman said, is now, 
thank God, sovereign. . 

What does Mr. Nash present? A paper signed by W. P. Kellogg, in 
an officia! form and bearing the very faint impress of a seal, though 
we will call it a seal; a paper in which Mr. Kellogg testifies to the 
election of Mr. Nash. That is the whole case. On the one hand, we 
have a credential drawn in perfect conformity to the statute ; on 
the ether, the mere unsworn testimony of Mr. Kellogg that the other 
man was elected. 

I now call the previous question. : 

The previous question was seconded and the main question or- 
dered; which was upon the adoption of the substitute offered by Mr. 
ELLs. 

The substitute was agreed to, there being ayes 134, noes 123. 

The resolution, as amended by the adoption of the substitute, was 
agreed to. 

“Mr. ELLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution, 
as amended, was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Epwarp W. RoBertson then came forward and was duly quali- 
fied by taking the modificd oath provided by the act of July 11, 
1868, 

Mr. LEONARD. With the consent of gentlemen representing the 
interests on the other side, I ask to offer the following resolution, 
which is necessary for the complete disposition of these cases : 

Resolved, That George L. Smith, claiming a seat from the fourth district of Lon- 


isiana, and ©. E. Nash, claiming a seat from the sixth district of said State, be 
allowed sixty days within which to filo notice of contest and to take testimony. 


There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
adopted. 

ADJOURNMENT TILL SATURDAY. 

Mr. WOOD. I rise to make a privileged motion. I move that 
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Saturday 
next, with the understanding that no business shall be transacted on 
that day. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr.WOOD moved to reconsider the vote just taken ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The next case in order is that of the gentleman 
from California, [Mr. Pacheco. } 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. MILLS. 1 ask unanimous consent to offer the following reso- 
Intion, which under the rule will lie over one day, as it calls for in- 
formation from one of the Departments: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to report to this Tlonse 
the names of all appointments made in his Department since the Ist of January, 
1876, and from what States and Territories they are made, and what proportion of 
appointments to oflice each State and Territory had according to its popu.ation on 
the Ist of January, Ls76. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the introduction of this 
resolution? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I object to its introduction at the present time. 

Mr. MILLS. Lask merely that it be received and lie over one day. 

The SPEAKER. The objection is to the introduction. The rule 
would require that the resolution, if introduced, should lie over. 


REPRESENTATIVE FROM FOURTH DISTRICT, CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. GARFIELD. I move that the gentleman from California (Mr. 
Pacheco) be now sworn in. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I had supposed that I was entitled to the floor 
on this question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. SPRINGER] did not object to this proposition, but merely 
asked to have the floor to offer a resolution after Mr. Pacheco had 
been admitted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire, before the question of admission is 
passed upon, to ask that certain papers be read, and then I will with- 
draw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood from the gentleman from 
Illinois that he did not object, and therefore, of course, the Chair felt 
at liberty to recognize any one to make this motion. 





made. That would obviate the necessity for any resolution on tl 
subject. 

The SPEAKER. The objection stands of record and ¢ 
withdrawn. The question can only be disposed of by the 
the Honse. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Having made the objection, I had the right ; 
withdraw it. a 

Mr. GARFIELD. The objection has gone on the record: and | 
think the only proper method to dispose of the case is by the mo. 
tion I have made that Mr. Pacheco be sworn in. Upon that motion 
I desire to submit a single remark. After the election at which Mr 
Pacheco claims to have been chosen, it was found that the vote y a 
exceedingly close, and the question was carried by the contest ant 
into the circuit court, where a decision was given in favor of Mr, Pa. 
checo, An appeal was taken to the supreme court of California: 
and I have in my hand the opinion of that court, the majority of 
whose members, I will add, were democrats. The supreme court of 
the State found that he was legally elected, and on the order of that 
court the governor of the State gave him the legal certificate which 
he bears. No other man bears a certificate from that district. Jt jx 
not only every way regular upon its face, but it is the only regular 
certificate. His prima facie right to be sworn in is not only absolute 
but unquestioned by any other form of certificate. Of course the 
right of his contestant to appeal here in the House in the regular 
way, to be heard on the final merits, is untouched by Mr. Pacheco be. 
ing sworn in. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct one statement 
made by the gentleman from Ohio. He is in error in reference to 
the majority of that supreme court, for that majority was elected in 
opposition to the democratic party. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Is it not true that the majority of the supreme 
court of California was of the same party at the time? 

Mr. LUTTRELL. A majority of them were elected in opposition 
to the democratic party. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman does not answer my question. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. They have been converted since. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If there be no further question I shall demand 
the previous question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I propose to make a statement of the 
facts in this case to go upon the record. 

Mr. GARFIELD. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. COX, of New York. About seven minutes. 

Mr. GARFIELD, I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. COX, of New York. In this contest I desire to make some 
points of law and fact tersely, without consuming time. 

Under the laws of California the boards of supervisors of the dif- 
ferent counties canvass the vote. The county clerk is required to 
certify to the secretary of state an abstract of the vote for Congress- 
man as found and declared by the board of supervisors of his county. 
The secretary of state is required to certify the whole vote of the 
congressional districts (separately) to the governor, who is compelled 
to issu6 his certificate to the person whom the secretary of state cer- 
tifies received the highest number of votes in any one district. The 
governor has no discretionary power, and, however false he may know 
the certificate of the secretary of state to be, nevertheless he must 
act. 

The board of supervisors of Monterey County, California, met asa 
board of canvassers (agreeably to law) November 13, 1876. 

They canvassed the vote of that county and found and declared, 
among other results, that P. D. Wigginton received 29 votes in San 
Lorenzo precinct of said county and 938 votes in the county, and 
onal sine die. 

The clerk of said county made a record of the above facts in the 
record book of said board. 

Some time during the night of November 13 or morning of the Mth 
the clerk altered the record by erasing a portion of the top of the “9” 
in the 29 votes counted for Wigginton, in San Lorenzo precinct, and 
erasing the top curve of the “8” in the total of 988 votes given and 
counted to Wigginton in the county, thereby reducing Wigginton’s 
vote in San Lorenzo precinct from 2Y to 27 and his total vote in the 
county from 933 to 9&6. 

The said clerk, on November 14 or 15, certified an abstract of the 
vote of Monterey County for Congressman to the secretary of state, 
in which abstract he certified that the board of canvassers had found 
and declared that Wigginton received oniy 936 votes. 

The total vote certitied to the secretary of state by the clerks of all 
the counties of the fourth congressional district was 38,207: 
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Had the clerk of Monterey certified the vote of that county as 
found and declared by the board of canvassers of that county, the 
vote would have stood: 
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The secretary of state being fully advised by documents filed in 
his office, that the certificate from Monterey County certifying that 
Wigginton had received but 986 votes in Monterey County was /a'se, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I intended to withdraw the objection which I!) he refused to certify that vote to the governor. Whereupon Mr. 
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Pacheco’s counsel applied to the supreme court of the State for a 
mandamus to compel the secretary of state to certify the vote of Mon- 
terey to the governor, as the same had been certitied to him by the 
clerk of that county. ; 

The supreme court decided in substance that upon mandamus they 
must compel the secretary of state to certify the vote to the gover- 
nor, as it was certified to him by the clerks, and that Congress (not the 
court ) had the right to determine the facts, &e. 

Mr. Pacheco’s counsel admitted in the case, before the supreme 
court of California, that Wigginton received 29 votes in San Lorenzo 
precinet, and 988 votesin Monterey County ; andamong the paperssent 
upto the clerk’s desk is the certificate of the county clerk of Monterey, 
under his seal of oflice, that the board of canvassers found and de- 
clared that Wigginton received 29 votes in San Lorenzo precinct and 
y-x yotes in the county, together with the further fact that after 
caid board had adjourned sine die the records were changed and Wig- 
ginton’s vote reduced to 986, without any authority whatever for so 
lomg. 

7 If theee facts be as I have stated, it is possible for us to admit prima 
facie, on papers which are tainted, most furtively, of no less conse- 
‘quence because it changed a result by one vote. 

It is as big a sin to steal a pin as a railroad or a State or the Presi- 
dency. One is as important a factor in the order of Providence, in 
the eye of human Jaw, asa million. Itis the result which is of mag- 
nitude not the corrupt means employed in bringing about the result. 
] would prefer, in spite of the untoward action of the House, that all 
tainted cases be deodorized in the committee. Under the Constitution 
of the United States we have great powers over those who are to sit 
with us temporarily or otherwise in this hall. — 

j desire to present all the papers in this case in order that they may 
take such course as the House may deem best. 

Mr.GARFIELD. I have no objection to their being printed. What 
the gentleman has been saying relates to the ultimate merits of the 
contest, about which the State of Californiais not the judge, but this 
House, as the gentleman has wellsaid. The very questions, however, 
the gentleman has here presented have themselves passed through 
the courts, and whatever the courts had a right to judge and deter- 
mine they have determined within their limitation, and within those 
limitations they have ordered the certificate to be given to Mr. Pa- 
checo. It has been so given and no other has been given, and upon 
that and upon the record of the supreme court we ask he be sworn in, 
and then for as early a day for the judgment of the case upon its 
merits as possible. 

Mr. MILLS. Is the certificate of Mr. Pacheco in due form of law f 

Mr. GARFIELD. Absolutely the same as every other certificate. 
It is here, but I will not take up time by having it read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield to me for a 
moment ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. For how long? 

Mr. SPRINGER. For five minutes, 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I object to the swearing in of the 
gentleman from California in this case, although after examination of 
the papers presented to the Clerk of the House I do not see how he 
could have done otherwise than to place Mr. Pacheco’s name on the 
roll. It is not for the Clerk, who is merely a ministerial officer, to 
make any judicial decision in regard to the merits of the case. But 
the House has now full power over the question, and may, without 
reference, seat the contestant, or refer the whole question to a com- 
mittee. I desire, before the question shall be passed vpon, that the 
attention of the House and coun:ry should be directed te the fact that 
although the certificate is regular upon its face, yet, as shown by the 
papers filed with the Clerk by the contestant, it is based entirely upon 
a forged election return from Monterey County, in California. 

That fact is admitted by the clerk of that county and certified to 
by him. It is also sworn to by two of three county canvassers of the 
county of Monterey, and the result of the election changed in the 
manner which has been pointed out by the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Cox.] There is no excuse, no palliation, for the altera- 
tion of the returns, and the person who dia it is amenable to the 
criminal laws of the United States. Therefore, I desire that this fact 
should be brought to the attention of the House in order that the 
Committee of Elections may speedily determine this question upon 
its merits. If the Clerk had judicial power to examine the affidavits 
which Mr. Wigginton has placed in his hands he would have been 
entheriand in refusing to place the name of Mr. Pacheco upon the 
oll. 

1 hold that this fraud in the county of Monterey vitiates the gov- 
ernor’s certificate, and I believe that the Committee of Elections of 
this House, when they have considered the facts in the case, will so 
decide, Judge Black, in his celebrated article on the Electoral Com- 
mission, published in the North American Review, holds that fraud 
Vitiates everything. If the House will indulge me, I will ask the 
Clerk to read an extract from that opinion, 

The Clerk read as follows : 


—— Cased, the president of the commission, laid it down as a maxim of the 
Wes it ~ that fraud vitiates whatever it touches, and — it undeniably. 
belomee at Ne proved more. It is not merely a maxim of the common law; it 
all &* to all countries and all ages; no code can claim it exclusively ; it pervades 

systems of jurisprudence ; it has its home in every honest heart; it is the uni- 
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versal sentiment of all just men; it applies to all human dealings. Judge Field 


| looked in the face of the majority and told them plainly that their disregard ot this 








great principle was “as shocking in morals as it was unsound in law,” and added 

“It in elementary knowledge that fraud vitiates 911 proceedings, even the most 
solemn ; that no form of words, no amount of ceremony, no solemnity of p:ocoed 
ing. can shield it from exposure or protect its structure from assault and desiruc 

tion.” 


Mr. SPRINGER. Theevidence submitted by Mr. Wigginton of the 
fraud in this case is conclusive; but asit is inconvenient tor the House 
to consider it at this time, I am willing to let the case go upon its 
merits to the Committee on Elections. I will therefore withdraw 
the objection to the swearing in of the sitting member, and will otier 
no further objection to the resolution of the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. GARFIELD. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD. Then I have not a word to say. I have allowed 
all the documents to be filed. I believe anything that will throw 
light upon the merits of the case ought to be in print. But 1 will 


just make this remark, that while it is true that fraud vitiates every- 


thing, it is not true that the allegation of fraud vitiates anything ; 
and the mere allegation that there is fraud here does not vitiate this 
certificate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is proven conclusively by the affidavits of the 
board of canvassers of Monterey County and by the certilicate of the 
clerk of that county, which proofs are now in the possession of the 
House. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The Clerk put the name of this gentleman on 
the roll. In the main the action of the Clerk in making up the roll 
has been sustained by the House, and I take this opportunity to say 
that the other side of the House, in most of the eases which have 
been before us, have shown a liberality and justice for which they 
ought to be praised, and I for one am willing to give them the credit 
which is their due. 

The resolution offered by Mr. GARFIELD was adopted. 

Mr. GARFIELD moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PACHECO appeared and qualified by taking the oath prescribed 
by the act of July, 1562. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the certificate of the governor of California presented by Romu- 
ALDO PACHECO, together with the supplementary returns, certificates, and other 
a on behalf of the contestant, Peter D. Wigginton, claiming a seat from the 
ourth congressional district of Califoruia, be referred to the Committee of Elee- 
tions, with instructions to report upon the case at the earliest time practicable. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have no objection to that resolution if it does 
not force this case out of its natural order by giving it priority over 
all others. If that is the usual form and the resolution merely gives 
the committee authority to act upon this case as upon all others, I 
have no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The committee under this resolution will have 
control of the case, 

Mr. GARFIELD. I did not catch the precise language of the reso- 
lution and I wish to know if it compels action on the part of the 
committee on this ease before any other. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the resolution is in the 
usual form. The Committee of Elections will have the right to take 
up the cases in whatever order they may determine. 

Mr. GARE‘ELD. I have no objection to the resolution. 

Mr. LUT?RELL. 1 ask that all the papers in the case be printed. 

Tbs SPEAKER. Does the gentleman mean in the CONGRESSLONAL 
REcoRD ? 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Yes, sir. 

_ GARFIELD. lask that the decision of the court be printed 
also. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that it will be better to have 
an order made for printing the papers in the usual documentary 
form. 

Mr. GARFIELD. That will save the spreading ont of a large mass 
of documentary matter in the Recorp. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I ask that the opinions of all the judges be 
printed. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order, all papers will be printed. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I desire that the opinion of the dissenting judges 
shall also be printed. 

The motion to print was agreed to. 

The resolution offered by Mr. SPRINGER was adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is recognized. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the House proceed to the consideration 
of the Colorado case. 

Mr. PACHECO. lask the indulgence of the House for a short 
time. It may not be out of place to make a few remarks, as it 
seems to me 
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speaking, provided the contestant be heard also. 

Mr. PACHECO. Iwas going to allude to or to answer what has 
been said on the other side. 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing before the Honse other than the 
case from Colorado, which the gentleman from Maine (Mr. HALe] 
proposes to call up. He offered a resolution the other day in refer- 
ence to the Colorado case which is now in order. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I have no objection to the grin | 
| 
} 


REPRESENTATIVE FROM COLORADO, 

Mr. HALE. I present the certificate of election of Mr. James B. 
Belford, of Colorado, for the purpose of moving that he be sworn in 
asa member of this House and a Representative from the State of | 
Colorado I ask that the certiticate be read, 

The Clerk read the certificate, as follows: 


CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION, 
STATE OF COLORADO, 
Rrecutive Department, 8% 

I, John L Routt, governor of the State of Colorado, hereby certify that, at an 
election held on the 2d day of October, A. D. 1876, James B. Pelford received 13,249 
votes, being a majority of all the votes cast for Representative in the Forty-tifth 
( ongress of the United States. He is therefore hereby declared duly elected Rep 
resentative in sail Congress 

ln testimony whereof I have hereunte set my hand and caused the great seal of | 
the State to be affixed, at the city of Denver, this 6th day of November, 1°76. 

FA .| JOAN L. RYUTT, Governor. | 

Fy the governor: 

WiLtiaM. M. CLARK 
Seerctary of Colorado. 


Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. Speaker, it will he noticed that the certifi- 
cate carries with it every conceivable matter of form that inay be | 
sought in a credential. It bears the seal of the State and it is not 
disputed that it was signed by the governorof the State of Colorado, 
and it is not disputed that it recites sufficiently under the law of the 
State of Colorado the facts of the election. There is no rival certif- 
icate sent up here signed by anybody claiming to be governor of the | 
State. There is no competing paper presented before this House to 
raise the question whether or not the gentleman who presents this 
paper shall be sworn in. He comes as each of us did who were sworn 
in Without objection, a certificate in due forin from the governor of 
his State in his hands. That certificate is made in the form which is 
provided by the law of the State of Colorado. The constitutional 
convention, the only body empowered by the organic act of Congress, 
declared in terms that the canvass upon which the certificate was 
based should be in the manner provided in the territorial law, and 
that has been followed here. The certificate recites that James B. 
Belford received 13,249 votes, being a majority of all the votes cast 
for Representative in the Forty-tifth Congress of the United States, | 
and “that he is therefore hereby declared duly elected Representa- 
tive in said Congress.” There is, then, no question in this case as to 
the form of the certificate and no question as to the canvass. What 
then is the objection? How happens it that Mr. Belford to-day sits 
upon the outer verge, although he presented a certificate to the Clerk 
of the House like those which members who have been sworn in 
brought. The objection made to his certificate by the Clerk and 
which I assume will be pressed here I shall brietly advert to, although 
I do not think it very essential in the decision of the prima facie case. 

The Clerk refused to place the name of Mr. Belford upon the list 
of members because the certificate recites that in the election held on 
the 3d of October, 1876, James B. Belford was duly elected, &c., and 
the Clerk knew of no law under which an election could be beld on 
that day for Representative in Congress in the State of Colorado. 
Undoubtedly the general statute of the United States provides that 


—_——$S$— 

And in section 16 of the schedule it isdeclared that “the votes cast 
for Representative in Congress at the first election held under t] is 
constitution ”’—to wit, in 1876—* shall be canvassed and the reanle 
determined in the manner provided by the laws of the Territory er 
the canvass of votes for Delegate in Congress.” Mind you this « , 
in 1876. There was no time for an election for member of ‘Gen ere 
to be provided for by any other body, for no legislature had the : 
been elected by the people of Colorado to take this subject in ha: mn 
and fix any day. ss 

It is not disputed here that that election was good for filli; 
vacancy for the fragment of the term that was then expiring, Aud 
the House of Representatives of the Forty-fourth Congress, after 
much trouble and tribulation, and in the waning days of the Con- 
gress, conceded that it was a valid election. The same provision of 
law that gave the member his seat for the fragment of the term in 
the Forty-fourth Congress goes further and provides that a general 
election shall take place for 1876, 1877, 1878 upon the same day, tho 
first Tuesday of October. Now, what is the scope and effect of that 
except that until the Legislature of Colorado intervenes and fixes a 
new day elections shall be held for Representatives in Congress as 
well as for any other officer coming under the term of “ general elec- 
tion ?” 

And I hold that if no legislation intervenes in the State, then the 
general election for member of Congress in 1578 would be held on the 


ig the 


| first Tuesday of October. If this be not so, Congress must have pre- 


snmed upon an interregnum for the first session of this Congress, as 
nobody could fix the day of election in time for the first session of 


| this Congress except the constitutional convention. 


The citizens of Colorado, acting upon this, met together upon the 
day fixed, the first Tuesday of October, and cast their votes for two 


; candidates for Congress, both for the fragment of the Forty-fourth 
| Congress and for the entire term of the Forty-fifth Congress com- 


mencing on the 4th of March last. It was not an election that took 
place in the dark; it was not an election held under any doubtful 
circumstances. There is no odor of fraud whatever about it. The 





| vote was large for the population of the Territory, and was to many 


the first demonstration that was satisfactory as to the number of its 
people. There were cast at that election for Mr. Belford 13,433 votes, 
and for Mr. Patterson, his competitor, 12,584; a clear majority for 
Mr. Belford of 854 votes. And Mr. Belford presents his case here aud 
claims the right to be sworn in under the certificate of the governor 
to which I have referred, based upon the law which I have read here, 


| and the reasoning upon which I am free to say I borrow largely from 


| the clear opinion given in the letter of the present chairman of the 


the election of members of Congress shall be holden upon the first | 


‘Tuesday after the first Monday in November. Thatis a familiar law, 
known to us all, and yet several States clect members of Congress at 
other times, and I venture to say that it would be difficult for a mem- 
ber upon this floor or the Clerk himself to tell where the law is to be 


from Ohio in October and five members come here declared to have 
been elected from Maine in September. In this case of Colorado the 
duly constituted anthorities of the State have declared that the elec- 
tion was legally held and have certified the result. Now, what is the 
reason that the certificate was so issued in this form to Mr. Belford and 
why did the State authorities assume its legality? The enabling act 


| 
found by which members come here who have been declared elected | 


of the State of Colorado was passed by Congress on the 3d of March, | 


1875. It provided for the full organization of a new State. It pro- | 


vided for the Territory being transmuted into a State with all the 
powers and privileges of a State, and one of the constitutional privi- 
leges of a State is that it shall be represented upon this floor by one 
or more members. When a Territory is admitted as a State it ceases 
to have a territorial organization and to be represented upon this 
floor by a Delegate. The act of Congress of March 3, 1875, in terms 
clothes the constitutional convention with the power to fix the time 
of the early State elections. If gentlemen will look at the law they 
will find this. What does the constitution of Colorado say with refer- 
ence to this election? Article 7, section 7, provides as follows: 
The general election— 


Gentlemen will notice this— 


The general election shall be held on the first ‘Tuesday of October in the years 
of our Lord 1276, 1877, 18:8, and aunually thereéft.rou such days as may be pre- 
scribed by law. 


Committee on the Judiciary of the United States Senate. To me the 
steps are clearly traced from the organic act to the constitutional 
convention ; from the convention to the assembling of the people. 

And I have heard no claim that any of the votes of the 13,433 men 
who cast their ballots for Mr. Belford should be thrown out for 
fraud. None of us have forgotten the intense interest manifested in 
the earliest stage of that always-to-Lbe-remembered presidential con- 
test of 1876; with what solicitude all eyes were strained and all atien- 
tion was bent upon the vote of Colorado. Little State as she was, new 
State as she was, it was known there that the two political parties 
were grappled hand to throat. We also remember how it was con- 
tended for days afterward that the party which finally we knew 
had been beaten there had carried the State. I remember day after 
day seeing the telegraphic reports that Mr. Patterson had been 
elected Representative in Congress for both the fragmentary term of 
the Forty-fourth and the entire term of the Forty-fifth Congress. 
Nobody in Colorado or elsewhere thought of any question except that 
of the number of votes thrown. 

Now, so much for the law on which the governor has acted. He 
has interpreted that law, and [ hold that upon the question prina 
facie of the right of Mr. Be'ford to be sworn in, there is no reason 
why this House should go beyond the interpretation of the governor in 
giving this certificate. You may unseat Mr. Belford after he has been 
sworn in because the governor has misconstrued the law. You way 
seat his competitor if he presents a good case. Such things have been 
done by every Congress. Bat the governor and the duly constituted 
authorities of Colorado have interpreted the law and have given 
this certificate reciting that at an election held on the 3d day of Octo- 
ber, Mr. Belford was duly elected. I hold here, Mr. Speaker, my own 
certificate with the broad seal of my State, and it recites that on the 


11th day of September, 1876, I was “duly chosen” by the people of 


| the State of Maine as a Representative in the Congress of the United 


States. I fancy that the Clerk of this House never thought of inter- 


| posing the objection that he did not know where the law could be 


found for that election. I also hold in my hand the certificate of 
election upon which the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
SAYLER] was sworn in; and it declares that having received the 
largest number of votes for Representative in Congress for the first 
congressional district of the State of Ohio, he was on the 10th day of 
October, 1876, elected a Representative in Congress. The governor 
of Ohio interpreted the law; interpreted that it was a legal election ; 
and he gave the certificate. It does not lie in the mouth of the 
Clerk of this House to raise the question (based upon his lack of 
knowledge of the law) where the authority comes from. And if it 
does not lie in the mouth of the Clerk, it does not lie with us on 4 
prima facie case to keep Mr. Belford from being sworn in as a member 
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from Colorado ; . , . : 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. SAYLER] or myself cooling our heels in 
he gentlem: 


the cold at the doors of this House. 


What is the further history of this case? How was the question | 
it : ° : : | 
How was it considered by the gentleman 


considered in Colorado ? ; 
who is Mr. Belford’s competitor? IT hole 
upon Mr. Belford November 24, 1876. What is the heading? 
contest of election. Thomas M. Patterson rs. James h. selford, 
contestee.”. It had not entered into the mind of man; it had 


not then been conceived by the gentleman most interested in dis- 


I hold in my hand a paper served 
“Tn re 


puting Mr. Belford’s right to the seat, that there was any opportunity | 


for a tight in Congress except as a regular contestant of a regularly 
certified member. te 
What more? I hold here a document dated March 20, 1877— 
sixteen days after the life of this Congress began; sixteen days after 
the old Congress expired and adjourned. Ry law the making up of 
the roll is left to the Clerk in vacation. By law the Sergeant-at- 
{rms, taking that roll from the Clerk, is authorized to issue pay cer- 
tificates to members elected and to pay them from month to mon h 
during the recess. Now Iask the Clerk to read this document issued 


from the office of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and signed by him, sixteen | 


davs after this Congress came into life, upon a roll made up by the 
Clerk of this House, who later declared that Mr. Belford had no 
right to a seat. — 
bers to listen to if. a « 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Will the gentleman have read also the 
notice of contest to which he has referred. 

Mr. HALE. It may take too long. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Orrice OF SERGEANT-AT-ARM8, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, March 20, 1877. 

DearSm: Inclosed find nine certificates, which please sign as indicated by pencil 
aud rejurn same to me that I may send to you your monthly salary as a member of 
the Forty-fifth Congress. The salary becomes due on the 4th of each month; and 
you will therefore receive draft for the same in due time thereafter. These cer 
tifieates cover the salary from March to November, inclusive ; but the November pay 
will be retained here, ready for you upon yourarrival. A receipt to the Sergeant- 
at-Arms will accompany each draft, which please sign and return. ‘The certilicates 
are the Government receipts. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

. JOUN G. THOMPSON, 
Sergeant-at-Arme. 


Hon. J. B. BELForp, 


Mr. HALE. 


the present year, there had not entered into the minds of any House 
oflicial so much as a suspicion that Mr. Belford was not entitled to 
be sworn in asa member. The truth is that the order of proceeding 
in this case has been changed since; and that, by the way, is the 


reason why a little laugh, in which I could not help joining myself, | 
was gotten up the other day upon the resolution which I sent to the | 


Clerk’s desk, providing for Mr. Patterson’s name being struck off the 
roll. I found it difficult to keep up with the Clerk in his changes. 
At one time, thinking there would be a contest,but that Mr. Beltord 
would be sworn in, in accordance with that document issued from the 
oftice of the Sergeant-at-Arms, I had prepared a resolution so that if 
any member objected to the admission of Mr. Belford I might move 
that he be sworn in. Then we were told that his name had been left 
off the roll, and Mr. Patterson’s name puton. So I drew the resolution 
declaring that Mr. Patterson’s name should be taken off, and Mr. 
Belford’s put on, Before Lcould modify that resolution the Clerk bad 
changed again and had coucluded not to put cither name upon the 
roll. I venture to say that if the gentleman who is the Clerk of this 
Jlouse, and who 1 am bound to say in nearly every instance excepting 
this has shown a disposition to act fairly and above party—I am 


bound to state my belief that if he could have had the serene con- | 


templation which comes from retiring with closed aud locked doors 
to his own room for another hour, unhampered and unintluenced by 


solicitation from the opposite side, he Would have put the name of | 


Mr. Belford on the roll as he authorized the Sergeant-at-Arms to do 
on the 20th of last March; and I should not now be taking up the 
time of the House in asking that Mr. Belford be sworn in. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. In justice to the Clerk, I beg leave to 

state on my own personal knowledge that neither Mr. Patterson nor 
Mr. Belford’s name was ever on the roll. 
_ Mr. HALE. The gentleman from Virginia knows a good deal, but 
it Is, even for him, assuming a great deal to declare that he knows 
the actual condition of the Clerk’s roll at every moment of time from 
the 20th of March down to the day when this House assembled. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment ? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, I will yield for anything or for anybody. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am informed by the Sergeant-at-Arms that 
these notices which were sent out were based upon the list of mem- 
bers found in Ben: Perley Poore’s official Congressional Directory, 


and were simply printed cireulars sent to everybody whose name | 
The Sergeant-at-Arms, | 
however, has not sent to Mr. Belford the certificates of pay men- | 


Was found there as having been elected. 


tioned in that circular. 


Mr. HALE. That is a striking tribute to the knowledge and fore- 


sight of that veteran journalist, Major Poore. Mr. Thompson, the Ser- 


any more than it would lie with this House to keep 


| lieve, that when the Forty-tifth Congress : 
Let the Clerk read that document; and | beg mem- | 





going to the Clerk’s roll, which by law he is obliged to do, took hi 
list of the members to whom he should send the Government's money 


| from the Congressional Directory! 


Mr. SPRINGER, 

Mr. HALE. 
welcome to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He did not send him any pay; he only sent him 
that printed notice in the general way I have indicated. 

Mr. HALE. I wonder how many outside parties who were not 
elected had sent to them this notice of the 20th of March last. The 
truth is there had been no intention on the part of anybody to con- 
test the right of Mr. Belford to be sworn in. The memory of the 
contest was ineyvery man’s mind. The people of Colorado had passe«| 
upon it. Their Representative was here demanding a seat, and the 
people of Colorado remembered how, in the last session of the Porty- 
fourth Congress, they stood under the ban of this House's displeasure, 
or the ban of the displeasure of its majority, so that no man was able 
from that State even to present a bill; that it was neither called 


He did not act upon if. 
lf that affords the gentleman any satisfaction he is 


| upon Monday morning as a Territory or as a State, and with its suf- 


fering interests lying neglected they were obliged to resort to the 
favor and friendship of members upon this side to introduce bills and 
urge measures for them. They believed, and they had a right to be- 
sembled the action finally 
tardily taken by the Forty-foarth Congress would be accepted and 


| their Representative would be sworn in on this floor as you and J, 
| sir, Were sworn in. 


Mr. SOUTHARD. 
a question. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Was not the question presented in the last 


I should like to ask the gentleman from Maine 


| Congress whether Colorado was a State in the Union or not, and is 


not the question now presented whether Mr. Belford was elected to 
Congress or not ? 

Mr. HALE. Precisely ; and they were entitled to representation 
months betore this House saw fit to admit their Representative, aud 
when he was admitted in the waning days of the Congress it was 
done by such an overwhelming majority that it was contession that 


| for some cause or other Colorado had been kept out without law or 
| reason. 


Mr. HOUSE. Do I understand the gentleman from Maine to as- 


| sert that the Clerk of this House ever put upon his roll either of the 
That is the same notice that every one of us received | 
from the Sergeant-at-Arims, who takes his roll, as the law requires | 
that he should, from the Clerk. So that at least up to March 20, of | 


claimants from Colorado ? 

Mr. HALE. Lam not in the confidence of the Clerk. 

Mr. HOUSE. I am authorized to state that neither name was 
ever put upon the Clerk’s roll. 

Mr. HALE. I have made no arraignment of the Clerk. I have 
taken occasion to say, what I was pleased to say, that in making up 
the roll, except in this ease, we found him fairer and better than wo 
thought he would be. Iam glad to give him this testimonial. I say 
here in this case he did assume to himself authority of objection 
based upon his own statement of ignorance of law as to the election 
in Colorado, for which he had no warrant. 

I thought then, and I say it now, that his course in this case was 


| an instance of what may happen when gentlemen, perhaps more 


inclined to usurpation than the present Clerk, get into his place. It 
may be, if no legislation is adopted by this Congress, that in a‘l time 
to come it will be impossible te organize a House of Representatives 
which is close against an old Clerk. It may be impossible to organize 
it against a Clerk who has personal reasons and desires again to be a 
candidate at the hands of his party and: desires votes. It may be 
impossible to seat the peopte’s Representatives at any time when the 
Clerk chooses to keep them out for any reason good and suflicient to 
him. That I say, and that I maintain. I have made no arraignment 
of the Clerk. 1 do not know that he ever had Mr. Belford’s name on 
his list. We heard that he had, and when I read that notice from 
the Sergeant-at-Arins I felt that his name was upon it or the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms would not have sent the notice to Mr. Belford. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in urging this matter of prima facie right upon 
a duly accredited certilicate from the authorities of Colorado I not 
only speak for the member who asks his seat here, but for all the 
people of Colorado; for in the change from territorial condition to 
that of a State there are many matters which need attention, and 
prompt attention. The wants of this people should be given as much 


| precedence in time as those of any people in any other State. These 


dwelleis in the far west, by the action of the last House, were ex- 
cluded from this floor and from the domain of Federal representation. 
They now have a right to be represented here, and I beg the gentle- 
men upon the other side of the House—good lawyers, and there are 
plenty of them ; fair men, and there are plenty of them, as was shown 
yesterday, and, as I am glad to say, has been often shown in times 
past—not todo the injustice bere of disfranchising this State by send- 
ing these papers to the Committee of Elections, thereby declaring 
that Mr. Belford stands in no better condition as a Representative 
on his credentials than Mr. Patterson, who bas not crecentials or a 
certificate from any authorized power in the State of Colorado, I 
have reason to hope for such a result. 

Mr. Speaker, it was my lot in my early experience here to serve with 
you upon the Committee of Elections. Indeed,sir, we were upon the 


| sume sub-committee ; and it was a matter of equal pride with you and 


gcant-at-Arms, a potential voice and manager in his party, instead of | with we that democrats, as well as republicans, upou our report, were 
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seated upon this floor, because the law and the facts gave them the 
seats. Woe never, in onr experience, dared to recommend that this 
House should lift itself above the duly-authorized certificate of the 
undisputed exeentive power of a State and hold a man out at arms- 
length, keeping him from this floor and disfranchising his constitu- 
ents. And it is a matter with me of pride that I can refer to that 
record. These temptations, which last for the day, to give a party 
friend some advantage, are things that come back in time to trouble 
us. Ido not deny that some and many things have taken place on 
this floor in years past at the hands of this side of the House under 
such temptations. But this House is starting out with the claim of 
fairness upon what is called an era of reconciliation. It can afford 
to be just. It can afford to regard the law. It can afford to regard 
principle in this case. I have never heard it stated better in refer- 
ence to the potentiality of the certificate of the governor or duly- 
constituted authorities of a State upon a prima facie case than it was | 
stated yesterday by the eloquent gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] 
when he said: 

We have .o pass upon the law and the facts as judges and not as partisans. 
The line of precedents is unbroken— 

I still read from the remarks of the gentleman from Texas— 


unless it may have been broken during the storm of pa that the man holding 


the certificate of the governor of his State is entitled to his seat on the floor until 
it is decided that he was not duly elected. 


The House accepted that proposition by a large majority, and he 1s 
a bold man who seeks to countervail its action. Aud this case is pre- 
cisely as good a case as that was upon which the gentleman from 
Texas spoke, with the exception that here the Clerk failed to put 
upon the roll of the House the name of Mr. Belford as the Represent- 
ative, when his certificate should have carried him through our 
doors up to the steps of your seat, sir, where he should have been 
sworn in days ago, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. TI rise to offer a substitute for the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. I desire tosay that what I offered was not in the form 
of a resolution. It is only a motion. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I ask that my resolution be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the certificate prosented by James B. Belford, and the certified 
abstracts of votes cast upon the 7th day of November, 1876, for Representative to 
the Forty-tifth Congress, and accompanying papers presented by Thomas M. Pat 
teraon, upon which each claims the office of Representative to the Forty fifth Con 
greas of the United States from the State of Colorado, be referred to the Committee 
of Elections, to be appointed hereafter, with instructions to said committee to re- 
port either as to the prima facie right or final right of said claimants as the com- 
mittee shall deem proper, and that neither claimant be sworn in watil said committee 
reports 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I ask in behalf of the contestant, Ton. 
Thomas M. Patterson, that his memorial and protest, which I send to | 
the desk, be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the honorable House of Representatives 
of the Forty jifth Congress of the United States: 


The undersigned most respectfally represents that, in accordance with the stat- 
ute law of Colorado and also with section 25 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
Ftates, which provide as follows: “The Tuesday next after the first Monday in 
November in the year 176 is established as the day in each of the States and Ter- 
ritommes of the United States for the election of Representatives and Delegates to | 
the Porty-fifth Congress,” an election was held in the State of Colorado for Repre- 
sentative to the Forty-tifth Congress from the said State. 

That prior to the said *‘ Tuesday next after the tirst Monday in November,” to 
wit: upon the 14th day of September, A. D. 1876, the secretary of state of the 
State of Colorado, issued the proclamations from his office as required by law, | 


calling for the said election, and which proclamations were in the exact words fol- | 


lowing 


“ ELECTION NOTICE. 
To the Sheriff of ——— County, greeting : 


You are hereby notified, that in accordance with the provisions of section 25 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States an election will be held upon 
Puesday, the 7th day of November, A. D. 1576, in the several precincts of your 
county as now provided by law, at which time there will be elected a Represent- 
ative from the State at large for the Forty-fifth Congress of the United States. 
As soon as convenient after the receipt of this notification, you will cause public 
proclamation of the same to be made, as directed by law. in the several voting pre- 
cinets of your county, including therein such county and precinct officers as are 
required by law to be chosen at said election. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal of 
the State, to be affixed at the city of Denver this 14th day of September, A. D. 
1x76 

[SRAL.] “JOHN TAFFE, 

“ Secretary of State.” 

That in pursuance of the said proclamation the sheriffs of the several counties, 
as they were therein commanded, caused notices to be duly published in the sev- 
eral newspapers of their respective counties notifying the electors that upon 

Tuesday, the 7th day of November, A. D. 1276," an election would be held at their | 
several precinets for the purpose of electing one Representative from the State at | 
large to the Forty-fifth Congress of the United States. 

That in pursuance of the said several proclamations an election was duly and 
legally held in the several counties of said State, and at which election over four 
thousand votes were cast for said Representative to the Forty fifth Congress, and 
of which votes the undersigned received over thirty-seven hundred, and all other | 
candidates not quite three hundred 

rhat in cleven counties of the said State the votes cast therein at said election 
were regularly and legally canvassed by its board of county canvassers, and the 
result in each declared; and the county clerks of said counties, as by law required, 
thereupon transmitted to the secretary of state abstracts of the votes cast at said 
election in their respective counties ; and the undersigned produces to this House 
copies of said abstracts of votes certified to by the said secretary of state and un- 
der the great seal of the State, which show that at the said election of November | 
7, the undersigned received 2,377 votes, and James B. Belford 79 votes, and all | 











| States. 


| Belford, advised, counseled, and directed the issuing of the said proclamations 


other persons 66 votes, for Representative to the Forty-fifth Congress of the United 

That as to the other counties in the State, for reasons hereinafter set fort} 
county clerks thereof refused to canvass the votes cast therein at said A ee 
and to forward abstracts of said votes to the secretary of state, as by oe — 
should ; but that in said other counties about fifteen hundred votes were 3 ye 
said election for said Representative, of which the undersigned received wo = 
thirteen hundred and fifty and all other persons about one hundred and fifty. a 
of which fact full proof has been made in the testimony already taken in gai 1 - 
tested election. : _— 


That for reasons hereinafter set forth the board of State canvassers 1 


, . fused 
canvass the returns of said election made to the office of the secretary of “ns = 
from the said eleven counties and the governor of said State refuse <~ 


: es : ‘ . . ‘l to give to 
the undersigned a certificate of his election, notwitstanding the fact that the proc 


lamation of the said secretary of state for the said election had been made anc 


issued with the knowledge and upon the advice and counsel of the saic 


: 1 gover 
| of said State. 5 ae 


Wherefore the undersigned, in accordance with the precedents established by 
the House of Representatives of the United States, presents a certitied , opy of the 
proclamation of the said secretary of state calling the said election for the 7th dav 
of November A. D. 1876; also certitied abstracts from the sworn testimony of ih 
governor of said State, showing that he advised and counseled the issuing of said 
proclamations ; also certified copies of the said abstracts of votes from the office of 
the secretary of state, under the great seal of the State, showing that the under 
signed was regularly and duly elected as Representative to the Forty-fifth Conzress 
of the United States; and he respectfully requests that he be declared entitled to 
the seat in this House from the State of Colorado, and that he may hol 
pending the final determination of the contest from said State. ~ 

And the undersigned further respectfully represents that the claims and preten. 
sions of James B. Belford toa seat in this House as the Representative from the 
State of Colorado are wholly without authority or color of law, and are based ypon 
a deliberate .raud, and are the outgrowth of a conspiracy to secure the said seat to 
the said James B. Belford, in violation of the rights of the people of said State and 
of the undersigned ; and in support of said charge the undersigned states the fol. 
lowing facts, all of which are fully proved by the testimony taken in said contest 
a tile with the Clerk of this House, and which facts are wholly uncoy 
tradicted : 

1. The certificate of election presented by the said James B. Belford is pred. 
icated upon an election claimed to have been held upon the 3d day of October. 4 
LD). 176, a day unknown to the laws of the United States or of the State of Colo 
rado for such a purpose. 

2. Neither the secretary of state of said State nor the sheriffs of the several 
counties thereof issued any proclamation for an election of Representative to the 
Forty-fifth Congress upon the said 3d day of October; but, on the contrary, these 
officers gave notice that an clection would be held upon said day for a Representa 
tive for the unexpired term of the Forty-fvurth Congress only, and that a Repre- 
sentative to the Forty-fifth Congress would be elected upon the 7th day of Novem. 
ber, A. D. 1876. x 

3. The governor of said State. (who issued to Mr. Belford his certificate of ele 
tion based upon an election claimed to have been held upon the said 31 day of 
October.) the United States district attorney for said State, and other State offi- 
cials, allof whom belong to the same political organization with the said James 


d the same 





the secretary of state calling the said election upon the 7th day of November, 1-76. 

4. Notwithstanding the said two proclamations of the secretary of state an: of the 
sheriffs of the several counties—the one calling for an election for a Representa 
tive tothe Forty-fourth Congress only upon the 3d day.of October, A. D. 1-76 
and the other for a Representative to the Forty-fifth Congress upon the 7th day of 
November, A. D. le76—the chairman of the republican State central committec of 
said State, some four wecks before the said aA day of October. caused the repub- 
lican tickets for the entire State to be secretly printed and circulated. and there 
was placed thereon the name of James B. Belford to be voted for, for both the 
Forty-fourth and Forty-fifth Congresses, at the same election. 

5. This action of the republican State central committee of said State with refer 
ence to the said tickets did not come to the knowledge of the democratic State 
central committee until less than a week before the said election of October 3: 
and then, knowing that the political friends of the said Belford composed tho 
board of canvassers of said State and that the governor of said State was also his 
political friend, the chairman of tho said democratic committee, out of due caution, 
(but without any understanding, express or implied, that votes cast for Repre- 
sentative to the Forty-fifth Congress upon the said 3d day of October would be 
valiti ) endeavored to have the name of the undersigned placed upon the demo- 
cratic tickets of that election for both the Forty-fourth and Forty-tifth Coa- 
gresses, 

6. During all of the time above referred to the undersigned was absent in the 
canvass in the mountain regions of said State, and away from railroad and tele- 
graphic communications, and was wholly ignorant of what was trauspiring with 
reference to the said tickets, and he did not learn of the same until two days before 
the said election ; and during the whole of his said canvass the undersigned, relying 
upon the said proclamations of the said secretary of state and of the sheriffs of the 
several counties thereunder, and knowing that “ the Tuesday next after the first 
Monday in November” was the day fixed by the laws of the United States for the 


| election of a aoneenr to the Forty-fifth Congress, in nearly every speech 


that he made, advised his auditors of the said facs, and that a Representative to 
the Forty-fourth Congress only was to be voted for upon the said 3d day of Octo- 
ber; and he also, on two occasions during said canvass, supervised the printing of 
tickets in distant counties of said State, and in so doing caused his name to bo 
placed thereon for the Forty-fourth Congress only. : 

7. On account of the foregoing facts the votes cast for the undersigned, on the 
said 3d day of October, for Representative to the Forty fifth Congress, were far 
below what he woald otherwise have received, and they fell many hundreds short 
of the number of votes received by him for Representative to the Forty-tourth 
Congress at the same eloction; and all statements of votes to the contrary are 
untrue, as the undersigned has fully established in the evidence taken in said 
contest, and now on file with the Clerk of this House. ; 

®. As an evidence that neither political party in raid State. nor the said James 
B. Belford, nor the undersigned, upon the 3d day of October, A. D. 1876, or prior 


| thereto, believed that an election could legally be held upon that day for Repre 


sentative to the Forty-fifth Congress, the republican State central committee of 
said State, upon the 10th day of October. A. D. 1876, (or seven days after the said 
election,) iss ed an address to the republican voters of the State urging them to 
organize and register for the said election of the 7th day of November ; and at 
which time no other officer was to be elected than the Representative to the Forty 
fifth Congress. ; ; 

9. Ata private meeting of the political friends of the said James B. Belford, 
held in the city of Denver upon the 12th and 13th days of October, A. D. 1516 and 
at which meeting were present the said James B. Belford, Hon. John L Routt, 
governor of said State, Hon. Joseph Wilson, chairman of tho republican State cen 
tral committee, and other leading members of the same political organization, it 
was determined for the first timo that the said James B. Belford should no longer 
continue as a candidate for Representative to the Forty-fifth Congress, to be voted 
for at the then pending clection of November 7; but before public notice was made 
of that fact an unlerstanding was had with the governor of said State that be 
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1877. ; 


it issue the certificate of election to the said James B. Belford as Representa- 


won to the Forty-fifth Congress, based upon the said election of October 3, and also 
tive to the Port) 
+} 


with 


voking the proclamation then outstanding calling for the said clection of November 
he fir e eh the chairman of the republican State central committee, that 
o tend 5 ae a candidate to be voted for at the then pending No- 
~ or cleetion, and through the said chairman all republicans were advised to 
oe from voting at the said election and to ignore anc condemn the same. 
. 9 almost every instance the clerks of the counties in which no county can- 
y = aon had of the votes cast therein upon the said 7th day of November were 
on bers of the same political organization with the said James LB. Belford, and, 
the undersigned believes, the said clerks so refused to canvass said votes, as by 
fo aan were required, on account of the said address issued by said chairman of 
the republican central committee, withdrawing Mr. Belford asa candidate and 
therein advising their party adherents to refrain frum all participation in the said 

1 y 
; “tI. The certificate of election presented to this House by the said James B. Bel- 
ford has been impeached by thé governor of said State, who issued the same. In 
thetestimony of the said governor, taken in said contest, he swore that in his 

ndgment the said James B. Belford had not been logally elected as Representa- 
tive to the Forty-fifth Congress, the said governor thus admitting, in the most 
solemn menner, that the said credentials of the said James B. Belford were issued 
in violation af his own conscience, and that, so far as his judgment is concerned, 
they create no claim on the part of said Belford to the said office of Representative 
to the Forty-fifth Congress. 7 y 5 

12. It is clearly shown by the said testimony on file with the clerk that until 
long after the election upon the said 3d day of October, at which time the said 
Jame s B. Belford claims to have been elected, the folowing officials of the U nited 
States and of the State of Colorado (all members of the sane political organization 
with the said James B. Belford) recognized that no election was authorized by 
law for Representative to the Forty-tifth Congresa upon said 3d day of Octo- 
ber, but that such Representative could only bo elected upon the said 7th day of 
November, to wit: 

The governor of said State; 

The secretary of said Stato; 

Tho Attorney-General of the United States; 

The United States district attorney for said State; 

The United States marshal for said State ; 

The United States internal-revenue collector for said State; 

John W. Jenkins, ex-secretary of tho Territory, and then ee counsel for the 
Government in cases pending in the courts of said State; anc 

ion. Joseph Wilson, chairman of the republican State central committee of 
said State. 

And the undersigned respectfully refers the House to the certitied copies of the 
said several proclamations of election and of the said abstracts of votes, all under 
the great seal of the State of Colorado, and also to the aflidavits of publication, 
showing that said proclamations were duly published in the ——— of said 
State, and also to a certitied copy of a portion of the testimony of the said gov- 
ernor of said State, and which papers are now in the custody of the Clerk of this 


Ilouse, and also to the testimony taken in said contest, also on file with the Clerk 


of this Llouse. 
THOMAS M. PATTERSON. 


Mr. SPRINGER. In view of the fact that there are several gen- 
tlemen who desire to speak in this case, and as the hour is somewhat 
late and an adjournment over has been ordered when we do adjourn, 
until Saturday next, I hope the House will adjourn now, and allow 
the consideration of the case to be continued. No committees have 
been appointed, and no prejudice can be done to either of the parties 
to the contest. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Pending that motion the Chair will lay some re- 
quests before the House. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was given to Mr. MAYHAM 


until Monday next, and to Mr. WHITTHORNE indefinitely on account 
of illness. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. COOK, by unanimous consent, leave was given 
to withdraw from the files of the House the memorial and accom- 
panying documents in the case of James Johnson, of Georgia, there 

cing no adverse report thereon. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Copies, of course, will be kept. 

The SPEAKER. That will be done according to the nsual practice. 

On motion of Mr. LUTTRELL, by unanimous consent, leave was 
given to withdraw from the files papers in the case of George A. Sut- 
ter for reference to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

The motion of Mr. SprinGER was agreed to; and accordingly (at 
four o'clock p. m.) the House adjourned until Saturday next. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. BLOUNT: The petition of the city of Macon, Georgia, to 
have refunded to said city $4,545.47, money collected as taxes from 
said city by United States officials under the act of Congress taxing 
banks, bankers, and banking corporations—to the Committee of 
Claims, when appointed, 

_ By Mr. ERRETT: The petition of 400 workingmen of Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, for an appropriation te enable them to emigrate to and 
occupy the public lands as cultivators—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of the letter-carriers of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, 
for an increase of their salaries—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of 5,000 citizens of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, for 
an increase of the salaries of the letter-carriers of said city—to the 
same committee, when appointed. 


By Mr. GARDNER: The petition of T. Worthington, for compen- 
VI—7 


‘e then acting secretary of stato that a proclamation would be issued re- | 


> And thereupon, upon the 4th day of October, AD. 1876, it was announeed for | 
Ana the . ‘ 
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sation for services rendered the United States at Camp Dennison, 
Ohio—to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, 

By Mr. GOODE: The petition of Dr. A. G. Tebault, for compensa- 
tion for medical services and for medicines fvrnished to refugees, treed- 
men, and others—to the same committee, when appointed. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: The petition of the letter-carriers of 
Hoboken, New Jersey, for an increase of their salaries—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Jersey City, New Jersey, that the 
salaries of the letter-carriers of said city be increased—to the same 
committee, when appointed. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia: Six petitions, signed respectively by 
Pickerell & Brooks; David B. Tennant; Virginia Taylor, executrix of 
Joseph Taylor, deceased ; J. Chieves, surviving partner of Chieves 
& Osborn; Alexander Donnan, administrator of David Dunlap, de- 
ceased; and R. A. Young & Brother, that they be paid the net pro- 
ceeds of the sale of tobacco seized and sold by United States officials 
as captured and abandoned property—to the Committee on War 
Claims, when appointed. 

Also, two petitions, signed respectively by William H. Harrison 
and Richard M. Harrison, for compensation for damages done to their 
property by the United States Army after the cessation of hostilities 
between the confederate and Federal armies—to the same committee, 
when appointed. 

By Mr. HENDEE: The petition of Mrs. Olivia C. Reed, of Charles- 
town, Vermont, for an extension of a patent for an improvement in 
handcuffs—to the Committee on Patents, when appointed. 

By Mr. PRIDEMORE: The petition of W. P. Burwell, for compen- 
sation for tobacco lost through the agency of United States revenue 
officials—to the Committee of Claims, when appointed. 

By Mr. STEVENS: The petition of A. P. K. Safford, governor, and 
other officials of the Territory of Arizona, that the United States 
marshal of that Territory be paid the same fees and mileage that 
sheriffs of said Territory now receive—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, when appointed. 





IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, October 18, 1877. 


Prayer by Rev. Maurice D. Epwarps, of Saint Paul, Minnesota. 
The Jourual of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the report of a board of inquiry 
appointed by the Secretary of the Interior to examine into the causes 
of the fire which destroyed a part of the Interior Department build- 
ing on the 24th of last month; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a let.er from the President of the 
United States, transmitting a report of the Secretary of the Navy set- 
ting forth the particulars with reference to the existing deficiencies 
in the Navy Department; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CONKLING. I present three several petitions, numerously 
signed by letter-carriers, one from the city of Albany, one from the 
city of Rochester, and one from the city of Brooklyn, in the State of 
New York, setting forth the hardships, as they are deemed, of the 
present adjustment of compensation, and saying that $1,200 a year is 
reasonable. I move the reference of these petitions to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, presented the petition of M. Chatfield and 
others, letter-carriers of the city of Bloomington, Illinois, praying for 
an increase of compensation ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Oflices and Vost-Roads. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of George 
Hart and others, letter-carriers of the city of Reading, Pennsylvania, 
praying for an increase of compensation ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. . 

He also presented the petition of J. W. Johnson and others, citi- 
zens of Lancaster, Pennsylvania, praying for an increase of compen- 


sation to letter-carriers; which was referred to the Committee on 


Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida, presented the petition of Christian C. Bow- 


ers, widow of Giles Bowers, of Walton County, Florida, praying com- 
pensation for property appropriated by United States forces during 


the late war; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


He also presented the petition of Archibald McDonald, of Walton 
County, Florida, praying compensation for property appropriated 
by United States forces during the late war; which was referred to 


the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of James A. Robinson and 
others, letter-carriers of the city of Brooklyn, New York, praying for 


ee penne ere 


9S 


an increase of compensation; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Ofli-es and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented the petition of W. P. Win- 
cher and others, letter-carriers of the city of Wheeling, West Vir- 
ginia, praying for an increase of compensation ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CONOVER presented the petition of Charles H. Bohn and others, 
citizens of Saint Augustine, Florida, praying for a donation of public 
lands for the purpose of a public library; which was referred to the 
Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. BOOTH presented the petition of Charles H. Smith and others, 
letter-carriers of San Francisco, California, praying for an increase of 
compensation ; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 
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| Which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commi 


Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Richard B. Reed and others, | 


letter-carriers of Salem, Massachusetts, praying for an increase of com- 
vensation; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Moses Church and others, letter- 
carriers of the city of Worcester, Massachusetts, praying for an in- 
crease of compensation ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


He also presented the petition of Edwin A. Howe and others, letter- | 
carriers of the city of Lowell, Massachusetts, praying for an increase | 


of compensation ; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices 
and Post-Roads. 
He also presented the petition of J. D. E. Jones and others, busi- 


ness men of the city of Worcester, Massachusetts, praying for an in- | 
crease of compensation to letter-carriers ; which was referred to the | 


Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Mr. RANDOLPH presented a resolution passed at a meeting of the 


Board of Trade of the City of Newark, New Jersey, in favor of the | 





repeal of the present bankrupt law; which was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of Philip A. Berggnist and | 


others, letter-carriers of the city of Omaha, Nebraska, praying for 
an increase of compensation; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. EATON presented the petition of William H. Haynes and 
others, letter-carriers of the city of New Haven, Connecticut, pray- 
ing for an increase of compensation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads, 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BAYARD. 
judiciary of the District of Columbia and to expedite the adminis- 
tration of justice in the District. I will state that this bill has been 
the result of consultations of the bar association of the District, and 


I understand is a measure matured by their experience with reference | 


to their needs. I ask for the commitment of the bill to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 36) to re-organize the judiciary of the District of Columbia and 
to expedite the administration of justice in said District; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURNSIDE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bili (8. No. 37) for the relief of George P. lhrie, late a 
paymaster of the United States Army; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 


introduce a bill (S. No. 38) to carry into effect the tenth article of the | 
treaty with the Pottawatomie Indians of February 27, 1367; which 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 39) to make certain payments to the Pottawatomie 
Indians; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 


duce a bill (8. No, 40) to authorize the President to restore George W. | 
Smith to his former rank in the Army; which was read twice by its | 


title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MERRIMON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8S. No. 41) prescribing an oath of office; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciwry. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 42) granting pensions to certain soldiers and sail- 
ors of the war with Mexico, and the widows of deceased soldiers; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 43) providing for taking testimony and collecting 
information to be used by Congress; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 44) for the relief of Henry Ware, of Louis- 
iana; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 


I beg leave to introduce a bill to re-organize the | 





OCTORER 


leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 45) to extend the Provisions of +) 
act entitled “An act for the final adjustment of private land ; lode 
in the States of Florida, Louisiana, and Missouri, and for oth a ‘ 
poses,” approved June 22, 1860; which wasread twice by its titl 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. ~ ane 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY (by request) asked, and by unanimous concons 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 46) to enlarge the jurisdic. 
tion of the Court of Claims, and for other purposes ; which was as 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi: iary - 

Mr. SARGENT asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, |; avete 
introduce a bill (S. No. 47) for the relief of Eva Vansant, Henry ( wn 
ton, and Mande Carleton, children of General Janis H. Carlet “a 


pur. 


au 


Llee on 


Claims. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. MAXEY, it was 


Ordered, That the papers of the Houston, Trinity, and Tyler Railroad Com; 
of Texas be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Chins. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of J. R. D. Morrison be taken from ¢) 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims. ™ 


On motion of Mr. WITHERS, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of the Albemarle and Chesapeake (anal 
Company be taken from the tiles and referred to the Committee on Naval A hairs 


On motion of Mr. KERNAN, it was 


Ordered, That the claim of John P. Crosby, executor, be taken from the {iles 
and referred to the Committce on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of George E. Payne be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims. : 


On motion of Mr. BECK, it was 


Ordered, That the petition, bill, and other papers of Rosa Vertner Jeffrey 
Kentucky, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims 

Ordered, That the petition and other papers of Elizabeth Carson, of Kentucky 
be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. GORDON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of the Mechanics and Traders’ Rank of 
New Orleans vs. The United States be taken from the files and referred to ih 
Committee on Claims. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of the New Orleans Gas Light Compa 
= The United States be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Michael Granary, Nicholas Wax, a: 
M. Lange, of Baton Rouge, Louisiana, vs. The United States be taken from th 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Thomas M. Simmons, of New Orleans 
Louisiana, rs. The United States be taken from the files and referred to the Com 
mittee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and prose in the case of the heirs of John Ric 
Jones be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 


many 


ACCOUNTS OF THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I send to the desk a resolution 
which I wish to have read, and then I wish to submit a few remarks 


| upon it. 





| 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas, there appear to be material differences. alterations, and discrepan 
in the oflicial finance reports of the Treasury Department as to the annual expend 
itures, receipts of the Government, and public debt, and particularly in the rv 
ports of 1869 to 1872, inclusive, which differences, discrepancies, changes, an 
alterations involve many millions of dollars and no explanation appears in sai 
reports for the same: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That a committee of five be appointed to investigate the financ: 
reports, books, and accounts of the Treasury Department, particularly with ret 
erence to ditferences, discrepancies, and alterations in amouuts and figures that 
have been made in them, especially in the annual statements of the expenditures 
of the Government, revenue collected, and the public debt, contained in said 
reports; and if any such differences, discrepancies, and alterations be found to 
exist, to report the sume, and the extent and nature thereof, the years wherin 
they occur, by what authority made, if any, the reasons that induced them, aud to 
report generally such other and further information bearing upon the subject as 
to them may seem best; and that said committee have power to send for persons 
and papers, to take testimony, to employ stenographers and such clerical assis 
ance as they may deem necessary, and leave to sit during the session of the Senat: 
and that the expenses attending this investigation shall be paid out of the contin 
gent fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved by the committee. 


Mr. MORRILL. I think that resolution had better go over un'i! 
to-morrow. ' 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I do not ask for the passage of the 
resolution to-day, but I wish tosubmit a few remarks upon it. 1 know 
well that a resolution of this kind ought not to pass on the same dy 
that it is introduced; but it ought to be printed in order to give all 
Senators an opportunity of seeing what it is. A similar resolution 
has been introduced by myself at previous Congresses, and all the 
power that I have been possessed of has been used in attempting to 
secure the passage of such a resolution through the Senate. It has been 
rejected several times. I believe now, as I did previously, that (he 
facts as contained in the resolution, and the figures made and pre- 
sented by myself to the Senate a few years ago, exist, and that there 


| are material alterations, discrepancies, and changes, and I might si) 


forced balances, in the Treasury accounts. : 
The desire that I have this morning is that the resolution be print d 
and lie upon the table so that at some future day, not very distant, 
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erhaps, I may call it up and submit some remarks, and ask the Sen- | 
pa : | told bore the seal of the State, although two or three or four years 


ate to pass upon it. 


rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed and lie 


on the table. 
WRECKS IN HARBOR OF PENSACOLA. 


was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to communi 


cals 


removing the sunken wrecks at the entrance of the harbor of Pensacola, Florida. 
SENATOR FROM LOUISIANA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There comes over as the unfinished 
business of yesterday the resolution offered by the Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN, ] which, with the pending amendment, will be 
read. , 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That Henry M Spofford, whose credentials as Senator from the State 
of Louisiana have been this day read, be now sworn and admitted as such Sena- 
tor 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is the amendment 
proposed. by the Senator from Oregon, (Mr. MiITcHELL,] which will 
be read. : ; 

The Corer CLERK. The amendment is to strike out all after the 
word “resolved,” in the resolution, and insert: 


That the credentials of Henry M. Spofford, claiming to be a Senator from the 
State of Louisiana, be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Onthat amendment, Mr. President, I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

” The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be glad to hear my friend from Ohio 
[Mr. THURMAN] explain the state of this present question and show 
us if there be any difference between these credentials and those that 
have already been sent, as not involving the same question at the 
last session, to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. I should 
like to have it stated so that I can understand it, as I was not here at 
the special session. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator from Vermont, I am quite sure, has 
as full and ample information on the subject of the elections or so- 
called elections of Senators from the State of Louisiana as I have. 
My knowledge is principally what may be called historical, that kind 
of which Senators take notice, and no one has insisted on that know]- 
edge more strongly than the Senator from Vermont. 

We know that last January there were in the State of Louisiana 
two bodies, each claiming to be the Legislature of that State. We 
know that one of them proceeded to elect, as they said, Mr. Kellogg. 
We know that the other body proceeded to vote regularly, according 
to the act of Congress, without coming to any election, until at length 
the Legislature which professed to have elected Mr. Kellogg became 
merged in the other Legislature—at least all of its members who were 


clearly entitled to be members of the Legislature of that State. And | 


we know further that this Legislature thus composed of the legiti- 
mately elected members who were contained in both the so-called 
Legislatures that existed before they came together has been recog- 
nized as the Legislature of the State of Louisiana by all her courts 
and by all her people, and is so recognized to-day. 

We know that this Legislature was complete in its organization and 
membership, and that but three members were absent; that it pro- 
ceeded to the election of a Senator, coming regularly and strictly 
within the act of Congress; and that Mr. Spofford received all the 


votes of that assembly with the exception of thirteen; that he was | 
elected not simply by the votes of the democratic members of that | 


assembly, but that he received an immense majority of the votes of 
the republican members of that assembly. That we know. We know 
that he comes here elected by the only body that has been recognized 
in that State as the Legislature of Louisiana since the last election for 
members of the Legislature. We know he comes here with the certifi- 
cate of the only man who is recognized as the governor of that State ; 
that his certificate is attested by the only man who is recognized as 
or pretends to be the secretary of state of that Commonwealth ; and 
that he comes here under the undisputed seal of that great State. 

Chese are his rights to be admitted to a seat in this body, and it 
(oes seem to me that they are too clear to be gainsaid, and too clear 
to need any further argument in their support. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the thing that troubles me just 


now is that I perceive by the Senate Journal of the 7th of March last 
that it was 


Resolved, That the credentials of William Pitt Kellogg, claiming to be a Senator 
from the State of Louisiana, do now lie upon the table until the appointment of a 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, to whom they shall be referred. 


Upon which resolution on the yeas and nays there were 42 affirm- 
atives and 21 negatives; and I find among the affirmatives the name 
of my honored friend from Ohio. Now, if l understand his statement— 
and 1 was not quite sure that that was the case before—the effect of 
voting that Mr. Spofford shall be sworn will be equivalent to a vote 
that Mr. Kellogg is not entitled to his seat. As I understand, they 
are claimants or the same term. Am I right about that? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. Now if it was right on the 7th of March, 
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when the credentials of Mr. Kellogg were presented, and which I am 


ago they had a good many seals, and which one of the many this one 
is Ido not know; if it was right then that this subject should be 
inquired into, I fail to see why it is right to decide it now without 


. : : . |i iring i it. Mr. Ke EL ras ig y electe é 7 
Mr. JONES, of Florida, submitted the following resolution ; which | inquiring into it. If Mr. Kellogg was rightfully elected, lawfully 


elected in January, then it is plain that no subsequent action of the 
State, however regular jn respect of the authenticity of its officers 


hereb -| and of its Legislature, could displace Mr. Kellogg and institute in his 
to the Senate his opinion in regard to the practicability and probable cost of | 


aD 


stead Mr. Spofford. That is plain enough. Of course nobody denies 


| it. So that in voting against the amendment of my friend from 
| Oregon we say that we will decide negatively upon the pretensions 


of Kellogg, when only on the 7th of March last, upon the same facts, 
except this subsequent action of the State, which if the first action 
was regular is wholly irregular, it was decided by a majority of two 
to one, including my honorable friend and his political associates, I 
believe, without exception, thatit was a subject that deserved inquiry. 
It was not sufficient upon the case as it then stood to say flatly that 
Mr. Kellogg was not entitled to his seat, but it was deemed just and 
right to say that the pretensions to a Senatorship from the State 
should undergo scrutiny by a committee. The Senate agreed to that 
proposition, I must assume, wisely and rightly; I know nothing to 


| the contrary, because, as I say, | know nothing about the circum- 


stances or the credentials in particular. 

Now, we are asked to say, in voting against this amendment, that 
that reference of Kellogg’s credentials was altogether wrong and 
that they ought to have been rejected on the spot; and if they had 
been rejected on the spot and the case were one of an entire vacancy, 
then these credentials would be prima facie correct, and there would 
be no essential reason that I perceive at this moment why this gen- 
tleman should not be sworn in. But the difficulty lies in the fact that 


| before this action took place, however regular on the face of it had 


there been a vacancy, certain proceedings had taken place in that 
State, which are claimed by Mr. Kellogg to have been valid as [ am 
told, which certainly gave him a credential that on its face bore some 
of the evidences of title, if not all, upon which the Senate by a large 
majority, including all my friends on the other side of the Chamber, 
said that the subject of the Louisiana Senatorship for this particular 
term in respect to which Mr. Spofford claims was one which needed 
inquiry. Now, my honorable friend from Ohio says “ it does not need 
any inquiry at all; we will decide it off-hand.” It does not appear 
to me that thatis right; and in saying that 1 refrain from expressing 
any opinion, because I have not any, upon how it ought to be decided 
in the end, when we get both the credentials face to face and trace 
the history of the matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment to the 
resolution of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. THURMAN] offered by the 
Senator from Oregon, [Mr. MITCHELL. ] 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, having submitted this amend- 
ment, I deem it but just tothe Senate and myself to say a few words, 
and but very few, in addition to what has been said. 

At the last session of the Senate, when the motion was submitted by 
the honorable Senator from Maine [Mr. BLAINE] that Mr. William 
Pitt Kellogg be sworn, an amendment was offered by the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. BaYyarp] that the credentials be referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. On that motion the 
honorable Senator from Delaware very truly said this—a proposi- 
tion to which, in the main, I agree: 

Under the usages of this body a certificate, regular in its form and reciting the 
substantial fact of election by a competent body, has been held to constitute a 
prima facie case, which entitles the holder to be sworn in at the commencement of 
fis term, leaving objections not yet made to be examined and passed upon subse 
quently. 

He then proceeded to state further this proposition : 

It creates, I say, a prima facie case, but when this prima facie disappears tho 
presumptions of legality and regularity which give it its foree are all reversed 
upon anything appearing to the contrary. 

And then the honorable Senator from Delaware and other Sena- 
tors on his side of the House proceeded to maintain the position that, 
inasmuch as certain facts existed of which the Senate must take 
judicial notice, the prima facie presented by the credentials of Mr. 
Kellogg was set aside, and that therefore Mr. Kellogg was not enti- 
tled to be sworn in, but his case should go to the Committee on 
Privileges.and Elections, there to be investigated. It was conceded 
that the credentials of Mr. Kellogg were substantially in due form. 
I quote from the honorable Senator from Delaware upon that point : 


The certificate is, in some respects informal, not containing the usual recital of 
the performance of the act of election by the Legislature of the State, in the man 
ner required by the act of Congress; and yet I consider it substantially sutticient. 
It appears to be signed by Stephen B. Packard, as the governor of Lonisiana, is 
dated the 11th day of January, 1477, and recites the election of William P. Kellogg 
as a Senator of the United States by the General Assembly of Louisiana. 


The position then taken was that, while it was true that the cre- 
dentials presented by Mr. Kellogg, and upon which the honorable 
Senator from Maine moved that he be sworn in, presented upon their 
face all that the forms of law required to make ont a prima facie case, 
yet there were certain public facts, to use the language of the 
honorable Senator, of which the Senate and the whole country were 
bound to take knowledge, that destroyed this prima facie aud pre- 
sented to the Senate such a case as made it the duty of the Senate 
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sitting as a judicial body to refer the case to the Committee on Priv- = Jacie case, which entitles the holder to be sworn in at the commencen, 
ileges and Elections. | oe Sa poopie ge poe not yet made to be examined and passed upon « 

1 agree, Mr. President, fully with all that was said at that time in Sanu the Sueeepaoneet tein onl wenliade ole ee ft ite ¢ Jacre disap 
that matter, except that the public facts of which Senators spoke, | reversed upon anything appearing to the contrary. « OFee are all 
and of which it was said the Senate was bound to take judicial 
knowledge, did not present such a case as destroyed the prima facie 
resented by the credentials then at the bar of the Senate. But take 
it for granted that they did ; suppose, for the sake of the argument, 
that the democratic side of the Senate was correct upon that point, : , i hen the 
and that this prima facie was set aside and destroyed, and that there- election of Mr. Spofford took place, but one Legislature lawfully exist. 


fore the proper action of the Senate was to refer those credentials to | ing in the State of Louisiana competent to elect a Senator in Coy. 


nt af 


What are the facts, the recorded facts, of history which have ort 
tallized themselves in the last six months into an irrefragable condi. 
tion that they may not be shaken by any assertion or by any 
They are these: that there is to-day, and that there was w 


l- 


assault? 


the Committee on Privileges and Elections, now I desire to apply the | Tess; but one executive competent under the laws of the United 
same arguinent, the same logic, the same law to the case under con- States to certify that election; but one people as a community 8peak- 
sideration. ing through the agency of a single government in its three great 
Here we have presented the credentials of another gentleman claim- branches, executive, legislative, and judicial. These are the facts 
ing to be a Senator from the State of Louisiana for precisely the same to-day ; these were the facts then, perhaps on trial, but since irreyo. 
term covered by the credentials of Mr. Kellogg. So far as appears, | Cably and irreversibly decided, which make the case of Heury M 
at least so far as I have been able to examine, these credentials are Spotford not only a regular prima facie case for admission to this body 
in due form. They are signed by Mr. Nicholls claiming to be gov- under the principles which I endeavored to lay down at the last ses- 
ernor of the State of Louisiana. They contain, as did the creden- | 8100, and which I here again repeat, but which render his the only 
tials of Mr. Kellogg, the impress of the great scal of the State of Lon- | ©45¢, for there is no other, whether of a first or second face, to cou. 
isiana. They are, so far as I know, so - as I have been able to ex- flict with it. 
amine, in all respects substantial aud regular. But is there not some- Why is not Mr. Spofford now sworn in? He has his credentials 
thing that destroys the prima facie case presented by these creden- | Tegular in form satisfying the Senate by their recitals that according 
tials? And does not that something consist of facts that do not rest | te the constitution and the laws of his State a Legislature exists now. 
morely in public knowledge outside aud away from the records of | 40d did exist then, which, proceeding according to the directions of 
the Senate? I respectfully insist that the records of the Senate, and | the statute of the United States, elected him almost unanimously, 
not merely public knowledge gathered from public history outside of There is no question as to his personal qualifications, that every requi- 
the records of the Senate, confront us and confront the Senator from | site of the Constitution is fulfilled as to age and residence and citi- 
Ohio and his motion when he proposes to have the oath of office ad- | 2enship of the United States and all else. There is then a complete 
ministered to Mr. Spofford as a Senator from the State of Louisiana, | 4nd confessed case, regular in every feature, in fulfillment of every 
What are those facts? Why, Mr. President, the facts to which | Tequirement of the constitution and laws of the State of Louisiana 
the honorable Senator from Vermont alluded a moment ago,a record | 40d of the Constitution and laws of the United States. What, then, 
of the Senate that prior credentials in due form containing the stands in the way? Another case is alleged which was before the 
impression of the great seal of the State of Louisiana equally with | Senate last March, and which we are told is still before tho Senate 
the credentials presented by Mr. Spofford, huve been presented to | Of one of its committees, — 
the Senate at a prior session, and that the Senate sitting as a Mr. President, in considering questions of this kind how do we act! 
judicial body has decided that they should go to the Committee on This body is a court. The action of the Senate is judicial. 11 is its 
Peiriieaes and Elections there to be investigated. No report has | Prerogative and sole prerogative to determine the elections, qualiti- 
ever come from that committee. They are still, in contemplation of | Cations, and returns of its members, and in so doing we act as judges 
Jaw at least, if not as a matter of actual fact, under investigation by bound by Jaw. Such is the formal requirement, such should be the 
that committee. Now, then, I ask in all conscience, in all fairness, substantial and actual spirit. Such I propose to be the spirit to 
if these facts do not destroy the prima facie presented by the cre- which my vote and conduct shall conform. 
dentials of Mr. Spofford? Are they, I ask my democratic brethren, in Does anything to-day appear to the contrary which shall by its 
all conscience, not a complete and an overwhelming answer to the | OW” force and our duty impress itself upon the judicial knowledge, 
proposition of the Senator from Ohio that Mr. Spofford shall be which means the conscience of every man in this body? Are there 
sworn in at this time without an investigation as to which of thcse | 20 public facts which must be accepted? Is there nothing which of its 
two credentials is the proper one? own force can fix and bind us? Sir, the list of those things of which 
Then, I say, adopting and applying the logic, the law, the argu- | courts of justice take judicial knowledge is long and well known and 
ment advanced at the last session of the Senate to the case at bar, it | ©@Sily applied. Public facts, war or peace, the death or life of the 
does seem to me there ought not to be a dissenting vote in this Senate | Patty whom they have before them, are facts of which they will take 
against referring the credentials of Mr. Spofford to this committee, | Notice. Here I say that, if there ever was at any time political life in 
Then they can be investigated by the proper committee. That com- | 40Y other government or pretended government existing in the State 
mittee can determine which of the two credentials is the proper one. | Of Louisiana since the inauguration of what is known as the govern- 
They can make their report; they can present the facts in the case ; | ment of Nicholls, it is to-day as dead as though it never had had 
they can present the reasons, if you please, to the Senate why it is birth. There is no statute law, there is no decree, there is no breath 
or how it comes that there are two persons, if such is really the fact, | of authority that stands recorded upon the records of that State to- 
from the same State, each presenting credentials from a person claim- | day other than that of the single government whose credentials are 
ing to be governor of the State, each containing the impress of the presented to you to-day by Mr. Spofford. 
great seal of the State, and each covering the same term. Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him one ques- 
These are, briefly, the reasons why I have submitted the motion | tion? 
that these credentials be referred to the committee. It isnot because || Mr. BAYARD. Perhaps the Senator had better postpone it for a 
I desire to determine the case adversely to Mr. Spofford so far as Iam | moment. I will answer with great pleasure a little later. 
concerned; that is not the question; but I do say that the prima Mr. President, it would be, in my judgment, as unreasonable a 
facies presented by the credentials of Mr. Spofford are overthrown | waste of time, as unnecessary and as uncalled for, to try here the 
and set aside by the record of the Senate, and not merely by public | fact of the death of Queen Elizabeth as thedeath of the government 
facts, of which, it is claimed, the Senate should take judicial know]- | or the administration under whom credentials were created and pre- 
edge, and which in the case of Mr. Kellogg’s credentials were deemed | sented here in favor of Mr. Kellogg last March. I believe in the 
suflicient to destroy his prima facie, regularity of proceedings. They are not merely of form, but they 
Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I was not disposed to detain the | are of substance. The rules of the body, the laws of the land, are all 
Senate or delay the vote on this question, because it appeared to me | entitled to close and precise obedience. But, sir, government is hot 
that the facts were so well known to members of the Senate that | a technical science; government is a matter of snbstance, and 1 
further discussion was useless and undesirable; and yet, since the | government more so than that of a popular government representa- 
Senator from Oregon, who is now the acting chairman of the Com- | tive in its form. If I believed that there was or could be any qucs- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections and who has submitted this | tion in regard to the accepted fact that Louisiana has had but « 
motion for a reference of the credentials of Mr. Spofford, claiming to | single government, I should say the matter might be and ought to be 
be a Senator from the State of Louisiana, has recited propositions | discussed, and this would be a proper way to raise it. But, sir, |! 
a:dvanced by me in March last, when the credentials of Mr. Kellogg, | ever there was a day and a time when that wise and philosophical 
claiming to be a Senator by virtue of the alleged existence of an- | maxim of the law should be raised and applied, that it is for the in- 
other and different State government in Louisiana came up, it is per- | terest of the Republic that litigation should cease, surely that time 
haps necessary, a8 a matter of respect to him and for the proper un- | has come to-day and this the case to apply it. A State has her rights 
derstanding of this case now before the Senate, that some notice | from which she has long been exdindel. The individual elected has 
should be taken and some reply made by me. When Mr. Kellogg's | his rights; the counties bes tts rights, and I do submit that the atlairs 
credentials were presented and a motion made that he take the oath | of Louisiana, enlarged by all that is connected wiih them by the oc- 
of office, I oe to amend the motion to the effect that the creden- | currences of the late election, have reached in the minds, the belic!, 


xly 


tials should “lie upon the table until the appointment of a Commit- | the acceptance of the American people, an absolute and final conelu- 
tee on Privileges and Elections, to whom they shall be referred ;” sion. If we cannot notice judicially and if we are not bound judi- 
and the Senate, afier debate, sustained that amendment. I then said: | cially by the occurrence of facts so closely scrutinized, so anxiously 

Under the usages of this body a certificate, regular in its form and reciting the waited for, so acceptedly decided in regard to the government of that 


substantial fact of election by a competent body, has beer held to constitute a | State by the irresistible force of events, J ask what can satisfy us and 
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what can constitute a fact of which we are bound to take judicial 

wlee? 
Wee iden I have said more than I intended to say. What I} 
} ve 8 sid has been merely drawn from me, because my remarks and | 
“e josition as the representative of those who voted with me last 
ang have been quoted to show what might otherwise appear to be 
eyes 8 true and practical condition of affairs in this land. I 
seo it and I know it in this Chamber. I know how nearly even the 
balance of party power has come in this body; and yet I beg gen- 
tlemen to believe me, that not the weight of my little finger would 
pe given irregularly to obtain the power which may pass, with all its 
great responsibility, into the hands of the party with whom my con- 
science has led me to act. Sir, the man must be blind, as I think, who 
‘oes not see a great tide of public opinion irresistibly rising, against 
which partisan efforts or plans for postponement will be no more po- 
tent than was the broom of Mrs. Partington to keep out the northern 
ocean. It is unwise to resist it; it is hopeless to resist it; it is fair 
and just to accept it. How? Only regularly; for public opinion is 
pound by law. And first, I stand here to obey the law; but I recog- 
nize law and government in this country as the result of public opin- 
ion; and the acts to which I have referred, and the history which has 
been indelibly traced upon the records of this country by the events 
of the last six months must show, as I believe and respectfully sub- 
mit to gentlemen on both sides of the Chamber, one fact, that if there 
ever Was a case or the form of a case against this only and sole gov- 
ernment of Louisiana last March, it to-day exists no more than do 
the clouds of the morning of the day when those credentials of Mr. 
Kellogg were presented, ~ 

I speak not now of tho right or the wrong that led to the election 
of one man or the other. Ido not open, and I frankly say I do not 
wish to see opened, the long story of crimination and recrimination 
which has marked the history of the politics of the State whose af- 
fuirs we are discussing for the last six years. But, gentlemen of the 
Senate, has not the time come to accept facts as they have been in- 
delibly written? Does not the interest of this country and this broad 
Jand now to-day require that our time and our best energies should 
be devoted to the business interests of the country, and that those 
passions which are indissolubly connected with partisan strife should, 
so far as we may, be allowed repose, if not oblivion? I hope it may 
be so. I know I would not wish to even seem to ignore the approxi- 
mation of numbers in the parties arrayed in this body, and I do not 
propose to accelerate the preponderance of the party with which I 
act by anything which hereafter I should regret or by advocating a 
principle which should hereafter be contrary to my views. I trust 
that, had I no better motive, I should be long-sighted enongh for cold 
discretion or something better to dictate a different course. 

But I say there is no need of further arguments here, there is no 
need of further evidence here. If Mr. Kellogg were dead and in his 
grave and we had attended his funeral, it would not as I consider 
render him in law and in fact more impossible to be seated than do 
the facts of which we are all in poms, and of which the coun- 
try is in possession, which prove that he is legally dead as a claimant 
for a seat in this body. I cannot see how Senators acting judicially 
upon this subject can shut their eyes to the facts which no man in 
the country gainsays or disputes. I do not mean to say that facts 
may not be opener or that they cannot be discussed, because any- 
thing may be, but I am speaking of accepted and determined results, 


and so speaking I aver that the only prima facie case, the only case 


that is unsettled and undecided, is the case of Mr. Spoftord. If there 
ever was a case of Kellogg, it has passed away and cvents have de- 
stroyed it utterly, as much so asif it never had been even suggested; 
and trying this case untechnically, trying it according to the sub- 
stantial interests of the country, the laws of the country, the exist- 
lng state of facts in the country, and according to the history of the 
country, I mee there will not be areference. I submit that there 
is no need of reference, that there is no fact better known in this 
land than that the State of Louisiana, by her only Legislature, by 
her only governor, has first elected duly and according to law and 
then certified duly and according to law a Senator of the United 
States whose credentials are now before the Senate. 

I will now hear the question of the Senator from Oregon. 
__ Sir. MITCHELL. The question I desired to ask was simply this: 
The Senator from Delaware has stated very emphatically and stated 
several times that every other government than the Nicholls govern- 
ment was a very dead thing in Louisiana. I have neither the capac- 
ity nor disposition to question that fact; nor do I know that any 
person does, here or elsewhere; but conceding that all to be so, does 
that and the fact that the Legislature represented by Mr. Nicholls has 
elected a gentleman as Senator of the United States and sent him 
here do away or cancel any legitimate act of any other government, 
cither de jure or de facto, that existed prior to the time that the Nich- 
olls government came into existence f 

Mr. BAYARD. That is begging the question. The credentials here 
presented are to be taken as true prima facie. That is what they pur- 
port, and they show that the case stated by the Senator of a prior 
government or a prior election under the laws of Louisiana or the 
aws of the United States was an impossibility. Upon its face there 
Was no prima facie of truth or reliability. The statement cannot bo 
male, whether by means of a certificate or otherwise, that would 
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show a prior government or a prior action to that of the government 
which elected Mr. Spotford to the Senate without being directly in 
conflict with the constitution and laws of the State which they pur- 
port to recite, and therefore on their face impossible. : 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Bay- 
ARD] appeals to the Sonate to know if it be not time that we accept 
facts indelibly written. I should think it was about time to do that. 
It is somewhat important, if we have concluded todothat little thing, 
that we know what those facts are which are indelibly written. The 
Senator says that the State of Louisiana has rights from which she 
has long been excluded, of which she has long been deprived. I be- 
lieve he is historically correct, when he makes that statement. Ihave 
myself been no party to that deprivation. If Louisiana has been de- 
nied her rights on this floor, I have not been one of those who have 
denied them. She has, if [ understand our Constitution, a right to 
be represented upon this floor by two of her citizens. She has re- 
peatedly claimed that right; or, at all events, persons claiming to be 
her citizens have more than once claimed to be authorized by her to 
represent heron this floor. In March last one of her citizens appeared 
here—Mr. Kellogg—and claimed to be commissioned by the State of 
Louisiana to act as her Senator; and when that claim was presented 
to the Senate it appeared that there were in the Senate two opinions. 
It appeared that twenty-nine Senators were convinced then by facts 
indelibly written that Mr. Kellogg was authoriz-d to act as the rep- 
resentative of Louisiana inthis body ; but it appeared that somewhat 
more than that number, to wit, thirty-five Senators, were not satisfied 
upon that point, did not know whether Mr. Kellogg was authorized 
to represent Louisiana here or not; and, thirty-five being somewhat 
more than twenty-nine, the thirty-five combined to instruct a com- 
mittee of this body to inquire whether it was a fact indelibly written 
that Kelloggshould represent the State of Louisiana or not, and, when 
dune inquiry had been made, to report to the Senate. I do not under- 
stand that that committee bas yet reported. To-day we have before 
us the claim of another man who says that Louisiana has instrneted 
him to act as her Senator on this tloor and in lieu of Mr. Kellogg; 
and to-day it seems there are some Senators, precisely how many wo 
do not know, who are thoroughly and completely convinced that Lon- 
isiana has commissioned this last man. 

The Senator from Delaware alludes to some decision that has been 
made somewhere of this question, a decision deduced, I think he says, 
from events. 

Mr. BAYARD. As most decisions are. 

Mr. HOWE. No, Mr. President. This one question may possibly 
have been decided by events, but most constitutional questions are 
decided by competent tribunals and in accordance with laws indeli- 
bly written and published by authority. This question has not been 
so decided. No event to my knowledge has transpired which has 
decided the question whetber Kellogg was or was not elected prior 
to March last as a Senator from Louisiana. The constitution lives 
to-day as it lived then; and that informs us that if Kellogg had been 
elected by the State of Louisiana no man can by possibility have 
been elected since, unless Kellogg has, as supposed by the Senator 
from Delaware, died and been buried, aud upon that point we have 
no satisfactory evidence. 

So, Mr. President, it seems to me if there ever was a question pre- 
sented upon the credentials of a Senator, so called, which ought to 
be committed to a committee, this is that question. It ought to be, 
because a majority of this body said a few months ago that they 
wero unsatisfied as to a claim which, if found good, bars this abso- 
Iutely. We have, I know, seen a great deal in the newspapers that 
perhaps may have satisfied a great many men; but nothing has trans- 
pired which has satisfied a Senator standing upon the law and abid- 
ing by the Constitution that the election then asserted and which 
was not made clear has since been clearly made void. 

But I arose principally, Mr. President, to recall a suggestion which 
Ihave once before, and I think more than once before, obtruded upon 
the Senate. It is this, that although I believe the usage of the Sen- 
ate is very well established, it is a usage with which I never have 
been able to reconcile myself. It has seemed to me—and the more I 
think of it the more strongly Iam convinced of it—that the Senate 
has been rather too carcless in this matter of the admission of Sen- 
ators. I believe the usage has obtained and has been practiced upon 
more than once, that if aman comes here from a State which has 
not its regular number of Senators on the floor and presents a cer- 
tain piece of testimony signed by the governor of the State and 
countersigned by its secretary, we have called thata prima facie title, 
and have taken the man in, and then proceeded to investigate the 
question whether that was anything more than a prima facie title ; of 
necessity taking him in by a majority vote of the Senate; and if 
upon investigation the Senate has ascertained or thought it ascer- 
tained that that was no moro than a prima facie title, it was not con- 
clusive, by a majority vote of the Senate dismissing him from his 
seat again. I have never been satisfied with that practice. 

It seems to me that the Constitution authorizes nobody to repre- 
sent a State on this floor unless he has been elected by the Legisla- 
ture thereof; that it commissions nobody in the world but this body 
to determine whether an individual has been chosen by the Legisla- 
ture of a State; that that judgment is to be pronounced by a major- 
ity of the body; and, it seems to me, when once pronouneed it onght 
not to be and canuot lawfully be reversed by the vote of a mujority 
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on another day by a different tribunal or a different vote. You may 
pet the man out of his seat, but not by the vote of a majority, I 
think; and | wish, without arguing the question, to suggest to the 
Senate this consideration which has embarrassed me: A gentleman 
appears here from the State of Oregon claiming to be a Senator chosen 
from that State. 
on their face. What has that to do with the matter if he has not 
been chosen Senator? But, it is said, they are regular, and we put 
him in his seat. He has or has not been chosen. Suppose we deter- 
mine two weeks afterward that he has uot been chosen? He has 
acted like a Senator; he bas voted with the Senate; and yet we deter- 
mine two weeks after he has occupied his seat here that he never 
was the choice of Oregon, and had no more right to a vote hero than 
if he never saw Oregon or Oregon never heard of him. 

One of two things seems to me to be certain, either that the Senate by 
inattention has received into its body a man who was not entitled to 
a seat there, and has clothed him with the attributes of a Senator, or 
when they dismiss him from this Chamber they dismiss a man who 
is entitled to a seat and who holds it by the commission of his State. 
I have thought myself the suger practice was one I should like to see 
adopted, that whenever credentials are presented here the question 
whether those credentials are genuine or false ought to be settled 
then. 
zive the man his seat and let him hold it until two-thirds say he 
ought to leave it again. If nobody says anything against the cre- 
deutials, give them the force of a certificate from the State; but if 
anything is said in impeachment of those credentials which creates 


the doubt on the mind of any Senator, an honest doubt, that Senator | 


ought not, it seems to me, to vote for his admission ; and if a majority 
of the Senate entertain that doubt they should not admit the appli- 
cant until that doubt has been resolved by the inquiry of a commit- 
tee and by the testimony which that committee can adduce. 

Mr. President, this is the purpose for which I rose, tosuggest again, 
at least for the second if not for the third time, what I think to be 


the safer and the more constitutional practice, though I believe it is | 


not the practice of the Senate. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, like the Senator from Dela- 
ware, [Mr. BAYARD,] for whom | entertain the highest respect, I in- 
tend upon this question of senatorial contest, for such it is, to be 
governed by the law of the case and by nothing else; and in ascer- 
taining what the law is, and in applying the law tothe facts in com- 
ing to my conclusions, | propose to disregard entirely the existence 
of parties in this country ; but in order to know what the law is I 
must first understand the facts to which the law is to apply. I do 
not understand those facts to-day. I am not sufficiently posted in 
all the facts pertaining to this question to be able to give any intel- 
ligent vote upon the merits of the case. I wish to ascertain those 
facts. The gentleman from Delaware may have ascertained those 
facts. If he has, he has been more fortunate than I have been. I 
do not wish to be driven to a vote upon the merits of this question 
until I have bad all the facts before me and have had the opportu- 
nity of investigating them carefully. 

Now, I will remind the Senator from Delaware that at the last ses- 
sion of the Senate I voted with him to refer the credentials of Mr. 
Kellogg to the Committee on Privileges and Elections; and I voted 
for that reference for the same reason that I shall vote to-day for the 
reference of these credentials to the same committee. It is the same 
contest If one is a Senator, the other is not. The questions are in- 
separably connected, and to a great extent they constitute but a 
single question; and having voted for the reference of one to the 
committee for the purpose of ascertaining the necessary facts, I must, 
to be consistent, vote also for the reference of this to the same com- 
mittee and for the same purpose, 

The Senator from Delaware speaks of a prima facie case. I wish 
to recall his attention to the fact that his experience and my own for 
the last two years ought to make it very difficult for either of us 
unhesitatingly to say what does constitute a prima facie case in the 
State of Louisiana, We have tried that on several previous occasions, 
and sometimes I have very cordially agreed with the Senator from 
Delaware. The most that I have usually been able to make of a prima 
JSacie case from the State of Louisiana since I have been here has been 
to find a most inexplicable muddle, Prima facie it was a mass of 
contradictions, a mass of conflict of facts, and, of course, of the law 
growing out of the facts, 

It seems to me that every man who voted for a reference of the 
credentials of Mr. Kellogg to a committee for the purpose of investi- 
gating and reporting upon the facts of the case ought, if he wishes 
to be consistent, to give the same vote here, for it is the same 
question. 

But, Mr. President, I do not propose to take up any farther time of 
the Senate, All 1 wished to say was to explain briefly the reasons of 
the vote which I shall give; and that I have done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. MircHELL] to the resolution offered by 
the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN,] upon which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. WINDOM, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia, [Mr. JoHNsTON.] If present he would vote 
“nay” and L should vote “ yea.” 
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We look at his papers and say that they are regular | 


| State of Lonisiana, be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Electi: 
| that said committee report thereon on or before the Ist day of November 


If the Senate or a majority is convinced that they are genuine, | 





| struction. 


OCTOBER 18, 


The roll-call having been concluded, the result was annouy ed 
yeas 36, nays 33; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Blaine, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Caner, 
Pennsylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling (s.,, of 
Dawes, Dorsey, fdmunds, Ferry, Hamlin, Hoar, Mowe, Ingalls, Jones of Nu... 
Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthows, Mitchell, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, Pattor... 
Plumb. Rollins, Sargent, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, and Wadleigh—36. 

NAYS—Messrs. Armstrong, Bailey, Barnum, Bayard, Beck. Cockrell. Co) 
Davis of Illinois, Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, Eaton, Garland, Gordon. Gy. 
Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, McCreery, Me Dowa\ ML. 
Phorson, Maxey, Merrimon, Morgan, Randolph, Ransom, Saulsbury, ‘{}y; ™ 
Wallace, Whyte, and Withera—33 ” mm 

ABSENT—Messrs. Johnston, Morton, Sharon, and Windom—4. 


Peony 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WHYTE. I desire to offer an amendment by way of instrye. 
tion tothe committee. At the end of the resolution as it now stands 
I move to insert : ’ 
' And that said committee report thereon on or before the Ist day of November 

877; 
So as to read: 
That the credentia's of Henry M. Spofford, claiming to be a Senator f{ 


mn the 
8, and 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 


| posed by the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. WuyTe. } 


Mr. WHYTE. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I am fearful that would not giye 


timeenough. Ofcourse itis the desire of the committee to report as soon 


| as they possibly can; but to be tied down to report on a certain day, 


and that day so near at hand, it seems to me would be a severe jp. 
I simply speak as one member of the committes. 
Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, the case of Mr. Kelloze was sent to 


| this committee last March; they had the matter under consideration 


during that session of the Senate. It has been disclosed by the dis- 
cussion this morning that, using the language of the Senator from 


| Delaware to elncidate the condition of things, events have crystal 


lized so that this whole question is now ina very narrow compass. It 
can hardly take any committee more than two or three days to report 
to the Senate the condition of affairs in regard to these two claimants. 
It is important that this Lonisiana question should be brouht to a 
close; and I presume every Senator, whether on the committee or off 
the committee, can inform himself of the state of facts by the Ist day 
of November. And inasmuch as the chairman of this comwittee is 
now ill, and not likely to be here during the present session of the 
Senate, it is important that the committee should be instructed hy 
the Senate to take up this case in his absence and dispose of it. Other- 
wise, they may feel inclined to procrastinate the subject and wait until 
the chairman can resume his place in the committee. It is for that 
purpose, and to relieve the committee from any embarrassment on tliat 
point, that I have offered the amendment containing these instruc- 
tions. 

Mr.WADLEIGH. Mr. President, if it is expected by the Senate that 
the decision of this committee when made will be final upon this case 
it is asking too much of the committee to report on 0. before the Ist 
of November. If I should happen upon the committee, of which lam 
a member, to take the same view that my friend on the left does, that 
events have decided for the Senate what the law and Constitution 
require in this case, the time necessavy for the consideration of the 
subject may be so far abbreviated as that I for one could make up my 
mind before the Ist of November as to what the committee should re- 
port. But it may be that I shall not come to the conclusion that the 
removal of a State government by the pressure of military force is 
sucb an event as will decide for this Senate what the law and Con- 
stitution require in this case. It is a question for me whether the 
White League of Louisiana, with its bayonets, with its revolvers, with 
its guns, can decide for me whether William P. Kellogg is lawfully 
entitled toa seat in this Chamber; because without the pressure which 
that organization exerted the Packard government would have re- 
mained, and would have been to-day the legal government of Louisi- 
ana in fact, as I believe it to be in law. 

Mr. President, there was an election in the State of Lonisiana in 
November last. The results of that election were to be made known 
by certain legal proceedings. There was in that State a returning- 
board which alone could make the returns of that election. By that 
board those returns were made, and by those returns the body which 
elected Mr. Kellogg to aseat in this body had a majority of the legally 
elected members of the Legislature of that State. All the proceedings 
were correct and legal in form, and unless the proceedings of that 
Legislature are invalidated by something outside of itself, they must 
stand good, notwithstanding the government of which that Legis!a- 
ture was a part has been destroyed by superior force. 

But it is said in answer to this that the proceedings of the retarn 
ing-board were so tainted with fravd as that nothing which they did 
could be valid. That is, then, the question for this committee to de- 
cide: Were the proceedings of the returning-board so tainted by 
frand as that the White League of Louisiana and its followers were 
justified in subverting the government of that State? One side of 
this Chamber seems to think that that was so. I doubt whether | 
was so. But as to whether that returning-board was guilty of suffi 
cient fraud or not to overturn its proceedings, is a question to be de 
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tod by the examination of thousands upon thousands of pages of has the State of Louisiana had more than one Senator on this floor. 
ae ‘testimony. That testimony cannot possibly be considered | Mr. EDM NDS. There were several years before that, I will re- 
r thie committee and digested in such a way as to report to this | mind my friend, when it had not any at all. He ought to allude to 
"I a ses r upon it before the Ist of November; and I suppose it is to | that. 
: = urt of the report of the committee to inform the Senate whether Mr. THURMAN. 


That may be regarded as wit on the part of the 
t the proceedings of the returning-board were so far fraudulent 
or ne 


Senator from Vermont, but it was really an interruption; I could 


to justify the overthrow of that government. hardly call it wit. I say at no time since the 4th day of March, 1873, 
as TO Jusees, . 


Now, I hope that neither my friend on my left nor any man in this in a time of peace and not of war, has the State of Louisiana had 
Chamber will seek to impose on the committee the labor of examin- | more than one Senator on this floor, At no time since the 4th of 
iets all the testimony in that case, which, as I said, covers thousands | March, 1877, has she had a single Senator on this floor. Has it been 
of printed pages, within the short interval of less than two weeks. her fault that she has thus gone nurepresented ? No, sir; not at all. 

Mr GORDON. Will the Senator from New Hampshire, before he | In due time P. B. 8. Pinchback presented his credentials claiming to 

a be a Senator from that State trom the 4th of March, 1873, for the 


takes his seat, suggest a day which would be satisfactory to him? 
a regular term of six years, and the Senate let nearly four years go by 


Mr. CONKLING. I hope he will not. : : Se 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Not any day whatever. ; before they decided upon the validity of hie claim. They let that 
Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, it seems to me that the committee | time go by, and the State was kept out of her due representation. But 
to which this resolution is referred should be relied upon to report that was not all. Another body, claiming to be the Assembly of that 
with all the expedition that will be necessary in this case. The alt- State, admitted to be the Assembly, and which wears in history a name 
thor of the amendment assumes that there is but one side to this | derived from the presiding oilicer of this body to-day, and is called 
onestion. It is very evident from the remarks that have been made familiarly the Wheeler legislature, elected a Senator, and he has been 
in the Senate that there is a difference of opinion upon that subject. kept out of his seat by the action or non-action of the Seuate of the 
be examination will consume very considerable time. Certainly so | United States. And now, when the question is whether that State 
far as 1 am advised, in regard to any of the committees of the Senate, | shall be represented or not, we are told, after all these four years of 
there has been no ground for charging them in any way, either by | investigation into Louisiana affairs, that this able Committee on 
implication or otherwise, with any intention to delay a matter sub- | Privileges and Elections cannot ascertain the facts and make a 
mitted to them. Certainly in the case arising in Louisiana there is | decision between now and the Ist day of November! 
no such disposition, Any person familiar with the examination of When the Pinchback case was before the Senate I contended to the 
these subjects will come to the conclusion without hesitation that to | best of my poor ability that he had no prima facie case. Why? Be- 
treat them with any kind of justice, to allow them to present the | cause a committee of this body had investigated all the facts of the 
case so that the Senate will be informed upon the question and be | election of the so-called legislature by whom he was appointed a Sen- 
able to act advisedly, would require a longer time than that named. | ator, and we had their report upon our desks amounting to a thou- 
| think the Senate may well trust the committee to make their report | sand pages or more. I said that the Senate had investigated it; they 
as quickly as the circumstances of the case will admit, and that the | had ascertained the facts; the facts had become part of the history 
amendment should not be adopted. of thecountry ; and it was useless to talk about a prima facie case after 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland | our committee had fully and completely investigated all the facts 
who has proposed this amendment if he has any knowledge in his | about it. My friend from Vermont, in whose lead I followed in oppo- 
long senatorial experience of the Senate having adopted a direction | sition to Pinchback’s admission, weat a long step beyond me, and, if 
he will remember or will refer to his able argument, he maintained 


of this character? : 
| that no report of our committee was necessary at all to show that 





Mr. CONKLING, There never was such a thing, I am free to say. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I have been taught to believe in the ten oreleven | Pinchback had no prima facic case; that the facts which invalidated 
years that I have been here that an order of that character is equiv- 


his claim were part of the history of this country, of which every Sen- 
alent to a censure of the committee. If it is fit that this business | ator was bound officially to take notice ; that he took notice as a Sen- 
should go to a committee at all, as a majority of the Senate think it | ator what was the Legislature of a State; that he took notice as a 
is—undoubtedly they are deluded; I am beginning to believe that | Senator who was the governor of a State; that he took notice offi- 
minorities are right—then it is fit that they should take the time | cially, upon just that kind of information upon which a court takes 
necessary for the discharge of that daty. You may just as well | notice judicially of what is the history of the country, of what is the 
direct this committee to mars forthwith as to say that they shall 


government of a country; that the body which elected Pinchback 
report on the Ist of November, eleven working days from this time, | was not the Legislature of the State of Louisiana. 


and with the scene of operations distant, I suppose, nearly twothou- | Well, sir, if he will apply that same rule now to this ir vestigation, 
sand miles; I do not know how far it is to New Orleans. | he need not wait until the sun shall set to-day to decide this case. 
If, as this vote implies, we are to have areal and earnest inquiry | Let him just apply that same rule, and he will want no three weeks 
as to the state of things in Louisiana and as to the legal composition | or two weeks or one week or one day to decide this case. 
of the respective bodies of men who have claimed to be legislatures | But, sir, I am not driven to take that advanced ground of my 
there, then it must be manifest to everybody that you cannot tell a | friend from Vermont. We have before us already, in reports made 
committee, to say nothing of the affront that the thing implies, that | by a committee of this body at the last session, in much more elabo- 
they shall report in one day, or two days, or two weeks, or two | rate reports made by a committee of the House of Representatives, 
months, or three months, because no man can tell in advance how | every material fact in thigease. We have them here, and it is simply 
long a time will be necessary justly and truly to ascertain the facts. | shutting our eyes to the testimony to say that we are not able to de- 
Is it the truth that somebody is afraid of, and would desire to go it | cide this case. 
prima facie, as used to be the old talk here; or is everybody desirous | Mr. EDMUNDS. 
of having officially before us the real state of the case? Mr. THURMAN. Certainly, sir. 
If I were opposed to getting at the truth and wished to make this| Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator does not agree with what he states 
reference a mere pretense in order to comply with ordinary observ- | to have been my position, correctly or incorrectly, as to what the 
ances and to grab victory that I was not honestly entitled to, then | Senate can take judicial notice of, how does the Sevator get hold of 
certainly I should vote for two weeks, because it would be no better 


| evidence in the possession of the House of Representatives to guide 
for the truth than to vote for two hours—not a bit; but of course | him as a Senator in determining who belongs to the Senate from 
nobody is for that. I beg everybody to believe that I do not suspect | Louisiana? 


anybody is for that. It is only because the millennium has suddenly Mr. THURMAN. 
come that it is thought best not to look back even to ascertain who | 
is entitled to be a Senator, but to take the last chap, the eleventh- 
hour man, as being the true saint. That may be good democratic doc- | 
trine, and, as I am about half the time, I believe, a democrat, I do not 
know but that Ishall come to believe in it. But 1 dosabmit that if we | 
are to regard the vote that has been taken as one that expresses the 
sense of this body, then do not let us make it a mere sham as well as | 
un affront to the committee by putting on this or any other amend- 
ment of this character. Even if it were for two years, it would be 
false in principle. The redress for any undue delay of the commit- 
tee is found in one of the rules which authorizes any Senator at any | of universal law are that everybody may take judicial notice of the 
time, particularly in a matter of privilege, but at any time that any- | history of the country ? 

body can get the floor any day about any matter, to move to dis-| Mr. THURMAN. I do not know that anybody is bound to take ju- 
charge a committee ; and if the Senate is satisfied that the committee | dicial notice of the history of the country more than anybody else 
has not done its duty in proceeding with the case, they can take it | or that anybody has any more right to take notice of it than anybody 
out of its hands and proceed with it in the Senate. Therefore I hope | else. [Laughter. ] 

my friend from Maryland will withdraw the amendment and treat Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course not. That is exactly why I asked my 
this as he and I have treated former cases of this kind, acting togeth- | friend the question. He says I am wrong; he does not agree with 
er, as one to be fairly and speedily, I will say, inquired into, with | me that we can take judicial notice of what is the Legislature of the 
all the speed consistent with justice, and decided upon its merits. | State of Louisiana, but that we can take some other kind of notice, 
Then I hope we shall have the millennium. personally or otherwise, of what is the history of the country, 

Mr. THURMAN, Mr. President, at no time since March 4, 1873, Mr. THURMAN. The Senator entirely mistook me. I did not say 





May I ask the honorable Senator a question ? 


I do not know that there is any such technicality 
in the question which requires a Senator to shut his eyes whenever 
he leaves the Senate Chamber; that his vision is to be bounded by 
these walls, and that he cannot see or notice or hear or read or be- 
lieve anything that is not foand on the Journals of this body or spoken 
in this Chamber. I do not limit my knowledge of facts to any such 
circumscribed area at all. If facts have been found by a committee 
of the House of, Representatives which have passed into the history 
of the country, I am content to take them, at least until they are con- 
troverted and proved to be false. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But does not the Senator agree that the principles 
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he was wrong. I said only that he, being a man of great progress— 
1 did not say that, but that is what L meant—of very far-reaching 
views, was very apt to be a step or two abead of me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ah! 

Mr. TILURMAN. I did not say the Senator was wrong. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 seem to be on this question. 

Mr. THURMAN. I said I could not follow him with equal steps. 
I did not say he was wrong; I only said I worked ont the case with- 

out going quite as far as be did; but certainly I do say that, if the 
Senator was right then, it is quite useless that weeks should be 
wasted in determining this case now. 

No, Mr. President, there can be no doubt about it. Here at the 
very last session this committee had the case of Kellogg before it. 
We have been told, I believe, on this floor that it was ready to report. 
I think that was said. If not I take back the assertion. Was it not 
so said? 

Mr. EATON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THURMAN. The committee had the case before them then. 
They must have made some investigation upon it. They must have 
had some facts upon which to investigate. Now that very same 
committee say that from now until the Ist day of November, thirteen 
or fourteen days, or two weeks, is not sufticient time to enable them 
to arrive at the facts upon which they were ready to report last 
March. 

Mr. CONKLING. They can make that same report now. 

Mr. THURMAN. Oh, they can make that same report. They have 
some additional facts to learn, I grant; but nobody will deny that 
those additional facts are part of the history of this country, of which 
we all take notice. Does anybody say it is not a fact of which we 
take notice that Francis T. Nicholls is, de facto at least if not de jure, 
governor of the State of Louisiana? Does anybody say that he does 
not judicially take notice that the body by whom Spofford was elected 
is recognized as the Legislature of the State and that there is no other 
body in existence claiming to be the Legislature ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If Ido not interrupt my friend, and I certainly 
do not wish to do so 

Mr. THURMAN. Iam so accustomed to be interrupted that it has 
yassed into a habit. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If it is a pleasnre to my friend, then I will inter- 
rupt him again. I wish to ask him, supposing what he says to be | 
trne, as I myself suppose it to be, that Mr. Nicholls is at the present | 
moment the de facto governor of tho State of heviieas~ail I will 
take it for the purpose of the argument that this legislature on the 
day that it voted for Mr. Spofford was the de facto legislature of the 
State—taking all that to be true, what I wish my friend to explain 
is how it follows that Mr. Spofford is therefore the Senator from that 
State. Suppose the Legislatures of the States of Ohio and Vermont 
should choose to elect somebody else in place of my honorable friend 
and myself—of course they never will, but suppose they should— 
and the credentials should come here. We should be told at once 
that the Senator from Ohio and myself should stand aside and the 
new people should be sworn in prima facie because there is the seal, 
there is the governor, and there is the Legislature, and yon are bonnd 
to presume that prima facie something has happened which entitled 
new men to be chosen, and it did not make any difference whether 
somebody was in the seat or not in it; it is a term just the same. 

Mr. THURMAN. What has happened to me a great many times— 
and if I were a vain man I should take it as a compliment, but as I 
am not a vain man I donot know that I can—is that some Senator 
rises to put a question the effect of which is simply that he makes a 
speech and sticks it right into the midst of mine. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; that helps it. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator has made an argument stronger for 
being brief, as all arguments are stronger for being condensed and 
brief. I have this to answer: The question is whether this commit- 
tee will have time between now ond the Ist of November to investi- 
gate the subject. If the Senator from Vermont is right in what he 
says, if what has taken place since last March has nothing to do with 
this case, that committee can ascertain the facts and it can report 
accordingly. It is not necessary to argue that question now. It will 
be time enough to argue it when the committee reports, since the 
case has gone to the committee; but I do say that, in order to ascer- 
taim what has taken place and to consider whether that has any 
effect on the title of Mr. Kellogg or on the title of Mr. Spofford, there 
is ample time between now and the Ist day of November. 

Again, I can very well understand that if there is involved in this 
question—not necessarily involved in the legal determination of it; 
having nothing to do with the legal determination of it; being the 
remotest thing possible from the adjudication of the legal rights of 
these parties; but if there is outside of that some circumstance that 
would make a discussion of this question unpleasant to certain par- 
ties at this time, that may be a reason for postponing it, perhaps for- 
ever, or at least for the term of four years or nearly so. But if there 
is nothing of that sort in the way, if there is no dread of a collision 
upon a railroad, if there is no fear of a smashing of engines and of cars 
as they come unfortunately head to head upon the same track—if 
there is nothing of that sort, and if this is simply a question to be 
decided as a court would decide it, according to the legal rights of 
the parties, then I say two weeks are ample time to determine it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not understand, I will say before the Sen- 
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ator sits down, what he means by this paraphrase or simile, what, 
he may call it, about railroads. If the Senator will be kind one ul 
to explain, I shall be obliged to him. -” 

Mr. THURMAN. I never shall undertake to explain anything 4, 
the Senator from Vermont which a man of the most ordinary con 
prehension must understand perfectly well; for that would be a eres 
insult to his superior ability. ” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am very sorry that my friend, with the great 
compliment to me as well as to himself, (because I assume that je 
understands what he has been saying; I take that for granted 
unwilling to answer, for I want to tell my good friend and everybody 
else that the people on this side of the Chamber are not the ranners 
of any railroads at all; that they are exactly what they have always 
been, the people who wish to promote the interests of the United 
Hates according to law; and that we do not imitate the habits of 
some otber people who shall be nameless—nobody in the Senate— 
of trying by any hocus-pocus to cover up differences of opinion jf 
they exist. Liberty of opinion on this side of the Chamber is one of 
the things that we always contend for; and when my friend learns 
that over there, it will perhaps be an advantage—I will not say to 
the people of the South, but to the people of Ohio. r 

Now, then, I want to say one weal upon the point in question. | 
wish to repeat the inquiry, put when I think my honorable friend 
from Maryland was not in his seat, that I propounded to him. I did 
not notice at the moment that he was away from his seat or I should 
not have asked the question. I will include also my friend from 
Ohio. I ask whether he knows of any instance in this body in which 
a committee to which an important subject was referred had been 
commanded to report by a particular day? If he does, if either of 
the Senators do, I shonld like to know, and “I pause for a reply,” as 
the fashionable phrase is. : 

Mr. WHYTE. I will reply afterthe Senator isthrough. I should 
like to explain the whole purpose of offering the amendment at the 
same time that I make the reply. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well, I will yield for that purpose, becanse 
I want to get at the fact. I want to have the instance and the ex- 
planation. 

Mr. WHYTE. I did not desire to give an answer “ yes” or “no” 
to the Senator from Vermont, without explaining the object which I 
had in offering the instructions. I agree with the Senator from Ver- 
mont that it isa very uncommon thing to order or direct any com- 
mittee of the Senate in regard to the discharge of their duty. 

Mr EDMUNDS. Is there any instance of it whatever ? 

Mr. WHYTE. I do not remember, during my service in the Sen- 
ate, of any instance whatever; but because there is no instance of 
that character it does not follow that there is the slightest impro- 
priety in it. On the contrary, it is a parliamentary usage, which the 
Senator from Vermont knows as well as I do, that not only are com- 
mittees instracted to report by a certain day, but various other in- 
structions are given to a committee, according to the pleasure of the 
body of which that committee is a component part. More than that, 
parliamentary bodies have ordered and directed committees to take 
charge of matters submitted to them for investigation, to retire from 
the Chamber and to report immediately, while the Chamber re- 
mained in session for that report; and, so far from it being an im- 
propriety, the very rules of the Senate provide for an amendment of 
this character in regard to a motion to refer to a committee. 

Therefore, it is not such a heinous offense, after all, to request that 
a committee report by a certain time. So far from my desiring to 
offer any discourtesy to any committee of the Senate, I trust that my 
character for politeness is sufficiently well established in this body 
not to allow any Senator to presume that I would be guilty of such 
conduct. I did it for this reason, as I will explain: In the first place, 
the chairman of that committee, as we all know with sorrow and 
regret, is lying ill at his residence in Indiana. We are all advised, 
much also to our sorrow, that there is no probability of his resuming 
his seat during the present special session of Congress. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But there is always a chairman of the commit- 
tee here. 

Mr. WHYTE. There is always a chairman; but that nice sense of 
delicacy which prevails in this body might induce that chairman, 
that vice-chairman as he is, not to call the committee together until 
the real chairman made his appearance; and I did not want to sub- 
ject that gentleman to doing a discourtesy of that character during 
the absence of his colleague on the committee. — 

Consequently, Mr. President, in order to relieve my polite friend 
from Oregon of any discourtesy to which our friend from Vermout 
might take exception, I offered these instructions to enable hin to 
call the committee together as doing so in obedience to the pleasure 
of the Senate to investigate this second case, because they have had 
time to investigate the first, that of Kellogg—they had ample time 
before to investigate that—to ae this second case which arises 
upon facts occurring since last March, and which are so fow in num- 
ber that an hour’s investigation will inform any intelligent commit- 
teeman ot them, so that they could inquire of the President of the 
United States or of the Departments, wherever the report may be 
found, all about the commission that went to Louisiana, for w hich 
we are asked to pay $6,000, for regulating affairs in the State of 
Louisiana. When the committee gets that report, gets the facts of 
the case in regard to the voting on the 24th of April hast, it has the 
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whole case of Mr. Spofford—it has Kellogg’s case already—and it can 
port back to the Senate by the Istof November without the slightest 
eS ia if it will give half an hour a day in the next two weeks or 
che nant twelve days to the investigation of this subject. 
1 cnbmitted the amendment furthermore in the interest of peace 
and tranquillity to our country. I did it so that the prosperity now 
nx arently dawning throughout the land may go on and lift our peo- 
a pe of the slough of despond high up on the plane of happiness 
snd commercial success. It was for that purpose, to get this ever- 
) sting contest about Louisiana out of the way of legislative business 
that = might go on and discharge our duty to the people of the 
United States. I had no motive other than the good of all. I had 
no idea of casting any reflection upon the committee; but looking 
upon it as & parliamentary petvilegs, exercised over and over again 
jn all parliamentary bodies throughout the world, I thought that the 
facts of this case, even if it were not a general rule of the Senate, 
might prove to be a proper and laudable exception. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, it turns out to be true, then, that, 
as far as we now know, (because my friend from Ohio is silent and 
when he has anything to say he is never silent,) this is the first in- 
stance in the history of the Senate of the United States, a body sup- 
posed to possess some fidelity to its duty, in which a committee has 
been instructed, and this is not an instance now for that purpose, but 
proposed seriously to be instructed to make a report upon an import- 
ant topic within a given number of days, as —— who are under 
bond in a criminal case are sometimes required to appear to answer. 
And the Senator from Maryland and the Senator from Ohio attempt 
to excuse this, to sugar it over, upon a simple statement that one of 
the nine persons who compose the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions happens unfortunately to be ill at his residence. fees 

Will that do, Mr. President? I appeal to my friends, will it do, 
borrowing a phrase of my friend from Ohio, to make this thing stand 
upon that ground? Can we disguise from the eyes of anybody that 
the effect of this proposition—not its motive of course, but the effect 
of this proposition—is to say to the committee, “ You shall make no 
inquiry at all, no matter whether that inquiry extends into the do- 
main of facts not within the judicial notice of this body, or whether 
it does not,” for it is sometimes desirable, let me tell my friend from 
Ohio, that in respect of those facts of which we are bound to take 
notice there should be a careful inquiry and collation of those facts 
for the convenience and information of every member of the Senate. 
Of course we all agree that we are bound to take notice of what the 
law is, and yet everybody knows that it is the every-day practice, 
and always has been and always ought to be, to send to the Law Com- 
mittee of this body questions of law for consideration, not to be re- 
ported upon within five days or ten days or ee but to be reported 
upon as soon as practicable, according to the rules, for as the rules 
now are it is the duty of every committee to report upon every sub- 
ject committed to it as soon as it practicably can in the discharge of 
its duty. Nobody disputes that. So, then, you do not gain a step in 
this pressure by undertaking to say that this is a matter of which we 
can all take notice. I am not altogether sure that my friends on the 
other side of this Chamber could have stated, as certainly I could not 
this morning, whether Mr. Spofford, this present claimant, was claim- 
ing to the exclusion of Kellogg or for the other seat to which that 
State is entitled. We can find that out, of course, and we can find 
out what the constitution of Louisiana is, by our own investigation, 
and we are bound to know it; but I do not feel bound, for one, to 
know everything personally at every moment of time. When I be- 
come sufficiently converted to take my seat over on the other side, 
undoubtedly I shall attain that state of perfection; but at present I 
do not happen to possess it. 

Therefore, agreeing entirely to what the Senator has imputed to 
me, if I correctly understood him, as to our duty to take judicial 
notice of what is the political body in the State of Louisiana that con- 
stitutes its lawful government, I yet desire to be informed by careful 
inquiry both as to fact and as to law of the real state of the case just 
as a judge in a court being bound to know the law and the statutes 
and the history of the country desires a case to be presented, to be 
argued by counsel and time given for consideration in order that he 
may decide, not for his party, not for his family, not for his passion 
— prejudice, but for the truth. Can anybody dispute that? I 
take it, not. 

There is, then, Mr. President, as it seems to me, an evident tend- 
ency in this motion—and I certainly excuse my friend from Maryland 
of any such intent—a tendency in the motion from its natural effect 
to cause this Senate to say that there shall be no inquiry and report 
at all which shall present to us for our consideration a history and 
statement of this case, whether it be of facts that we might take 
notice of ourselves or of those that we might not; I make no dis- 
tiuction. It is not important to this purpose. Now,I hope Senators 
Will not insist upon that. It is not right. As I have said before, and 
have said with entire sincerity, Ido not know at all what my own 
opinion will be, when these matters come to be collated and brought 
to muy attention again, in respect of the rights of these claimauts, 
and Ido not wish to be forced to vote one way or the other until 
there can be a full and complete inquiry and report upon the sub- 


ject. 


Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, allusion was made by my friend 
the Senatur from Ohio to an examination which was made by the 
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Committee on Privileges and Elections of the Kellogg case at the 
last extra session of the Senate. It is true that the committee did to 
some extent consider that case, and it is also true, as stated by him, 
that the committee were prepared to make a report; but that report 
would have been that Mr. Kellogg having been elected by a Legisla- 
ture which was returned as elected by the returning-board, he had a 
prima facie right to his seat. Now, I suppose that if this case also 
goes there the committee will be required to investigate not only 
that but certain other matters. 

It is claimed here by the Senator from Ohio and other Senators upon 
his side of this Chamber that events have since happened which 
make that election, whatever it may have been, null and void, and 
which enabled another body to choose a Senator who has a right to 
aseat here. The matters of fact involved in that question have never 
been investigated at all, and the committee in order to report on this 
case will be obliged to ascertain what the facts were which produced 
this change, by what methods a Legislature which was legal, or 
which might have been legal, was converted into no Legislature at all ; 
by what methods a Legislature which was not legal and which had 
not a quoruin of members declared to be legally elected by the proper 
authorities became in the end a legal Legislature. 

liow can the Committee on Privileges and Elections report upon 
this case for the information of the Senate, unless they can state to 
the Senate the means whereby that change was produced? Suppose 
it should turn out that the Legislature which elected Mr. Kellogg 
had a legal existence ; that without any fraud on the part of the re- 
turning-board sufficient to vitiate its proceedings the members who 
sat in that Legislature were declared to be elected; suppose that a 
majority of that Legislature voted for Mr. Kellogg—suppose that ap- 
pears to the committee: then, as I understand, it is claimed that cer- 
tain events have since happened which render all that null; and 
before the Senate can decide intelligibly whether that is so or not, 
I apprehend it will be incumbent on that committee to ascertain 
what the events were which have brought abont that change. How 
else can the Senate be informed by the committee as to what its duty 
is in the premises ? 

Another thing, Mr. President. Suppose that a portion of the com- 
mittee say that the frauds committed by the returning-board were 
such as to vitiate their proceedings, that the returns by which the 
Packard legislature, so called, was elected were not made in accord- 
ance with law and were the product of fraud; that question has not 
been investigated. The only question upon which the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections took testimony was upon the vote for elect- 
ors in the State of Louisiana. I venture to say to my friend from 
Ohio that not a single member of the committee examined that evi- 
dence at all with reference to seeing how it bore on the question of 
the election of members of the Legislature. 

In order to ascertain whether or not there is any ground for the 
charge against the returning-board that they made up a fraudulent 
and illegal legislature, the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
will be obliged to examine this great mass of testimony, consisting of 
thousands of pages, with a view to ascertain that fact. That cannot 
be done properly before the Ist of November; it is impossible; and 
I hope that the committee will not be put in a position where they 
will be under the implied censure of this Chamber for not doing what 
it will be absolutely impossible for them to do. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I desire to say that, as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, I do not regard the 
motion of the Senator from Maryland as reflecting at all upon that 
committee, nor do I believe that any delay whatever is necessary in 
order to enable us to make a proper and intelligent report to the 
Senate in reference to the questions arising upon the credentials of 
Mr. Spofford. I perhaps should not have referred to what took place 
last March in committee if it had not been brought up by what was 
announced before. It is true, as has been stated, that the Kellogg 
credentials were examined and that a report was agreed upon by a 
majority of the committee. I now announce that there was a minor- 
ity who did not concur in the conclusions of that majority. 

So far as that question is concerned, therefore, the question of Kel- 
logg’s prima facie case, it has already been passed upon by the com- 
mittee, and it is not to be presumed that that committee will reverse 
its decision of March last. I do not expect such a result. 

Then the only question to be investigated is the claim of Mr. Spof- 
ford, and that claim is founded on facts which are patent to the whole 
country, and a man must be entirely oblivious to what has been tak- 
ing place if he expects to receive any additional light on that sub- 
ject. In fact there is no power now vested in the committee to ascer- 
tain a single fact that is not already in possession of the Senate. You 
have no authority here in this committee to send for persons and pa- 
pers, to examine witnesses, to ascertain any facts whatever in refer- 
ence to the election of Mr. Spofford but such as are facts of public his- 
= known to the whole country. 

hen why delay? We do not propose to examine any witness, for 
there is no authority given to the committee to send for persons and 
papers or examine any person. I would have no objection to seeing 
the electoral commission brought before the committee and to having 
them examined; I would have no objection to seeing the commission 
sent down to Louisiana by Mr. Hayes brought before the committee 
and being examined; and if there is to be delay I hope the Senator 
from New Hampshire or the Senator from Vermont will propose to 
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clothe this committee with ample power to investigate the actual 
condition of facts; but if no additional facts are to be ascertained, if 


there is nothing new to be inquired into except what is known to the | 


whole country, then I apprehend that one week, much less two weeks, 
is ample time for this committee to come to its conclusion. 


For one I hope this amendment will prevail. It is no reflection | 
upon the committee, but will relieve the committee from the embar- | 


rassment it might feel because of the absence of the chairman of the 
committee, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. WiuyYTE,] on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. WITHERS, (when Mr. JouNnsTon’s name was called.) On this 
question my colleague (Mr. JOHNSTON] is paired with the Senator 
from Minnesota, (Mr. WinpoM.] If present, my colleague would vote 
“ vea.” 

Mr. McMILLAN, (when Mr. WiInpDom’s name was called.) My col- 
league (Mec. WINDOM] is detained from the Senate at present and 
desired me to say that he was paired with the Senator from Virginia, 
{Mr. Jounsron.] If the Senator from Virginia were present he 
would vote “ yea” and my colleague would vote “ nay.” 

The roll-eall having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 31, nays 35; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesars. Bailey, Barnum, Bayard, Beck, Coke, Davis of Illinois, Davis of 
West Vireinia, Dennis, Eaton, Garland, Gordon, Grover, Harris, Hereford, Hill, 
Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, McCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Maxey, Mer- 


1imen, Morgan, Randolph, Ransom, Paulsbury, Thurman, Wallace, Whyte, and 
Withers—31. 

NAYVS—Mesers. Allison, Anthony, Blaine, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron 
of Pennsylvania, Cameron ot Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Conover, 
Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, Ferry, Hamlin, Hoar, Howe, Ingalls, Jones of § evada 
Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews, Mitchell, M: rrill, Oglesby. Paddock, Patterson, 
Rollins, Sargent, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, and Wadleigh —35. 


A BSENT—Messrs. Armstrong, Cockrell, Johnston, Morton, Plumb, Sharon, and 


Windom—7. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I wish now to make an addition 
to the resolution to which I think there will be no objection. 

The Senate has twice signified its purpose to adhere to the decision 
made in March and refer this subject to a committee to be examined 
and reported upon, Some observation fell from the Senator from Ohio, 
and perhaps from other Senators, indicating a possible difference of 
opinion as to the force of rule 59; in other words, some possible doubt 


as to whether the reference of the credentials of William Pitt Kel- | 


logg remains operative still. Therefore, asserting nothing about the 
true construction of the rule, but in language intended to avoid that, 
I propose to add at the end of the resolution such a recital as will 


prevent any doubt as to the committee having the whole subject com- | 


mitted to it; in other words, such an amendment as will clearly mani- 
fest to the committee that they are expected in the report they make 
to say anything that they have to say, as well touching the creden- 
tials so called of William Pitt Kellogg as touching the credentials so 
called of Mr. Spotford; in short that there may be no idea that the 
subject has been split in twain or that part of itis before the commit- 
tee and the residue not. I have sent to the Clerk the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from New York will be read. 

The Cuizr CLerk. At the end of the resolution it is proposed to 
insert : 

The credentials of W. P. Kellogg, claiming the same seat in the Senate, having 
been heretofore referred to said committee and being now before it. 

So that if amended the resolution will read: 


Resolved, That the credentials of Henry M. Spotford, claiming to be a Senator | 


from the State of Louisiana, be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, the credentials of W. P. Kellogg claiming the same seat in the Senate hav- 
ing been heretofore referred to said committee and being now before it. 

Mr. THURMAN. There is no greater master of language in this 
body than the Senator from New York, and I am therefore surprised 
on hearing bis amendment read to find it prefaced by his assertion 
that he did not intend by it to decide the question of what is the 
meaning of the fifty-ninth rale, because his amendment does neces- 
sarily decide it, for he affirms in it the credentials of Kellogg are 
now before that committee. That is deciding the question at once. 

Now, sir, is it trae in law or in fact that those credentials are be- 
fore that committee? They are not before it in fact, as we have been 
informed, They are not before it in law, unless the construction of 
the fifty-ninth rule contended for by the Senator from New York is 
correct, and I am willing to submit that to anybody who will look 
at it fairly and upon the view which I preseuted yesterday, that 
that fifty-ninth rule has no application whatever to any session ex- 
cept a session of Congress, and the last session of this body, the exec- 
utive session of March, was not a session of Congress at all. That 
rule is expressly limited to proceedings at the second subsequent ses- 
sion of a Congress, and has no application whatever to the case which 
is now before the Senate. 

Certainly if the credentials of Mr. Spofford are to be before the 
committee, as it seems a majority of the Senate intends they shall 
be, I do not object to the credentials of Kellogg being before the com- 
mittee too; but I do not want an amendment adopted which affirms 
an interpretation of that rule which I believe to be an entirely wrong 
interpretation and which I believe is contrary to the usage of the 
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Senate in all similar cases; at least if it is not so, 1 have been 1 ! 

| formed. —e 
Mr. CONKLING. Suppose we use this phraseology : “The erodes, 
tials of William Pitt Kellogg being deemed before the committe. +> 

| Mr. THURMAN. That will not do any better. Let the Sey stor 
say: “Aud said committee shall also consider and report upon th 
| credentials of Wiliam Pitt Kellogg,” and that decides nothing, ‘pj. 
| if the credentials are before the committee of course they are 


} 
hen 


affected; if they are not before the committee, that will be a siee 


| ence of them to the committee. 

| Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I do not care about the dots of 
| te ’s or the cross of the t's. I can see why the Senator wants ty 
| have the record show that the Senate deemed affirmative action, sy}, 
stantive action necessary to clothe the committee with jurisdiction 
to deal with the credentials of William Pitt Kellogg, because, yey, 
| unadvisedly as I think, although not so hastily as 1 supposed, th) 
| Senator from Ohio put himself upon a construction of the rnp 
| which I believe to be fallacious. When I took up the papers Jas: 
| evening which had come here from various parts of the country, | 
was informed for the first time that this rule 59 had been the subjec+ 
of elaborate and multitudinous consideration, that the construction 
which was propounded here by the honorable Senator from Objo, jy 
place of being as I supposed a corruscation of his genius of invention 
at the moment, was the construction which had been resolved by tie 
representatives of a great body of people to be contended for as the 
construction of this rule. 

I say this, Mr. President, by way of making atonement to my hon- 
orable friend from Ohio for the very crude and impromptu suggestions 
which fell from me touching the construction of this rule. Had | 
known that an wcumenical council had been held, that the hiv) 
priests of the democracy had been sitting in solemn conclave, or that 
the public supposed they had, over this rule, and had come to the con. 
clusion that it was necessary to maintain that because the two Houses 
of Congress did not sit in March last after the 4th of March a ques. 
tion of transcendent importance which without a rule, as I believe, 
would not lapse or die, had fallen to the ground and perished utterly 
out of the proceedings of the Senate—had I known that great author- 
ity had deemed it necessary to maintain that construction, I shoul 
have risen in the presence of the honorable Senator from Ohio with 
still greater trepidation than I felt, humbly to dissent from that con- 
clusion. 

The honorable Senator has been pleased to say that whoever will 
look fairly at this rule will think with him. I know he does not 
mean me, because I discovered from some observations that fell from 
him yesterday that he did not suppose I could look fairly at this rule, 
if indeed at anything else. [Laughter.] But I beg to assure the 
Senator that after reading the public announcements on this subject 
and surveying the immense proportions of this question, understand- 
ing the elaboration with which it was said to have been cousidered, 
and greatly impressed by the facts in the midst of which I speak, | 
have reconsidered this rule, and I have heard it discussed by par- 
liamentarians much more experienced than I am; and fortitied by 
their judgment, some of them being those who at the moment were 
disposed to coincide with the Senator from Ohio but who on retlection 
havo reversed that impression, I am now more clear than I was yes- 
terday that the jurisdiction of the Committee on Elections of the 
credentials of Kellogg is just as plain as that jurisdiction will be of 
the credentials of Spofford after this resolution shall have passed. 
But then, as I say, I do not flatter myself that I am of that unnun- 
bered selection of persons intended by the Senator from Ohio when 
he speaks of those who can fairly look ata proposition. To that | 
see the Senator nods assent, and his assent to anything, however 
doubtful or however transparent, is of great value in this body. 

Mr. President, by way of reconciling the Senator from Ohio and 
healing the ditferences which I discover to exist in the party of which 
he is the distinguished leader, I wish to accept the amendment that 
he offered, particularly if he will be kind enough to repeat his words, 
and I will ask the Secretary to put them into the amendment I offered 
so that the committee shall report also upon the credentials of Wil- 
liam Pitt Kellogg; and I will take occasion in accepting that amend- 
ment to file a caveat for myself against the construction of the rule 
which it may hereafter be contended these words seek to nourish or 
to fortify. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let the Clerk write down what I dictate. In- 
stead of the amendment suggested by the Senator from New York, 
say: 

And said committee shall also consider and report upon the credentials of Wi! 
liam Pitt Kellogg. 

The Caer CLerK. The amendment, as modified, reads: 

And the said committee shall also consider and report upon the credentials of 
William Pitt Kellogg. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on this amendment pro- 

by the Senator from New York as amended at the suggestion 
of the Senator from Ohio. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. As thus amended will the Senate agree 
to the resolution offered by the Senator from Ohio? 

The resolution, as amended, was agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the credentials of Henry M. Spofford, claiming to be a Senator 
from the State of Lanisiana, be referred to the Committee on Priviloges aud Lice- 
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tions; and the aaid committee shall also consider and report upon the credentials of 
William Pitt Kellogg. 


Mr. THURMAN. vi 
tor from the State of Louisiana. , 7 bi. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I believe there is a privileged 
ouestion on the table, which was laid over until to-day; and if we 
a to take things in order, I think we — to have that. 7 
” Mr. THURMAN. I have aright to make this motion at any time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That may be, but the question is whether a cer- 
tain resolution is not before the Senate as a matter of course ? 

Che VICE-PRESIDENT. This is not. If a Senator offers creden- 
tials, any motion or resolution in reference to them is in order. The 
yresentation of credentials is in order. 

I Mr. EDMUNDS. If there are any credentials to be presented, let 
s hear them. 

, = THURMAN. My motion is that J. B. Eustis be sworn as a 

Senator from the State of Louisana. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Have the credentials hitherto been pre- 
sented ? 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair then holds that the unfinished 
business of the Senate of yesterday takes precedence of that, the 
preference only being given to the presentation of credentials. 

Mr. THURMAN. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
walt. 

Mr. THURMAN. It has all been disposed of. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So it may be, but I want to get it off the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
which is the unfinished business. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


You will find out in half a minute if you will 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be discharged from 
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I now move that J. B. Eustis be sworn as Sena- | 
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This report was 





Mr. THURMAN. I will state all the facts fairly. 
made on the 28th of January, 1576: 


The Committee on Privileges and Elections, to whom were referred the papers 
relating to the election of J. B. Eustis to a seat in this body by the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana, beg leave to report that in their opiuion there is no vacaney 
in the office of Senator from the State of Louisiana, P. B. S. Pinchback having 


| been elected in January, 1873, to the term beginning on the 4th of Mareb, 1873. 


I do not know what that unfinished business is. | 


The Secretary will report the resolution | 


the further consideration of the credentials of William Pitt Kellogg as a Senator | 


from the State of Louisiana, now under its consideration. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The decision of the Senate which I desired to 
obtain upon the disputed question as to the right of this committee 
to consider that question having now been obtained by the order that 
they shall consider it, I beg leave to withdraw the resolution just 
read, which was yesterday offered by me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont asks leave 
to withdraw his resolution. The Chair hears no objection, and it is 
withdrawn. 

Mr. THURMAN 
aworh. 
stands. 

For the senatorial term commencing the 4th of March, 1873, the 
regular term of six years, two persons claimed seats in this body. P. 
B.S. Pinchback and J. B. Eustis; Pinchback elected by a body known 
as the Kellogg legislature of 1372, Eustis elected by what was known 
familiarly as the Wheeler legislature. The credentials of Mr. Eustis 
were presented to the Senate—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator to state exactly what his 
proposition ist 

Mr. THURMAN, I have moved that Mr. Eustis be sworn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then may I ask the Chair whether the credentials 
of Mr. Eustis have been referred to any committee or whether they 
are in the Secretary’s possession ? 

Mr. THURMAN. I will state in a moment how the case is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the inquiry in order, if the credentials do 
not fall within the scope of business which cannot go over, to say that 
I think it might be as well to wait until to-morruw before—— 

Mr. THURMAN. If the Senator will allow me, I will not take be- 
yond ten minutes, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I reserve all points of order. 

Mr. THURMAN, I am very sorry that I am interrupted, because I 
wish the Senate to understand clearly how the matter stands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My only object was to preserve my right to ask 
that the motion go over until to-morrow, if I desire to do so. 

Mr. THURMAN. To go back—for I wish this matter to be under- 
stood—for the term of six years beginning on the 4th of March, 1873, 
two persons presented themselves from the State of Louisiana, each 
claiming to have been elected Senator. The first was P. B. 8. Pinch- 
back, elected by a body familiarly known as the Kellogg legislature 
of 187273. The other person was J. B. Eustis, autel by the body 
familiarly called in Louisiana the Wheeler or compromise legislature, 
at a subsequent date. The credentials of Pinchback were presented 
and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections and led 
to a discussion that lasted nearly four years. The credentials of Mr. 
Eustis were presented on the 18th day of January, 1876, and on the 
“Ath day of the same month referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. On the 28th day of that same month, being Jannary 
25, 1876, that committee reported adversely to the right of Eustis. 
The report is very short, a simple paragraph, and I will take the 
liberty to read it, becanse I want it to appear upon what ground it 
Was that they reported against Mr. Eustis. 

= CONKLING, Is that the last report, may I inquire? 

Mr. THURMAN. ‘The only report on Eustis. 


f Mr. CONKLING. And the credentials were afterwards referred 
ut no report made. 


Now, I make the motion that Mr. Eustis be 
A very brief statement will show the Senate how this case 





fase therefore recommend that the papers relating to Mr. Eustis be laid upon the 
table. 


Two things appear by this report: First, that the committee recog- 


| nized the fact that the body that elected Eustis was the Legislature 


of Louisiana. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
ator get that? 

Mr. THURMAN. Becanse they say s0; and inasmuch as nobody 
_ ever disputed it, republican, democrat, radical, or anybody else, 
that 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. THURMAN. I pray 

Mr. CONKLING. I havea right to state the point of order before 
the Senator does pray. I have a right to interrupt him on a question 
of order, and I do it now, since we see that we are to have, as might 
have been anticipated, a debate on the merits of this question. 

The record of the Senate shows—I have it in my hand—that on the 
10th day of March, 1877, on the motion of the Senator from Ohio these 
credentials which he is now talking about were taken from the files 
of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elee- 
tions; and the record shows that no report has been made. My point 
of order is that the Senator is out of order; that his motion is out of 
order; that these credentials are before the committee and not be- 
fore the Senate ; and that I say is true under the fifty-ninth rule, and 
I respectfully submit the point of order and ask for a decision. 

Mr. THURMAN. Well, Mr. President, I have a word to say on the 
point of order. In the first place I have this to say about it: that it 
does seem to me to be a very extraordinary thing that every figment 
that can be seized hold of to prevent this State from being repre- 
sented seems to be seized hold of. Mr. President, what is this point 
of order? Suppose these credentials were before the committee, 
confessedly before them; suppose there was no question about it ; 
suppase they had been referred to the committee yesterday; still I 
should like to know how it is out of order for me to move that Mr. Eus- 
tis besworn. What is to prevent the Senate from ordering that a man 
be sworn because certain credentials have been referred to the com- 
mittee? It might be discourteous to the committee, but it would not 
be ont of order at all. 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘Certainly it would, unless you move under the 
rules to discharge the committee. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator may say I should move to discharge 
the committee from the consideration. I grant that would be the 
more regular way to do that; but I should have aright, and any Sen- 
ator would have aright, and the Senate would have a right to pass by 
that reference and immediatly order that the Senator-elect should 
be sworn in. There is no matter of order about it, therefore. 

But, sir, does not every one see that the Senator interposes by this 
point of order the question which we discussed yesterday of the mean- 
ing of the fifty-ninth rule, whether these papers are now in the Sec- 
retary’s office or whether they are in the committee? And we are to 
stop the decision of whether or not a Senator shall take his seat on 
this floor in order to discuss this quéstion of rules, forsooth, and have 
a long debate over it, instead of coming at once to the question, is 
Mr. Eustis entitled to a seat on this floor or not! Whether he is or 
not can in no wise depend upon the meaning of this fifty-ninth rule ; 
and why should we stick in the bark? Why not go on, when the facts 
are all before us, and determine this question? Here is a gentleman 
whose credentials are presented. There is no other person here claim- 
ing the seat. There are no other credentials that conflict with his. 
He is the sole claimant to this seat so far as we know, and he is the 
man who was reported against not on account of any defect in his 
own title affecting the regularity of his election, but simply upon the 
ground that there was no vacancy ; that Pinchback had been elected, 
and therefore that there was no vacancy. But the Senate of the 
United States decided that Pinchback had not been elected. The Sen- 
ate of the United States overruled that report made by the committee, 
put an end to it, and took away the whole foundation of the report 
against Eustis. Now, should not Eustis be sworn in? 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I dislike to deprive myself and 
the Senate of the speech of the honorable Senator, but 1 think my 
duty compels me to call his attention and yours, Mr. President, to the 
fortieth rule, which I venture to read : 


From what language of the report does the Sen- 








A question of order may be raised at any stage of the business, except when the 
Senate is dividing, and, when raised, shall be decided by the presiding officer, 
without debate, subject to an appeal to the Senate; or he may submit any question 
of order for the decision of the Senate. 

Any observance of the rules by me is trivial compared to their ob- 
servance by the distinguished Senator from Ohio; and I submit to 
him that he ought not, in flat defiance of two rules of the Senate, not 
only of this one but of another, persist in debating the merits of a 
question when a point of order is raised to the effect that the question 
cannot be before us. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is well taken. The 
Chair will say to the Senator from Ohio that he desires himself to 
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hear all that can be said in relation to the fifty-ninth rule; and while 
he will not decide it himself he cannot doubt the meaning or inten- 
tion of the rule. The primary object of the rule seems to relate to 
the safe custody of papers which have been presented during a ses- 
sion of Congress and have not been disposed of; that they shall not 
lic loose about the committee-rooms, but that they shall be gathered 
up and taken to the office of the Secretary of the Senate. The next 
object of the rule seems to be a proper distribution of the papers 
when Congress shall again convene; that, without tho special order 
of the Senate in cach particular instance, under operation of the rule 
the Secretary of the Senate shall send to the respective committees 
the papers belonging to them. 

The Chair does not see that a question of principle is involved in 
thecriticism which the Senator from Ohio makes, that the last was not 
a session of Congress. Certainly it was a session of the Senate; and 
the question of the right to a seat in this body is certainly as impor- 
tant a question as can arise at any session of Congress. He has no 
doubt himself that the intention of the rule is first to secure the care- 
ful and safe custody of the papers, and next to save the Senate the 
labor of making a distinct reference in each case. However, he will 
submit the qnestion to the Senate, and unless the Senate object the 
Chair will submit it generally, so that it shall not only cover this case 
but the case of other papers which were referred and undisposed of 
at the close of the late session of the Senate. If he hears no objec- 
tion he will submit it in that way. 

Shall all subjects referred to committees and not reported upon 
at the close of the last preceding session of thie body in March last, 
and returned to the office of the Secretary of the Senate, be returned 
to the several committees to which they had previously been re- 
ferred? Is the Senate ready for the question? As many as favor 
the proposition as stated by the Chair will say “ay;” those opposed, 
“no.” [Putting the question.] The Chair is unable to determine. 

A division being called for, the ayes were 30 and the noes 26. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The construction placed by the Chair 
upon the rule will be regarded as its construction. 

Mr. THURMAN. It follows, then, that my motion is out of order. 
Now I move that the Committee on Privileges and Elections be dis- 
eae from the further consideration of the credentials of J. B. 
Sustis. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rather think as every figment is to be seized, 
as my friend seems very evidently to prove, that that motion will lic 
over until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion will lie over under the rule, 
if objection be made. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ishallaskto proceed withitto-morrow. I believe 
it will be the first business in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to proceed with it myself to-day. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at three o’clock and sixteen min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
FRIDAY, October 19, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read aud approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. THURMAN perenne the petition of Thomas Worthington, of 
Warren County, Ohio, praying a balance of compensation due for fur- 
nishing water to United States troops at Camp Dennison, Ohio, dur- 
ing the late war; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

ir. WITHERS presented the petition of Mrs. Mary Hackley, of 
Orange County, Virginia, praying the passage of a bill giving her the 
right to purchase certain land located by her late hasband, Richard J. 
Hackley, under the pre-emption act of April 22, 1876, in the State of 
Florida; which, together with the papers on the case now in the files 
of the Senate, was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. EATON presented the petition of George Spindler and others, 
letter-carriers of the city of Hartford, Connecticut, and citizens of 
that city, praying for an increase of compensation to letter-carriers ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented the petition of James F. 
Hunt and others, letter-carriers of the city of Milwaukee, Wiscon- 
sip, praying for an increase of compensation; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of William 
E. Still and others, letter-carriers of Allegheny city, Pennsylvania, 
praying for an increase of compensation; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the penne of I. A. Reed and others, business 
men of Allegheny City, Pennsylvania, praying for an increase of 
compensation to letter-carriers; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of 8, W. Babcock and others, letter- 
carriers of Boston, Massachusetts, praying for an increase of com- 
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nsation ; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
’ost-Roads. ; 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leaye ti 
introduce a bill (S. No. 48) for the relief of William T. Turner aoe 
Annie Turner, of Phillips County, Arkavsas; which was read ty 
by its title, and refe to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro. 
duce a bill (S. No. 49) for the relief of William Rorter, of P)j)jip, 
County, Arkansas; which was read twice by its title, and refered te 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro. 
duce a bill (8. No, 50) to establish certain post-routes ; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. PADDOCK asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, Jeayo 
to introduce a bill (8S. No. 51) for the relief of Albert Towle, postmas. 
ter at Beatrice, Nebraska; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 52) for the relief of C. H. Frederick, late a lieu. 
tenant-colonel in the Ninth Missouri Infantry ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro. 
duce a bill (8S. No. 53) for the relief of Albert Towle, postuiaster at 
Beatrice, Nebraska; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 54) to establish post-routes in the State of Nebraska; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8S. No. 55) for the relief of 
John W. Douglass; which was read twice by its title, and referre:| 
to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 56) to repeal certain sections of the Revised 
Statutes relating to the acquirement of titles to homesteads on the 
public domain by the cultivation of timber; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 57) to provide for the sale of a portion of the Fort 
Riley military reservation, in the State of Kansas; which was rea 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. EDMUNDS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 58) to prevent abuses in respect of the mile- 
age of district attorneys of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EATON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 59) authorizing the payment of prize-money 
to officers of the Farragut tleet for the destruction of enemy’s vessels 
in April, 1862; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WITHERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 60) for the relicf of owners and purcliasers 
of lands sold for direct taxes in insurrectionary States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Ile also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill(S. No. 61) for the relief of the Richmond Female Institute 
of Richmond, Virginia; which was read twice by its title, and, to- 
gether with the papers on the subject on the files of the Senate, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MERRIMON asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 62) to amend section 146 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to vacancies in the oflices of 
President and Vice-President ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. ; 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 63) to alter the times prescribed for holding the 
elections for electors for President and Vice-President and casting the 
vote in the electoral colleges for President and Vice-President ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on I’riv- 
ileges and Elections. : 

fe also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to iv- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 64) to repeal section 4716 of the Revised Stat- 
utes ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. ; 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 65) granting a new register to the schooner Carlo- 
ret; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit 
tee on Commerce. J 

Mr. BECK asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to |" 
troduce a bill (S. No. 66) for the relief of John Thorns, of Fayette 
County, Kentucky ; which was read twice by its title, aud referred 
to the Committee on Claims, i 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire, without previous notice, leave to intro- 
duce a bill and to state that I do not know anything of the merits or 
demerits of the bill or whether the claimant has been a loyal or dis- 
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Joyal man. I introduce it by request of a reputable firm of lawyers 
be hy ane consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
67) for the relief of John Taylor; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. , 

Mr. INGALLS asked, and by ananimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 68) authorizing the coining of the standard 
silver dollar and restoring its legal-tender character; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


PENSION AGENTS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Peusions be instructed to report by bill or 
otherwise reducing and properly adjusting the salaries and fees of pension agents. 


‘The resolution was considered by unanimous consent. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection the resolution 
will be regarded as agreed to, . 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wish the resolution may be considered as not 

yassed. I want to offer an amendment to it. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have no objection. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. HAMLIN. There is a word in it I did not understand. It is 

ight. 
OM INGALLS. If the Senator from Maine wilhdraws his request 
I will renew it for the purpose of asking the mover te add to the 
resolution a provision that the committee be further directed to inquire 
into the expediency of abolishing all pension agencies and providing 
that the sums due pensioners be paid direct from Washington. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If no objection be made that amend- 
ment will be added to the resolution. 

The resolution, as amended, was agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed to report by bill or 
otherwise reducing and properly adjusting the salaries and fees of pension agents; 
and that they also inquire into the expediency of abolishing all pension agencies, 
and providing hereafter for the payment of pensions at the Treasury of the United 
Slates. 

_ BANKRUPT LAW REPEAL. 

Mr. McCREERY presented an amendment to the bill (S. No. 35) to 
repeal the bankrupt law; which, with the bill, was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


SENATOR FROM LOUISIANA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business coming over 
from yesterday is the motion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THur- 
MAN] to discharge the Committee on Privileges and Elections from 
the further consideration of the credentials of J. B. Eustis. 

Mr. THURMAN. Iregret, Mr. President, that the interruptions 
which took place yesterday afternoon will compel me to repeat a por- 
tion of the statement that [then made; but I shall be very brief, this 
case being in a nutshell, and | trust that I shall not offend the patience 
of the Senate by such repetition. 

I said then that for the regular term commencing the 4th day of 
March, 1873, two persons presented credentials from the State of 
Louisiana, each claiming to have been elected Senator from that State. 
The first person was P. B. S. Pinchback; the second was Mr. Eustis. 
Pinchback claimed to have been elected in January, 1873; and thede- 
bate on his right to a seat in this body lasted nearly four years. Mr. 
Lustis claimed to have been elected in January, 1876. Mr. Pinchback 
claimed to have been elected by what was usually known as the Kel- 
logg legislature of 1872~73. Mr. Eustis was elected by what is famil- 
iarly known—and I hope I do not give offense to any one, for I cer- 
tainly do not intend it, by using the name by which that legislature 
has been commononly designated, using it as I do simply for conven- 
ience—Eustis was elected by the legislature commonly called in Lou- 
isiana the Wheeler-compromise legislature. 

There never has been any objection whatever made to the seating 
of Mr. Eustis in this body but one, and that objection was that there 
was no vacancy at the time he was elected ; that the seat was already 
filled by the election of Pinchback. If the seat were filled, of course 
there was no vacancy to which Mr. Eustis could be elected. The Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, to whom Mr. Eustis’s credentials 
were referred, reported adversely to him distinctly upon that ground 
and upon no other. The report is very short. I read it yesterday, but 
ax I hope to be listened to by Senators that they may understand this 
case I beg to read it again. It is a single paragraph. The report 
was made on the 28th of January, 1876: 


The Committee on Privil and Elections, to whom were referred the papers 
relating to the election of J. B. Eustis to a seat in this body by the Legislature of 
the Stato of Louisiana, beg leave to report that in their opinion there is no vacancy 
in the office of Senator from the State of Louisiana, P. B. S. Pinchback having 
been elected in January, 1873, to the term beginning on the 4th of March, 1873. 
a ed therefore recommend that the papers relating to Mr. Eustis be laid upon the 


Now, mark it, Senators. This report recognized the fact that the 
body which elected Mr. Eustis was the Legislature of the State of 
Louisiana, and in recognizing that fact it did nothing more than 
What was done by both political parties, indeed b every human be- 
ing, 1 think, in the State of Louisiana, aud by all 





her departments 


of government; by Governor Kellogg, then the executive of the State, 
who sent his messages to that Legislature, who approved bills passed 
by it, and who recognized it from the time of its organization until 
the expiration of his term as the lawful and valid Legislature of the 
State. In the same way that Legislature was recognized by every 
court in that State. Laws passed by it were enforced by the courts 
in all that State. The appropriations made by it were paid out of 
the treasury of that State. Thus, in every way in which the sanction 


of a people or the sanction of the departments of government could 


give validity to a legislative body, that body was recognized as the 
valid Legislature of that State. 

Then, recognizing the body which elected Mr. Eustis as the Legis- 
lature of the State, the committee report adversely to him simply be- 
cause they say there was no vacancy at thetime he wasclected. Why 
no vacancy? Because, they say, in January, 1873, Pinchback had 
been elected Senator for the regular term of six years, and therefore, 
say the committee, for that reason—and they give no other reason at 
all—they recommend that the papers relating to Mr. Eustis be laid upon 
the table. 

The chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, the 
distinguished Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Morton, ] was no less ex- 
plicit in thespeech which he delivered on the fourth day of February, 
1876, a few days after the making of the report. This was a speech 
on Pinchback’s case. In it he said: 

Mr. President, I shall only detain the Senate a short time this morning. This 

uestion has been before this body several times and ought to have been long ago 

ecided. The time has come when it ought to be decided in justice to the people 
and in justice to the State of Louisiana. One thing is certain; the State ot Lou- 
isiana is entitled to have another Senator on this floor. 

At the time that the Senator was speaking Louisiana had one Sen- 
ator here in the person of Mr. West, whose term has since expired. 


If Mr. Pinchback was not elected to the Senate, then the present Legislature is 
entitled to fill the vacancy. 


And that “present Legislature” was exactly the Legislature that 
elected Mr. Eustis. 

This proposition is indisputable, and this body has no right upon one pretext 
or another to keep the State from its representaiion. 

Whether Mr. Eustis has been elected in accordance with the forms of law has 
not been examined by the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and they have 
made no report upon that; bet one thing is certain, that if Mr. Pinchback was not 
elected the present Logislature of Louisiana is entitled to fill the vacancy; and 
whether it has been filled by the election of Mr. Eustis may not now bo a material 
question, though I cannot see why the forms of law have not been complied with 
in his case if there is a vacancy. 

Mark that. There is no man with a moie searching eye than the 
Senator from Indiana, especially when the question is one of a party 
character and where search might develop a weak point in his adver- 
sary’s armor; and yet he frankly and honestly said: 

I cannot see why tho forms of law have not been complied with in his case if 
there is a vacancy; and that is the only question, it seems to me, that is before the 
Senate at this time. 

The only question was whether there was a vacancy. If Pinch- 
back bad been lawfully elected, there was no vacancy; if he had not 
been, there was a vacancy; and then, said the Senator from Indiana, 
in effect “I can see no reason why Mr. Eustis should not take his 
seat.” But he did not leave itatthat. He closed ais speech in these 
words: ; 

Now, Mr. President, I have concladed about all that I intended to say. Yon are 
now called upon to decide this question, and I hope will do it promptly. The State 
of Louisiana is entitled to borepresented. Shall the men who contrived the schemo 
of 1872 reap the fruits of it? Pinchback has been kept out of his seat, and there 
is now a democratic Senator knocking at the door asking for admission. I under- 
take to say that it is one or the other. 

That is, he says in other words, “I undertake to say that it is 
Pinchback or it is Eustis.” Further: 

I undertake to say that it is one or the other. The State is entitled to be repre- 
sented. If Mr. Pinchback is not elected, then the present Legislature ia entitled 
to fill the vacancy. I do not hesitate to say so; and our democratic friends ander- 
stand full well that, after Mr. Pinchback has been rejected, if he should be rejected, 
republicans will not stultify themselves, after a decision like that, by keeping the 
State unrepresented. 

That Senator said that if the Senate decided that Pinchback was 
not entitled to his seat republicans would not stultify themselves 
by keeping Eustis out, for that is the plain meaning of his words; 
and if he were in his seat to-day, as I wish he were, he would not 
take back one word that he then said, I venture to assert. I know 
him well; and, strong party man ae he is, I venture the assertion that 
he would vote to seat Eustis to-day, as he declared then that it was 
Pinchback or it was Eustis. 

But, sir, he did not stop there. He said further: 

Distasteful as this gentloman— 


That is, Eustis— 


might be tous politically, distasteful as his military record might be to us, still 
if there is a vacancy that the present Legislature has filled by his election he is 
entitled to his seat, without now going into the particular circumstances of hia 
election. If irregularities should be found in that, it would simply devolve on 
the Legislature the necessity of having another election, and the result would be 
precisely the same. 

Now, Mr. President, there is the case truly stated by the chairman 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections after he had consid- 
ered the credentials of Eustis and after he had certainly fully studied 
the case of Pinchback. He put his objection ‘against the seating of 
Eustis upon the sole ground that there was no vacancy, because 
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Vinchback had been elected, Bat, sir, the Senate by a decided major- 
ity determined that Pinchback never had been elected, that the body 
which he claimed had elected him was not the Legislature of the 
State of Louisiana, aud that consequently the vacancy from that 
State had never been tilled by his election. What followed? It fol- 
lowed inevitably that there was a vacancy when Eustis was elected, 
precisely as the Senator from Indiana, the chairman of the commit- 
tee, put it; that if Pinchback was not elected there was a vacancy 
which the then legislature—the so-called Wheeler-com promise legis- 
lature—had the right to fill. Therefore the decision by the Senate 
that Mr. Pinchback had never been elected by any lawful Legislature, 
that he was never entitled to a seat in this body, settled the question 
of Lustis’s right, settled the question that there was a vacancy; and, 
as the Senator from Indiana said, he could find nothing in it of irreg- 
nlarity at all that should destroy the right of Mr. Eustis to be seated. 
I do not quote his exact words, but I do their precise effect. 

And now I have only one thing more to add, and that is this: Here 
is nobody contesting the right of Mr. Eustis to a seat on this tloor. 
‘There is no other person presenting any credentials; no credentials 
have ever been presented for this seat but those of Mr. Pinchback 
and those of Mr. Eustis. There is no other man knocking at our 
door and asking to be seated instead of Eustis. He stands here with- 
out a contestant of any sort or description, elected by a Legislature 
that is confessed on all hands to have been a lawful Legislature, 
elected at the proper time and in the proper mode, and bringing cre- 
dentials that prove his election beyond all dispute. 

Mr. SARGENT. Who signs them ? 

Mr. THURMAN. These credentials are copies of the journals of 
the houses. A word upon that point: Governor Kellogg refused to 
give Mr. Eustis the ordinary certificate. Why? Because he said the 
Senate had not yet decided upon Pinchback’s case and Governor 
Kellogg held that Pinchback was the Senator and that therefore the 
election of Eustis was void because there was no vacancy; but the 
decision of the Senate showed that Governor Kellogg was wrong, 
and my friend from California is too good a lawyer not to know that 
a governor cannot deprive a Senator of his seat by refnsing to grant 
him credentials. If the governor does not see fit to grant credentials, 
which are simply evidence and nothing but evidences, the whole effect 
of it is to compel a resort to other testimony, and then the next best 
testimony is a transcript of the journals of the Legislature, such as is 
now presented. No exception was taken by the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections to that. There have been other instances in 
which Senators have been seated in the same way upon like creden- 
tials. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I submit to the Senator from Ohio whether that 
question has ever been examined at all by the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections; whether as a matter of fact the Senator from 
Ohio did not, on the 9th of March last, after this report had been 
made by the committee that there was no vacancy, himself move that 
the credentials of Mr. Eustis be referred to the committee. That was 
only a very few days, the Senator will remember, before the special 
session of the Senate adjourned. 

Mr. CONKLING,. Seven days before. 

Mr. MITCHELL. So that the committee really had no time to ex- 
amine whether these credentials were in proper form or not. As a 
matter of fact I can say that the committee has never looked into 
the matter at all. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is the very thing I complain of, and that is 
the reason I want to discharge the committee. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And they have never had the time to do it. 

Mr. THURMAN. Never had time! Mr. President, there is nct a 
lawyer in this body who will need more time than to read the cre- 
dentials. They are simple transcripts of the journals of the two 
houses of the General Assembly. What do they show? They show a 
compliance with the act of Congress; a vote in each house separately 
on one day; then the next day, in strict pursuance of the act of Con- 
gress, a meeting of the house of representatives at which such sena- 
tors as saw fit to attend did attend, at which the house of representa- 
tives did attend. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The senate as a body declined to attend. 

Mr. THURMAN. The senate as a body did not; certain senators 
who held that Pinchback had been elected did not attend; but the 
act of Congress was passed for the very purpose of meeting such a 
case as that. It was just because such a case had arisen in th» State 
of Indiana that this act of Congress was passed. It was to prevent 
one branch of a Legislature from cutting the throat of the Federal 
Government by preventing the election of a Senator to Congress 
that that act was passed. At that meeting on the second day there 
was a clear majority of all the members of the Legislature of that 
State, and a clear majority voted for the election of Eustis, That is 
the case, then, Mr. President. 

The Senator from Oregon says that I moved to refer these creden- 
tials to the committee at the special session. I did because after 
Pinchback’s rejection I never supposed there could be any more con- 
treversy about it. I supposed that that committee would report al- 
most at once in favor of the seating of Eustis. I was disappointed ; 
the committee did not make its report, and now the committee wants 
more time, What it wants time for is past my comprehension. If 
this case as it stands here, with an applicant before you clected in 


strict pursuance of the law without anybody to contest his rig) 
not a plain case, I do not know what is. shia 
And now, Senators, without attempting to lecture the Sena. aie 
I never dothat ; at least I never do it intentionally; and if anythin, 
that I say shouid seem like it I hope to be pardoned, for I do not meq, 
it—I do appeal to you whether it 1s consistent with the practice, y ith 
the dignity, with the justice of this Senate to keep the State of | <4 
isiana longer unrepresented and to keep this applicant, who Semen 
here contessedly elected and without any contestant, out of his seat? 
It does seem to me, Mr. President, that if what was said by the Sey. 
¢tor from Indiana twenty months ago, that great wrong had already 
been done to that State because this case had not been decided, as 
true then, a multi fortiori is it true now, after the lapse of these twenjy 
months. 2 
I hope, Mr. President, that there will be no objection to this motion 
and that this gentleman will be sworn in; and if there is any reasoy, 
after that to invalidate his claim to a seat here that can be the sy\)- 


he 
ilhg 


ject of investigation. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, when I asked yesterday that this 
matter might go over until to-day, I was entirely destitute of ayy 
information upon the subject. My knowledge of affairs in Lonisi- 
ana terminated with an inquiry into the matter of Mr. Pinchback. 
I did not agree to the conclusion of the committee about Mr. Pine). 
back that my friend has read; neitherdid he; and we voted together 
to overrule that conclusion, and the majority of the Senate yoted 
with us. My friend now takes up the same report and asks us to 
it rather blindly, even as he states the case himself, upon the rest of 
the report, out of which he deduces an acknowledgment of the right 
of Mr. Eustis. 

Now, in order to find out what the report does mean, inasmucl) as 
it does not say at all that it has considered Mr. Eustis but ouly says 
that there was no vacancy for Mr. Eustis to fill, we recur to the re- 
marks of the chairman, the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Mortoy.} 
Senator MorTON states explicitly that the committee did not consider 
the title of Mr. Eustis. ‘Then he proceeds, in urging the claims of Mr, 
Pinchback, as is often done by statesmen, to show that it is either the 
republican Pinchback or the democratic Eustis. And the honorable 
Senator and his associates in the committee felt, of course, that that 
would be a very strong argument with me; but whether it would 
prove that Mr. Eustis, according to law, had been elected, which he 
says the committee had not undertaken to decide, would be quite a 
different thing. Now, what is it about Mr. Eustis that compels us to 
say that this committee shall not consider this case and report upon 
it? As has been stated by the Senator from Oregon, on the 9th day 
of March, 1877, the Journal states that— 

Mr. THURMAN submitted the following resolution for consideration : 

Resolved, ‘That the credentials of J. B. Eustis, claiming to be a Senator from the 
State of Louisiana, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

On the very next day the resolution was taken up and agreed to in 
the very same words proposed by the Senator from Ohio, That was 
on the 10th of March. On the 17th of March the Senate adjourned. 
Now, immediately upon the meeting of this body, when there has been 
no time at all for this committee to consider—for we have been sit- 
ting every day and have been considering questions that mace it 
necessary and right that every member of every committee should 
be in his place in this body, even if under the rales he would have a 
right to be anywhere else ; presence here was necessary, and all geu- 
tlemen on all sides were here—without any time for consideration, 
my honorable friend, in spite of his opinion on the 9th of March, 
moves to take it all back. Without any new discovery of evidence 
or without any suggestion of a misunderstanding under which tliese 
credentials were referred, he now asks the Senate to say that we 
shall not have from the committee a report upon them; but we shall 
admit Mr. Eustis upon what are called the credentials, not in the 
possession of the Senate but which I have borrowed personally frow 
the committee and hold in my hand, and upon the speech of the 
Senator from Indiana and that of the Senator from Ohio. That is 
what we are to have, instead of a statement of the Jaw and the facts 
by the committee. 

I appeal to my honorable friend on the other side and to all people 
that that is not right. If my friend from Ohio has looked at this 
paper, as I now have done for the tirst time in my life, he will see that 
with this act of Congress or without it, touching a joint assembly, 
when one body of a Legislature is unwilling to proceed and the other 
is willing, it is open to very grave question indeed whether this paper 
proves that this gentleman has any right at all. — 

I do not mean to entangle myself so far as consistency goes by say- 
ing anything now that shall prevent, if on consideration I think it 
right to do so, my voting to admit Mr. Eustis on this paper; but I 
want to point out to Senators that we are going rather hastily when 
I mention some considerations that strike me as I go over it. This 
lacks everything that the statate calls for in respect of the proof of 
who is elected a Senator. The broad seal of the State is wanting. )"! 
it has the seal of the secretary of state, which certifies that the fore- 
going is a correct extract from the journals of the two houses tol the 
days mentioned therein, We have nothing from the governor. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The secretary does not even certify thal the 
paper contains a correct extract. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. That is one of the troubles of going at that rail- 
: ls coed to which my friend from Ohio referred yesterday about a 
iar of this kind. Iwill read the certificate : 


OrriceE OF SECRETARY OF STATE OF THE STATE OF LOUISIANA, 
New Orleans, January 14, 1376. 
» & Peslonde, secretary of state for the State of Louisiana, do hereby certify 
Le p< = Se atilethe was speaker of the house and P. J. Trezevant clerk of 
aaa a ene of representatives of the State of Louisiana; that Hon. W. J. Black- 
ben 5 wae a member of the State senate on the 11th and _ of January, 1276, and 
yt ~ s atin . are n ne. 
that their respective signatures hereto appended ge eo, DESLONDE. 
(sBal.J Secretary of State. 


That is what we get under the seal of the secretary of state. Now, 
what do these gentlemen, one the speaker of the house of represent- 
atives, Mr. Estilette, and Mr. Peter J. Trezevant clerk, and Mr. J. W. 
Blackbarn president pro tempore of the joint assembly of Louisiana, 
certify? Lam very much afraid they do not certify anything when 
vou Jook at the paper; but I will turn to the beginning. It begins 
in this way: 

HOUSE JOURNAL. 
Sixth day's proceedings. 
House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
New Orleans, January 11, 1876. 

The house met persuant to adjournment, and was called to order by Hon. E. D. 
oneal of the Tall the following members answered to their names, to wit. 

Naming them. It then proceeds to state that: 


The proceedings were opened with prayer * * *. The journal of yesterday 
was readand * * * approved. 

The standing committees were appointed and the “election of 
United States Senator” is held. This I will take the trouble to read, 
in order that Senators may see how far from clear it is when we 
come to state the ease about the right of this gentleman, saying this 
as | do all the time under reserve that, ifon a careful investigation 
l can believe that he is entitled, I shall certainly vote that way. 


ELECTION OF UNITED STATES SENATOR. 


Mr. Kidd moved that the House do now proceed to the election of a United 
States Senator. 

Mr. Lowell asked and obtained leave to present the following protest; which 
was read and ordered to be spread upon the minutes : 

‘ We, the undersigned, members of the house of representatives of the State of 
Louisiana, entertaining the belief that there is no vacancy in the United States 
Senate from this State, the General Assembly elected in 1872, on the second Tues- 
day, after the organization of its first regular session, to wit, January 3, 1873, ac 
cording to the forms of law, having elected Hon. P. B. 5S. Pinchback United 
States Senator for the term”— 


And soon. That was signed by a considerable number of gentle- 
men; it does not state how many, but I should judge from the num- 
ber of names that there were thirty or forty. 


Mr. Walker moved the following as an amendment to Mr. Kidd's motion, to wit: 

“That it be adopted that whereas the question of election of United States Sen- 
ator has arisen in this house, that while this house recognizes the fact of an existing 
vacaney in the office of Senator of the United States for the State of Louisiana, it 
is the sense of this house of representatives that it is not proper, and at the same 
time would be unjust to the people of the State of Louisiana, for a Senator now to 
be chosen by the suffrages of a senate and house not entirely representative of the 
people, and in part composed in contradiction to the popular will as expressed in 
the general elections "— 


By which T suppose he means—although that is a mere inference, 
for I know nothing about it—that “this house, as at present com- 


poms is manufactured,” as a good many of the preceding ones had 
cen — 


And farther, that this house at present sits and recognizes the present compo- 
sition as in part de facto and not de jure, and only for the purpose indlepensabic 
proceeding for the relief of the State.” 

Mr. Lowell arose to a point of order, to wit, that under the rules of the house 
Mr. Walker's motion had to lie over one day. 

he chair ruled Mr. Lowell's point of order not well taken, for the following rea- 
sons, to wit; The gentleman from Jackson having moved that this house do now 
Ee ced to the election of a United States Senator. and the gentleman from Orleans 
saving offered a substitute to the motion of the gentleman from Jackson, the chair 
rules that the substitute offered by the gentleman from Orleans can be entertained 
without a suspension of the rules— 

Which I should think was rather correct. 


Mr. Mathews, of Tensas, inquired from the speaker whether there was any 


offeial information received in relation to a vacancy of the United States Senator 
from this State. 


‘The speaker answered in the negative. 


And I believe, although I do not know, for Ido not recollect on 
what day Mr. Pinchback’s ease was disposed of, that on the 11th and 
12th of January, 1876, Mr. Pinchback was here under full guberna- 
torial credentials and his case had not been passed upon, so that in 
one point of view, which I will presently suggest, there was not any 
Vacancy in a sense to authorize them to go on. 


Mr. Lows arose to a point of order, that, inasmuch as Mr. Walker's motion 
-_ nding Mr. Kidd's motion was sent in writing to the desk and read to the house, 
it came in the form of an order, and consequently had to lie over under the rules. 


The speaker had just before decided that it was in order. 
— he speaker ruled the point of order of Mr. Lowell well taken, for the following 
at Mr. Lowell, of Jefferson, raised the point of order that the substitute 
= t 3 »y Mr. Walker, of Orleans, being in the nature of an order or resolution, 

rule not be entertained without a suspension of the rules. The chair rmled the 
point well taken, because it was evident from the document presented by Mr. 


Mil 


| Walker that it came under rule No. 32. and could not be entertained on the day 
presented, unless by a vote of two-thirds of the members present— 


although, as is stated before in the journal, it was moved as an 
amendment to a pending proposition. The speaker evidently had 
got at that time in about as much of a hurry as my friend from Ohio 
is at this. 


Mr. Kidd moved that the house take a recess until three p. m. 

Mr. Lowell moved to adjourn uutil twelve o'clock m. to-morrow, and on that 
motion Mr. Wilson called for the yeas and nays; which resnited as follows: * * * 
yeas 39, * * * nays 63. 


They could not wait until to-morrow in order that this protest 
might be received or voted upon. 


So the house refused to adjourn. 


On motion of Mr. Mathews, of Tensas, leave of absence was granted him until 
to morrow. 


On motion of Mr. Demas, the house took a recess until 2.30 p. m. 


Then the “following members answered to their names,” 60 it is 
said. Then, 


On motion of Mr. Kidd, the house proceeded to the election of a United States 
Senator, and be nominated Hon. J. B. Eustis, of Orleans. 


Mr Hahn nominated Hon. J. G. Taliaferro, of Catahoula. 
On a call of the roll— 


Mr. CONKLING. Is that in the senate or the house? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. In the house. 


Mr. CONKLING. What day of the month? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. On the 11th day of January, 1876. 
Mr. CONKLING. In the house? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. In the house. There voted for Mr. Eustis, as this 


states, sixty-one gentlemen, for Mr. Taliaferro one, and for Mr. Ogden 
one. 


When Mr. Walker's name was called, and before voting, he asked leave to ex- 
— his vote, and while he was proceeding in so doing be was called to order by 
ir. Dupré. 

The speaker announced that Hon. J. B. Eustis, of New Orleans, having received 
an absolute majority of the votes of the members of this house, was declared to 
be the choice of this house for United States Senator. 

On motion of Mr. Wiltz, the house adjourned until to-morrow at 11.30 a. m. 

E. D. ESTILETTE, 
Speaker House of Representatives, State of Louisiana, 
PETER J. TREZEVANT, 
Chief Clerk. 

Then come the “seventh day's proceedings,” as the paper states, 
the second of this performance: 

New Onveans, January 12, 1876. 


The house met pursuant to adjournment, and was called to order by Hon. E. D. 
Estilette, speaker, in the chair. 


The roll was called and ninety gentlemen answered to their names. 


On motion of Mr. Snaer, the reading of the journal was dispensed with, and it 
was adopted. 

Mr. Dupré explained that his request, as published in the journal of the 1th, 
to have his name erased from all standing committees, was ironical, the speaker 
having appointed none. 

On motion of Mr. Kidd, the clerk of the house was directed to inform the senate 
of the vote given on yesterday by the house for United States Senator, and that, 
under the requirement of the law, the house of representatives was ready to re 
ceive the senate at twelve o'clock m. on this day to proceed on joint ballot to the 
election of United States Senator. 

The clerk then proceeded to the senate chamber, and, Laving returned to tho 
honse, reported that he had informed the senate of the vote given ov yesterday by 
the house for United States Senator under the requirements of the law, and that 
the house of representatives was now ready to proceed in joint session to the elec 
tion of a United States Senator; that no answer had been returned by the senate. 


Then follows the appointment of committees and a communication 
from the attorney-general, not upon this subject, which I pass over. 


Then there was a report from the register of the land office. Now 
we come to the subject again: 


On motion of Mr. Young, the speaker was requested to invite the members of 
the senate of this State who were willing to meet the members of the house in joint 
session, for the purpose of proceeding to the election of United States Senator, to 
seats in the hall of the house of representatives. 

The speaker stated that inasmuch as the lientenant-governor of the State, ex 
oficio president of the senate thereof, and the secretary of the senate had failed to 
appear in the hall of the house of representatives for the purpose of participating 
in the election of United States Senator, he should call upon Hou. W. Jasper 
Blackburn, senator from the twentieth senatorial district, to preside in the ab- 
sence of the lieutenant-governor; and Hon. W. Jasper Blackburn, assuming tho 
duties of presiding officer of the General Assembly, directed the clerk of the house 
to call the roll of the members of the senate, when it appeared that the following 
members of the senate answered to their names, to wit : 


Twelve—I do not give their names—among whom was Mr. Black- 
burn. 


The speaker directed the clerk of the house to eall the roll of the house; wheu 
the following members answered to their names, to wit: 


Seventy-eight: 
Total number of members of the General Assembly present, 90. 
The 12 and the 78 made 90. 


On motion of Mr. Kidd, of the house, the clerk was directed to read to the joint 
assembly the journal of the house of yesterday ii relation to the election of United 
States Senator; which was done. 

The speaker also directed the clerk of the house to read from the New Orleans 
Republican, the ofticial journal of the State, the journal of the senate of the State, 
of the 11th instant, in relation to the election of United States Senator. 
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And here from a newspaper comes what purports to be the copy of 
the journal of the senate: 
SENATE JOURNAL. 
New Orieana, January 11, 1876. 
(Extract from the journal.) 


Senator Blackburn offered the following motion and moved its adoption : 
* Inasmuch as there seems to be a vacancy in the Senate of the United Btates— 


“Seems to be a vacancy,” as the case may be, I sappose— 

“from Louisiana, and it being very important that our State shoald be fully and 
ably represented in that branch of our National Government, I more that this sen- 
ato shalt now proceed to co-operate in an clection to fill said vacancy, to the end 
that there may no longer be any excnse or shadow of reason for depriving Louisi- 
ana of her proper representation in the councils of the nation.” 

Senator Burch asked for a division of the question. 

Senator Massicot called for executive session. 

Executive session having been raised, on the call of the roll the following sen- 
ators answered to their names : 

Alexander, Allain, Anderson, Blackburn, Blunt, Breaux, Brewster, Burch, Cage, 
Chadbourn, Enstis, George, Goodo, Gla, Greene, Grover, Harper, Herring, Kelso, 
Kelly, Landry, Ogden, Pollard, Robertson, Stamps, Steven, Sypher, Wharton, 
White, Whitney, Young—31. 

Ausent—Lrewster, Detiege, Dumont, Twitchell, Weber—5. 

Senator Anderson moved to lay the motion offered by Senator Blackburn on tho 
table. 

At the request of Senator Blackburn, he withdrew his motion to allow debate 

Senator Whitney offered the following substitute: . 

“| move that it is the sense of tho senate that there is not at present a vacancy 
in the United States Senate of a Senator-clect from the State of Louisiana.” 

Senator Sypher moved to lay the whole subject-matter on the table. 

Senator Whitney then asked and obtained leave to withdraw his substitute, 

Senator Blunt moved to indefinitely postpone the motion offered by Senator 
Blackburn. 

Senator Allain called for the yeas and nays, with the following result: 


Yeas 20, nays 13, absent 3. 


And the motion to indefinitely ae was adopted. 
Senator Whitney offered the following motion and moved its adoption : 
* Tmove that it is the sense of this senate that there is not at this timea vacancy 


in tho Senate of the United States of a Senator-clect trom the State of Louisiana.” 

Senator Blackburn called for the yeas and nays. 

Yeas 22, nays 12, absent 2, 

And the motion was adopted. 

That ends the senate journal apparently, and we begin with the 
recitation of Speaker Estilette : 

The two houses having met for the purpose of clecting a United States Senator, 
nominations wero declared to be in order. 

Mr. Kidd, of the house, nominated Hon. J. B. Eustis. 

Mr. Lowell, of the house, nominated Hon, R. H. Marr, of Orleans. 

And Mr. Hahn, of the house, nominated Hon. J. G. Taliaferro of Catahoula. 

On a call of the roll the following was the result of the vote, to wit: 

Senators— 

Giving a number of names of senators and Speaker Estilette and 
a number of names of members of the house who voted for Mr. Eustis, 
making 75 votes in the whole, as it is stated. 

Mr. Hahn, of the house, voted for Hon. J. G. Taliaferro. 

And Hon. J. B. Eustis, having received an absolute majority of the votes of the 
members of the General Assembiy in joint session convened, (a majority of all the 
members elected to both houses being present and voting,) was declared and pro- 
claimed duly elected United States Senator from the State of Louisiana for the 
term commencing March 4, 1873. 

On motion of Mr. Robertson, of the house, the members ef the senate were 
allowed to withdraw from tho joint assembly. 

That was fortunate, or they would have been thero yet, I suppose ! 

Mr. Demas moved to adjourn; which was lost. 

Then come notices of bills. I do not know—I have not had time 
to read this all the way through—that there is anything more that 
relates to the election so called. Now, what does that show, Mr. 
President? And to guard against any misapprebension I want to say 
that when I am stating what it shows I do not mean to say that I 
shall hold to this first impression by any means, because I do not think 
it right to entangle myself by any hastily formed notion on a matter 
of this importance ; but, inasmuch as we are forced by the persistence 
of my friend from Ohio to have notions instantly and now, I want to 
suggest one or two. 

Of course it is perfectly obvions that but for the statute of the United 
States, to which allusion has been mado, this would have been no 
election at all. That has been settled over and over again. 

Mr. THURMAN. What is that proposition ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. lamspeakingaslondasIcan. I say that I think 
it is perfectly obvious that but for the act of Congress on the subject 
the paper from which I have read would not show that there had been 
any valid election ; but taking it to be true it would show that there 
had not been. That, as I say, has become settled law so long that it 
is not necessary to go into any discussion about it. 

Then what sort of a case have we got under this statute? The Con- 
stitution says: 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and Represent- 
atives shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislatarc thereof; but the Con- 
ress may at any timo by law makoor alter such regulations, except as to the places 
of choosing Senators. 

That being the state of the Constitution, Congress in 1866 provided 
this statute. The first part of the first section provides for a regular 
election, which I need not read. It then proceeds to say that such 
election shall be conducted in the following manner: 

Each house shall openty, by a mra voce vote of each member present, name one 

yerxon for Senator in Congress from said State, and the name of the person so voted 
for, who shall have a majority of the whole number of votes cast in each house, shall 






















beentered on the journal of each house by tho clerk or secretary thereof; }y; 
honse shall fail to give such majority to any person on said day, that fact Wt 
entered on the journal. At twelve o'clock meridian of the day followit ry de 
which proceedings are required to take place, as aforesaid, the me > : 
houses shall convene in joint assembly, and the journal of each house sh: |) tho, . 
read; and, if the same person shall have received a majority of all the vot . te 
house, such person shall be declared duly elected Senator to represent said Beate! 
the Congress of the United States ; but, if the same person shall not he 
a majority of the votes in cach house, or if either house shall have failod t “s 
ae as required by this act, the joint assembly shall then proceed to a a 


the person having a majority of all the votes of the said joint assembly 
of all the members clected to both houses being present and voting: shall be 
clared duly elected ; and, in case no person shall receive such majority on ¢) = 
day, the joint assombly shall meet at twelve o'clock meridian of each sucece. 
day during the session of the Legislature and take at least one vote until a 
shall be elected. 


lature of any State, a vacancy shall exist in the representation of 
the Senate of tho United States, said Legislature shall proceed, on the secu ‘| 
day after the commencement and organization of its session, to e “ 
fill such vacancy, in the manner hereinbefore provided for the clecti 
for a full term. 
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Sec. 22. And be it further enacted, That whenever, on the meeting of the L, rin. 
such State in 
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Now, the question is whether within the just meaning of that lat. 


ter section, taking it according to the subject to which it is applied 
anybody has a right to say or had a right to say then more partien. 
larly that there was a vacancy for this office for which they voted 
for this gentleman. A previous Legislature, claimed by a majority of 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections to be a true one, and | 
believe another previous Legislature, claimed by a minority of tho 
Committee on Privileges and Elections to be another true one, jad 
proceeded according to the forms of law to make an election, and the 
executive authority of the State under its seal had proceeded ty 
grant the usual certificate, and that person had filed his certificate jy 


the Senate and presented himself for admission, and at the time 
these proceedings were taking place the question whether he was 
lawfully elected or not was under consideration and not yet decided 
by this body. 7 

My friend’s construction may be eminently right; it may be emi- 
nently wise, in the interest of public justice and of public peace every- 
where ; but we had better think of it a little first. It may be that the 
construction of that act was intended to be and is that the business 
of electing a Senator can be made the sport of parties in a Legisla- 
ture every time it meets, and that one Legislature electing a Seuator 
and adjourning, and its complexion being changed before that Sena- 
tor takes his seat, the next one may say at once, “ There is a vacancy; 
the form of proceedings is invalid for some reason or other; let us 
elect another ; at any rate, we can try it on, and if in the mean time 
the majority in the Senate of the United States has changed, inas- 
much as it almost always happens that on such questions party affili- 
ations or personal jadgments seem very often to coincide, our second 
birth can get in much easier than the first.” Is it desirable, Mr. Pres- 
ident, to cultivate that style of proceeding in a Legislature in the case 
of a vacancy? I submit to you, sir, and to Senators, because if this 
gentleman be not lawfully elected it is very easy to have him or 
somebody else properly elected, I suppose. They must have a Legis- 
lature by this time; perhaps they had then; I am not on that poiut. 
But I submit that the true constraction, the wholesome construction 
of that statute, withont which we all agree these papers would be 
nothing at all, is that the vacancy to which it refers when it author- 
izes a State Legislature to proceed is one that exists in the eyes of all 
men, and that it is not to be a contest as to a fact that must exist in 
one way or the other, trading upon the fature to provide for it. 

If the true construction of this section is that when a State is 
authorized to proceed it is authorized to proceed when there is a 
vacancy that there cannot be any mistake about, and which does not 
turn out to be a vacancy because the Senate votes one way and turns 
out to be no vacancy because it votes the other way, then this actiou 
of these gentlemen, if they were the Legislature of the State of Lou- 
isiana, was entirely illegal. Here you can see that one body of that 
Legislature—I suppose equally entitled to its opinion as the other, 
equally justified in standing upon it if it was sincere—was of opinion 
that there was no vacancy, and they said so by a vote of two to one. 
If it turned out that there was no vacancy at that time, the senate 
of the State of Louisiana would have been right; they thought there 
was none. Is it the meaning of this statute that that body was to 
compose this great tribunal of the nation, that the senate of that 
State was bound to trade at its peril, or proceed upon its peril about 
this business? If it went into an election, then it was equivalent to 
saying that the credentials of Mr. Pinchback were fictitious, or irreg- 
ular, or illegal; and what impression that might produce on the 
minds of Senators who can say ? 

If they took the other horn of the dilemma, as they did, then if it 
turned out that a bare majorify of this body held that Pinchback was 
not entitled to a seat, their voice in the election would be entirely 
ignored and frustrated. Is it wholesome to put such a construction as 
that on a statute of this great dignity or character? 

It appears to me, Mr. President, that it would be well worth while 
in the long run, even for my friend from Ohio and all my friends on the 
other side of this Chamber, to have a careful examination of ths 
question and a report by a committee. I repeat that I do not wish to 
put myself in any wrong position by voting finally on this question 
now one way or the other; but you can see the monstrous injustice 
and the tumult and the disorder and the corruption even which would 




































































almost necessarily flow from any other construction of the statute 


than the one that I have last suggested; and if we are to make | 


+. membership of this body the mero sport of gambling politicians 

pay bereetp nd the mere sport of the excitement and changes of parties 
vw ars i - ly according as a row of one after another may be set up 
os ~ on before the first one is decided upon, then we ought to be 
= Pipea take the step deliberately, so that the people of this 
aoe ‘may see that we Lave solid ground to stand upon. 

That is ¢ ve to say, sir. 

Tht ee RESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sena- 

from Ohio to discharge the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
oo ‘can the further consideration of the credentials of J. B. Eustis. 
tots AVADLEIGH. Mr. President, upon the 7th of March last at the 
xtra session of this Senate, on the motion of the Senator from Dela- 
a a the credentials of William Pitt Kellogg were ordered to be re- 
ferre d to the Committee on Privileges and Elections when that com- 
ittee should be appointed. That committee was appointed upon Fri- 
ia the 9th day of March. Upon the same day the Senator from Ohio 
el the reference of the credentials of Mr. Eustis, the present 
claimant, to the same committee. That was Friday. Between that 
and the day of adjournment, which was the 17th of March, there 
were six working days. The credentials of the claimant from Louisi- 
ana, Mr. Kellogg, were before that committee during that time. The 
committee were engaged upon that case, as every member of the com- 
mi‘tee knows, during nearly the whole time, and the chairman was 
engaged in making up a report which he did not have time to pre- 
sent. There is no member of that committee who does not know 
that the Committee on Privileges and Elections had not time during 
that short period to consider both these cases. They did consider 
the one which came to thein first, the case of Kellogg, and as I say 
a report was drawn up which for some reason was not presented to 
this Senate. During this session the Senate well knows there has 
been no opportunity to consider these cases. The Senate has been 
engaged in other business, ‘There have been no committee meetings. 
Noone has asked to have the committee consider these cases; no appli- 
cation has been made to the committee that the claimants might 
appear before the committee and be heard. ; ; : 
‘Now, I understand that the Senator from Ohio bases his motion to 
discharge this committee upon the allegation that the committee has 
been derelict in its duty. That allegation is not true, no matter by 
whom made; and if that is the only ground on which the dis- 
charge of this committee is asked from the consideration of this mat- 
ter there is no reason why the Senate should vote in favor of the 
motion. If on the 9th day of March last there was reason for send- 
ing these papers to the committee, as the Senator from Ohio moved, 
the same reason exists to-day; and if, as he charges, the want of 
performance or the neglect of performance of their duty by that com- 
wittee is the reason why this case should be withdrawn from that 
committee, it has no foundation in fact whatever. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I shall not undertake to detail what took place 
in the committee, but I do say as a member of that committee that 
there was as ample time to have considered the question of Mr. Eus- 
tis’s credentials as there was to consider Mr. Kellogg’s. I believe that 
the committee could have reported upon both cases at the last session 
if they had been so inclined to do. Now, the facts of Mr. Eustis’s 
election are known to everybody. Tiey are known as well to every 
member of this Senate as to the comrhittee, or as they will be to the 
Senate after the committee shall have reported upon them. There is 
no necessity, in my judgment, for this committee to be charged with 
an investigation into the question of Mr. Eustis’selection. As amem- 
ber of the committee I do not shirk the responsibility of the work 
which devolves upon it; and whenever the services of the committee 
can aidin any respect the judgment at which the Senateshould arrive, 
I think iteminently proper that the committee should be charged with 
the duty and make its report. But does not every man in the coun- 
try know all about the organization of the legislature known as the 
Wheeler legislature? Does not everybody know that great satisfac- 
tion was evinced throughout the entire country at the pacification 
which was to follow upon the organization of that legislature and 
that the country everywhere hoped when that legislature saw proper 
to elect Mr. Eustis to the Senate that he would be seated; and yet 
though that election took place more than twelve months ago, per- 
haps nearly two years ago, he is still knocking at the doors of the 
Senate for admission ; aud now when his case is brought before the 
Senate again we are met with the objection that it is a matter re- 
quiring to be investigated. 

_ Highly aslappreciate the intelligence of the committee—and I know 
its worth and the respect in which the services of every member of the 
committee are held—notwithstanding my high regard for the intelli- 
genee and the industry of the committee, I take it upon myself to 
say that it would not throw one particle of light upon this question 
which is not now possessed by every member of the Senate. The 
people of the country are getting tired of these delays, and it is time 
they were tired of them. Since 1873 Louisiana has been denied her 
Just representation upon this floor; and now, when peace pervades 
that State, when there is but one government recognized any- 
Where as the government of Louisiana, still when her Senators pre- 
sent themselves at the bar of this Senate and ask admission, for 
vne reason or unother they are kept out. How long they are to be 
kept oat I will not venture to assert; but I say here and now that 
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every effort of mine shall be given in the Senate upon these ques- 
tions of privileges whenever they come before it, and I shall not fail 


| on all occasions to admit them by my vote, so far as I can do it, at 


the very earliest opportunity. If the case goes to the committee I 
shall be diligent, “ in season and out of season,” in pressing upon that 
committee the obligation to take up these questions and to report 
them back to the Senate as soon as they can possibly do so. For one, 
I am tired of these delays, and I think these questions ought to be 
disposed of. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Mr. President, I would not add a single remark 
upon this subject if the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. SAULSBURY, 
being a member of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, ha 
not taken the position he has here. This matter has been committed 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections of the Senate, and a 
motion is now made to discharge that committee from the further 
consideration of these credentials. I cannot look upon that motion, 
nor could I upon any action of the Senate in favor of the motion, in 
any other way than as adverse to the action of the committee in fail- 
ing to make a report. Certainly that committee has used all dili- 
gence to arrive at a conclusion in regard to these Louisiana matters ; 
and if our friends on the other side of the House had been willing to 
wait patiently, doubtless these cases would have been disposed of at 
an early day without this discussion and without bringing them to 
the attention of the Senate in this manner, about which so much 
complaint is made by the Senators from Ohio and Delaware. 

After the remarks made by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS] it seems to me very clear that if these papers, called the 
credentials of the claimant to be a Senator from Louisiana, were pre- 
sented to the Senate for the first time this morning and a motion 
made to admit the gentleman to a seat, that motion would not be 
granted. The act of Congress prescribes the manner in which the 
election of a Senator shall be authenticated. The great seal of the 
State and the signature of the governor of the State attest ordinarily 
the election of aSenator. In this case both those requisites are ab- 
sent. We have no certificate of the governor of Louisiana that Mr. 
Eustis was elected a Senator from that State. All the evidence of 
the election is a paper purporting to be an extract from the journals 
of the two houses of the Legislature of Louisiana, a mere certitied 
copy of a record without any authentication from the oflicials of 
that State, or the seal of the State under the custody of the governor. 
The very fact that these credentials are irregular in form would of 
itself be sufficient to require the reference of the matter to a com- 
mittee ; not that it is essential in all cases that the form of the certi- 
ficate should be that prescribed by the act of Congress, but where 
that is not given, there is sufficient ground in all cases for referring 
the matter to a committee of the Senate. Much more, then, when the 
papers have been presented and referred to a committee of the Sen- 
ate the case should not be taken from the committee uutil they have 
acted upon it. I trust that the motion of the Senator from Ohio will 
not prevail. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, Ido not propose to now state 
what my opinion will be upon the credentials which have been par- 
tially read by the Senator from Vermont. All I can say is, that if 
the evidence in the case of Mr. Eustis in my judgment justifies his 
admission, I shall so report so far as I am concerned, and shall vote 
to admit him. From the reading of the papers, which is the only 
knowledge I have of them, I could not nowsay whether I should vote 
to admit him or not. 

But my friend, the Senator from Delaware, says that the country is 
tired of this matter; that we have all the light we need; that there 
is no necessity for any more. We have not one scintilla more light 
at this very moment than we had on the 9thday of March last, when 
the Senator from Ohio moved to refer these credentials to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. Is there any new light? There 
is no allegation that there is any. The case stands before us to-day 
precisely as it stood upon the 9th day of March last, when the Sena- 
tor from Ohio moved, and thereby confessed that it was proper, that 
this case should go to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Now, my friend from Delaware says that the committee have had 
ample time to consider this matter. He speaks for himself. It is a 
great advantage to a person who is to judge of a subject to have a 
preconceived opinion upon it, so that no investigation is required. I 
do not say that the mind of my friend, the Senator from Delaware, is 
so made up that he does not need to investigate anything, but is pre- 
pared to vote one way without investigation; but what I do say is, 
that such a state of mind immensely facilitates the decision of matters 
of this kind; and I say that neither I nor the rest of the members of 
that committee, I believe, had so far made up our minds upon this 
ease and the case of Mr. Kellogg as to be able at the last session to 
report to this body. I appeal to the common sense of Senators and 
their knowledge of the state of affairs at the extrasession. A new ad- 
ministration had come into power. Many appointments were being 
made that provoked discussion; the time of Senators was taken up; 
and yet, notwithstanding that, the chairman of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, who I regret is not now here, did devote his 
time to the preparation of a report in the Kellogg case, and had there 
been time he would have presented that report to this body. 

The charge that the committee neglected its duty I did feel that I 
ought to reply to, in behalf of my friend, the Senator from Indiana, 
whose seat is vacant. It isacharge upon him and a wholly unde- 
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served charge that he did neglect his duty. I felt as a member of | there is no contest about it. If there is any question of law a, 
that committee knowing hisengagements, knowing his illness, know- | upon these facts, it can be as well considered, it seems to my 
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ing the condition of his body and the constant pressure on him by | discnssion in the Senate without the report of the committes as 
those who surrounded him, and knowing, too, that thus ill, thussar- | could be after a report upon it. ss 
rounded, and thus crowded and pressed with business he did prepare I wish now to say another thing. Some members of the Commit: 
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a report upon the Kellogg case and devoted to it his time—I say, | on Privileges and Elections seem to think that this motion of yj, 

knowing all that, I felt it to be my daty to repel, in behalf of a is @ hit at them. — I never so understood it. I moved first that 
friend who is not here, the charge that he neglected the duty which | Eustis be sworn in. I moved that for the reason that I gave toda. 
devolved upon him as a member of this body and as chairman of | and for the reasons that were expressed by the chairman of that oo ; 
that committee. in ; committee twenty months ago, that Pinchback being out of the , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the motion of the | Eustis was clearly entitled to be -sworn; and I did not SUP pose 
Senator from Ohio to discharge the Committee on Privileges and | that any report of a committee was necessary. But that motion ot 
Elections from the further consideration of the credentials of J. B. | mine was flanked by a question of order. Of course I went doy 
Eustis. before a question of order. I do not know anybody that does yo 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask for the yeas and nays. No matter how good a side he has when a subject is under consider , 

The yeas and nays were ordered. tion, a question of order always knocks him down. I went dow, 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the —— motion of the Senator | under that, and then the only thing I could do in order to be in order, 
from Ohio would have the result, and no more, of bringing the cre- | and I wanted to be, was to move todischarge this committee, | |) 
dentials of Mr. Eustis before the Senate in order that he may take | no idea of offending the committee. In fact I do not know that cou 
_ ep ed He — present - — person presenting = = havea kind of wry eager tee rd own, With certain attributes 
dentials from the State of Louisiana for the term in question, 1e | of sovereignty that must be treated with great consideration by ¢}), 
credentials being before the Senate and the oath of office having been | Seuvate. I thought that committees w ere siaply instrumentalities of 
administered to Mr. Eustis, instantly they might be referred to the | the Senate to do what the Senate ordered them to do and to forbear 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, who then should treat this | doing whenever the Senate told them to forbear; and that when vow 
case according to its merits. But it is a prima facie case, and it is the | the Senate saw fit to take a matter into its own hands it Lad a rip); 
only prima facie case covering the term for which he was elected. | to do it without any apologies. — 
There is vo contest respecting if, and the effect of such action would | That is the idea which I had about committees, and it was very 
be no delay or prejudice of any other man’s rights, but it would sim- | strongly impressed upon me svon after [ caine into this body. I wis 
ily give a State that has no voice upon the floor of this body, and has | put on the Committee on the Judiciary. My friead from New York 
tia an unequal representation against her will for these many years, | [Mr. CONKLING] was a distinguished member of that coumitt 
the opportunity of beiwg heard according to her rights and the forms | The Senator froin Illinois not now a member of the body (Mr. Tru 
of our Government. Therefore there is no delay and there can be no | bull) was chairman of the committee. We made divers reports 
delay, there is no prejudice to the rights of any other person and | one session of the Senate and the Senate overruled us in Sens 
there can be none, in bringing these credentials before the Senate by | stance for a whole month. I do not think we were able to pass a bill 
the present motion, letting the oath of oflice be administered, and | for a month. The Senate set itself fairly and squarely against os 
then making a reeommittal, which will answer all the purposes if | until one member of that committee, the late Seuator from Wiscoy- 
any investigation, if any further information should be desired in the | sin, (Mr. Carpenter,) got up and suggested to the Senate to abolis| 
opmion of any Senator upon this question, | it as of no further use, for no matter what that committee reported 

| apprehend there are credentials of no member of the body, the | in favor of the Senate was sure to reject it. I felt very sorry about 
right to whose seat in the body is open to question, but what may al- | it and I remonstrated, but the reply was that if the Senate saw fit to 
ways, in the pleasure of the Senate, be commiited for the purpose of | take that course they had a right to do so. 
investigation. After-discovered testimony would be a perfectly good I only want to say that I disclaim having any intention to offexd 
ground for the examination of any charges, respectably preferred, | the Committee on Privileges and Elections in any way whatever. [ 
ugainst the seat of any Senator, although he had been and wasat the | thought with the distinguished chairman that Pinchback being out 
time an active member of the body. Therefore, while 1 deprecate no of the way there was nothing to do bat to swear Eustis. I thoug 
investigation and no examination, and would shut ont no truth orno | the credentials which had been presented twenty-one mouths azo 
light, Lam desirous that we still should follow the truth in the har- | ought to be found out to be regular or irregular. 
ness of the law and according to the forms of our Government, Mr. CONKLING, That they ought to be good by this time? 

For that reason | trust that the Senate will permit these papers to Mr. THURMAN. ILI thought it did not require more than twenty- 
come here upon the table that the oath may be admiuistered ; and | one months tw tind oat whether a few pages of paper were regulur 
then if it is thought necessary to make a reference let it be done ; if | or irregular. I was not aware of the immense importance and dilli- 
examination and investigation be desired let them be had; but do | culty of the question; in my own simplicity I did not know it at 
not in the mean time hold up a case against which not one breath by | I thought it would be found ont very easily, but it appears that [ 
way of contest is urged ; and it does seem to me it violates the prac- | was entirely mistaken. It appears that there is a profundity about 
tice and the law as heretofore adininistered in this body. this question, a mystery about it, a ditliculty about it, that requires 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. President, 1 know nothing about this | more senshiaveiion, and that twenty-oue mouths are not enough. it 
Louisiana controversy. I was a member of another branch of the | took four years to settle Pinchback. Why should it not take the 
public service at the time of the discussion in relation to the election | remaining two years of the term to settle Eustis, and. so let Lou- 
of Mr. Pinchback and Mr, Eustis. Until the Senator from Vermont | isiana go without any Senator at all? I suppose, according to the 
{Mr. EpMUNDS] read the credentials of Mr. Eustis to-day I knew | rule of proportion, if it takes four years to settle Rinchback it iighit 
nothing about the election, for I had paid no attention to the subject camsanelay tes expected to take two years to settle Eustis. Pra 
whatever. For that reason 1 am not prepared to vote to-day upon | cally and really I cannot conceive why it is that this gentleman, who 
the question of his admission. The case was referred last March to | has no contestant, who was elected by a body confessedly the Legis- 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. My friend on my left | lature of the State, and elected nearly two years ago, who confesseily 
{ Mr. Hoar] says it will be very soon reported upon. I would mach | received the votes of a majority of that Legislature, should not be 
rather have a report of the committee upon the subject, which is the | sworn. IT cannot see why he should be kept out in the cold in order 
usual way, so that we can see and examine the question fully, It is | that some dilficult problem in constitutional law, or in the crossing 
a legal question—purely a legal question. I do not want to give any | of (s or dotting of i’s in legislative proceedings, should be investi- 
opinion upon it ~* il a Delamere thle further. gated and fathomed so as to make a sound precedent for all time, if 

In reply to my friend from Delaware [Mr. Bayarp] I will say that | not for eternity itself. I presume I cannot see it because of my ob- 
it would be taken as an expression of opinion sous the legal ques- | stinacy. No doubt this difficalt question will be examined in detail. 
tion if we voted now to noes the committee discharged from this in- | No doubt it agitates profoundly the minds of the members = the 
vestigation. We are now but a few days advanced in the session, | Committee on Privileges and Elections. I have no doubt that on 
avd the Committee on Privileges and Elections has had no oppor- | account of it they deprive themselves sometimes of that necessary 
tunity to investigate the subject. . and healthful repose and sleep which would enable them A much 

I voted yesterday not to refer Mr. Spofford’s credentials to the Com- | better decide this case in a short and brief time! I have no doubt tt 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, “an that question was before | must be 80, because if it were otherwise they would not ask for Lur- 
the Senate, and it was no discourtesy to the committee to have the | ther time; and in my simplicity I did not understand it at all. 
Senate to decide it. The question was before the Senate and the But now, Mr. President, several Senators have suggested fo me 
Senate could, in the light of events that have transpired recently, | that they would prefer that this motion should not be pressed to-day; 
with which every one is acquaiuted, decide the subject one way or | and it has been suggested I believe by one or two, if not more, of the 


Way 











the other. members of the Committee on Privileges and Elections that they 
I merely rose to explain why it is that I am unable to vote now to | would be able to report upon this case in a brief time. 1 think there 
discharge the committee from the consideration of this case. was such a suggestion made, and that they have manifested their 


Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I had supposed that this was a | determination to doit. That is all that ask. I would a great deal 
matter which could be about as well considered in the Senate as any- | rather have a report than not; and in view of what bas becn sale, 
where else, because it is a question the facts of which are all of ree- | and especially in view of what has been remarked by the Senator 
ord. I hold in my hand the official journal of the Legislature of | from Illinois, [Mr. Davis,] I will for the present postpone the fur- 
Louisiana which shows the same thing that appears in these creden- | ther consideration of this motion. 
tiais. The facts are all apparent, The case is all in a nutshell, and Several SENATORS. Withdraw the motion. 
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ue, THURMAN. I will move to lay it on the table. 

Mp WADLEIGH. Will the Senator let me say one word? 

Mfr THURMAN. * Certainly ; [ will withdraw my motion, that the 
Se) ‘ator may make a speech. 7 ; 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I wish to say but a single word. I did not feel 

ev wwed myself, Mr. President, at the proposition to withdraw this 

; ee the Committee on Privileges and Elections, nor did I feel 

oer i vy the motion, nor should I have felt offended at the action 

oe Senate if the Senate had seen fit to withdraw the case from 
- 0. 

- ere ye Senator from Ohio, in the remarks which he last 

. ie entirely ignores the fact that he did allude to the length of 
oe hat this case had been before that committee as a reason why 
noe sald be taken from it. At that remark I did feel aggrieved, but 
a a own account. The Senator from Ohio well knows, as the 
ae well knows, that the manner in whicha committee does busi- 
peas is not determined by a member of the committee who holds the 
sosition which I do on the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

t depends upon the chairman, and practically upon the chairman 

alone, That statement of the Senator from Ohio I did feel to be a 

aa .yous charge of neglect of duty against my friend the Senator 

ot Indiana. I am happy, however, to find that he thinks with us | 
that this ease should not be decided to-day. : 

Mr. THURMAN. I renew my motion to lay the motion on the 
= VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio moves that the 
pending question be laid on the table. 

[he motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day it be te meet on Monday next. 
Mr. CONKLING. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 


Phe motion was agreed to; and (at one o’clock and tifty-five min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, October 20, 1877. 
The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Joun Porsat, D. D. 
Mr. WOOD. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at twelve o’clock and 
three uinutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday next. 





IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, October 22, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
ce Soe of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
prov ed, 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I present the petition of J. Davis Hubbard and 
others, letter-carriers of the city of Providence, Rhode Island, pray- 
ing for an increase of compensation. I presented a petition some 
days ago from the citizens of Providence to the same effect. I move 
that this petition be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Michigan, in favor of an appropriation by Congress for the improve- | 
ment of the harbor of Sagatuck, Michigan; which was referred to 
the Committe on Commerce. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Michi- 
gan, in favor of an appropriation by Congress for the construction of | 
4 harbor at Menominee, in that State ; which was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Commerce, 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Michigan, 
in favor of an appropriation by Congress for a harborof refuge at 
Grand Marais Harbor,on Lake Superior ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

_ He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Michigan, 
in favorof an appropriation by Congress for the construction of a 
light-honse at the mouth of Thunder Bay River, Michigan ; which 
Was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
_ He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Michigan, 
- oe of an appropriation by Congress for the improvement of the 
ee nn Michigan ; which was referred to the Committee 
at erce, 


lealso presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Michigan, 


ee 
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in favor of an appropriation by Congress for the improvement of the 
harbor at New Buffalo, Berrien County, Michigan; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. , , 

Mr. MCPHERSON presented the petition of Benjamin E. Reeves 
and others, letter-carriers of the city of Newark, New Jersey, praying 
for an increase of compensation; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Amos Clark, jr., and others, busi- 
ness men of the city of Ptizabeth, New Jersey, praying for an increase 
of compensation to letter-carriers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of the Singer Manufacturing 
Company and a large number of other business firms of the city of 
Buffalo, New York, praying for au increase of compensation to letter- 
carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oftices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Boyle Patrick and others, letter- 
carriers of the city of Butfalo, New York, praying for an increase of 
compensation ; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oftices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Kansas City, Missouri, in favor of the repeal of the resumption act, 
the remonetization of silver, and the making of oisahanl a legal 
tender for al! debts, public and private. I move that this memorial 
be printed and referred to the Committee on Finance, in the hope that 
they will report upon all the propositions favorably. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented the petition of John G. 
Atkins and others, of West Virginia, soldiers of the late war, pray- 
ing that the bill known as the bounty bill may be favorably consid- 
ered by Congress; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I present the petition of the miuor 
children and heirs of Joseph Caldwell, late second lieutenant of the 
Twelfth Regiment West Virginia Infantry, praying that a peusion 
may be allowed to them. I wish to state that their father fell in 
battle before Petersburgh, Virginia, and I believe this to be a merito 
rious case, though it is not covered by the existing laws, owing to 


some informality in the papers. I move the reference of the petition 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of S. M. Allen and others, of 
Hot Springs, Arkansas, praying for the establishment of a muil-route 
from Benton, the county seat of Saline County, to Cedar Glades, in 
Montgomery County; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Officesand Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of H. T. B. Taylor and others, of 
Arkansas, praying for the establishment of a weekly mail line from 
Little Rock to Mount Ida, Arkansas; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. . 

He also presented the petition of Augustin Gachot, of Little Rock, 
Arkansas, praying compensation for property taken during the late 
war by United States troops, under the command of General Steele, 
in Camden, Arkansas; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. OGLESBY. I present the petition of Henry Bohle and a large 
number of business men and citizens of Chicago, Illinois, praying 
for an increase of the salary of letter-carriers, and specifically fixing 
the sum at $1,200 per annum. The petition is very largely signed, 
and, I beg leave to say, very creditably indorsed by the leading pub- 
lic men of that great city. I move its reference to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOWE presented the petition of James F. Hunt and others, 
letter-carriers of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, praying for an increase of 
compensation; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WALLACE presented the memorial of the Vessel Owners and 
Captains’ Association of Philadelphia, in favor of the continuance 
of the present navigation laws, and especially remonstrating against 
any change by which foreign vessels may be admitted to American 
registry ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

fir. CHRISTIANCY presented the petition of Perry Starkwether 
and others, letter-carriers of the city of Detroit, Michigan, praying 
for an increase of compensation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of J.S. Pillsbury and others, 
letter-carricrs of Saint Paul, Minnesota, praying for an increase of 
compensation; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Frank E. Curtis and others, let- 
ter-carriers of Minneapolis, Minnesota, praying for an increase of 
compensation; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of the Boylston Insurance Com- 
pany and others, praying for the re-establishment of an American 
legation at Bogota, in the United States of Colombia, and the appoint- 
ment of a representative thereat ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. McDONALD presented the petition of Sampson Goliath, of 
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Indianapolis, Marion County, Indiana, late a private in Company A, | State of Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and refern 


lifty-tifth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, praying that he may 
be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of W. H. Bond and others, of 
Leavenworth, Kansas, praying for an increase of compensation to 
letter-carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices 
and Post-Roads, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of W. W. Handlin, a citi- 


zen of Louisiana, which sets forth that he was appointed in 1863 a 
judge of the third district court of New Orleans, a court of general 
jurisdiction, after the forees of the United States got possession of 
that town, with a certain salary attached; and that on account of 
some difficulty, either about the construction of the law or the ad- 
ministration of his affairs, he thinks he is entitled to some further 
consideration from the United States. Under the circumstances, and 
at the request of the gentleman who asked me to present this peti- 
tion, I move that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. DORSEY presented the petition of Susan J. Berry, of Hunts- | 


ville, Madison County, Arkansas, praying for arrears of pay due her 
deceased husband from the Government of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


NOTICE OF A BILL, 


Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. President, I hereby give notice that I will 
to-morrow or on some subsequent day ask leave to introduce a bill 
to make appropriation for the improvement of the navigation of the 
Missouri River at and near Omaha, Nebraska, and Council Bluffs, 
Iowa, and to include also an additional sum to complete the work 
now in progress near Nebraska City, Nebraska. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. WADLEIGH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 69) for the relief of William H. Ward; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Mr. BECK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 70) to repeal section 3 of an act entitled “An 
act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” approved 
January 14, 1875; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HEREFORD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8S. No. 71) to repeal an act to provide for the 
resumption of specie payments; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. - 

Mr. JOHNSTON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 72) for the relief of the heirs of William 
A. Graham; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. HAMLIN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 73) for the relief of John A. Darling; which 
was read twice by its title, 

Mr. HAMLIN. This ‘ill bas been once favorably considered by 
the Senate. Il move thatit be referred to the Committee on Military 
Attuirs, and that the memorial and accompanying papers in the case 
on the files of the Senate be also sent to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. INGALLS asked, and by nnanimous consent obtained, leave to 


introduce a bill (S. No. 74) granting a pension to Samuel H. Kelsey ; 


which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, | 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 75) granting a pension to Milton H. Clements ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 76) granting a pension to Mary Ann McFarland ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS. I hold in my hand a bill granting pensions to cer- 
tain soldiers and sailors of the war of 1846 with Mexico, and to the 
widows of said deceased soldiers and sailors. This bill was handed to 
me by the secretary of the National Veterans’ Association of the War 
with Mexico, together with a petition upon the same subject, which 


I wish to offer without expressing any opinion as to the merits of the | 


bill or being committed in its favor. I ask that the bill and the peti- 
tion may be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
77) granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the war of 1846 
with Mexico, and to the widows of deceased soldiers and sailors ; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying petition, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 78) granting a pension to Reuben Marshall ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 79) to establish a pension agency at Topeka, in the 


the Committee on Pensions. “d to 


He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intr 
duce a bill (S. No. 80) to reimburse the State of Kansas for oxy... 
incurred by said State for the United States in repelling jx 
and suppressing Indian hostilities; which was read twice | 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro 
duce a bill (S. No, 81) for the relief of W. H. Powell; which wasp, i 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. - 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intyy 
duce a bill (S. No. 82) for the relief of Gustav Hesselberger ; w),j, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili: 
Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 4, 
, introduce a bill (S. No. 83) for the relief of Edwin Rogers ; which was 
read twice by its title. , 

Mr. DAWES. I will say that this bill passed the Senate at the Jas 
| session. I move that the petition and vouchers now on the files | 

taken therefrom and referred with the bill to the Committee on p 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 
| Mr. HOWE. I ask consent to introduce a bill, which I do at the 
request of another person. 

By unanimous consent, Jeave was granted to introduce a bill (s. 
No. 84) to amend certain provisions of the Revised Statuies of the 
United States, relating to the transportation of animals; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi. 
ciary. 

Mr. OGLESRBY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. &5) for the relief of the executors of the estat» 

| of John 8S. Miller, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 86) to authorize the coinage of a do!l- 
lar of 412} grains standard silver, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MATTHEWS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 87) authorizing the adjudication and pay- 
ment of certain claims upon the fund created by section 15 of ehap- 
ter 459 of the laws of the Forty-third Congress; which was read twic 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TELLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 88) for the relief of James W. Richards and 
J.S. Brown & Bro., of Denver, Colorado; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leay: 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 89) for the relief of the officers and privates 
of the Fourth Arkansas Cavalry Volunteers; which was read twic: 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I have been requested by a respectable citizen 
of this District to present three bills, which seem to be regular and 
meritorious. I introduce them without committing myself for or 

| against them. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (8. No 
90) for the relief of Nannie Hall; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Conim.ttee on 
Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 91) for the relief of Gallus Kerchner; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 92) for the relief of William T. Pate and Silas Q. 
Howe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 93) making further appropriation for the 
| purpose of continuing the construction of canal and locks at the Cas- 
cades of the Columbia River in the State of Oregon; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 94) authorizing the construction of range-lights 
on Sand Island, mouth of the Columbia River; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. ; 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 95) authorizing the construction of a first-class 
light-honse on Tillamook Head, Oregon; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. i 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 96) for the relief of Junius T. Turner; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 97) authorizing the Secretary of War to grant 

yermission to the proprietors of salmon fisheries now located on 

hree-tree Point military reservation on the Columbia River 1 
Washington Territory to remain on said reservation; whicl was 
read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. : 

Mr. PADDOCK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
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to introduce a bill (S. No. 98) to divide the State of Nebraska into 
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| ment-room, down to and including the Forty-first Congress, (March 4, 1871:) and 


, judicial districts ; which was read twice by its title, and referred | 


Mr. CONOVER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave | 


to introduce a bill (S. No. 99) for the relief of the estate of Amos 
0 ™ . 


Ireland, deceased ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


.C ittee on Claims. 
tae CO NORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 100) for the relief of the heirs of Chauncy 
M Lockwood; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. : 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 101) for the relief of Susan J. Berry ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on ¢ laims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 


duce a bill (S. No. 102) for the relief of the legal representatives of | 


James L. Clements, late of the State of Alabama, deceased; which 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I move that the petition, with the accompanying 
papers, of Daniel Stickney, be taken from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Post- Offices and Post-Roads. The case 
has had a favorable report by bill, and the bill passed the Senate at 
the last session. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

Mr. HAMLIN. I have been reqnested to ask that Seth Driggs 
have leave to withdraw his papers from the files of the Senate. The 
memorandum states that they were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations at the last session and that no report was made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made upon the con- 
dition imposed by the rules. ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I ask leave to have the papers and evi- 
dence in the case of Nicholas Vedder, paymaster of the United States 
Army, relating to a claim for money lost in the line of duty at New 
Orleans, Louisiana, in the month of November, 1263, taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. I beg leave 
to say that I know nothing about the facts of this case, and there- 
fore express no opinion upon them; but Mr. Vedder is known in the 
State of Illinois to be an honorable man. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order will be entered as desired by 
the Senator from Illinois, if there be no objection. 

On motion of Mr. WADLEIGH, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Ellen Truesdale and accompanying papers be taken 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Hoy McLain be taken from the files of 
the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. WALLACE, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and pe of Catharine T. Campbell be taken from 
the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. BAILEY, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Treadwell S. Ayres, of Memphis, Tennessee, be 
taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. GARLAND, it was 


Ordered, That the Se ro relating to the matter of relief of the officers and pri- 
vates of the Fourth Arkansas Cavalry Volunteers be taken from the files of the 
Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of J. M. Micow, R. G. P. White, R. W. 


Corbin, and L. T. Green be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. HILL, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Nathaniel P. Harbin be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. CONOVER, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Enoch Totten, administrator of the es. 


tate of Lloyd, deceased, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. DORSEY, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of William Bowlin be taken from the files 
of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
On motion of Mr. DORSEY, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of Henry Ware be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
REPORT ON UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. CHAFFEE submitted the following resolution ; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to tranamit to the Senate 
& copy of the last aunual report of the Government directors of the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company. 
SURPLUS DOCUMENTS. 
Mr. MORRILL, I offer the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he hereby is, in- 
structed and directed to canse the proper officers under him, as soon as practi 
eabie, to carefully collate and numerically arrange duplicate sets of all bills and 
resolutions of the Senate and House of Kepresentatives now on file in the docu. 








the Public Printer is hereby authorized and directed to bind the same; and that 
he cause the files of all executive and miscellaneous documents and reports of 
committees for the same period to be reduced to ten copies of each document and 
report, excepting always the annual reports of the heads of Departments and 
bureaus, reports of a scientific nature, and surveys, and to dispose of the surplus 
as waste ae the proceeds of the sale of which shall be turned into the contin 
gent fund of the Senate. 

I do not know that the resolation is in precisely the form in which 
it ought to pass, and I shall ask to have it referred to the Committee 
on Printing. I merely wish now to say that something in relation to 
this matter should be done. There are a great many bills that have 
already become laws which are piled up in the document-room and 
a great many others wholly unimportant that have merely been intro- 
duced and referred to committees and no action taken thereon. I 
desire to have the resolution referred to the Committee on Printing 
that it may be carefully considered and reported upon at an early 
day. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say that I am quite sure many of the prin- 
cipal public libraries of the country would like sets of these docu- 
ments, and they should have an opportunity to get them before they 
are treated as waste paper. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I presume the resolution will be 
printed for the information of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing and printed, if there be no objection. 


PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. If there are no more resolutions, I move to take 
up the resolution that I submitted two or three days ago. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It requires no motion. There comes 
over as unfinished business a resolution, which the Secretary will 
report for the information of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution submitted by Mr. 
EDMUNDS on the 17th instant: 

Resolved, That a select committee consisting of seven Senators be appointed, 
whose duty it shall be to take into consideration the state of the law respecting 
the ascertaining and declaration of the result of the elections of President ond 
Vice-President of the United States; and that said committve have power to report 
by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On consultation with my honorable friend from 
Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] and some other gentlemen, I think it desi- 
rable to move to amend that resolution by adding these words: 

And that said committee have power to confer and act with any committee of 
the House of Representatives that may be charged with the same subject. 


I suppose I can make that modification without a direct vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator has that right, and the reso- 
lution is so modified. Will the Senate agree to the resolution as 
modified ? 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Secretary be directed to inform 
the House of Representatives of the adoption of this resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ACCOUNTS OF THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


The VICE-PRESIDEN*. There is another resolution which comes 
over as unfinished business, which the Secretary will report for the 
information of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read as follows: 

_ Whereas, there appear to be material differences, alterations, and discrepan- 
cles 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think the resolution now about 
being read was offered by myself; was it not? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I gave notice at the time I offered 
it that at some future day I should ask that it be taken from the 
table. Iam not prepared this morning. Let the resolution lie on 
the table until such time as I am ready to proceed with its considera- 
tion, when I shall call it up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That course will be taken. 
What is the pleasure of the Senate ? 

Mr. SARGENT. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at twelve o’clock and thirty-eight 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 





[A pause. ] 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonDAY, October 22, 1877. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. 
Joun PorsaL, D. D. 


The Journals of Wednesday and Saturday last were read and ap- 
proved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message was received from the Senate by Mr. Sympson, one of 
its clerks, notifying the House that that body had appointed a select 
committee, consisting of seven members, whose duty it shall be to 
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take into consideration the state of the law respecting the ascer- 
taining and declaration of the result of the elections of President and 
Vice-President of the United States, and that said committee have 
power to report by bill or otherwise; and that said committee have 
ower to confer on the subject with any committee of the House of 
Jeopr sentatives which may be charged with the same subject. 


REPRESENTATIVE FROM COLORADO, 


Mr. HALE. I rise to call up a question of the highest privilege, 
the unfinished business of Wednesday, the claim of a member to a 
seat upon this floor, as being a matter of the very highest privilege 
and coming over to the exclusion of all other business, even upon a 
Monday morning. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that the case to which 
the gentleman from Maine alludes comes up properly as unfinished 
business; bat if there be objection the Clair will hear any statement 
to the contrary. The Chair hears none and the case is before the 
House. 

The anestion was upon the following resolution offered by Mr. 
Hanns, of Virginia, as a substitute for the motion of Mr. HAL#, that 
James B. Belford be sworn in as a Representative from the State of 
Colorado: 

Resolved, That the certificate presented by James B. Belford, and the certified 
abstracts of votes cast upon the 7th day of November, 1576, for Representative to 








t y-tifth Congress, and accompanying papers presented by ‘Thomas M. Pat 
ter n which cach claims the office of Representative to the Forty-fifth Con 
gress of the Uuited States from the State of Colorado, be referred to the Committee 
of Elections, to be appointed hereafter, with instructions to said committee to re 
port either as to the prima facie right or final right of said claimants as the com 
mittee shall deem proper, and that neither claimant be sworn in until said committee 
rm} la 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Under the order of debate I believe I 
am entitled to the floor this morning on the amendment which I 
offered on last Wednesday. Before I proceed to discuss this question 
upon its merits I beg to state that Ishall proceed with this discussion 
in no spiritof party. I never have thought, and no man thinks when 
he consults his judgment, that these questions involving the right of 
members to their seats are ever to be considered in a party aspect; 
yet history has taught us that such has been too often the case. But, 
sir, | think the hour has arrived now in our history, in this era of good 
fecling between all sections and partially between all parties, when 
the members of this House can come to the point of examining jadi- 
cial questions as judges and not as partisans. Therefore, sir, L shall 
proceed to discuss this question as I understand it in that light. 

First, I wish for the benefit of members who have not examined 
this question to relate the history of the case, which isin a few words 
simply this: On the 3d of March, 1875, Congress passed what was 
called an enabling act to permit the Territory of Colorado to come 
into the Union asa State upon an equal footing with the other States. 
In October, 1875, a convention was ordered and an election {was held 
for members of that convention. That convention met in December, 
175, and adopted a constitution which in July, 1576, was submitted 
fo the people for ratification or rejection, It was ratified. Then 
what wasthe next step tobe taken? The constitution provided that 
in the October then following there should be a general election for 
ail oflicers of the State, enumerating them by title, and also for one 
member of Congress. 

Now, what was meant by the framers of the constitution, in saying 
one member of Congress, may be better understood when we further 
proceed to examine and argue the question. I will follow up the his- 
tory of the case to show the meaning of the framers of that constitu- 
tion in providing for the election of one member of Congress in Octo- 
ber. 

On the 31st day of Angust, 1276, the secretary of the State of Col- 
orado, under the authority of law, issued his proclamation ordering 
and directing the sheriffs of the several counties of the State to hold 
an election for a member of Congress for the unerpired term of the 
Forty-fourth Congress. It is not necessary to read that proclamation, 
for Lalmost quote it literally. Things remained unchanged until the 
10th day of September, when the secretary of the State, by author- 
ity of law, issued his proclamation addressed to all the sheriffs in the 
various counties of Colorado, directing them to hold an election on 
the 71h day of November, 1376, for a member of the Forty-fisth Con- 
gress. 

hus matters proceeded officially, and that was the official history 
of it; and while explaining these official acts I want for one moment 
to refer to matters outside of the record; my friend from, Maine [ Mr. 
HALF] did the same thing. The republican party, then, in pursuance 
of that proclamation, went on to canvass for the office of member of 
Congress fortheunoxpired term, Three or four weeks before the elec- 
tien in October, without the knowledge of the opposite party or of 
Mr. Patterson, their tickets were printed with the name of Mr. Belford 
for member of Congress both for the Forty-fourth and Forty-fifth 
Congresses. But there had been no authority given by the Legisla- 
ture or by any other authority for that to be done. It was the act of 
the party alone, or of the candidate for Congress. 

Then, on the 10th day of October, after the election of member of 
Congress for the Forty-fourth Congress, and after the general elec- 
tion, the republican State executive committee issued its mandate to 
the republican party throughout the whole State, saying that a great 
victory had been won in electing a Legislature who would elect re- 
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facie case he must be sworn in and admitted to a seat on this floor 
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publican electors and clecting a member of Congress for ¢h, 
pired term; but that work had yet to be done, aud that ther 
be an election on the 7th day of November for member of Coy.» 
the Forty-tifth Congress. 
the people of Colorado. 
Then, what was the next step? Lonly speak now of the facts w) 
go to make - the record. A few days after the republican comn 
tee had issued that proclamation ordering their men to the res, S 
register and to vote, and instructed the registers to pay no rey in ie 
democratic registering, as that was none of their business, on thi l th 
day of October, a conference was had by the committee of the 
lican party in which the then governor of the State of Colorado » 
asked to participate, and after mature deliberation they dotermine) 
to stand their hand on the election in October for member of the Por. 
fifth Congress, and they issued a manifesto or proclamation to 
people revoking the order which they had made for the elect; 
member of Congress on the 7th day of November, 1876. And simy!. 
taneously the secretary of state, who had issued the order in Ss». 
tember for the election in November, issned his order to the shepi. 
of the several counties in the State countermanding the pr shai 
order. That, sir, is the history of the case. 
Now I come to notice briefly some remarks of my friend from Maino 
[Mr. HaLr] on that subject. The object of that gentleman is ty 
show that Mr. Belford has a prima facie case, and that having a p) 
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The law upon that question is so well settled that I scarcely noo! 
refer to it; but I shall do so briefly farther on. The gentleman saya 
the governor's certificate constitutes a prima facie case. Now. tho 
governor's certificate makes a prima facie case only when that cert; 
cate is authorized by law, and the party giving it has a right to issn: 
it. It is not every paper that purports to bo a certificate of elect 
that gives the party named in it the right to a seat on this floor, |; 
must be a paper issued under due authority of law by an oficer ha 
ing authority to issue it. 

The gentleman from Maine cannot produce any law of C)lorado 
which authorizes the governor of that State to certify the eles 
of a member of Congress. It is true that under the territorial lay 
the governor of the Territory was authorized to commission the te: 
ritorial Delegate in Congress. But the moment the Territory becan 
a State and a part of this Union, and had been received under | 
proclamation of the President of the United States, and the gover 
and other State officers had been sworn in, every law of the Territo 
became void and was repealed, except so far as any such law was 
continued either by the enabling act of Congress or by the conveo 
tion which framed the State constitution. 

Mr. HALE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question 
right here? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Did not the convention, in its provisions of the con 
stitution relating to the subject, declare in terms that the forms and 
methods should be the same as had been pursued under the territo- 
rial legislation? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Section 16 of the schedule provisles that 
the votes shall be canvassed and the result determined in the ma 
ner provided by the laws of tho Territory for the canvass of votes 
for Delegate in Congress. 

Mr. HALE. That is what I referred to. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. That is what the schedule says. If you 
will observe the phraseology of that section, however, you will see 
that it wholly omits the authorization of any certilicate to be give 
by the governor. It was by a different section of the territorial law, 
ander a different chapter, that authority was given to the governor 
of the Territory to certify the election of a Delegate in Congress. | 
will read this section of the schedule again, and I ask lawyers to 
analyze it carefully. “The votes shall be canvassed and the result 
determined in the same manner.” By whom? It means that the can- 
vassing hoard shall have the right to canvass the votes; that is, to 
ascertain what the vote is. And the result shall be determined, by 
addition and computation, and it has to be announced by the returo- 
ing-board. After they have done that, then would follow the daty 
of the governor to make proclamation of the election of a member of 
Congress, if such authority had been givenhim. But no such author 
ity was given him. Lhave no doubt it was a casus omissus, an Unin- 
tentional omission; but such is the fact. Therefore there is v0 
authority of law, except by implication, for the governor to give his 
certificate of the election of a member of Congress. 

Mr. HALE. I do not like to interrupt the gentleman, but will he 
allow me to ask him another question here ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. With pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. Does the gentleman make any question that under 
the territorial law the canvass was made up and the governor issued 
his certificate to the territorial Delegate ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I do not. 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman makes no question of that? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I do not. 

Mr. HALE. Does he make any question, after reading the section 
of the schodule to which I referred, and which he holds in his hand, 
that by the terms of the constitution of Colorado the forms and 
methods pursued under the territorial law were to be pursued in the 
State? 




















1877. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. Li9 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I have just said that I admit in regard 
t the State officers that the schedule of the State const itution pro- 
\ ides that the same methods and rules shall be pursued in canvass- 

vy and announcing the result as in the lerritory ; but that does not 
is with it by implication of law the right of the governor to issne 
sn vertifieate of election of members of Congress for the State. He 
must have special authority to do that. It was a special statute of 
a Territory of Colorado which gave him the right to issue a certi- 


he 
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referred to nor re-enacted by the constitution of the State. ; 

Mr. HALE. The point of the gentleman is, then, that the anthori- 
ty for issuing the certiticate should have been given in terms, and 
that the reference to the right of the governor under the old terri 
torial legislation does not necessarily embrace it. Is that the point? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The point I make is that section 16 of 
tl e echedule does not empower the governor to issne a certificate of 
election of member of Congress. It does authorize the canvassing 
hoard to canvass the returns and ascertain the result; but there is 
no authority given in that schedule for the governor to grant his 
certificate. . ; 

My friend from Maine also said: Where is the law to be found by 
which Representatives from Ohio and Maine who were not elected 
on the 7th day of November, 1576, the day prescribed by section 25 
of the Revised Statutes, come and take their seats here? That gen- 
tleman ought to know very well that the law fixing a uniform day 
for the election of members of Congress was passed in 1572, and if 
that law had not been changed, had not been modified, my friend, 
who was eleeted in September, 1276, could not now have aseat on this 
floor. Why? Beewuse the Constitution says that Congress shall have 
power to regulate the times, places, and manner of holding elections 
for members of Congress. Congress had exercised its constitutional 
powers in this respect by fixing the time for bolding elections of 
Representatives, leaving the places to be regulated by the respective 
States. The law of Congress on this subject being paramount, the 
States that had not conformed their election laws to the time fixed 
hy the law of Congress would not have been entitled to send Repre- 
sentatives to this House; no person elected on any other day than 
the 7th of November would have heen entitled to a seat on this floor. 
But in view of complaints of gentlemen from Ohio and Maine that 
their State constitutions provided for a different day and could not 
he changed so as to make the time of their congressional elections in 
1°76 conform to that fixed by the general law, Congress came to their 
relief; and it is under a section of an amendatory act that gentle- 
men from those States now hold seats here. The amendatory act of 
March 3, 1875, prescribed that section 25 of the Revised Statutes, pre- 


ficate to the territorial Delegate. That special statute was neither | 





scribing the time of holding the elections for Representatives in | 


Congress, should be modified so as not to apply to any State that 
had not yet changed its day of election or whose constitution must 
be amended in order to effect a change in the day of election of State 
ofticers in such State. As certain States by their constitutions were 


compelled to hold their State elections of 1876 in September and | 


October, Congress, to consult their convenience and to give them 
au opportunity in the year 1576 alone to elect their members on the 
day to which they had been accustomed by their laws, adopted this 
amendatory act, under which my friend from Maine holds his seat 
here, and by no other means whatsoever. 

Now, applying these principles to the State of Colorado, what was 
the condition of that community when this law of 1472 was passed ? 
It was but a Territory. The amendatory act of 1375 was passed on 
the very day upon which the enabling act for the admission of Col- 
orado was passed. This act was not adopted for the benefit of Col- 
orado, that she might hold elections for the Forty-fourth, Forty-fifth, 
Forty-sixth, and Forty-seventh Congresses on any other day than the 
7th of November, but the enabling act gave Colorado the right to 
fix the time of holding the first election for member of Congress as 
well as State officers on some day subsequent to the adoption of the 
constitution. 

Now, the gentleman on my right [Mr. HALE] contends—and the same 
position is taken by the outside authorities to whom he has referred, 
(Senator EpMuNDs and Mr. McCrary )—that the authority given to the 
convention of Colorado to fix the time for holding the election sub- 
sequent to the adoption of the constitution for one member of Con- 
gress carried with it the right of Colorado to have a day other than 
the 7th of November till the next apportionment. 

Taking that construction to be correct, then the phraseology 
of this twenty-fifth section of the Revised Statutes has been so 
changed with reference to all the other States that they can go on 
and hold their congressional elections as they held them before ; for 
the section says that such States as have not fixed the 7th day of 
November shall be exempted from the operation of that act. Ex- 
empted to what extent? To answer this question we must look at 
the intention of the legislative authority. The plain meaning is that 
such States shall be exempted for the next ensuing election—the elec- 
tion of 1576, and not thereafter; because if the exemption is per- 
petual, if all States that had held elections on other days than the 7th 
of November are exempted from the operation of the general law, 
then the general law was a nullity and all the States must stand as 
they stood before that act was passed. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read certain of- 








ficial papers to which I invoke the attention of the House, and I ask 
members to observe particularly the date of each paper. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


ELECTION NOTICK. 
To the sheriff of County, greeting : 


You are hereby notified that the first general election for oflcers provided 
under the constitution of the State of Colorado will be held on Tuesday, October 
3, A. D. 1876, in the several precincts of your county, as now provided by law, at 
which time there will be elected a governor, lieutenant-governor, secretary of 
state, auditor of state, treasurer, attorney-geyeral, superintendent of public in 
struction, three judges of the supreme court, six regents of the State University 
and one Representative for the unexpired term of the Forty-fourth Congress of the 
United States, one district judge and one district attorney for the second jadicial 
district. composed of the counties of Arapahoe, Douglas, Elbert, Weld, and Larimer 
Phere shall also be chosen at said election four senators, to represeut the eighth 
senatorial district, comprising the county of Arapahoe, and also seven representa 
tives to represent the county of Arapahoo in the house of representatives. 

As soon as convenient after the receipt of this notification, you will cause pnb 
lic proclamation of the same to be mado, as directed by law, iu the several voting 
precinets of your county, incinding therein such county and precinct ofiicera as 
are required by law to be chosen at said election 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the great seal 
of the State to be aflixed, at the city of Denver, this sist day of August A D 1x76. 

[SEAL | JOUN TAFFE 

Sceretary of State. 





FLECTION NOTICE 





To the sheriff of 


You are hereby notified that, in accordance with the provisions of section 
25 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, an election will be held on Tues 
day, the 7th day of November, A. D. 1876, in the several precinets of your county, 
as now provided by law, at which time there will be elected a Representative 
from the Siate at large for the Forty-tifth Congress of the United States 

As soon as convenient after the receipt of this notitication, you will cause public 
proclamation of the same to be made, as directed by law, iu the several voting 
precincts of your county, inclnding therein such county and precinct officers as 
are required by law to be chosen at said election 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and cansed the great seal of 
State to be ailixed, at the city of Denver, this 14th day of September, A. 1. is76. 

(SEAL. } JOuN rAFFE 

Secretary of State 


County, greeting 


HEADQUARTERS REPUBLICAN STATE CENTRAL CoMMITTER, 
Denver, Colorado, October 10, 1876 

Sir: The election of the 3d of October having resulted in a complete trinmph for 
the republican party, the entire republican State ticket boing elected ; also, nearly, 
if not altogether, two-thirds of all the members of the Legislature, which secures 
two republican United States Senators for Colorado and three electoral votes for 
Hayes and Wheeler, tho republican State central commii tee desires to congratn 
late the republicans throughout the State upon the splendid victory achieved and 
to bear testimony tothe zeal, fidelity, earnestness, and activity of the members of 
the party everywhere throughout the State. The victory is due to the interest 
manifested in the cause by the individual members of the party. But tho battle 
is not yet over. The «democracy seem to be determined t> go into a contest for the 
election of a Representative to the Forty-fifth Congress. 

* * * * * * * 

The great hope of the democracy is that they may be able to aneceed through 
the apathy and indifference of the republicans. Shall this hope of the enemy bo 
realized? If not, thenthe republicans must be active an goto work atonce ‘The 
firat thing to be seen to is the registration. This must be commenced on Tuesday, 
the ith inst. All county committees will please give this matter their immediate 
attention. In this connection it is not deemed inappropriate to republish the fol 
lowing concerning the importance of registration, which was iesned from this 
headquarters under date of September 1, 1276. 

. * * . - * 7 

I wonld also remark that I know of no obligation that the repnblican party is 
under to the democrats that they should see that any of that faith are registered 
My jadg ment is that they should be left to take care of that part of the battle for 
themsel ves. 

Hoping that you will give this matter your serions consideration and receive 
these suggestions in the same apirit in which they are tendered, to wit, the tri 
umphant success of the republican ticket, Il am your obedient servant, 

J. C. WILSON, 
Chairman 





HEADQUARTERS REPUBLICAN STATE CENTRAL COMMITTER, 
Denver, Colorado, October 14, 1876. 
* * . . . * * 

Hon. T. M. Patterson and Judge Relford were supported for both the Forty 
fourth and Forty-fifth Congresses Thenames of these gentlemen for the respect 
ive Congresses were printed on the tickets presented by the two parties, and the 
people elected the one and defeated the other. The votcs so cast have been certi 
fied to the board of canvassers, and certificates of election, pursuant to the votes 
so cast, will be awarded to the gentleman who has received a majority of 4:1 the 
votes cast. 

. * * om * * * 

Therefore, in view of the reasons above stated, and for others which micht be 
enumerated, it has been determined by therepublican State central committee to 
decline any and all participation in the election called for the 7th of November, 
1876; aud as we are authorized to announce that Judge Belford declines to have 
his name presented again for the suffrages of the people at this proposed election, 
we recommend to the republicans throughout the State to take no part therein 
whatever. 

sy order of the republican State central committee. 
J. C. WILSON, 
Chairman. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, the House must have ob- 
served that this question turns upon the point whether the election 
was held on the right day or not. Then the question recurs, if the 
election was not held on the right day, how can this House investi- 
gate this question, or is the House competent to go behind the certifi- 
cate aud decide whether the election was held on the right day or not. 

Now, it is very clear that when a certificate given by competent 
anthority recites merely in general terms that a member was duly 
elected according to law, we cannot, to ascertain a prima facie case, zo 
behind that certificate. But where the certiticdte descends to partic- 
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ulars or makes reference to any fact or law, then it becomes the duty 


of the House to look back to that fact or law; and thus the whole | 


question is opened. 


Forty-tifth Congress. It is the duty of the House to take judicial 
notice whether by law an election was authorized on the 3d day of 
October, 1°76. What does Mr. McCrary say on this subject, quoting 


long-established authorities ? . 
216. It is to be observed in this connection that while in determining the prima 


facie right to a seat the House of Representatives will not look behind the certifi- 
cate, if it be signed by the proper officers and if it contains a statement in un- 
equivocal terms of the result of the election ; 


Again, he says: 


Qo 


While it is, as we have seen, trne that where a certificate of election is con- 
fined to a statement that the person to whom it is given is duly elected, or words 
to that effect, itis prima facie evidence that such person is entitled to the office, it 
is also true that where it recites the facts upon which the certifying officer relies 
as his justification for issuing it, and where, from those facts, it clearly appears 
that the person named was not clected, the certificate destroys itself. 


Thereby confirming the well-established doctrine if the certificate 
refers to any fact or law it opens the whole question before the House 


whether by law the officer giving the certiticate had the authority to | O.¢oher. 


dlo it. 

Then, Mr. Speaker, had the people of Colorado the right to elect a 
member of the Forty-fifth Congress on the 3d day of October, 1876? 
I take the bold position, even if they had the right, then it ought to 
be referred, because the authority of the State which was given and 
made public ordered no election on that day, but on the contrary 
ordered an election on the 7th of November; that on the 3d day of Octo- 


ber, 1876, when Belford and Patterson were voted for for the Forty- | 


fifth Congress, there was no public notice given or any authority 
for any ofticer to open a poll for the election of a member to the Forty- 
fifth Congress. I ask my friend from Maine [Mr. HALE] to point to 
the law and the order which directed the sheriff or other officer to 
open a poll on the 3d of October for the election of a member to the 
Forty-tifth Congress. Where is it? Show it to me? I appeal to 
my friend from Maine on my right, who seems now to be very much 
engaged, to show me the proclamation of the authorities of Col- 
orado declaring that an election should be held or a poll opened 
on the 3d day of October for the election of a member to the Forty- 
lifth Congress. 

Mr. HALE. I endeavored the other day on that very point to show 
what seemed to me to be conclusive; but perhaps the gentleman did 
not listen to my remarks on that occasion. I stated that whatever 
may have been the previous proclamation the people of Colorado 
took cognizance of this subject as the people of the Territories have 
done in many like instances. We have recognized heretofore like 
action of the people of the Territories. In this case both parties took 
cognizance, democrats as well as republicans, and assembled on the 
7th day of October and cast their ballots for member of the Forty- 
fifth Congress. On that the governor issued his certificate, and I do 
not care whether there was any previous proclamation announcing 
this or not. It is not of any account to my mind. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. As Iexpected, the gentleman from Maine 
fails to show any authority for the election of a member to the Forty- 
fifth Congress on the 3d of October, and falls back upon first princi- 
ples, or rather territorial principles, and cites as his authority in- 
stances where people have met together in an unorganized Territory 
and formed a constitution under which the State may have been ad- 
mitted and the member then elected taken his seat. I admit there 
are such instances, but they do not at all apply to this case. They 
do not apply in the least to a State which lays down the mode and 
manner of holding elections and the time of doing it. It does not 
apply to this case, where th> time is fixed when the ministerial offi- 
cers of the State of Colorado shall provide for holding elections. The 
law of Colorado says the election shall be held after notice given by 
the secretary of state, and the secretary of state gave notice that on 
the 3d day of October an election should be held for a member for the 
unexpired term of the Forty-fourth Congress of the United States. 
The secretary of state also issued his proclamation saying that the 
election for member for the Forty-tifth Congress should be held in 
November. With these official papers hanging over the people, with- 
out the forms of law, without authority from any higher authority, 
they cast the ballots simply because there was printed upon them the 
names of candidates for the Forty-fifth Congress as well as for the 
Forty-fourth Congress. 

Now, the gentleman from Maine travels out of the record to refer to 
some notice sent to Mr. Belford from the office of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 
As he has done that it will justify me in going so far out of the record 
as to state that the governor of Colorado, Governor Routt, has sworn— 
he has given it under his solemn oath and according to his best judg- 
ment—that the election in October was void because it was held on 
the wrong day. He has so sworn, and his testimony is here. He was 
interrogated in this contested-election case now under consideration, 
and under his solemn oath says—let me quote what he says: 

Question. So far as yon now have any opinion upon the subject, is it not that Mr. 
Belford was not legally elected Representative to the Forty-fifth Congress ? 

Answer, I have very serious doubts as to whether the election on October 3, 1876, 
was a legal election for member to the Forty-fifth Congress 
Q. In additien to the serious doubts you have expressed, is it not your best judg 


yet something may appear upon the | 
face of the certificate itself to destroy or impair its value as prima facie evidence. | 


Now, the certificate which Mr. Belford holds says | 
that on the 3d day of October, 1576, he was elected a member of the | 


| not a legal election, gave a certificate of election. 


| 





ment now that the election on the 3d of October last, so far as Representat 
the Forty-fifth Congress is concerned, was illegal ? rope 
A. The preponderance of evidence is in my jadgment that the electio 


: . . q non the 34 
of October for Representative to the Forty-fifth Congress was not legal. m the 3d 


And he is the gentleman who held a conference with the repub] 
committee and in the face of his own judgment, that the 


ican 
, election Was 
W hat more, 


can be needed to explain the true interpretation and meaning of hi’ 
section of the constitution of Colorado than that given out yy ita 


own officers who made the constitution, that it authorized an eje; tior 
on the 3d of October for the unexpired term? And then it says: 


And thereafter at such times and in such manner as may be prescribed by Jaw 


But the law prescribed no place, no time, for any other than the 
first Representative for Colorado. What then? Why, sir, that proc- 
lamation for the election in November says: 


Pursuant to the twenty-fifth section of the Revised Statutes— 
which prescribes the day to all the States except those within the 


exceptions. Congress prescribed the day, the 7th of November. Tho 
territorial Legislature had prescribed the mode and manner of taking 


| the votes. And they ought to have been taken on the 7th day of 


November, 1877, aud not at the time that they were, on the 34 of 


The gentleman from Maine laid some stress upon the fact that both 
parties voted, while that is not a part of the record, and I do not 
think ought to have been referred to, because in discussing Jeya| 
questions we ought to discuss them from the law and the facts before 
the House as if before a court; yet, if the gentleman traveled out of 
the record I have a right to follow him, and reply to him on that 
question. We have the testimony taken in the same case to show 
that so far as the democratic party was concerned they never dreamed 
of running a candidate for the Forty-fifth Congress at the October 
election ; that Mr. Patterson was away up in the mountain country, 
and when the republican ticket made its appearance only a few days 
before the election, with Mr. Belford’s name on it for both Congresses, 
then the democratic party proceeded to circulate tickets having on 
them the name of Mr. Patterson—a proceeding which he disapproved, 
and which disapproval he freely expressed. The testimony shows 
that in one county Mr. Patterson only received for the Forty-tifth 
Congres 500 and odd votes, while for the Forty-fourth Congress he 
received 1,300 and odd votes, and why? Because the ticket had been 
circulated for the Forty-fourth Congress, but the tickets for the 
Forty-fifth had not reached the remote parts of the State. It appears 
also, in the examination of that case, that Mr. Patterson’s vote is 
made to be larger for the Forty-fifth Congress than it really was, and 
smaller for the Forty-fourth. In that very county where he only got 
500 votes for the Forty-fifth Congress and 1,300 for the Forty-fourth 
Congress, the certificate of the clerk was so bungling that the board 
of State canvassers transposed the figures so that at the October elec- 
tion for the Forty-fourth Congress, where the figures were very close, 
they gave Mr. Patterson only 500 from that county, and for the Forty- 
fifth, where he did not need it, as no one was running, they gave him, 
very magnanimously, 1,300 votes, and this makes Mr. Patterson seem 
to get as many votes, almost, at the October election for the one Con- 
gress as for the other. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe I have said all I desire to say on this ques- 
tion. If I have any time remaining I yield it tothe gentleman trom 
Massachusetts,(Mr. BUTLER.] LThopemy amendment will be adopted, 
and this case referred to the Committee of Elections. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. BuTLER] takes the floor in his own right. 

Mr. MILLS. I had risen to make the point that this debate is pro- 
ceeding under the general rule, and that a gentleman who has not 
reported a measure has no right to dispose of the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] is cor- 
rect. The Chair had anticipated the point hemakes. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts speaks in his own right, and has one hour. 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire simply to state this case with the law of 
it as I understand it; and if I am correct in the precedents, the case 
will argue itself. Similar questions have been before Congress from 
the beginning of the Government. The question first arose in the 
case of the State of Tennessee. The State of Tennessee took itself 
away from North Carolina, held a constitutional convention against 
the will of North Carolina, and presented itself to Congress. Wash- 
ington sent a message indorsing the action of Tennessee. At the 
same time that they adopted their constitution they elected their 
Representative in Congress, who brought with him the constitution 
to be presented to Congress; and when Congress admitted the State 
it also immediately swore in its Representative—and upon the ground 
that the State had from that moment aright of representation. This 
election was without any enabling act dium, 

The question came up again in the very much contested cases 
of Michigan and Arkansas, which, under the policy of that day, 
were only to be admitted together. In the State of Arkansas the 
territorial Legislature refused to have any convention held, but the 
people assembled in their primary capacity and had an election, bad a 
constitutional convention, elected their Representative at the same 
time as they voted upon their constitutional convention, and asked 
for admission. General Jackson referred that case to my namesake— 
you will find it in the second volume of Opinions of Attorneys-(ren- 
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ral—whether that could be allowed; and thereupon the Attorney- | 
oal— 


General decided that while it had no force and effect as a legal right, 
= that constitution must be treated as a petition to Congress to 


“mit the State, and they had aright to petition in the form of a | 
im - 


constitution as well as any other form of petition. ok 

At the same time came up the case of Michigan. When Michigan 
name here and presented her constitution and the case Was held in 
a vance in order that the question about Arkansas might be examined 
ani passed upon at the same time—for it was the policy of that day to 
admit only a northern and a southern State at the same time—Mr. 
Crary, who was elected by the people at the meeting which passed the 
doingsof the constitutional convention, came here and wasadmitted as 
a spectator on this floor while the question of his State being admitted 
was discussed. That question was discussed for two years, and he re- 
mained on the floor as a spectator. At hast, in 1836, on the 27th of 
January, if I remember—but you will find it in the thirteeuth volume 
of Benton’s Abridgment of Debates—the State was admitted into the 


Union and Mr. Crary was sworn in on a vote taken, without any en- | 


abling act, without any forms of law except the constitutional con- 
vention. . 

‘This case came up again from Minnesota. It came up under still 
more unfavorable circumstances in the case of Kansas; aud there, 
although to one side of the House the constitution of that State was 
a very bitter pill, yet, after the State was admitted, the Llouse swore 
in without contest the member who was voted for at the same 
time that the constitution was voted for, under no form of law, be- 
cause there was no law in existence. 

Now Colorado comes here with a petition to come into the Union, 
presenting its form of constitution. That form of constitution, after 
being examined, was approved by both Houses of Congress, and 
Colorado was admitted into the Union; but she had neither legisla- 


tive nor executive machinery, and she provided in her constitution | 


for a day for the election of her Representative in Congress. I agree 
with the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HARRIS] that the moment 
a State is admitted into the Union all territorial laws are void and 
from that hour have neither force nor effect. That was the decision 
of the Attorney-General in 1835 and has been the decision of every 


Congress where the question has come up since, 80 far as my investi- | 


gations go. But what did Congress do? With your leave I will send 
to the Clerk and ask to have read the sixth section of the act of 
March 3, 1875. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 6. That until the next general census said State shall be entitled to one 
Representative in the House of Representatives of the United States, which 
Representative, together with the governor and State and other officers provided 
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term of three months, and that on the same day she elected a mem- 
ber of Congress for the Forty-fifth Congress. Well, was there any- 
thing wrong in that? The statute I had read to you says that she 
shall be entitled to one Representative antil 1830, elected as she 
chooses, and she fixed upon this day by her constitutional conven- 
tion, for that was the only semblance of legislative power which she 
had within her borders; so that criticism comes to nothing. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I desire to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion at this point. He says the State of Colorado tixed the 3d day of 
October as the day for the election ; that upon that day they elected 
a member of Congress for the Forty-fourth Congress and also for 
the Forty-fifth Congress, and that they had the right to fix the time 
for the election until 1830. Does the gentleman say that they could 
upon the 3d dag of October last have elected a member of Congress 
for the Forty-sixth Congress and also one for the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress at the same time? 

Mr. BUTLER. If in their good judgment, acting under the organic 
law of the State, the constitutional convention did that, then I assert 
in reply to my friend that it is absolutely none of our business. I am 
a State-rights man myself. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I know you used to be. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is absolutely none of our business. She had the 


| right to elect a member of Congress until 1330 as she saw fit, mani- 


festing her will through the constitutional convention; she has 
done it. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Does the gentleman hold that Congress has the 
power under the Constitution to give a constitutional convention the 
power to fix the places and manner of election for beyond the first 
term ? ; 

Mr. BUTLER. To that I answer, that when Congress admits a 
portion of the territory of the United States to the power of a State, 
Congress may limit as it will,or enable as it will, how that State shall 
exercise its powers, and when it has once done that it becomes an 
irrevocable law of the land, because it is a contract with that State 
and we will not allow that State to secede of its own motion nor can 
we turn if out of our own. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Notwithstanding the constitutional provision ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Pardon me, when the State has a Legislature ; but 
Colorado had not any,and when they have that question of my friend 


| will arise, and not until then, 


for in said constitution, shall he elected on a day subsequent to the adoption of | 


the constitution, and to be fixed by said constitutional convention ; and until said 
State officers are elected and qualified under the provisions of the constitution, 
the territorial officers shall continue to discharge the duties of their respective 


ollices, 


Mr. BUTLER. Now, you will observe that, looking to the trouble 


and difficulty in which Colorado would be without election machinery | 


by which her Representative in Congress could be elected, Congress 
provided, by an act under forms of law as solemn as any other act, 
that a Representative to represent her interests in Congress and in 
all Congresses until 1880 should be elected at the time the constitu- 
tional convention fixed. Now, there is no dispute here, as I under- 
stand it, that the constitutional convention fixed the day on which 
the election of Mr. Belford was held, and on that day also all its 
oflicers, the governor, the Legislature, and all others, were elected. I 
am right in that. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. They fixed the day for the election of | 


Representative for the Forty-fourth Congress. 


Mr. BUTLER. On the day that constitution was voted on every- | 
thing was done, and the new State sprang into being with full life | 
and fall strength, fall rights and full powers, like Minerva from the | 


brain of Jove. 

Now, then, what are the criticisms upon this action? They are 
two: first, that by the act of Congress of 1872 all Representatives 
are to be chosen on the 7th day of November; but that act of 1872 
had an exception, which, with your leave, I will read. I read it from 
the Revised Statutes, although it is badly quoted: 

sat this section shall not apply to any State voting otherwise whose election for 
Representatives occurs previous to the regular meeting of its Legislature next after 
the 23th day of February, 1871. 

That allowed, for the time being, the States of Ohio, Indiana, New 
Hampshire, Pennsylvania, and some others, to vote on different days. 
That being then the law, the Legislature of the country, Congress, 
provided that in the case of Colorado, because of her coming into the 
Union having no law, having no Legislature, having no executive, she 
might fix the day. That of course repeals all laws that are incon- 
sistent with it. It was intended to do so, and had that effect. 

Now, then, it is not in dispute here that on the day fixed by the 
constitutional convention Mr. Belford was elected by an undisputed 
majority of votes. Very well. What is the other criticism !—because 


all criticisms should be carefully examined, for this, as my friend from | 


Virginia well says, is a mere judicial question, a mere question of the 
right of the sovereign State of Colorado to be represented upon this 
floor when she has obeyed all the laws of Congress. The other crit- 
lcisin is, that she elected on that day, under the law of Congress, a 
member of Congress for the Forty-fourth Congress, for the unexpired 





Bear with me now. Take into consideration, if yon please, my 
friends, this point: Colorado had neither Legislature, governor, nor 
any other State officer. She had no legislative power; she had no 
legislative body but the constitutional convention. And Congress, 
following the precedents set in the cases of Tennessee, Arkansas, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Kansas, and other States, did beforehand with 
Colorado what she did afterward with the other States, when they 
came here with men elected to represent them when there was in 
existence no semblance of a State. Congress very wisely said, You 
shall remain as you are until you pnt all your machinery in motion ; 
and when you get ready and have pat all your State machinery in 
motion, then you shall have a Representative on the floor of this 
House. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Wiil the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I would ask the gentleman whether in the cases 
of Michigan and the other States to which he has referred, the elee- 
tion provided for by the constitutional conventions of those States 
went beyond the election of members of the first Congress there- 
after? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir; but I have no difficulty with that. In 
the cases of those States there were no members to be clected. Men 
were elected when there were no places to be filled, no members to 
be elected. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I must ask my friend to pardon me if I 
interrupt him again. 

Mr. BUTLER. We are here to ascertain the truth. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The gentleman used to be a State-rights 
man; in fact, when I was a boy, he was our shining light on that sub- 
ject. But Iam sorry to say that he wavered a little, although he 
seems now to he coming back. 

Mr. BUTLER. I never wavered at all. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I understood him to say that the con- 
stigutional convention of Colorado, under the enabling act of Con 
gress, was authorized to provide for the election of members of Con- 
gress for not only the Forty-fifth, but also the Forty-sixth and Forty- 
seventh Congresses, if that convention had so chosen. I beg to call 
the attention of the distinguished gentleman to that section of the 


| Constitution of the United States which overrides both the Colorado 


constitution and the enabling act of this Congress, and which says: 


The House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen every sec- 
ond year by the people of the several States. 
Consequently they had no right to elect a member except every sec- 
ond year. And therefore the point of my friend that they had authori- 
ty to elect falls to the ground. 

Mr. BUTLER. But my friend from Virginia [Mr. Harris] will 
observe that that section, which is very familiar to all of us, bas no 
application to this case because no case under it has arisen. When 
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we allow a State to do what she ought to do and what she desires 
to do, we assume that she will act under the Constitution of the 
United States. My proposition was this: that it was necessary for 
the constitutional convention to fix the day of election; mind, the 
day of election, not to elect for more than two years ahead. I did 
not say that; I shoot with a rifle, not a shotgun. It was necessary 
to fix the day of election, and she had the right to fix it when we 
enabled her to fix it. Not to fix an impossible or unconstitutional 
day; that is another question which I will consider by and by. 

Now, that being the condition of thinvs, what happened? On the 
day which we told Colorado she might fix by her constitution, a day 
not objectionable upon any constitutional grounds, on that day she 
had an election and the certified result of that election is before us. 

In regard to the action of the Clerk of the House, when I first 
learned what his action was I was inclined to think that he had done 
wrong. Bat it is due to him to say upen full examination that I 
think he did exactly right, for the reason that he stated to us. He 
BAYS: 


I could not put this man on the roll, because I was restricted to those members 
only who had credentials in due form of law. I could not find any law in Colo- 
rado that prescribed the form of credentials; therefore I could not tell whether 
these were right or wrong; and, as pay was to follow, money of the United States 
was to be appropriated for the payment of the member, I could not adjudicate 
that these credentials were right. 


Now, I agree to that. There is no form of law in Colorado for 
these credentials. That State had no Legislatare that could prescribe 
any férm. But her governor, following the form recognized all over 
this country, in the absence of any prescribed form, has given a fall 
and complete certificate, to which fall faith and credit onght to be 
given, and will be given by this House, as it always has been given 
heretofore. Michigan, when she came here as a new Siate, had no 
credentials in form of law. Yet you will find that her member was 
sworn in at once, only 32 voting against it to 156 for it. The whole 
democratic party voted one way and the whole whig party, except- 
ing afew, voted the other way under the lead of John Quincy Adams. 
Kansas had no form of credentials prescribed by law. Arkansas had 
no form prescribed by law. Tennessee had no form prescribed by 
law. But the House always looks at the facts. Weare bound by no 
form of law in the matter. 

When a sovereign State comes here with a Representative, accord- 
ing to the provisions of the laws of the United States and the laws of 
the State, the Representative is admitted. The vital question is, 
Shall this sovereign State be represented here? Whether Mr. Belford 
shall be admitted to his seat here a week earlier or a week later is of 
very little consequence, because he cannot add to the minority, ex- 
cept his personal intellectual strength. One vote will not turn the 
scale; he cannot oppose the majority in anything they want to do 
for the good of the country. But whether the voice of a new State 
shall be heard here without quibble, without equivocation, without 
prevarication, whether the newly-born sister shall have all the rights 
of the original States, thatis the question? We should stand firmly 
by State rights when we are convinced from the papers before us, 
where there is no dispute that a fair election was held, where all the 
votes were counted, where all the voters were out, where the votes 
have been fairly and thoroughly canvassed. 

There is no dispute here on this point. Mr. Patterson claims an 
election on the 7th day of November, not held under any law, unless 
it is the law of Congress, and to which, in the case of Colorado, I say 
that Congress meant to make an exception. 

Whereas on the day fixed by the constitutional convention Mr. 
Patterson received 12,310 votes, he received on the other election day 
only 2,377 votes, showing that this other election was but a farce, 
not to nse a harder or harsher term. No man could look his own 
looking-glass in the face after voting to seat Mr. Patterson on this 
second election, Mr. Patterson did not even claim a seat upon the 
ground of that election; and my friend from Virginia, acting accord- 
ing to his seuse of right and with due regard to his own self-respect, 
as he always does on this floor, would not claim that this election 
should be taken by this House as the voice of the people. Mr. Pat- 
terson himself does not contest this election as being the result of 
either frand, illegality, or wrong. If the constitutional convention, 
acting under the act of Congress of March 3, 1875, had a right to fix 
the day as they did fix it—— 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. At this point I wonld like to ask the 
gentleman a question upon a matter on which he has dwelt very 
much. He has cited the cases of Tennessee, Michigan, Arkansas, 
and other States, which were admitted into the Union upon elections 
held in the informal manner prescribed by their conventions while 
in a territorial condition. I wish to ask whether Congress ever 
allowed elections held in that way to extend beyond the choice of 
the first member from the new State; whether two members elected 
at once, one to take his seat immediately and the other to take a 
seat in a future Congress, were ever both received upon such an 
election. Is itnot the fact that the only member ever received upon 
such an election was the first member chosen during the territorial 
condition of the community as Representative of the new State, 
such member being accepted by Congress from the necessity of the 
case ? 

There is another point to which T wonld ask my friend’s attention 
as showing that the convention of Colorado had no right to fix the 





time for holding the election, except by mere grace of Congrose — 
ex necessitate; and Congress, in allowing this privilege to the Tex 
tory, winked at the want of conformity to that provision of tho ¢ 
stitution of the United States which prescribes that— 


The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Sena‘ors and } 
atives shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof. 


tepre sent 


And although Congress may alter such regulations, yet only tho 
Legislature of a State and the Congress of the United States have 
the right to prescribe the times, places, and manner of holding thes 
elections. But Congress, for the sake of convenience, has allows, 
territorial conventions, previous to the admission of a State, to j. 
the time for the election of the first Representative. But 1 wil! defy 
the ingenuity and ability of the gentleman to produce a single eqs, 
where such a convention ever fixed the time for the election of 
second member of Congress. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, the precedents which I shal) ois, 
will not be emanations of any ability or ingennity of mine. [ do pos 
invent precedents; I cite them from the books and tell the gent 
man where he can find them. 

As to the last point which the gentleman has made, I wonld say ty 
him that whenever he reads a constitutional provision he had better 
read the whole, and then he will not be likely to get wrong. Le 
me read the last clause of the provision to which he has referred: 


- 


et 
Ht 


But the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such rezulations— 


That is, as to the times, places, and manner of holding elections for 
Senators and Representatives— 


except as to the places of choosing Senators. 


On the 3d of March, 1375, Congress did make such an alteration, 
Now, does the geutleman mean to say that in 1975, when we enabled 
the constitutional convention of Colorado to tix a day for the elec. 
tion, we set a trap for that community? I do not so believe. The 
gentleman in his treatment of the clause he has read from the Con- 
stitution of the United States interprets the word “ Legislature” too 
narrowly. “Legislature,” in constitutional language, meaus in my 
judgment the law-making power of a State; and this includes 4 
constitutional convention or any other of the higher emanations of 
the law-making authority of the people. 

Now, I freely admit that there is no case from Michigan, Tennesseo, 
or any of those other States in which a member thus chosen came in 
for a short fragment of aterm; but I humbly conceive that that is 
not the question here. We enabled Colorado to tix the time for her 
election throngh her law-making power, to wit, her constitutional 
convention, which we recognized. She did as we told her to do; 
there is no denial that she conformed to our law in this respect. The 
question now is, shall we fail to ratify her action? a question of 
some importance or I would pot have troubled the House upon it 
It seems to me that the statement of the facts and the law connected 
with this case, as I understand them, (and I believe, after bearing the 
many questions of the gentleman from Virginia, which I was glad to 
answer, that I have not erred very much in my statement,) ends the 
argument of the case; and I need say no more. 

I have agreed to yield a portion of my time to the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. SAYLER. } 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that this mode of yiel/- 
ing the floor to others is very proper where debate is limited; but ir 
a discussion of this sort, where a regular list of speakers has been 
agreed upon, such yielding would derange the plan fixed upon by 
those who have charge of the subject. The opportunity to speak had 
better be given to gentlemen in the order agreed upon, and afterward 
any other gentleman desiring to speak can be heard. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not at all impugn the decision of the Chair 
upon this subject; I think it very proper. I have finished all 1 de- 
sired to say. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the State of Colorado was admitted 
into the Union by proclamation of the President in Angust, 1°76. 
The first election under the new constitution of that State was held 
on the 3d day of October, 1876. Previous to that election, on the 
3lst August, 1876, the secretary of state issued his proclamation 
notifying the people that such election would be held. In his proc- 
lamation, which has already been read by the Clerk, it was specitic- 
ally stated that one Representative for the nnexpired terin of the 
Forty-fourth Congress of the United States should be elected. That 
is the only reference in this public notice by the secretary of state to 
an election of a Representative in Congress at that time—one Rep- 
resentative for the unexpired term of the Forty-fourth Congress. 

In pursuance of that notice by the secretary of state the sleritis 
throughout the several counties in Colorado issued their local notices, 
and such notices were published in each precinct and election district 
throughout the State and constituted the official notification of the 
authorities of Colorado of that election. There was no notice, official 
or unofticial, of an election on that day (October 30) for a Represeut- 
ative in the Forty-fifth Congress. ; 

On the 4th day of September, 1876, the secretary of state published 
a proclamation calling for an election on the 7th day of November, 
1876, for a member of the Forty-tifth Congress, That was published 
two or three weeks previous to the October election. These tw? 
proclamations and the local notices of the sheriffs issued in pursaance 
thereof were before the people in all the precincts and election Gls 
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tricts in that State on the 3d day of October at the time of the first 
ales tion under the constitution of that State. ut 

There was no authority, then, so far as the officials of Colorado 
were concerned, for holding an election on the 3d day of October for 
a member of Congress, except to fill the unexpired term of the Forty- 
fourth Congress. But on the lith day of October, some two weeks 
after the election had been held on the 3d of that month, the secretary 
of state published another proclamation in which he assumed to with- 
draw the proclamation giving general notice for an election for mem- 
her of Congress on the 7th of November for the Forty-fifth Congress. 
This last proclamation was of no force or legal effect whatever. The 
secretary of state was a mere ministerial oflicer whose duty it was to 
rive public notice of the election, and when he hal execnted that re- 
quirement of law he had no power to revoke his own official acts. It 
was held by the supreme court of the State of Wisconsin, in a case de- 
cided in 1365, that where an election was provided for by law and the 
time fixed by statute, if the officer failed to give proper notice the 
wople might hold that election in the absence of any notice. Hence 
oh ae retary of state, being authorized by the law to call the election 
at the time hedid,and having published his proclamation accordingly, 
had no right to withdraw it, and if he should withdraw it such act 
would have no effect whatever. 

There was therefore a call, officially proclaimed by the secretary 
of state, for an election on the 7th day of November, at the time Mr. 
Patterson claims to have been elected to a seat in this House. An 
election was held on the 7th day of November by the people in the 
several election precincts of the State. They held it in accordance 
with the laws of the United States and of the State of Colorado. Ab- 
stracts of the returns of the election were made out by the county 
officials and certified to the secretary of state of that State in eleven 
counties, and in others the officers refused to canvass the votes. It is 
proved by papers in this contest that in connties where the canvass- 
ers refused to canvass the votes there were 1,500 votes cast for Mr 
Patterson and a few for Mr. Belford, while in the counties where the 
abstracts of votes were returned there were cast for Mr. Patterson 
some 2,500 votes; making in all about 4,000 votes cast at that elec- 
tion for him for member of the Forty-fifth Congress, 

The State canvassers refused to canvass those votes or make any 
certificate in regard to that election. Icannot find any law of tho 
Territory or State of Colorado which required the secretary of state 
or the governor or any State officer to canvass the votes for mem- 
ber of Congress for the Forty-fifth Congress. 

There was no law in the State of Colorado requiring the secretary 
of state to canvass the votes cast on the 7th of November. Mr. Pat- 
terson’s claim to a seat rests here. He relies upon the votes cast by 
the people, and to the law which gives validity to his election. The 
people gave him bis right to a seat upon this floor. The canvassing 
officers of the counties sent their returns to the secretary of state, 
aud, in the absence of any law requiring those officers to canvass 
those votes, he brings to the House a certified copy of the returns on 
file in the office of the secretary of state of Colorado. 

So far, then, as this statement of facts goes—and I believe I have 
stated all the facts material to the case—there was a call for the elec- 
tion, there was an election held at the time, at the places, and in the 
mauner required by law, and there was a return of the votes cast cer- 
tified to the secretary of state. Mr. Patterson then brings here the 
exemplification of that record, which shows he received nearly all the 
votes cast at that election. In what respect, so far as the regularity 
of this eleetion is concerned, does this case differ from that of any 
other gentleman on this floor? It is regular in all particulars as far 
as the law requires officers to act. We have the right to look at this 
certilied copy of the record of Colorado to determine how many votes 
were cast on the 7th of November, and for whom those votes were 
cast. That can be done by the Committee of Elections of this House; 
and hence the necessity of a reference of this case to the committee 
before any one is admitted to a seat. 

During all this time Mr. Patterson, who claims the seat on account 
of that election, has acted in the very best of faith. It is said that 
he was voted for at the October election. That is very true. Dur- 
ing the time these official calls were being published he was ina 
remote part of the State and knew nothing about the printing of 
tickets by the friends of Mr. Belford, having his name for both terms 
upon them. It was not known to Mr. Patterson's friends that any- 
body in the State claimed that there was to be an election on the 3d of 
October for a member of the Forty-fifth Congress until within five 
days of that election. At Mr. Patterson’s meetings in various parts 
of the State of Colorado, as stated in his memorial to C »ngress, he 
informed the people that there were to bo two elections for member 
of Congress, one on the 3d of October for the unexpired term of the 
Forty-fourth Congress and the other on the 7th of November for the 
fall term of the Forty-fifth Congress. During all this time he and 
his friends were ignorant of any intention on the part of the voters 
of the State or the officials of the State to choose a member of the 
Forty-fifth Congress on the 3d day of October. Mr. Patterson super- 
vised in several places the printing of tickets for the October elec- 
tion and caused them to be printed with his name upon them for one 
term only, He never knew there was to be an election for the Forty- 
fifth Congress on the 3d of October until within two days of the elec- 
tion, The eleeticn took place. His friends had, without consulting 
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him, placed his name upon the tickets for both terms. He had nothing 
to do with it. He does not claim an election here by virtue of votes 
cast on the 3d of October; although, if the trath were known in 
reference to the October election, it could be shown that Mr. Patter- 
son was the choice of a majority of the legal voters of Colorado. 
We must consider the surroundings of the election on the 3d of Octo 
ber in that State. By virtue of a provision of the constitution of 
Colorado, the tirst Legislature, elected on the 3d of October, had 
the choosing of three electors for President and Vice-President of 
the United States. At that election also were to be chosen the gov- 
ernor and State officers and one member of Congress for the unex- 
pired term of the Fourty-fourth Congress. It was, then, an election 
of the utmost importance. There was a great effort made on the 
part of both political parties. If the bottom facts were known it 
would be found, I have no doubt, that fraud had been practiced in 
many of the precincts, so great were the interests involved at the 
election. 

But what are the facts in reference to Mr. Belford’s case? He 
claims by virtue of an election held on the 3d of October, 1875; an 
election in regard to which there was no official proclamation or pub- 
lic notice whatever by the State anthorities or any eounty anthor- 
ities in the State of Colorado. Althon zh th» statate of Colorado re- 
quires the secretary of state to give notice of all elections, there was 
none given of an election on the 3d of October for a member for the 
Forty-fifth Congress. The only anthority for voting at the O-tober 
election for a mem er of the Forty-tifth Congress was the printing 
of the tickets in that shape by the friends of the respective can- 
didates. 

Mr. Belford, then, was voted for on the 31 of October for member 
of the Forty-fifth Congress, under a call for an election for the Forty- 
fourth Congress only. The printing of his name upon tho tickets by 
his party friends (and that, too, in a clandestine manuer, having cir- 
culated them over the State for several weeks before any information 
of the fact reached his opponent) is the sole basis of his right to a 


| seat in this House. The object seens to have been to conceal the 


fact as long as possible of an election for the Forty-fifth Congress on 
the 3d of October. It was concealed. All official knowled se of such 
an election was withheld from the peoole of Colorado until after the 
3d of October. Mr. Patterson knew nothing of it until two diys before 
that election. [t did not occur to the party friends of Mr. Belford 
until nearly two weeks after the election on the 3d of October that 
the election on that day wis to be regarded asthe one by virtue of 
which he shonld claim a seat in this House. For, in an address pub- 
lished on the 19th of October, one week after the election, the repub- 
lican State committees called upon the republican voters to register 
in order to prepare for the election on the 7th day of November for 
a member of the Forty-fifth Congress. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER. I wish to know if it is true that the notice of the 
secretary of state was for anelection of mom ers of Congress for the 
unexpired term of the Forty-fourth Congress ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir; it was; and no other notice was pub- 
lished for an election on the 31 of October, except for ons Represent- 
ative in Congress for the unexpired term of the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress, as appears from the proclamation which I hold in my hand. 
And on the 10th of October, 1576, Mr. Belford’s party friends—that 
is to say, the State republican committee—still regarding the election 
of the 3d of October, so far as this Congress is concerned, as of no 
effect, published an address to the voters of the State, in which they 
called upon them to register and be prepared for the election on the 
7th of November fora member of the Forty-fifth Congress. That 
address shows on the face of it the zeal which Mr. Belford’s friends 
exhibited in his behalf; for I find this strongly partisan appeal in the 
body of the address : 

I would also remark that I know of no obligation that the republican party is 
under to the democrats that they should see that any of that faith are registered 


My judgment is that they should bo left to take care of that part of the buttle for 
themselves. 


This address is not only a zealons partisan appeal of the republican 
State committee, urging registration of their own friends only, but 
it is a recognition of tho illegality of the pretended election for the 
Forty-fifth Congress on the 3d of October. But a change, it seems, 
camo over the spirit of their dreams. On ths Mth of October, Mr. 
Belford’s friends withdrew his name from the contest, and on the 15th 
of October thé secretary of state issued a proclamation withdrawing 
his former call foran election, on the 7th day of November, for a Rvp- 
resontative in the Forty-fifth Congress. 

Such are the facts in regard to these two cases. Mr. Patterson has 
always regarded the November election as the sole basis of his right 
toaseat inthis House Mr. Belford’s friends, it seems, were willing 
torely on the election of the 3d of October, if that should elect. But 
if it happened that it did not elect him, they could easily repudiate it 
and insist upon another election on the 7th of November. The com- 
plete returns of the October clection were not received until about the 
time Mr. Belford’s name was withdrawn. 

The law of Congress on this subject has been referred to by the 
distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts,{Mr. BUTLER.] desire 
to call the attention of the House to the statute providing for the 
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election of members of Congress. It will be found in the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, section 25: 

The Tuesday next after the first Monday in November, in the year 1876, is 
established as the day, in each of the States and Territories of the United States, 
for the election of Representatives and Delegates to the Forty-fifth Congress; and 
the Tuesday next after the first Monday in November, in every second year there- 
after, is established as the day for the election, in each of said States and Terri- 
tories, of Representatives and Delegates to the Congress commencing on the 4th 
day of March next thereafter. 

This is the general law of Congress requiring in terms that the 
election of Representatives of this very Congress should be held in 
all States of the Union on the 7th day of November, 1876. There 
is an exception to that statute, which was passed in 1876. It is as 
follows: 

Section 25 of the Revised Statutes prescribing the time for holding elections for 
Representatives to Congress is hereby moditied so as not to apply to any State 
that has not yet changed its day of election and whose constitution must be 
amended in order to effect a change in the day of election of State officers in said 
State 

It will be seen that this exception does not apply to Colorado, 
which was not then a State in the Union. Of course, when it came 
into the Union, it must come in under the general law, unless there is 
some other statute that gives the right to fix another day. Is there 
another such statute ? The gentleman from Massachusetts has quoted 
the enabling act as authority to the constitutional convention to fix 
this election day. Let us see whether such authority exists by virtue 
of the enabling act. The enabling act is: 

That until the next general censns said State shall be entitled to one Representa- 
tive in the House of Representatives of the United States, which Representative, 
together with the governor and State and other officers provided for in said consti- 
tution, shall be elected on a day subsequent to the adoption of the constitution, 
and to be fixed by said constitutional convention ; and until such State officers are 
elected and qualified under the provisions of the constitution, the territorial offi- 
cers shall continue to discharge the duties of their respective otlices.— United 
States Statutes at Large, volume 18, part 3, page 475 

That is the language of the enabling act. But what did the con- 
stitutional convention of Coloradodo? By virtue of that enabling act 
the convention provided this, and nothing more, in reference to the 
election of a member of Congress : 

One Representative in the Congress of the United States shall be elected from 


the State at large in the first election under this constitation, and thereafter at 
such times and places as may be required by law. 


That is the provision, and the only provision, of the constitution of 
Colorado in reference to the election for a member of Congress. One 
member to be elected at the tirst election does not mean that two are 
to be elected. But thereafter an election is to be held “at such times 
and places as may be required by law.” Under what law was a Rep- 
resentative in Congress to be elected thereafter? Evidently in pur- 
suance of the laws of the United States and the laws of Colorado. 
The only law that fixed the time for an election in the State of Col- 
orado for members of the Forty-fifth Congress was the statute I have 
just quoted—the twenty-fifth section of the Revised Statutes. This 
statute provides in effect that on the 7th day of November, 1876, 
there shall be elected in every State of the Union Representatives to 
the Forty-fifth Congress of the United States. That was the only 
statute in foree in Colorado on the 7th of November requiring an 
election for a member of Congress in that State. This law of the 
United States was the law of Colorado. It was the law of the land. 
It was just as much the law in Colorado as if the Legislature had 
assembled after the 3d day of October—the day upon which it had 
been elected—and had passed this act in so many words. It was a 
part of the election system of the State. And by that law the elec- 
tion of the Representative in the Forty-fifth Congress was fixed for 
the 7th of November. No law of the State can change that. The 
constitutional convention itself could not do it. It did not presume 
to change it, and therefore it was the law of that State on the 7th of 
November last. 

But it may be asked was there any other law providing for the other 
requisites of thatelection in existence? [holdin my hand the election 
laws of the Territory of Colorado, which, by the constitution of the 
State, were made the laws of the State until changed or repealed by 
the Legislature. The law of Congress fixed the time for the election 
of Representatives in Congress; the law of the State fixed the place 
and manner of that election. The seventh section of the general 
election laws of the State provides : 

All general and special elections shall be held at the place in each precinct, 
township, or district where the last election was held or at such other place therein 
as shall have been ordered by the board of county commissioners. 

This section designates the place of election. 

In section 15 it is provided as follows: 

The county commissioners of the several counties in this Territory are hereby 
authorized to divide their respective counties into as many election precincts 
for all general and special elections as they may think expedient for the con- 
venience of the voters of said county ; and to appoint as many sets of judges of 
elections to receive votes at the county seats as they may think necessary, and 
shall designate the house or place in such precinct and in the precinct including 
the county seat the house or houses, oo or places, at which elections are to be 


holden; and the precincts and places of holding elections so established shall so 
remain until changed by the board of county commissioners. 


This section and others I might read provide for the manner of 
election. By the laws of the State of Colorado, the place and manner 
and all the requisites for holding an election were prescribed, and by 






the act of Congress the 7th of November, 1876, was fixed as the 
the election. These provisions constitute an election system as cou). 
»lete as that which exists in any State of this Union. If this jo the 
aw, (and there was no other law in force in that State on the 7t} o 
November,) then Mr. Patterson’s election was held in pursuance of 
law—the only law on the subject that applied to the State of (9). 
orado, fixing the time, place, and manner of the election. His oleo. 
tion was as complete and as regular in this respect as the election of 
any member on this floor. 


The gentleman from Maine, [Mr. HALE, } in his remarks on Wednes. 
day last, said: 


time for 


I venture to say that it would be dificult for a member upon this floor or the 
Clerk himself to tell where the law is to be found by which members come wry 
who have been declared elected from Oluo in October and five members come hers 
declared to have been elected in Maine in September. 

And further on he said: 


It does not lie in the mouth of the Clerk of this House to raise the questi 


(based upon his lack of knowledge of the law) where the authority comes fr = 


Mr. Speaker, the authority came from this exception to which | 
have already called the attention of the House. That exception was 
made especially to apply to the States of Maine, New Hampshire 
Ohio, Indiana, and, perhaps, one or two others, whose constitutions 
fix a different day from that provided by section 29 of the Revised 
Statutes. But this exception does not include Colorado. It was jy 
virtue of this exception that there was an election held in Maine jy 
September, and an election held in Ohio in October, and one held jy 
New Hampshire in March, I believe. The Clerk had a right to Jook 
to the law to learn whether Colorado was excepted from this genera] 
provision. He did look at it, and he saw that Colorado did not come 
within the exception. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] has contended 
that the enabling act repealed the general law, so far as Colorado 
was concerned. Assume, for the sake of argument, that it did pro- 
vide for its repeal by authorizing the constitutional convention to 
fix a day for the election of a member of Congress until the end of 
this decade, yet what is the fact? The constitutional convention 
did not exercise that authority. It did not fix the day for the elec. 
tion of a member of the Forty-fifth Congress. It fixed a day for the 
election of one Representative in Congress, at the first election in 
October; that does not mean two; and thereafter the convention 
— that the election should be held in such manner as might 
x6 prescribed by law. 

If the constitutional convention had authority to fix the day, it 
did not fix it for any except the first election, and that for but one 
Representative in Congress. It did not fix a different day except so 
far as the necessity of the case existed, and that necessity extended 
only to the unexpired term of the Forty-fourth Congress, and to no 
other Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, the legality of the election held on the 7th day of 
November in the State of Colorado was admitted and acted upon 
by the authorities of that State, by the governor, the secretary of 
state, aud by the sheriffs and the election officers, up to and after 
the time of the election held on the 3d day of October. They all 
recognized the necessity of an election on the 7th of November. 

The legality of an election on the 7th day of Novem ber was also 
recognized by the constitutional convention of that State, which pro- 
vided only for an election of one Representative in the Congress of 
the United States at the first election in October. The convention 
thus recognized the necessity of an election on the 7th day of No- 
vember. 

The Government of the United States through the Department of 
Justice also recognized the necessity of an election in that State on 
the 7th day of November. I hold in my hand a copy of the corre- 
spondence between the Attorney-General and the marshal for the 
district of Colorado preceding the election held on the 7th day of 
November. I have also in my possession a copy of the instructions 
issued by the Department of Justice to the marshal of that State in 
reference to that election. Those instructions state that at the elec- 
tion to be held on the 7th day of November it was the duty of the 
marshal to be in attendance to appoint deputies in cities of over 
twenty thousand inhabitants, and to see that the laws of Congress 
were enforced. 

But that is not all. The marshal of that State, after the election 
on the 2d day of October, desired a leave of absence from the State 
for a month, stating in one of his letters that the republicans hat 
withdrawn from the contest on the 7th of November. The Attorney- 
General answered that leave of absence could not be granted to hi, 
that he must remain there until the election on the 7th day of No- 
vember. The Attorney-General, having the question ey to his 
attention after the election on the 3d day of October by the official 
request of the marshal for leave of absence, held that he must re- 
main there and officially supervise that election on that day. The 
marshal did remain in that State in pursuance of his instractions 
until after the election on the 7th of November. The correspondence 
is as follows: 

OFFICR OF UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 
Denver, Colorado, September 19, 1376. 


Si: T have the honor to respectfully reqnest that leave of absence be granted 
me for thirty days from and after October 10 next. I have business East whic 
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» toattend to, Should any important oflicial duties require my attention 
; aoe that time of course will not avail myself of the leave of absence until after 
ere at thd 
) Juries are disposed of. 


jut 
rae respectfully, your obedient servant, &c. 


knew what wouid be the result of such a contest, when all the press- 
ure in behalf of three electors of President and Vice-President 
was removed, when all the excitement attending the election of a 
governor and other State and county officers was out of the way. It 
was well known that in a fair contest between Mr. Patterson and 
Mr. Belford Mr. Patterson would have received many hundreds if 
not thousands of votes more than his competitor. 

Mr. Patterson does not come here by virtue of any illegal or irre- 
sponsible election. It was a legal election, the only legal election 
held in the State of Colorado for a member of this House. 

It is said that he received only about 4,000 votes. That is true. 
But how many members of this House would receive 4,000 votes at a 
special election if there was no opposition to them and nobody ran 
against them, as was the case at this election? Many persons have 
been seated on this tloor with a great many less votes than that. The 
smal] vote that was polled on the 7th day of November can be easily 
explained. It will be found upon examination of the public address 
issued by the republican State committee of Colorado that the repub- 
licans were advised to stay away from the polls and not to vote; 
and, acting upon this advice, the republican voters of Colorado did 
not go to the polls and participate in this election. 

Mr. WILSON. Will the gentleman allow me to call his attention 
to a case acted upon by this House some years ago? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. I referto the West Virginia contes®of 1873, when in 
regard to a congressional district composed of eighteen counties a 
republican Congress sea'ed a gentleman claiming the seat who was 
voted for in only seven of those counties, and who received but 3,440 
votes out of 30,000 votes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam much obliged to the gentleman from West 
Virginia for referring to that case. 

I will now ask the Clerk to read an extract from the report of the 





CHAS. C. TOMPKINS, 
United States Marshal for District of Uolorado. 








' >HONSO TAFT, : 
eee General United States, Washington, D. O. 














DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 
Washington, September 30, 1876. 
in receipt of your letter of the 19th instant, in which yon ask for leave 
pen: I eter thirty days from and after October 10 next. This will include the day 
of tl » general election and the time intervening between the present date and 
that, whi h it is presumed will be a period of considerable excitement in all parts 
f the country. . . : ent . 
. er time, I think the officers of the United States, especially United States 
i hould be at their posts. sd : iN 
rater thas you should defer your visit to the East until after the 7th of No- 
vember 


Very respectfully, 














S F. PHILLIPS, 
Acting Attorney-General. 







». C. Tompkiss, Esq, 
United States Marshal, Denver, Colorado. 
























OvFics OF UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 
Denver, Colorado, October 4, 1576. 

Sir: In reply toa letter from Hon. 8. F. Phillips, Acting Attorney-General, in 
which my application for leave of absence for thirty days is denied until after 
7th proximo, that being the day of the general election, 1 have the honor to re- 
spectfully represent that the State Legislature elect the electors for this State ; 
that vesterday, 3d instant, was the day of the general State election, including the 
Levislature; and that we have no election on the 7th November, except to vote for 
a Lepresentative in the Forty-fifth Congress. I most assuredly would not have 
aaked for leave of absence were the facts other than as stated above. I certainly 
have no desire to be absent from my post of duty when it is at all probable that I 
should be needed. In asking for leave of absence I selected the time which | con- 


















& ceived to be best, all things considered, as the district court sits in December. special committee to investigate the Lonisiana elections, submitted 
ae If after this explanation you deem it not expedient for me to absent myself from | by my colleague (Mr. Mornison] at the last session, and which bears 
« my district until after the 7th ae 2 = 1 ee soamiernns otber- | upon this very point. 

wise L respectfully renew my application for leave of absence for thirty days from The (* sad as 78: 

P such dinate I will be ready to start, which will be about the 20th instant. The The Clerk read as follows 










y election of yesterday resulted 1n a grand and sweeping republican victory. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, &c., 
, CHAS. C. TOMPKINS. 
United States Marshal for District of Colorado. 
<7 Hon. ALPHONSO TAFT, 


Attorney-General, dc., Washington, D. C. 


The first form of intimidation finds its refutation in the increased vote over pre- 
vions elections, exceptin East Feliciana Parish Here the falling off in the vote is 
accounted for on other grounds, as established by the testimony. It was foreseen 
that the democratic ticket would prevail by reason of dissatisfaction with local 
goverment and maladministration, for which republican officials wore reapousi- 

le. Instructions were sent to the local republican leaders to refrain from voting. 
No ticket was put forth, and no republican vote was cast, # being the predeter 
mined purpose to use this voluntary surrender of tho right of voting as an arga 
ment to sustain the charge of intimidation aud a pretext for throwing out the vote 
of the parish, which was done. 

Your committee submit that such means cannot be employed to disfranchise a 
community, since, should such principle be admitted, it would be oasy, by concert 
of action, for a minority, through the mere absence of voters from the polls, to 
defeat the will of the majority. This would defeat the very object of popular 
suffrage, merge the system of election into a mere negative abstinence, degrade 
suffrage, and offer a premium for chicanery and fraud. 





















a DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE‘ 

za Washington, October 10, 1876, 

s Sin: Thave received your letter of the 4th instant, and in reply thereto have to 

vt inform you that as a general rale no marshal should be absent at time of a Federal 

: election, and therefore leave of absence for the time asked cannot be granted. 
Very respectfully, 

Ly 8. F. PHILLIPS, 

e Acting Attorney-General. 



















5 Cuarces C. Tomrktns, Esq , 
if United States Marshal, Denver, Colorado, Mr. SPRINGER. From this report it will be seen that it is not 
= tei within the province of the minority of voters, or even of a majority, 


by absenting themselves from the polls at the proper time for hold- 
ing an election, to invalidate that election. If that were admitted, 
then it would be a very easy matter to invalidate the election of any 
gentleman on this floor who might be a candidate for a pu lie oflice. 
The voters of Colorado who staid away did so of their own volition, 


Orrick OF UNITED STATES MAusHAL, 
Denver, Colorado, October 16, 1876. 
Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of a letter from Hon S. F. Phillips, 
Pa Acting Attorney-General, bearing date 10th instant, in which ny second application 
3 for leave of absence is denied until after 7th November on the ground that “no 
marshal should be absent at time of a Federal election ” 













, so : s ai aying aw: ing ; inti atio: rho- 
| I herewith inclose a cirenlar letter from J.C. Wilson, chairman State central ———— staying — not being the — > intimid ato a = 
} committee, stating the determination of the republican State central committee to | lence does not in any respect impair the validity of this election. 









decline any and all participation in the election called for the 7th November, 1876. 
If after knowing this fact it is deemed improper for me to be absent from my 
district on the 7th November, I respectfully request that a leave of absence for 
twenty-three days be granted me, to take effect after the 7th proximo. 

n In my communication of 4th instant this course had not been decided upon by the 
a State central committee. I therefore could not apprise the Department 
of the fact. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, &c., 
CHARLES C. TOMPKINS, 
United States Marshal for District of Colwrado. 
Hon. ALPHONSO TAFT, 


Attorney-General United States, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. Patterson’s friends, when they saw that the republicans were not 
voting, dil not make any effort to get out their voters, doubtless be- 
lieving that a thousand votes were as good as ten thousand under the 
circumstances. There wasno effort to get out alarge vote; but there 
was an expression of the choice of the people at the only lawful elec- 
tion held in that State fora member of the Forty-fifth Congress; and 
that expression is unmistakably in favor of Mr. Patterson’s right to 
a seat on this floor. 

Now, as to the failure of the election officers to canvass this vote, I 
maintain that there was no law of the State authorizing them to can- 
vass the vote. Butif there was such a law, that question was settled 
by this House in the case of Horace Maynard, who in 1862 claimed a 
seat on this floor by virtue of an election held in the State of Tennes- 
see, the evidence of which consisted solely of the certificates of the 
sheriffs of the several counties of one of the districts in that State. 
The governor, having gone into the rebellion, refused to certify any 
votes that were cast for members of the Congress of the United States, 
and therefore the certificates from the sheritfs of the several counties 
of Mr. Maynard’s district were brought into this House, and, on mo- 
tion of Mr. Dawes, then chairman of the Committee on Elections, 
without reference to a committee at all, this House seated him; and 
he retained his seat during that session. 

At the same session of Congress Mr. Clements claimed a seat on this 
floor by virtue of an election held in the same State, at which more 
than half the counties in the district refused to certify any election 
for a member of Congress. The governor also refused to certify any- 
thing. Mr. Clements went to the sheriffs and obtained from them cer- 
tificates as to his election. He went also into the State of Kentucky 
and took the affidavits of soldiers then in the service of the United 
States that they had voted for him at that election, This being the 







































DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, October 24, 1876, 
Stn: T have received your letter of the 16th instant, and note the facts therein 
stated. As requested by you, permission is given you to be absent from Colorado 
for twenty-three days from and after the 7th of November next. 
Very respectfully, 






1d, F: PHILLIPS, 
cting A Genaval. 
C. C. Tompxiss, Esq., ng Attorney-General 
United States Marshal, Denver, Colorado. 


Therefore we have all the authorities of Government—the Govern- 
ment of the United States, the government of the State of Colorado, 
aud the election officers of that State—all recognizing the neces- 
sity and legality of an election on the 7thday of November. It never 
oceurred to anybody that an election on that day would not be legal, 
until two weeks after the election on the 3d day of October, when it 
was determined, after a consultation among and between the politi- 
cal friends of Mr. Belford, that it would be better to hold on to the 
semblance of an election on the 3d day of October than to risk a 
single-handed contest in that State with Mr. Patterson. They well 
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evidence presented to the House, Mr. Clements was seated, never | profoundly a State and so absolutely a State, that it could cle 


having had the governor's certificate and in the absence of acanvass 
of the votes by the officials of the State of Tennessee authorized to 
canvass such returns. 

The failure of ministerial officers to canvass votes for members of 
Congress cannot invalidate the election. If it were so, the elections to 
this House would be in the hands of ministerial officers, who might 
refuse to certify the facts as they found them of record in their respect- 
ive offices. The tight to a seat upon this floor is based upon firmer 
and more sure foundations than the naked certificates of ministerial 
officers. The right to elect and to be represented rests in the people, 
and if their oflicers throw obstractions in the way it is the duty ot 
the people to make their way, if possible, to the ballot-box and there, 
upon the day and in the manner provided by law, deposit their votes ; 
and such deposit of votes constitutes the right of members to seats 
upon this floor. It is the election that elects, and not the governor's 
certificate. 

I beg pardon for referring to the action of the electoral commission 
as an authority in a case of thiskind. But the decision of that com- 
mission in the Oregon case will be remembered. The governor had 
certified that one set of electors was chosen; but the commission, 
eonsidering the face of the papers, taking into view only the prima 
facie case, not going behind the record, held that the governor’s cer- 
tilicate not being supported by the facts as they appeared from the 
action of the canvassing officers was of no validity whatever. That 
certificate was set aside. The supreme court of the State of New 
York, in the case of Hartt and others vs. Harvey and others, (32 Bar- 
bour, 55,) held that— 


Where a certificate of inspectors confines itself to a bare declaration that the 
persous to whom it is given are elected, itis prima facie evidence of the right of 
such persons to the ollice ; but where it recites the facts upon which the inspectors 
rely as their justification and auihority for declaring those persons elected, and 
those tacts clearly show that the persons pamed were not elected, the certilicate 
destroys itself. 


In this case the certificate destroys itself. It recites facts which 
show that the election under which Mr. Belford claims his seat was 
one unknown to the law. Therefore the certificate provides nothing, 
and the Clerk of this House was in duty bound to disregard it. It 
thows on its face that the person certified to be elected was not 
elected, and therefore it is not to be held as establishing a prima 
fecie right in Mr. Belford to a seat on this floor. This House should 
disregard the govegnor’s certificate as the Clerk has disregarded it, 
because it certifies to an election which was held at a time unknown 
to the laws of Congress or of the State of Colorado. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, whoever writes the history of the 
struggle of Colorado for admission as one of the States of the Union 
will give a history of more varied and changeable views of the same 
men, of the same party, to suit different occasions, than I think were 
ever presented on any ovher subject upon which the historian has 
ever expended labor, (Laughter. ] 

It is within the memory of the old members of this House that 
gentlemen on the other side, during the last Congress, or a large por- 
tion of the time of the last Congress, expended all their ingenuity, 
all their energy, all their eloquence, all their acumen, to prove that 
Colorado never was admitted into the Union, never was a State, had 
no business in this House nor in the other House with any represent- 
ativesatall. That was long after these elections ; that was long after 
all that is quoted here to-day by gentlemen as having been regular 
and proper and constitutional had occurred. 

I admire sometimes the ingenuity with which my friends npon the 
other side can shift front, and especially the gentleman who last 
addressed the House. I do not forget how positive he was, with 
what appeals to his fellows, with what appeals to the country, with 
what au array of law books and quotations and constitutional refer- 
ences he convinced himself and came very near convincing one or two 
other members of the House [laughter] that Colorado had no right 
to be called in the Union at all. Why, sir, if appeals and earnest- 
ness and apparent sincerity could have controlled, as exhibited by 
the gentleman and his colleagues, it would have been madness in 
humble members of Congress on this side of. the House to have pre- 
sumed for an instant to assert that the State of Colorado was a State 
at all. It needed more than our own reasoning faculties against such 
weight of authority. It needed more than mere reliance upon our 
simple judgments here to believe that it was a State. It took the 
action of the Executive of the United States to strengthen us. Ay, 
sir, it took the action of the Senate in boldly admitting two Senators 
of that State to the floor of the Senate to help perfect the laws which 
we sent them, to strengthen us on this side. 

How long gentlemen labored on that subject! Through what 
urgent toil they worked for almost two sessions of Congress to deter- 
mine whether there had been any election and whether there was 
any State! They have changed front now, and gentlemen say that 
not only was Colorado a State, but it had laws and it had elections; 
that it not only had the election provided by the enabling act and 
provided by the constitution of Colorado, under which it became a 
State, but it was so much of a State, so much more of a State than 
any other Territory which had ever become a State, that it could 
have two elections in the same month almost, for the same office— 
two elections within a month and a half of each other. It was so 


as a State that it could come in undera general law of Congress 





Le 
“it : : : ct under 

the provisions of its own constitution and the enabling act of ( 
gress, but with such supreme power it held its strength and vit a] te 


elect to this House twice, once in October and once in ia 
once in October under the constitution of that State and under the 
enabling act of Congress; that it was so fully a State, its preroga 
tives swelled out so grandly that no living man could question a 
ouly its being a State, as these gentlemen say now, coming in wi;), 
equal rights with all the other States, but it was so full, so omnipo. 
tent in its power, above any constitution and enabling act, under 
that provision of the Constitution which authorizes States to come 
in with all the powers of original States, it could elect twice Within 
two months under the laws regulating other States and under the law 
provided for itself. 

Now, is not here a mighty change even in the same individuals, why 
to-day claim, pot only that its first election was held under its own 
constitution and under the enabling act of Congress, but also it 
could come in again and elect under the general law of Congress ani 
under the general right which gave it full power with all other, its 
sister States and the original thirteen? To me the evolutions oj gen- 
tlemen here, the change in the operations of their minds, the ma- 
chinery by which they grind out logic one session in one direction 
and grind out logic another session in an opposite amd different direc. 
tion, are among the most difficult problems I have to solve iy my 
observations of human nature. ees 

Gentlemen, perhaps, du not stop to consider how inconsistent the 

sition of to-day is with the position which they took last Congress, 

n fact, in my humble opinion, they do not care. [Laughter.]  Sup- 
pose in that first election in October Mr. Patterson had been sent here 
with the credentials of that State, under its broad seal, with a ma- 
jority of the votes, duly certified to be the member-elect and the Rep- 
resentative in Congress provided in the enabling act, in the constitu- 
tion of Colorado and in the Constitution of the United States, js 
there a gentleman on that side of the House who can so far over- 
come his innate delicacy and his innate modesty as to tell me or tel] 
this House he would have hesitated for a moment to determine Colo- 
rado was a State and Patterson was its chosen son? I will venture 
to say that the delicacy and modesty of every man on that side of 
the House would not prevent his telling this House that he and 
all his party would have voted at once Colorado was a grand, beau- 
tiful, silver State, full fledged, in close and full commnnion with 
all the other States, and that Patterson was its chosen Representa- 
tive; and if we had on this side of the House the power to keep him 
out, as they kept out Belford on the pretense it was not a State, we 
would have been reproached for doing so with language so strong 
and objurgations so violent, been approached with petitions and tears, 
which would have melted our obstinacy and dissuaded us from our 
purpose. 

Now, I just make these remarks good-naturedly for the benetit of 
gentlemen who may remember how they opposed the resolution declar- 
ing Colorado a State in this Union; pleasantly and good-naturedly 
because it is very pleasant to me and a pleasure to those gentlemen 
who so readily shifted sides; to exhibit to them and ask them to ex- 
hibit to the country that easiness and that facility with which they 
can take oae position one day and prove it by law and gospel to be 
true, and in a few days after take exactly the opposite position and 
by other quotatious of other laws persuade themselves, if they cannot 
quite persuade anybody else, that now they are all right. Oh, the 
power in the human mind to reason isa great thing, the power of the 
human mind to pursue a course in reasoning and logic that shall con- 
tro! itself against its owu purposes and against its own former cou- 
victions with no new lights, no new objects—I may say that it is one 
of the most wonderful things that God permits us to look upon in this 
world of ours, and I think there is no place anywhere where there are 
80 many exhibitions of that oor in all its exuberance and all its 
glory as in this Hall of the House of Representatives. [Langhter. ] 

But that has not a particle of reference to this question any more 
than the harangues of the gentlemen opposite and the countless proc- 
lamations of some of the officials of the State of Colorado which have 
been read to the Hoase, or printed in the RecorpD without reading. 

If the law permits Mr. Belford or Mr. Patterson to claim a seat 
here; if the law of the land prescribes a day and manner of election 
and for a canvassing of the votes cast at that election, it is immate- 
rial if every officer of the State of Colorado, from the governor down 
to the pound-master, had issued not one only, but ten thousand proc- 
lamations ordering elections and countermanding them, ordering the 
sheriffs or marshals of counties to proclaim or not to proclaim ; what 
difference do they make? But gentlemen dwell very much on these 
exhibitions of the views and feelings of the people of Colorado, and 
they claim that such things having been done, and the people having 
acted in accordance with such and such proclamations, we are to £0 
outside of the law and take these outside indications as the rule to 
guide us. The gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Harris, ]} usually 5° 
very accupate, 80 very logical; a gentleman who perhaps less often 
than any other member of this House departs from the strict line of 
law or logic; never using declamation, never using violent language, 
always so calm and collected in his line of remarks that the House 
almost always follows him to his conviction—he says that the proc 
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to mation of the governor first appointing the election in November 
she neople to believe there would be an election then, and we | 
ce] i 


+ pot blame them if they voted then. Is that the law of the 
? While another gentleman tel!s us that there was to be but one | 


1 ean sentative to be elected at that first election. Where do they tind 

a vuthority for that? The law says no such thing. 

- Mi HARRIS, of Virginia. Will my friend allow me to correct him | 
omy speech J . : 

Sir. Cx INGER. Yes, if you will do it mildly and gently. [Laugh- 


li 


as 


7 . HARRIS, of Virginia. I always do it in that way. My friend 
is mistaken in saying that I argued the validity of the November | 
election. 1 only referred to it, inasmuch as the action of all the pub- 
lic officers of that State, by proclamation and otherwise, showed the 
meaning and construction of the law, given to the law, by the au- 
thorities of Colorado, And I call the attention of the gentleman to 
the fact that the marshal of the district of Colorado telegraphed to 
the President, or to the Attorney-General, for leave of absence, after 
the October elections, reciting the fact that there was v0 be no elec- 
tion in November, except for a member of the Forty-fifth Congress, 
and he thought his services might be spared. The Attorney-General 
telegraphed back that if there was to be an election for member of 
Congress he must remain at his post. On the 16th of October the 
marshal telegraphed back that @he republican party had determined 
to hold no election in November and stand their band on the October 
election; and he added, “and 1 think now you might let me come 
East ;” whereupon the Attorney-General telegraphed that be must stay 
there until after November. That shows the construction given by 
the highest official in the land as to the true day on which this elec- 
tion was to be held. 

Mr. CONGER. Well, now, that is a pretty good little speech in | 
the middle of mine, and Iam glad it is put in there, because my 
folks, if they happen to read it, will see with what ext:eme deference 
the leader of the democracy of this House accepts the decisions of 
the Attorney-General and his marshals, and commends them to his 
brethren on the other side of the House. (Langhter.] Now, he was 
supported by the gentleman from IJinois [Mr. Springer] who 
5] oke Jast, not only in giving in his adhesion to the construction of 
the Attorney-General and his marshals, but also of all the other 
ofiicers who made proclamations. Oh! Mr. Speaker, if there is any- 
thing in this first assembiiug of the Forty-fifth Congress that comes 
with a kind of gush of joy—1 would almost say, if I were given to the 
use of high language like the gentleman from Mlinois, with rapture— 
to my heart, it is to see the belligerent gentlemen on the other side 
of the House, the vehement men, the men who opposed all that 
possibly could be done by a republican administration, denounce it 
as foul and corrupt and wrong and everywhere and at all times 
presumptively wrong, becanse it came from them—to see them com- 
ing in so gently, so lovingly, and giving in their adhesion to the 
commands and instructions and letters of all these officers of the 
United States. [Laughter.] Does it not show conclusively that 
there is indeed an era of peace and reconciliation throughout the 
whole country? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him in 
reference to my speech? 6 

Mr. CONGER. For a moment; yes. 

Mr. SPRINGER, The gentleman stated that I had made a speech 
in the Colorado case last session. In that he is mistaken. I did not 
speak on the Colorado case last session. 

Mr. CONGER. I accept the gentleman’s statement; but every 
gentleman upon this side of the House, and upon the other side, too, 
will bear me witness that I had every reason to suppose that he had 
spoken upon every question that had come before that House. [Great 
laughier.] I submit tothe gentleman himself that I could not have 
wade the mistake by referring to any other question that ever arose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not like the gentleman to judge me by him- 
relf, for if there ever was a question before the House upon which he 
did not speak I would like to know what it was. 

Mr. CONGER. Well, that is something like saying “You are an- 
other.’ [Laughter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘Well, if it will be any comfort to the gentleman 
I will say “ You are another.” 

Mr. CONGER. I know that used to be the retort when we were 
boys, and sometimes, as the last resort, it used to be, “I'll make faces 
at yoursister.” [Laughter.] However, my argument, if it may have 
the name of an argument, goes to show the general course of the gen- 
tlemen upon the other side of the House. 4 regret that I was mis- 
taken in calling especial attention to the fact that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] advocated opposition to the admission 
* Colorado, I was mistaken about that, and I have given ny reason 
or it. 


But the gentleman voted; he did what the dredge cannot do; he 
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voted on the subject time and time again, and refused to recognize 
Colorado, And in that quiet vote, which was final and fatal for so 
long a time, he opposed every effort of Colorado to be heard on this 
floor and to have its interests taken care of, which were suffering 
daily by reason of its not having representation in this branch of 
Congress. By his vote he prevented its acknowledgment as a State 
here, whether he spoke in his usual way or not. 





Now, before this discussion closes, I wish some gentleman wonld 
tell us by what authority the election of November 7 was held in 
the State of Colorado, no matter who proclaimed it, no matter if the 
Attorney-General instructed the marshal to be there, should there be 
an election. Years ago Congress passed a law that the general elec- 
tions for members of Congress from the several States, with some ex- 
ceptions named, should be held in November. In the fall of 1376 all 
the States thet voted in November, every one of them, voted for mem- 
bers of Congress of the Forty-fifth Congress. They had already elect- 
ed their members for the Forty-fourth Cougress. But here was Col- 


| orado, authorized by the Constitution of the United States and by the 


law of Congress to orgauize itself as a State, to come into this Union, 
to adopt # State constitution, and in that constitution to decide how 
and when and where its own executive officers, its own administra- 
tive officers, should be chosen, aud how and when and where one 
Representative in Congress should be chosen until the next general 
census should be taken. 

Now, let any logical mind find ont, and any tongue tell me, when 
we have once given that power to Colorado to determine by its own 
will, by its own law, in its own way, how one Representative in Con- 
gress should be elected until 1880—let any one tell me when we ever 
reclaimed that power or when we ever made to apply again the gen- 
eral law that we had set aside until 1880. I cannot think the acute 
and shrewd gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER, ] I cannot believe 
my friend from Virginia, [Mr. Harnis,] who, whatever virtues he 
possesses, has among them the virtue of looking all through a case, 
and generally boldness enough to tell this House the result of his in- 
quiry—TI say I cannot imagine, on such a simple proposition as this, 
on 80 important a question as a precedent to exist through future 
times in regard to Territories, why they should have withheld and 
ignored a part of the provision of the constitution of Colorado apply- 
ing to this case. Did the gentlemen fail to see the schedule which 
referred to this very subject; or, seeing it, did they not think it was 
their duty to a it to the House rather than to conceal it? 

To my mind the theory of Colorado and the theory of Congress in 
regard to that election is so clear, and I may add also the theory upon 
which the people of Colorado acted is sv consistent, so uniform, so 
clear, that it isa marvel to me that any man can doabt what the true 
theory is and what is the true conclusion to be come to. 

Colorado, by virtue of the laws in force, was to have up to 1830 a 
member of Congress, to be chosen at a time to be specitied in its con- 
stitution, and then to fall back under the general law and elect its 
member in November, as other States are required to do. I call the 
attention of gentlemen to the enabling act: 


Until the next general census— 
Says the act of Congress— 


said State shall be entitled to one Representative in the House of Representatives 
of the United States— 


To one Representative; not to the same man— 


who, together with the governor and other State officers, shall be elected on a 
day subsequent to the constitution.and to ve fixed by said constitvtional conven- 
tion. 


When were the governor and other State officers elected? On 
this same day in October when Mr, Patterson and Mr. Belford ap- 
— to the suffrages of the people of Colorado for election to this 
fonse. One Representative in the Congress of the United States 
until 1880, 

Suppose there is a provision of the Constitution of the United 
States which says that Representatives shall be clected every two 
years. The fall of 1876 was the time to elect mombers for the Forty- 
fifth Congress. In November of that year all the other States, elect- 
ing in November, elected their Representatives to the Forty-fifth 
Congress. In October of that year, Colorado, by virtue of the terms 
of the constitution of that State, elected on the same day its governor 
and other State officers and one Representative in Congress. There 
was one Representative to be elected for an unexpired term. But 
the same fal!, when all the other States elected for the Forty-fifth 
Congress, Colorado elected one Representative for the Forty-fifth 
Congress. 

Can anything be plainer? The constitution of Colorado implied 
that two Representatives should be elected at that election, not for 
the same Congress, but one for the unexpired term of the Forty-fourth 
Congress and one for the full term of the Forty-tifth Congress, It is 
for withholding that provision of the constitution of Colorado from 
the consideration of this House by gentlemen who pretend to quote 
at all, that I arraign them here, and ask them in theirown time and 
hereafter to apologize humbly to this House for suppressing a very 
material fact. 

If gentlemen will turn to the schedule which is a part of the con- 
stitution of Colorado, to section 16 of that schedule, they will fiud 
this provision : 


The votes cast for Representatives— 
Not for a Representative. 


The votes cast for Representatives in Congress at the first election held under 
this constitution shall be canvassed and the result determined in the manner pro 
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vided by the laws of the Territory for the canvass of votes for Delegate in Con 
gress 


That is, inthe same manner as they had been canvassed for Dele- 
gate in Congress, 

What does that schedule mean? What did the convention mean 
when they said that the votes cast for “ Representatives” (the 
word being in the plural) at the first election provided for in that 
constitution should be canvassed in a particular manner? This 
schedule, a part of the constitution of Colorado, uses the word “ Rep- 
resentatives” as if the members of that convention knew that there 
was a necessity for electing at that election not only a member for the 
unexpired term of the Forty-fourth Congress, but 2lso a Representa- 
tive for the Forty-fifth Congress, just as other States voted that fall 
for Representatives in this Congress. 

That convention had the power to provide for the election of Rep- 
resentatives until 1880, and they provided for an election on the 3d 
day of October and a canvass of the votes cast at that election. If 
this constraction be correct, does it not end the case absolutely? Was 
not authority given to the convention to prescribe a time? Was 
not that the time when the people ought to have voted for a member 
of the Forty-tifth Congress as all the other States did? Had they 
not the power to fix the time in that schedule of their constitution ? 
Did they not say that “ Representatives”—not a Representative— 
shall be elected in Colorado? 

That is the law of the case; and gentlemen on the other side in 
passing over this constitutional provision which puts the number of 
tepresentatives to be chosen at that tirst election in the plural, do 
not blot out the fact and do not strengthen their argument by omit- 
ting to refer to it. After the constitutional convention has spoken 
in plain unmistakable language and declared that Representutives 
were to be voted for on that day, one for the unexpired portion of 
the Forty-fourth Congress and one for the Forty-tifth Congress—after 
that convention has provided that both these Representatives should 
be voted for at the first election held under the constitution, which 
was the October election, and provided that the votes for both Rep- 
resentatives should be canvassed in the same manner—under what 
pretense can men come here and say that we can override the ex- 
pressed will of that constitutional convention to whom we gave the 
power to determine this matter? 

But, Mr. Speaker, how did the people of Colorado themselves look 
upon this subject? Lam one of those who believe in giving force, 
etiect, and vitality to the will of the people of a State or Territory if 
I can tind reasonable ground for believing that it isin accordance with 
law; L had almost said for believing that it is not in violation of a 
specific prov ision of law. 
presentation of a constitution formed by its people. It came here 
fully organized, with governor and other executive oflicers, Legisla- 
ture, county, and municipal officers, as well as Representatives in Con- 
gress and Senators. Having chosen all these ofticers the State pre- 
sented its constitution to this House, It had asked no advice from 
this body; it had sought no enabling act. It came here fully armed 
to take its place as it thought it might as one of the States of this 
Union, equal in power and prerogative to any and all of the other 
States, 


Had it not been that at the same time collateral questions affecting | Twenty-six counties cast 26,000 votes, and at this election, with all 


the admission of another State occupied the deliberations of Con- 
xress, the State of Michigan, as we all know, would have been at once 
admitted in its full panoply of power to representation in Congress. 
It never had another constitutional convention as preliminary for 
admission nor another election. It came here as a State with all its 
organization complete. Its Members and Senators waited calmly and 
proudly for admission at the different ends of this Capitol until the 
question in regard to Arkansas should be decided, and then the State 
came in with the Representatives and Senators it had chosen under 
a constitution adopted without any advice or authorization by Con- 
gress, 

Sir, the people of Colorado, acting under an enabling act, framed 
their constitution, elected their State officers and legislature, and 
chose their Senators and Representatives, who presented themselves 
at this Capitol for admission. Its Senators were received; the Sen- 
ate acknowledged it as a State. This House tampered with the 
question—refused to admit Colorado as a State, refused to recognize 
it as one of the sisters of the Union for a long, long time, until the voice 
of the country compelled the recognition ; and all through this time 
every single fact bearing upon the question of the right of either of 
these two men to take a seat here has existed as it exists now, with- 
out change and without limitation. 

I have said that I would give force to the voice of the people of a 
State if expressed in accordance with law or (in the absence of any 
law)if not in violation of law. What did the people of Colorado 
do? Both political parties nominated their candidates for Congress, 
to be voted for on this day in October prescribed by the constitu- 
tion. There wasan excited contest; there was a great struggle. The 
democracy were so sure that they would carry Colorado that it was 
months before the democratic papers would admit that the election 
had not gone democratic. I had amost said it was years. There are 
many democrats in the country now who believe that Colorado has a 
democratic governor, ademocratic Legislature, and democratic Sena- 
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tors in the Congress of the United States. By this dise Ission, if j+ 
should reach them, they will find out for the first time that ieee 
admit that there has been an election and that a republican goyer, 
and republican Senators have been chosen. This fact wil] s} 
for there is no admission that I know of in the thousan 
papers in the land of that fact. 

Now, sir, on that day in October prescribed by the constitution of 
Colorado, as they had the right to prescribe, men of all parties yoto,| 
for member of Congress for the unexpired term of the Fort y-fourth 
Congress, and they voted for him for the Forty-fifth Congress, Th ' 
made their nominations; they voted. Twenty-six of the organized 
counties in Colorado gave large votes for each of the candidates 
There was polled at that election for Representative for the yyy. 
pired term 25,618 votes; they were divided with considerable equalit 
between the candidates. Belford received 13,308 of those 25,000 yorcs 
and Mr. Patterson received 12,310. The strength of the people camo 
out for that unexpired term and the candidates received negr|, 
the same number of votes. Almost 26,000 votes were divided 
between them; but, as Mr. Belford had the majority, he receive 
the certificate. Now, on the same day and at the same election 
votes were cast for Mr. Belford and Mr. Patterson as candidates 
for Representative in Congress for the Forty-fifth Congress. Thera 
were cast then 26,022 votes; that is, more votes for Representatiys 
in the Forty-tifth Congress than for fm: unexpired term of the Forty- 
fourth Congress. More people voted for Representative in Congress 
for this Congress, the Forty-fifth, than for the unexpired portion of 
the Forty-fourth Congress. Of these, Mr. Belford received 13,43 
and Mr. Patterson 12,534 votes; Mr. Belford received 130 more yotes 
for the Forty-fifth Congress than he did for the Forty-fourth, and 
Mr. Patterson received somewhere in the neighborhood of 300 more 
votes for the Forty-fifth Congress than he did for the unexpired por. 
tion of the Forty-fourth. The friends of Mr. Belford all over that 
State, and of Mr. Patterson too, believed that election was the proper 
election, the trial case,and they worked hard. Mr. Patterson’s friends 
worked harder to elect him to the Forty-fifth Congress and he got 
more votes by several hundred than he did for the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress. 

Now, sir, there was the struggle of the people; there wasthe balloting 
of the people; there were the fresh votes of twenty-six counties, o! 
every county and of all the counties in that new State of Colorado. 
What, then, isthe result in this next sham side-show to which we are in- 
vited at the same expense as to the original mammoth show? [ Laugh- 
ter.] How many counties voted in November and what is the vote? 
Sir, I have heard no gentleman upon that side, not even the gentle- 
man from Virginia—and we all know he does not lack boldness at 
least—who pretends to state the number of connties that voted ani 
the vote which was given for the respective candidates at this Noven- 
ber election. It is so gratifying to me to see there is some modesty 
left, some little delicacy of feeling about obtruding such a side-show 
as this second election with the first real Barnum, that I am glad to 
see it-in my friends, both the gentleman from Virginia and my frien 
from Illinois too, who hardly lets slip any piece of information upon 
which he can comment. 

In the election held in November, Mr. Speaker, there were only 
eleven counties which undertook to vote at all out of twenty-six 


its 
or 
10W if, 
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the heralding of the marshal and Attorney-General and the governor, 
there were only eleven counties which cast one single vote at all; no 
returns but from eleven of them. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Will the gentleman allow me to make a correc- 
tion? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. The evidence in the case shows that all of the 
counties except three participated in the election in November, as I 
understand it, and I suppose the gentleman does not wish to have 
the fact stated otherwise than as it really is. 

Mr. CONGER. If the gentleman has anything which goes further 
than his understanding he can correct me. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I mean to say that is the fact as it appears by 
evidence presented in the case. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman state what evidence ? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Evidence on file with the Clerk of the House. 

Mr. CONGER. I will yield, of course, to a correction where I have 
made any mistake, but I want the correction to come at least indors d 
by some authority. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I do not understand what the gentleman has 
just said. 

Mr. CONGER. 
official authority. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. 
the House. 

Mr. CONGER. I donot know whose evidence the gentleman refers 
to, and I have not time to go through it to find itout. I never heard 
of it before. I will take the liberty of reading to the gentleman te 
certificate of the secretary of state, which ought to have some little 
weight in this case. : 

The following is a list of the votes cast at said November election, 
so far as the same were reported to the secretary of state: 
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Venorandum of returns of election, November 7, 1376, for Representative 
ean in Forty-jifth Congress. 
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I OF COLORADO, 
BTA (fice of the Secretary of State : 

I. William M. Clark, secretary of state of the State of Colorado, do hereby cer- 
tify that the above and foregoing is a true and correct abstract of the votes cast at 

lection claimed to have been held on the 7th day of November, A. D. 1876, for 
epresentative to the Forty-fifth Congress, as appears from the returns now on 
tile in my office, which votes have never been canvassed. 


Witness my hand and seal of the State of Colorado this 2d day of April, A. D. 






{stat.] WILLIAM M. CLARK, 
Secretary of State. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in the absence of anything but the gentleman’s 
memory of what some one may have sworn to, or what gentlemen 
may swear to in Colorado, and which may have got into the testi- 
mony here—and of course I cannot anticipate or conjecture how much 
credit I am to give to it—I have here the official statement of the sec- 
retary of state of Colorado, which tells me, in the list I have referred 
to, the candidates who were voted for and the number of votes given 
to each at that election. He does not say that is all; but if there is 
any other he has suppressed, I say for him he is a perjured man. 
Therefore I take this evidence, and I take it against the gentleman’s 
statement, too; I take it as being of more weight, unless the gentle- 
man will give better authority. I do not doubt his belief of what he 
says. We all believe some of the strangest things in this world. 
The gentleman is full of notions, and Iam full of notions; and how 
we come to have the capacity of entertaining such notions, and to 
have them control me and control him, and better men, too, than 
him and me, I cannot tell. 

Mr. SOUTHARD rose, 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield to the 
gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. CONGER. Certainly. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. In order that I may make myself understood I 
will say further to the gentleman from Michigan that the votes he 
means there are the votes certified to by the secretary of state; the 
votes which the secretary of state certifies are on file in his office. 
Now, those votes were sent up from democratic counties by demo- 
cratic judges. The republican judges in other counties refused to 
certify any votes to the secretary of state. Evenin the county where 
Denver is situated there was no certification of any vote because the 
republican clerk and judge refused to certify votes under the law to 
the secretary of state. 

Mr. CONGER. Does the gentleman claim, then, that we can go 
back of the certificate and find what the real facts were? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Certainly; and if the case be referred what I 
have stated will be shown before the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. CONGER. Ido not admit that to be the true doctrine. But, 
admitting it to be true, does the gentleman not know that Mr. Bel- 
ford at that election had the largest number of votes? And will he 
send him back and have him elected again? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Ido not understand the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. CONGER. It is this: Dees the gentleman not know that of 
all those mental votes and written votes, and votes intended to be 
cast, and votes that were cast, and votes not canvassed and never 


certified, the republicans of Colorado gave Mr. Belford the majority ? | 


Mr. SOUTHARD. As regards the votes actually cast, Mr. Belford 
‘id not have a majority; and as regards the mental votes which the 
gentleman refers to, there has been too much of that sort of thing in 
this country during the last few years. 

Mr. CONGER. That is just my opinion. I am glad to have the 
gentleman agree with me. flanekent} It is better for us to stand by 
the law and the record, and it will be very satisfactory to this side of 
the House if that can be carried out in good faith during the remain- 
der of this Congress. 

Now, sir, I come back to my main assertion. I thank the gentle- 
man from Ohio[Mr. Sournarp] for calling out the proof, for I might 
‘ave passed on without reading the certificate of the secretary of 
state of Colorado, thinking other gentlemen had been as industrious 
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as I have been and had read it. But now it has been read as a part 
of my remarks, and I thank the gentleman for calling my attention 
to 1b. 

It appears, then, that there were eleven out of twenty-six counties 
that voted. By the gentleman’sown admission all the democratic coun- 
ties sent up their votes. Therefore by the gentleman’s own admis- 
sion there are but eleven democratic counties in that new State ; and 
by the gentleman’s own admission in the democratic counties doing 
the best they could they could only get for their candidate 2,377 votes 
at the November election. And I should think they were democratic 
counties; for here are two counties in which Mr. Belford got but 1 
vote; one county where he got 4 votes; one county where he got 5 
votes; one county where he got 6 votes; two in which he got 9, and 
one in which he got 10 votes. Mr. Patterson got his friends not to 
vote for him, or else some democrats—and I think that is the true 
solution of it—thinking there should be some votes for Mr. Belford to 
| show that there were some republicans who voted, cast 79 votes for 
Mr. Belford; making, with the vote of 2,377 for Mr. Patterson, the for- 
midable array of the votes of the enterprising, partisan, earnest, zeal- 
ous people of Colorado in deciding who should be their Representative 
for the next two years in the Forty-fifth Congress, 2,456 votes alto- 
gether, against 25,022 when they did vote in twenty-six counties with 
a full vote; being afuller vote for Representative in Congress for the 
Forty-fifth Congress than for the Forty-fourth and a fuller vote for 
Representative 1a Coagress for the Forty-fifth Congress than was 
given for any of the State officers, as if that were the trial case. 

Now, what lies at the bottom of all this opposition to Colorado ? 
Wiat prompted the democracy all over the Union and the democrats 
in the last Congress to put their hand against that State and keep 
it out and away from representation for almost the entire session ? 
What prompts them to smuggle in a Representative to-day against 
the voice of the people on a vote of cleven counties out of twenty-six ; 
on @ vote less than one-tenth of the vote that might be given in that 
State, in violation of the schedule provision of the constitution which 
provided that Representatives should be voted for in October?) What 
is it that prompts you, gentlemen, to keep this Stateout? Your can- 
didate has no certificate. There is no pretense on record here tliat 
he has any right prima facie to a seat. Mr. Belford comes here as the 
Representative of that State and demands admission to this tloor— 
as all others demand it, year after year, aud have demanded it from 
the beginning of the Government until now—on his certificate, duly 
signed, sealed, and authenticated. Why keep him out of bis seat? 
Why spring this question here and renew the scenes of last Congress 
by leaving that State unrepresented? If I were to be actuated by 
merely political motives, if I were partisan enough to desire that a 
wrong should be done that my party might tlourish and that its prin- 
ciples might be planted where they could not be rooted out in the new 
States of this Union, I could ask for nothing better than that the 
democracy with their strong hand should crush down that young and 
beautiful State and refuse that its voice should be heard in our midst 
during the whole of this Congress. 

Sir, the people of that State demand a voice among you; they de- 
mand legislation from you; they demand that the counsels, the ad- 
vice, and the votes of their Representative shall be given to these 
nearly three hundred members of Congress to enable thein to legis- 
late rightly for that young mountain State; and, sir, every day and 
every month that you refuse to acknowledge the State, that you re- 
fuse to admit its Representative, that you thrust it back from this 
chamber, the citizens of: that State, by an example which appeals 
to every heart, be it of democrat or republican, will denounce those 
who take from them the great constitutional privileges of a State and 
| the great constitutional rights of the people. 

But, sir, I cannot look upon this question from a partisan stand-point, 
either in its present issue or from its future consequences, I may be 
deceived, I may be mistaken, but from my reading of the law and 
the action of the people of that State, from the vote of tie twenty- 
six counties, acting in full and harmonious accord in the October 
election, and from the fact that but eleven counties ont of the twenty- 
six in fact voted at all in the November election, and that then a very 
meager vote was cast by any party, [cannot bat believe that the law 
is in accord with the judgment of the people of Colorado that Octo- 
ber was the time for the election of a Representative in Congress for 
what remained of thse unexpired part of the Forty-fourth Congress 
and for the Forty-tifth Congress. But the people intended to do as all 
their sister States did in the broad length of this land, elect that very 
fall a member of the Forty-fifth Congress. Thoy had no Legislature 
that could pass a law for any other election. Any other construction 
in the case would be defeating the judgment of the people of Colo- 
rado, the law of Colorado, and the action of the men who voted in 
October for Belford and Patterson, and the men who abstained from 
voting for either in the Forty-fifth Congress in November. Any other 
construction would charge imbecility or want of common judgment 
or common sense upon Congress, upon the constitutional convention, 
upon the whole people of Colorado of both parties. And if we ac- 
cept this new trumped-up theory, in violation of the sixteenth sec- 
tion of the schedule, that Patterson is to come in here and be the Rep- 
resentative from Colorado, our own action will be in conilict with the 
law we have already passed aud with the constitutional provisions 
| of the State of Colorado. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 
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Mr. CHALMERS. Mr. Speaker, the question now before us, like | facie case is made out, and I hope are as willing to observe 
those which have thus far occupied our attention, is purely legal in | in such case as any other member. But the very question we have yen, 
its character and, like all such questions, should be determined dis- | considering, and the one which now we are called upon to de aoe 
passionately, upon sound and well-settled precedents; but we should | whether the applicants who have presented themselves here {; 
look well to the facts and circumstances of each particular case to | 
see that the precedents are properly applied. Political bodies are not 
expected to observe such a close adherence to precedent as courts of 
law; bat where gentlemen are acting under the solemn sanction of 
an oath and belonging to parties which are seeking to win or to 
maintain the confidence of the country, they should not make rules 
to-day for their own benefit and break them to-morrow, when they 
would confer benefits upon their opponents. Whether our opponents 
have observed this rule of good conduct and good morals, as well as 

ood law, it is unnecessary now to inquire. We are endeavoring to 
oy down and observe correct rules for ourselves, and we must do so 
without regard to the misconduct of others. We claim to be entering 
upon a higher plane of morality and to be standing on the broad plat- 
form of reform. I agree with the member from Texas [Mr. MILLs] 
in the sentiment expressed by him on the second day of our session, 
that “It is a matter of vast importance that members of this House 
should adhere to the law; it is a matter of no consequence who is 
benefited by such adherence to the law ;” but I utterly failed to 
comprehend the logic of the argument by which he reached the con- 
clusion that the majority on this side of the House would be guilty 
of ousting a member of the minority from his seat simply because 
we were in the majority if we should refer to a committee to decide 
which of two riv al claimants had the best prima facie title to a seat 
before either was sworn. 

I hope, Mr. Speaker, that I should be as far from wishing to vio- 
late the rights of any member as any gentleman on this floor. 
But, sir, when two rival candidates came before us, each claiming 
the prima facie title to a seat and each presenting a certificate from 
the proper certifying officer of his State, I did not understand that 
the rules of courtesy or of parliamentary law required that I should 
trample upon the rights of my friend that I might not tread upon 
the toes of his adversary. I think both have rights which this House 
is bound to respect. Gentlemen have depicted in glowing colors the 
evils that might arise from an arbitrary and unworthy exercise of 
power by the majority over the minority, and the inference was left 
that we, who proposed in the South Carolina cases to refer to a com- 
mittee the question as to who in fact held the prima facie title, were 
ready and willing to override precedent and violate well-settled prin- 
ciples of law. I voted with the minority in those cases, and I have 
seen nothing since to weaken, but much to strengthen, the view which 
I then held upon that question, The very use which the opposition 
is now seeking to make of those cases as precedents and of the argu- 
ments of our democratic friends as authority in this case convinces 
me that 1 was right. The able Representative from Maine, [ Mr. 
HaLe,]} skillful and adroit in debate, has quoted with marked em- 
phasis the language of the member from Texas [Mr. MILLs] and 
appeals to us with some force to follow his argument and example in 
this case. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I cannot indorse the doctrine now quoted from 
the member from Texas that “the line of precedents is unbroken, un- 
less it may have been broken during the storm of passion, that the 
man helding the certificate from the governor of his State is entitled 
to a seat on this floor until it is decided that he was not duly 
elected.” 

So far, sir, is this from being true, I will venture the assertion, after 
a somewhat cursory examination of the authorities, that the line of 
precedent is almost unbroken the other way, whenever any well- 
grounded doubt has been raised as to the prima facie title of the per- 
son asking to be seated. 

Gentlemen familiar with the law all know that a person holding a 
regular certificate of election from the proper officer of his State, 
properly signed, duly certified, and in every way regular upon its face, 
may still be prevented from being sworn in upon objection to his 
qualifications being made, as that he is not a citizen of the United 
Btates, or not of the requisite age, and at one time that he had borne 
arms against the United States; and the well-settled rule upon this 
subject is that— 

The person objected to upon such grounds as these is not to be swern in with 
the other members, but stands aside for the time being, and the House, through its 


committee, will with all possible speed proceed to inquire into the fact.—American 
Jaw of Elections, section 222. 


the law 


ide, ig 


_s 7 ; : . r ad. 
mission are in fact the holders of the prima facie title. We fan, 


understand that there may be two titles to the same seat aud that 
they may be rightfully vested in different persons; the one 4 imeees 
rary title founded upon a prima facie case, which may be vested jp ¢, : 
man, and the other a permanent title founded upon the merits of +) 
cause, and this may be vested in the otherman. And we insist th . 
if a doubt or question arises about either title, whether it be the enn’ 
porary or the permanent right to be seated, this House has an e 
right to investigate either question by reference to a committee 
out any violence to any man’s right. 

The fallacy into which gentlemen upop the other side of this ques. 
tiou have fallen is that they have failed to discriminate bet ween what 
should be done when the prima facie title is involved, and what shou| 
be done when only the permanent right to the seat is to be decid d 
If one party comes witha good prima facie title, aud the other cones 
claiming only the permanent right to the seat, we are all agreed tha 
the holder of the prima facie title must be seated, and the other yo 
mitted to the contest upon the merits. But where both come wii) 
prima facie claim, or one comes contesting the prima facie as well ast} 
ultimate right of the other, in such cases neither should be seated uy (| 
a committee of the House has examined and reported upon the facts 

Again, sir, it has been argued that we must seat Mr. Belford becays 
he holds the governor's certificate of election, and that when a gov- 
ernor or any other officer has given a certificate of election, evey 
though it may be given through accident or mistake, fraud or perjury, 
the power to certify is exhausted, and that such certilicate isa tivaliiy 
so far as the prima facie case is concerned; that this House has yo 
redress, but must receive and seat amoung us a persou thus presented 
although his State may be protesting against it and although he may 
be covered with fraud and perjury as completely as that notorious 
individual who once stood before a committee of this House uncer- 
tain as to whether he was “a vassal or a peer.” 

And, in support of this position, it has been contended that any 
effort made on the part of State officials to give new certiticates, or 
of the State courts to correct the mistake or annul the fraud by which 
a certificate has been procured, would be an infringement upon the 
exclusive prerogative of this House. This House is not precluded by 
the decision of the officers or of the courts of the State, and while the 
House holds the power to re-investigate every question in the cause, 
it seems to me to be an infringement upon the rights of the S'ate to 
say that she shall have no power to alter or to correct the credentials 
of those who claim to represent her. 

I was not astonished that gentlemen of the republican party should 
have advanced this doctrine, but I must confess that I was somewhat 
startled when I heard the announcement, coming from a democratic 
source, that “ when the authority” (to give a certilicate of election 
“has once been exercised by a governor of a State, by the secretary of 
a State, or whomsoever the authority is in, the power is exhausted 
and there remains no authority to revise the act.” 

When I heard these words, Mr. Speaker, they brought back to my 
recollection the time when the same doctrine, in similar language, 
came issuing from the electoral-commission room, in that dark hour 
when our liberties were involved, when the heart of the nation stood 
still in anxious expectation, when the voice of the people was stifled 
by the cunning and craft of political judges, and when the form of our 
Government passed throngh the throes of a legal revolution. 

If this be the true doctrine, if States are estopped from repudiating 
fraudulent Representatives and protesting against the prima facu 
right of corrupt officials to misrepresent her, then our friends from 
Ohio must cease their battle-cry of frand against the electoral com- 
mission, and the grand and glorious victory which the gallant demoe- 
racy of that State achieved in the recent general election must be 
attributed to some other cause, But I maintain, sir, and it is the old 
State-rights doctrine of the democratic party which I learned in my 
youth, for, like the gentleman from Massachusetts, I am a Stat- 
rights man and learned it from him at the Baltimore convention when 
Pierce was nominated and he chairman of the committee on the plat- 
form, that each State has full power and authority overall her ofticials, 
and if any one or more of her officers attempt through fraud or mis- 
take to place another in office in her borders, or to give to another the 
prima facie right to represent her beyond her borders, such State ol 
only has the power, but it is her duty, to correct such mistake or to 
annul such frand by all the legal means in her power. The contrary 
doctrine would lead to the conclusion that when a governor or other 
State officer had been deceived or seduced by mistake or fraud inte 
giving a false certificate of election that neither the governor nor tie 
courts of the State could do anything to prevent the guilty holder of 
such certificate from enjoying, at least for a season, the full fruit of 
his crime, We contend that a governor who has given a certificate 
under such circumstances has the same right to give another certtt- 
cate or to give some notice here that would arrest our action on the 
prima facie case that any citizen has to cry “stop, thief!” when one is 
seen running off with his property, and that this House would be ®% 
much justified in arresting the swearing in of such an applicant as any 
citizen would be to arrest such thief upon the hue and cry without any 
warrant of arrest. But it is said where a new party has come 1 
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Again we find that where two conflicting certificates have been 
presented emanating from contesting State governments, where two 
conilicting certificates have come from the same governor, where a 
doubt has been raised as to whether the election was held at the 
weal time and place, and where the certificate recites upon its face 

acts which tend to vitiate it, and in short wherever any well-founded 
doubt, either of law or faet, has been raised upon the prima facie title, 
the line of precedent is almost nn)roken, except perhaps by the storm 
of passion, that in all such cases the question has been referred to a 
committee before either party is permitted to be sworn in. 

Where there is but a single certificate of election in all respects reg- 
ular and sufficient as to time and place of election, and no question 
of disqualification is raised, this makes a prima facie case and there 
can be no doubt as to our duty in the premises. We who voted for a 
reference to the committee understand our duty as well where a prima 
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in a State the certificate of the new officer should not be heard 

pow - ; theold one. The fact that a new party has come into power 
; wa that the people have lost confidence in the old one, and the cer- 
t ‘icate of the new officer, being the last clause in the will of the State, 


if not entitled to precedence, at least casts such acloud over the first | cluded to create another embarrassment by authorizing Colorado to 


rtificate as to Warrant a reference of the prima facie case to a com- | 
ce Hes a 


mittee for investigation before we permit the old certificate to be used. 
‘Tut if weshould grant that the rule as to what constitutes a prima 
facie case is correct a8 now quoted by the member from Maine, [ Mr. 
“HALE, ] I cannot agree with him that the case from Colorado stands 
upon the same footing as the cases from South Carolina. T he doubt 
on to the prima facie title arises here upon the face of the certificate, 
taken in connection with the law of the land, which law the Clerk, 
acting as he wasina judicial capacity in making up the roll, was 
like every other judge presamed to know. The gentleman from 
Maive seems to doubt very seriously whether the Clerk knows any 
law, and I confess that the rule which presumes every judge to know 
the law is a very violent presumption in some cases, and it certainly 
was in the State of Mississippi during the administration of her re- 
publican judges; but such, nevertheless, is the rule. Presuming, then, 
that the Clerk knew the law, and that he knew of no law authorizing 
this election on the 3d of October, the certificate of Belford was void 
upon its face and should have been disregarded. The rule on that 
subject is thus stated in American Law of Elections, section 221: 


If. however, the certificate contains upon ite face a recital of facts, and these | dictate to a State about the election of her own State officers, and the 


facts show atlirmatively that the party holding it was not duly elected, it may be 
disre garded. 


If Mr. Belford was chosen at an election held at a time not author- | 


ized by law, it was void, and the Clerk did right in not placing his 
name apon the roll of the House. The member from Maine indulges 
insome facetiousness about the Clerk’s want of knowledge of the law, 
and cites him to the fact that both he and the members from Ohio hold 
certiticates of election showing that they were elected on a day dif- 
ferent from that prescribed in section 25 of the code. The fact that 
his certificate recites the day of his election shows that it is essential 
to a valid certificate that it should show the day of election so that 
we may determine if it be the day orescribed by law, and the gentle- 
man knows very well that his own election on the day named in his 
certificate would have been void but for the amendment to the gen- 
eral law passed March 3, 1875, and the fact that the Clerk placed his 


name upon the roll shows that he was aware of this amendment, and | 


that he was therefore not altogether wanting in a knowledge of the 
law. 

In truth and justice to the Clerk I must say that the skill and abil- 
ity which he displayed in the organization of the House showed a 
knowledge of both law and practice which was highly satisfactory 
to his friends, and the promptness with which he overruled the mo- 
tion made by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] showed that he 
at least understood that it was not in order to strike from the roll a 
name that had never been inserted there. 

But, sir, to return to my argument, the statement of the Clerk and 
the application of Mr. Patterson for the same seat, show that there is 
a doubt as to whether the election was held on the proper day or not, 
and this is just one of the cases which calls for a reference to a com- 
mittee to settle the prima facie title before either applicant should 
be sworn in. This was the course pursued by this House in the case 
from West Virginia of Davis vs. Wilson, and several others, where the 
kame question was involved, and these precedents should settle this 
case. But the gentleman from Maine has argued the point of law in- 
volved in the case at some length and has invoked to his aid the over- 
shadowing reputation of the distinguished chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee of the Senate, and I propose briefly to reply. He says 


his argument was drawn largely from the letter of this distinguished | 


chairman, and I have therefore gone to the fountain head and exam- 

ined carefully this letter and another from the honored Secretary of 

War, whose work upon elections adds value to his opinion. Both 

these letters admit that the election at which Mr. Belford was chosen 

not having been held upon the day named in the twenty-fifth sec- 

a of the code, was void, if that law was in force in Colorado at 
1€ time, 

But we are told that this law was repealed and the election was prop- 
erly held under the enabling act, which authorized the organization 
of Colorado into a State. Now, Mr. Speaker, I contend that the ac- 
tion of Congress should always be considered with reference to the 
objects had in view, We all Know it has been the desire of this Con- 
gress to secure a uniform day of election for its members, and that for 
this purpose the act which now forms the twenty-fifth section of the 
Revised Statutes was passed in 1372, but not to take practical effect 
until November, 1876, thus giving to the States, who saw proper to 
do so, time to make their State constitutions and State elections con- 
form to the day prescribed for the congressional election. But inas- 


much as some of the States, Maine and Ohio among the number, had | 


not changed their State constitutions, and inasmuch as it was deemed 
« hardship to compel a State to hold two elections in the same year, 
an amendment was passed March 3, 1275, so modifying the law as to 
}*rmit such States as had not ehavged their constitutions to proceed 


under their old laws and hold their State and congressional electious 
at the same time. 
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assed. And now we are asked to believe that after Congress had 
een thus striving to have all her members elected on the same day, 


|} and on the very day when it was extending further time to sueh 


States as were embarrassed by their constitutional provisions, it con 


name a day in her constitutional convention for the election of Rep- 


| resentatives which should last uutil the next general census. It 
| would be difficult to believe such a thing if the language of the en- 


abling act was plain and unmistakable. It is impossible to believe it 
when such a conclusion is sought through a refined, ingenious, and 
improbable construction of the act. The language of the enabling act 


| is, “that until the next general census said State shall be entitled to 


one Representative in the House of Representatives of the United 
States, which Representative, together with the governor and State 
and other officers provided for in said constitution, shall be elected 
on a day subsequent to the adoption of the constitution, and to be 
fixed by said constitutional convention,” &c. 

And it is maintained that this clause of the enabling act just read re- 
pealed the twenty-fifth section of the Revised Statutes and established 
a new rule for the election of Representatives in Colorado, which was 


to continue until the next general census. If this was the meaning 


| of the act, it meant equally that the convention should for the same 


length of time fix a day which should continue until the next general 
census upon which the State and other officers should be elected; and 
it would be an absurdity to suppose that Congress intended thus to 


action of the convention which failed to do either of these things 
shows conclusively that it did not so understand the act, thus giving 
us a contemporaneons construction by the parties immediately inter 
ested, which is always looked to as a safe guide in the construction of 
doubtful statutes. 

But we contend first, that the enabling act did not undertake to 
authorize the convention to fix the day for any congressional elec- 
tion, but the first, which was for member to the Forty-fourth Con- 
A simple grammatical reading of the sentence will show it, 
and when we apply the legal rule that nothing in a law is to be held 
to have no reason, our construction isconclusive. The plain common 
sense construction, therefore, is, that the words “untilthe next general 
census” did not apply to the fixing of a day for the election, but 
were intended alone to limit the time when Colorado should have but 
one Representative. We can see some meaning and reason in this, 
because the next enumeration of her population might show her en 
titled to two or more Representatives. But how the enumeration of 
her population could throw any light upon the proper day for elect- 
ing her Representative or furnish any reason for changing a day 
already fixed, I am utterly unable to comprehend, and the solution of 
this problem must be left to the astute intellect of the distinguished 
chairman whose aid has already been invoked. 

We contend, in the second place, that if the enabling act had 
intended to confer this power upon the State convention, it would 


| have been unconstitutional and void, because the Constitution of the 


United States has, in express terms, conferred upon the State Legis- 
latures the power to fix the time, place, and manner of electing Rep- 
resentatives, but reserved to Congress the right to make or alter such 
regulations. 

We contend, in the third place, that the enabling act cannot be 
construed into a repeal of the twenty-fifth section of the Revised 
Statutes without doing violence to every rule ot legal construction. 
One rule in the construction of statutes is, if there can be two con- 
structions of it, the one constitutional and the other not, that con- 
struction must prevail which does not conflict with the Constitution. 
Now, to hold that this enabling act conferred upon a State conven- 
tion a power of fixing a permanent day for holding congressional 
elections which belonged to the State Legislature, makes it uncon 
stitutional and void; to hold that it simply meant to confer upon 
the convention the power to name the day of the first election, there 
being no legislature in existence to do it, makes the act in accord 
ance with the Constitution as construed by this House and the courts 
of the country, and hence that construction should prevail. Again, 
a repeal by implication is never favored if two acts “in pari materia” 
can possibly be reconciled with each other. To hold that the ena- 
bling act conferred power to fix a day of election to the Forty-tifth 
Congress is to repeal the twenty-fifth section of the code by implica- 
tion, through a doubtful use of the words “until the next general 
census.” But to hold that it simply intended to authorize the con- 
vention to name a day for election to the Forty-foarth Congress, and 
left the election for the Forty-tifth to stand as the Revised Statutes 
prescribed, is to make both laws stand together and be reconciled 
one with the other. 

But lastly, even if the power had been conferred upon the conven- 
tion, which gentlemen now claim, I maintain that that convention, 
with wisdom and discretion, declined to exercise that power. There- 
fore, the law of Congress stands as it was before. The convention of 


| Colorado passed a law for the general cleotion of her State officers 
| through a series of years in October, 1876, 1877 and 1872. 


She also 
passed a separate section for the election of members of Congress. 


| Now, then, I ask the especial attention of the gentleman to the 
| language of this section. 


I quote it from the letter of the chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee in the Senate and I presume, therefore, 


Vu the same day, March 3, 1875, the enabling act for Colorado was | it isright. I ask gentlemen to mark now the distinction between 
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ay 
these two sections. The seventh section of the seventh article pro- | State. Only the next moment he passed over to the question as se 
vides that | the rightfulness of the election held in November, and he appeals to 
Phe general election shall be held on the firat Tuesday of October in the years | US and says that che hopes that some member on this side of tn 
1876, 1477, and 1s7¢, and annually thereafter on such day as may be prescribed by | House will tell him how the election in November could be y lid 
law _— 


The forty-fourth section provides: . 

One Representative in the Congress of the United States shall be elected from 
the State at large at the first election under this constitation, and thereafter at such 
times and places and in such manner as may be provided by law. 

It will be seen that this section 44 expressly provides that the 
first election of Representative to Congress shall be held under this 
constitution, that is, on the day named under the constitution, and 
just as clearly provides that no other such election shall be held 
under this constitution, for it says “thereafter;” that is after the 


be provided by law.” 
for if the convention possessed the delegated power now claimed for 
it tomake such law and failed to exercise it, the law of Congress re- 
mained unchanged, for it certainly cannot be maintained that the 
twenty-fifth section of the code was repealed by an act which simply 


conferred power on a convention to name another day when the con- | 


vention failed to name it. And a still more complete answer to this 
position is that the election provided for in section 7 of the Colorado 
constitution is an annual election to be held in 1876, 1877, and 1578, 


while the Constitution of the United States provides thatmembers to | 


Congress shall be elected every two years. But gentlemenon the other 
side contend that it wasthe duty of the convention to havenamed a day 
to continue “until the next general census,” 
did it, and cite us to the seventh section, article 7, of the constitu- 
tion to prove it. But, unfortunately for the argument, that section 


does not extend the day to the next general census, but stops short | 


at 1878; and to get out of this dilemma gentlemen tell us that after 
that timethe Legislature must prescribe thetime, But no rule is bet- 


ter settled than that one holding a delegated power cannot delegate | 


that power to another, and if Congress had delegated this power to 
the convention, the convention could not delegate it to the Legisla- 
ture, The gentlemen call our attention to the words “ general elec- 
tion,” which they emphasize and contend that the congressional elec- 
tion was intended to be embraced in the words general election in 
the seventh section of the constitution. But, unfortunately for the 
gentlemen again, this House and the courts of the country have de- 
ciuled this point against them. The old law in West Virginia pro- 
vided for the election of a Representative in Congress to be held in 
October. The new constitution of the State provides for a general 
election of State officers, jast as Colorado has done, and this election 
was to be beld in August. 

Mr. Davis was elected in August and Mr. Wilson was elected in 
October. Mr. Lawrence and others then upon this floor earnestly 


argued, asthe gentleman from Maine now does, that the term “general | 


election” embraced the election for Representative in Congress, and 
that Mr. Davis was properly elected and should be seated. The House 
permitted neither to be sworn in, but sent the whole case to the com- 
mittee, as We propose now to do; and after a report it was decided 
that the election in August was void, and that Mr. Wilson was en- 
titled to the seat, 

The same question was judicially determined by the supreme court 
of Mississippi by republican judges. The Ames party had defeated 
the Aleorn party in 1873, and after the election the question was 
aprung that the election was void because the constitution provided 


and they insist that it | 


| argument because I had hoped that this question was to be set; led 





that the general election should be biennial, and that the statute under | . t 
| Senate charged with the same subject. 


which the election was held provided for State elections one year 
and congressional elections the next, thus making annual general 
elections. But the court, after able argument, and if I mistake not 
the leading brief in the cause was prepared by a distinguished member 
from Massachusetts now on this Seer, held that the words ‘‘ general 
elections” in the Mississippi constitution did not embrace congress- 
ionalelections. Now,do the words “general election” in the Colorado 
constitution refer to congressional elections? And it is still more 
unfortunate for the gentleman’s construction that the convention 
which ordained section 7 to provide for State elections, also ordained 
section 44 to provide for congressional elections, thus clearly demon- 
strating that the men who made the coustitution did not understand 
it as he does, 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] has said, how- 
ever, that there are some things permitted to States when they are 
being brought into the Union that are not permitted at other times. 
1 agree with him perfectly in this, and the House is indebted to him 
for his learned history in regard to the admission of States, but the 
only legitimate conclusion that can be drawn from his argument is 
in support of mine, and that is that at the first election the conven- 
tion may have the power to fix the day of election, although that 
right Selongs under the Constitution to the Legislature, because then 
there is no Legislature in existence to do that work. 

The gentleman who last addressed us, (Mr. CONGER,] whose 
acquaintance I have not the pleasure of, commenced and closed his 
argument by discussing the question as to whether Colorado is a State 
or not, and as to who had voted for the admission of Colorado into 
the Union asaState. When first I heard the gentleman, sir, I thought 
he belonged to the Rip Van Winkle generation and had just woke 
up, having heard of nothing since the admission of California as a 


| 


He reminds me of an erratic dancer; sometimes far ahead of ¢| 
music and sometimes far behind. When that question arises we ad 
be ready to answer. We will be ready to answer what the effec; of 
the law is upon that question. I shall not follow him in his politi 


al 


as 


a question of law without passion, and although that gentleman a). 
open at one time to the law and the record, I venture to gay that 
16 never once touched law or the record from the moment he oy, od 


his mouth to the moment he closed it. For these reasons I maintain 


/ | that the certificate presented here by Mr. Belford is void and cay, 
first election, “at such times and places and in such manner as may | 


What law? Manifestly thelaw of Congress; | 


neither entitle him to a permanent or a temporary right to a set 
upon this floor, and as to the case of Mr. Patterson I believe ¢), it 
that question ought to be referred to a committee, and I shal! y 
for its reference. 

Mr. HARRISON obtained the floor. 

Mr. WOOD. If the gentleman will allow me, I will move # 


ole 


lat 

when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Wednesid 4 
Mr. HARRISON. I yield for that purpose. . 
The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Woop ; and it was 


agreed to. 

Mr. WOOD moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion w 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON resumed the floor. 

Mr. KNOTT. If the gentleman from Illinois will yield to me, I wi}! 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HARRISON, I yield the floor for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the consent of the House that 
he may be allowed to recognize two gentlemen who have resolutions 
touching the appointments of committees usual in the organization 
of the body. The gentleman from Kentucky will oblige the Chair 
if he will suspend the motion until the Chair recognizes those gentie- 
men. 

Mr. KNOTT. Certainly, sir. 


COMMITTEE ON CIVIL SERVICE, 


Mr. SCHLEICHER submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


is 


ou 


Resolved, That a select committee of eleven members be a »pointed by the Speaker 
whose duty it shall be to consider the civil service of the 4 nited States and 
ures to promote its efficiency, and that the committee shall have leave to: 

by bill or otherwise, 


Mr. SCHLEICHER moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELECTORAL VOTE, 


Mr. SOUTHARD. 
resolution: 


Resolved, That a committee consisting of eleven members be appointed, whose 
duty it shall be to take into consideration the state of the law respecting the ascer 
tainment and declaration of the result of the election of President and View? 

dent of the United States, and that said committee have power to report by bill or 
otherwise and to confer and act witb the committee appointed on the part of the 


I ask unanimons consent to offer the following 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read a communication which has 
been received from the Senate. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED States, 
October 22, 1877 
Resolved, That a select committee consisting of seven Senators be appointed 
whose duty it shall be to take into consideration the state of the law respecting 


| ascertaining and declaration of the result of the elections of President and Vic 


President of the United States; that said committee have power to report by bill 
or otherwise; and that said committee have power to confer and act with any coi 
mittee of the House of Representatives that may be charged with the same subject 

Ordered, That the Secretary communicate a copy of this resolution to the Louse 
of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. It will be observed that the Senate have appointed 
such a committee as that proposed by the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. 
SouTHARD] and have communicated the fact to the House with an in- 
dication of their wish to have a co-operative committee on this sub- 
ject on the part of the House. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I would inquire whether it would not make the 
committee cumbrous to have so large a number on the part of (ue 
House? 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection to the introduction of the 
resolution, then an amendment can be moved as to the number ot the 
committee. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have no objection to the introduction of the 
resolution. I would only suggest to the gentleman to make the cou- 
mittee consist of nine members. It seems to me that eleven and seveu 
would make an extraordinarily large number. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I have taken the usual number composing coll 
mittees of this House, 
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Mr. GARFIELD. The Senate has made their committee consist of 


er. SOUTHARD. That is the usual number composing Senate 
cr GARFIELD. I think the usual number is nine. I only make 
he suggestion. I think it would be better to have nine and seven. | 
‘Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Let it be eleven and seven, which is 
better than either nine or seven, or even eight and seven. 

There being no objection, the resolution was received and adopted. | 
Mr. SOUTHARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
Jution was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be | 

Jaid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


HOURS OF LABOR IN NAVY-YARDS. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to offer a resolution of inquiry; | 
if it leads to any debate I will not press it. 

Mr. KNOTT. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I send to the Clerk’s desk a resolution, 
which Lask may now be adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to report to this Honse what 
action has been taken, if any, in the navy-yards of the United States in regalating 
the heurs of labor; and whether such action has been in derogation of or compli- 
ance with section 3,736 of the Revised Statutes, which requires that eight hours 
shall constitute aday's work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics who may 
be employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States. 


There being no objection, the resolution was received and adopted. 

Mr. COX, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

rhe latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KNOTT. I now renew the motion to adjourn, 





LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Pending the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was granted as | 
follows: 

To Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky, until Monday next, on account of im- 
portant business: and 

To Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, for one week, on account of im- 
portant business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. RIDDLE asked and obtained unanimous consent for the with- | 
drawal from the files of the Tlouse of papers in the case of Mary E. 
Campbell, to be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions and the War of 1812, when appointed. 

Also, the papers in the case of J. D. Bond & Brothers, to be re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, when appointed. 


DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. GARFIELD. Before the question is put upon the motion to 
adjourn, I desire to offer a resolution in reference to the distribution 
of documents published by order of the last House. 1 will read the 
resolution for the information of members: 

Resolved, That the House documents of the Forty-fourth Congress not yet dis- 
tributed be delivered to members of the present House. 

It is understood that a resolution was slipped through at the last 
moment during the last session of Congress, by which the new mem- 
bers of this House are cut off from receiving documents not yet dis- 
tributed to their predecessors. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I think there ought to be an exception 
of one set to be given to members of the last House. That is the 
usual practice. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I will accept the suggestion, and add to the reso- 
lution the words, “except one copy of each document to be delivered 
to the former member.” 

There being no objection, the resolution, as modified, was adopted. 

Mr. GARFIELD meved to reconsider the motion by which the 


resolution was — ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
The motion of Mr. KNotr was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 


four o’clock and five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Wed- 
nesday next. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk; 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of the Vessel-Owners and Captains’ | 
Association of Philadelphia, for a continuance of the existing naviga- | 
tion laws—to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed. 

_ By Mr. BICKNELL: Papers relating to the claim of Susan P. | 
Vance for compensation for property taken by the United States 
ak eg for services—to the Committee on War Claims, when ap- 

wed, 

_ Also, a paper relating tothe establishment of a post-route between 
Salem and Livonia, Indiana—to the Committee on the Post-Oftice 
an’ Post-Roads, when appointed. 
iy Mr. BOUCK: The petition of J. L. Williams and other letter- | 
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carriers of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, for an increase of their salaries— 
to the same committee, when appointed. 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of the lutter-carriers of Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin, for an increase of their salaries—to the same committee, 
when appointed. 

Also, the petition of Delina Mathieu, for arrearage of pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed. 

By Mr. BRIGHT: The petition of Robertson Tapps, for compensa- 
tion for property taken by the United States Army—to the Commit- 
tee ov War Claims, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of J. W. Burbridge & Co. and Robert H. Mont- 
gomery, of similar import—to the same committee, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Ann P. James, of similar import—to the 
same committee, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of Martha A. Stevens, of similar import—to the 
same committee, when appointed. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of James G. Harrison for com- 
pensation asa United States revenue officer—to the Committee of 
Claims, when appointed. 

By Mr. BURDICK: The petition of Henry Wheeler and 245 other 
citizens of Dubuque, Iowa, for an increase of the salaries of letter- 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads, when 
appointed. 

By Mr. BUTLER: The petition of Henry F. Pitman and Samuel 
H. Brown, of Marblehead, Massachusetts, for compensation for prop- 
erty appropriated by a United States captain of engineers duringthe 
late war—to the Committee of Claims, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of Charles H. Day, late colonel Second Regi- 
ment Virginia Infantry, United States Army, for an increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of Abraham Curby, late of Company F, Third 
Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, of similar import—to the same 
committee, when appointed. 

Also, tho petition of Dwight A. Barrett, late of Company E, Forty- 
sixth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, for a pension—to 
the same committee, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Mary A. Hoyt, of Athol, Massachusetts, 
widow of George H. Hoyt, late lieutenant-colonel Fifteenth Regiment 
Kansas Cavalry, fora pension—to the same committee, when appointed, 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Mary C. Webber, of Cambridge, Massa- 
chusetts, for compensation for services rendered by her late husband, 
Franklin P. Webber, of the United States Coast Survey, and the pe- 
tition of Henry W. Longfellow, and others, in aid of same—to tlhe 


| Committee of Claims, when appointed. 


Also, the petition of the letter-carriers, and of Charles A. Stott, 
mayor, and 2,500 citizens of Lowell, Massachusetts, and of Hon. 
John K. Tarbox, and 1,500 citizens of Lawrence, Massachusetts, for 
an increase of the salaries of letter-carriers in said cities—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads, when appointed. 

By Mr. CANDLER: The petition of Charles W. Hubbard and other 
letter-carriers and citizens of Atlanta, Georgia, for an increase of the 
salaries of letter-carriers—to the same committee, when appointed. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: The petition of 565 citizens of Covington, 
Kentucky, of similar import—to the same committee, when appointed. 

By Mr. CHITTENDEN: The petition of 100 letter-carriers of Brook- 
lyn, New York, of similar import—to the same committee, when ap 
pointed. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Silas H. S!ringham, widow of the late 
Rear-Admiral 8. H. Stringham, for a pension—to th» Committee ou 
Invalit Pensions, when appointed. 

By Mr. COLE: The petition of the letter-carriers and 8,000 others, 
citizens of Saint Louis, for an increase of the salaries of letter-car- 
riers—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads, when ap- 
pointed. 

Also, resolutions of the Merchants’ Exchange of Saint Lonis, Mis- 
souri, asking the repeal of the bankrupt law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, when appointed. 

By Mr. COX, of New York: The petition of Alonzo Stivers and 600 
others, of New York, for the increase of the salaries of letter-carriers 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, when appointed, 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: The petition of citizens of Pleasanton, lowa, 
for cheap telegraphy—to the same committee, when appointed. 

By Mr. CUTLER: The petition of the letter-carriers and of the 
business men of Paterson, New Jersey, for an increase of the salaries 
of letter-carriers—to the same committee, when appointed. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of California: The petition of the letter-carriers of 
San Francisco, California, of similar import—to the same committee 
when appointed. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of William Clift, for compensa- 
tion for services rendered the United States as a recruiting oflicer— 
to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of James F. Early, for compensation for services 
rendered the United States as a recruiting oflicer—to the same com- 
mittee, when appointed. : 

Also, the petition of Thomas B. McElwee, for compensation for cot- 
ton burned while it was being transported by the United States from 
Huntsville, Alabama, to Athens, Tennessee, and for the amount peid 
the agents of the Government for freight upon the samme—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Jane Richesin, for compensation for stores 
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taken by the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointe dl, 

Also, the petition of A. B, Rouden, for compensation for services 
rendered the United States during the late war—to the same com- 
mittee, when appointed. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Joseph Ruohs for compensa- 
tion for stores taken by the United States Army at Chattanooga, 
‘Tennessee—to the same committee, when appointed. 

Alse, the petition of Mrs. A. W. McIntyre, for an increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of Rutha C. Thompson, for a pension—to the same 
committee, when appointed. 

Also, petitions for post-routes from Cog Hill to Jalapa, from Rich- 
wood to Blythe’s Ferry, and from Gruetli to Dunlap, Tennessee, from | 
citizens of said State—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post- 
Roads, when appointed. 

By Mr. EAMES: The petition of J. Davis Hubbard and other letter- 
carriers of Providence, Rhode Island, of similar import—to the same 
committee, when appointed, 

By Mr. ERRETT: The petition of Nancy G. Miller, of Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, for compensation for damages to her property by 
United States troops at Camp Home, in 1562, 1563, and 1864—to the 
Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Harriet W. Wilkinson, for the removal of 
the charges against Lieutenant Charles Wilkinson from the records of 
the War Department—to the Committee on Military Affairs, when 
appointed, 

By Mr. FORNEY: The memorial of the Alabama Industrial Con- 
vention, signed by W. H. Chambers, president, and W. W. Screws, 
secretary, for the improvement of the navigation of the rivers of 
Alabama—to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed. 


By Mr. FRANKLIN: The petition of Henry Brenneman and other | 


letter-carriers and of 750 other citizens of Kansas City, Missouri, for 
an increase of the salary of letter-carriers—to the Committee on the 
Post-Ollice and Post-Roads, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of the Board of Trade of Kansas City, Missouri, 


| settlers from the United States under the plea that it w;: 
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for the repeal of the resumption act—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, when appointed, 

By Mr. GARFIELD: Memorial of John R. Lynch, to have the ben- 
efit of the notice given in the contested-election case of Lynch vs. 
Chalmers—to the Committee of Elections, when appointed. 

By Mr. HALE: The petitions of Hermann Kosohinck, E. & H. T. 
Anthony & Co., of New York city; George B. Upton, of Boston, 
Massachusetts; J. T. MeCoy, of Bergen, New York ; John Docken- 
dorff, of Lima, Pennsylvania; George W. Brown, of White Plains, 
New York: and J. W. Annable, of Fort Scott, Kansas, that additional 
interest of 2 per cent. be allowed upon the judgment of the court 
of award of Alabama claims—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
when appointed. 

by Mr. HAMILTON: Papers relating to the claim of Jethro M. 
Boyd for additional compensation for services rendered in the United 
States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: The petition of Moses B. Bramhall’s 
administrator, for compensation for cotton seized and sold by the 
United States authorities—to the Committee on War Claims, when 
appointed, 

by Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia: The petition of Watson McGill & 
Co., for compensation for tobacco seized and sold by United States 
authorities—to the same committee, when appointed. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Georgia: A paper relating to the establish- 
ment of a post-route from Bowdon, Georgia, to Copper Mines, Ala- 
bama—to the Committee on the Post-Oftice and Post-Roads, when 
appointed. 

By Mr. HOUSE: The petition of 3,000 citizens of Davidson County, 
Tennessee, of similar import—tothe same committee, when appointed. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: The petition of E. D. Weeks and other citi- 
zens of Michigan, for cheap telegraphy—to the same committee, 
when appointed, 

Also, the petition of John F. Hunt, J. 8. Williams, and other 
letter-carriers of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, for an increase of their sal- 
aries—to the same committee, when appointed. 

By Mr. HUNGERFORD: The petition of citizens of Elmira, New 
York, for an increase of the salaries of letter-carriers—to the same 
committee, when appointed, 

Also, the petition of the letter-carriers of Elmira, New York, of 
sitnilar import—to the same committee, when appointed. 

By Mr. HUNTON: Two petitions, signed respectively by Septimus 


Brown and Sewell B. Corbett, for compensation for property taken | 


and used by the United States Army—to the Committee on War 
Claims, when appointed. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of Mary Martin, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of Henry Sprague, and others, that he be granted 
a pension—to the same committee, when appointed. 

By Mr. KIDDER: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Worms to Odessa, Dakota Territory—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, when appointed. 

By Mr. LANDERS: The petition of George Spindler and 1,100 
others, of Hartford, Connecticut, for an increase of the salaries of 
letter-carriers—to the same committee, when appointed. 
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By Mr. LUTTRELL: Papers relating to the petition of Jo}, 
Sutter, for compensation for land owned by him in Califor; me. 
held under Mexican grants, which was settled upon and oceupied i 
land after the conquest of California, and indemnity for th. fw ae 
and destruction of live stock by emigrants from the United Stat — 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, when appointed, 

Also, a paper relating to the establishment of a post-route 
Suisun City to Colliersville, California; to the Committee 0; 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, when appointed. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of Frederick Dranght, late of 
Company A, Eighty-second Regiment New York Volunteers, for th» 
removal of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on 
Affairs, when appointed. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of the letter-carriers and of 15.9) 
citizens of Boston, Massachusetts, for an increase of the salaries of 
said carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
when appointed. : 

By Mr. NORCROSS: Papers relating to the claim of Milton B. Cus). 
ing—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, when appointed. 

By Mr. PAGE: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from San Andreas via Mount Ranch to Sheep Ranch, California— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, when appointed 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: The petition of the letter-carriers of Leayen. 
worth, Kansas, for an increase in their salaries—to the same commit. 
tee, when appointed. 

By Mr. REED: The petition of the letter-carriers and citizens of 
Portland, Maine, that the salaries of letter-carriers be increased—ty 
the same committee, when appointed. 

By Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts: The petition of F. H. Dewey and 
other citizens of Worcester, Massachusetts, of similar import—to the 
same committee, when appointed. 

By Mr. RIDDLE: The petition of Mattheas Wright and others, of 
Fentress County, Tennessee, for cheap telegraphy—to the same com- 
mittee, when appointed. 

By Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts: The petition of Emerson 
Wight and 1,200 other citizens of Springfield, Massachusetts, for an 
increase of the salaries of letter-carriers—to the same committee, 
when appointed. 

Also, the petition of West, Stone & Co., and others of Springfield, 
Massachusetts, for the repeal of the bankrupt law—to the Comuit- 
tee on th» Judiciary, when appointed. 

By Mr. ROSS: The petition of the letter-carriers and other citizens 
of Elizabeth, New Jersey, for an increase of the salaries of letter- 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, when 
appointed. 

By Mr. SINGLETON: The petition of Joseph R. Shannon, for com- 
pensation for the steamer W. Burton—to the Committee on War 
Claims, when appointed. 

Also, the petitions of Joe. L. Denson, Dr. J. C. Denson, Latham 
& Lawhorn, Paschal D. Hammock, John J. Ritch, John L. Smith, 
R. H. Bustin, Wilborn Thrash, and John W. Morgan, all of Scott 
County, Mississippi, for compensation for property taken by the 
United States Army—to the same committee, when appointed. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania: The petition of citizens of Lan- 
caster, Pennsylvania, for an increase of the salaries of letter-carriers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, when appointed, 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of the letter-carriers and other 
citizens of Springtield, Lllinois, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of Seth Driggs, a claimant under the treaty of 
April 25, 1866, between Venezuela and the United States, for relief— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, when appointed. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio: The petition of William H. Morris 
and 31 other letter-carriers of Cleveland, Ohio, for an increase of 
salaries of letter-carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and 
Post-Roads, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of H.G. Smith and 10,000 other citizens of Cleve- 
land, Ohio, of similar import—to the same committee, when ap- 
pointed. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: The petition of Francis B. Thompson, for 
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the Fifty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, when appointed. 

By Mr. VANCE: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Ivy, North Carolina, to Flag Ponds, Tennessee, via Cali- 
fornia Creek—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
when appointed. 

Also, the petition of James Roberts and Noah Roberts, that they 
be paid the amount due Martin Roberts, deceased, for services ren- 
dered the United States by him during the revolutionary war— 
the Committee of Claims, when appointed. LF 

By Mr. WAIT: The petition of Charles T. Almy and other citizens 
of Connecticut, for cheap telegraphy—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, when appointed. ’ 

By Mr. WALKER: The petition of the letter-carriers of Richmond, 
Virginia, for an increase of their salaries—to the same committee, 
when appointed. Br 

Also, the petition of the workingmen of Richmond, Virginia, that 
the wages of mechanics employed on public buildings and navy-) ards 
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throughout the country, and in the Government Printing Office, at 
W wshington, may be restored, and for the enactment of such laws as 
w ill prevent unjust discrimination in fixing the salaries of one class 
of Government employés upon a basis of liberal compensation, while 
that of mechanics and laborers employed by the Government is regu- 
lated upon a basis of the lowest market rate, as affected by great 
commercial depression—to the Committee on Education and Labor, 
when appointed. 7 ‘ a 

Ry Mr. WATSON: The petition of letter-carriers and citizens of 
Erie, Pennsylvania, for an increase of the salaries of letter-carriers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, when appointed. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: The petition of the letter-car- 
riers of Detroit, Michigan, of similar import—to the same commit- 
tee, W hen appointed. ; . 

Also, the petition of Elizabeth B. Custer, widow of the late Gen- 
eral George A. Custer, that she be paid $3,000 unjustly recovered from 
her father’s estate by the United States—to the Committee of Claims, 
when appointed. : J p 

Also, the petition of the heirs of James Corbett, late a private in 
Company H, Sixteenth Regiment Michigan Infantry, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama: A paper relating to the estab- 
lishment of a post-route from Midway to Indian Creek, via Pine 
Grove and Mount Level, Alabama—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, when appointed. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky: The petition of R. A. Robinson, 
and other citizens of Louisville, Kentucky, for the immediate repeal 
of the bankrapt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary, when 
appointed. 


know whether or not this bill would meet my views exactly. I ask 
its reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. , 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 103) additional to section 1000 of the Revised Statutes; which 
wasread twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COKE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 104) amending section 1661, title 16, (“The Mi- 
litia,”) of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WALLACE. By request, and without committing myself to 
the purposes of the bills, I ask leave to introduce two bills for reter- 
ence to the Committee on Finance. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 105) to provide lawful note and coin currency for the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

By unanimous consent, leave was also granted to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 106) to authorize a long bond for the investment of savings; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. INGALLS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 107) to enable Indians to become citizens of 
the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 10%) to equalize the bounties of soldiers who served 
in the late war for the Union; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 109) defining the manner in which certain 
lard scrip may be assigned and located or applied by actual settlers, 
and providing for the issue ef patents in the name of the locator or 
his legal representatives; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FERRY (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 1) authorizing the 
official publication of the decisions of the Interior Department relat- 
ing to the public lands; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
































IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, October 23, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 









PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented the petition of William 
B. Whiting, of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, praying that his name may be 
placed upon the pension-roll; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD presented the petition of Grace Atkins, widow of 
William R. Atkins, of Iowa, praying for a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MATTHEWS presented the petition of Joseph R. Cobb, of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, late regimental quartermaster of the Forty-seventh 
Ohio Volunteers, praying compensation for services rendered and 
expenses incurred by him in the recruiting service; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WALLACE presented the petition of William Johnson, David 
Harris, and others, soldiers of the war of 1812, praying for an increase 
of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of Jesse Turner and others, 
securities of George W. Clarke, late United States agent for the Pot- 
tawatomie tribe of Indians, appointed in 1854, praying that they may 
be relieved from all liability as such securities; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of William Moss, of Arkansas, pray- 
ing that he may be allowed extra compensation for services rendered 
as mail contractor in the year 1854; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MORGAN presented the memorial of the Alabama Industrial 
Association, in favor of the improvement of the navigation of the 
rivers of that State; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of Amos Hunt and 41 others, 
citizens of Washington, District of Columbia, praying for the ex- 
tension of the Capitol unds from First street to Second street, east, 
and from B street, north, to B street, south; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

_He also presented the petition of Oliver Whitaker and 42 others, 
citizens of Toulon, Stark County, Ohio, praying for an extension of 
the Capitol grounds from First to Second street, east, and from B 
street, north, to B street, south; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCF. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 51) for the relief of Albert Towle, postmaster 
at Beatrice, Nebraska, asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads; which was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I have been requested to introduce a Dill 
making a provision additional to section 1000 of the Revised Statutes. 
1 think there ought to be legislation upon the subject, but I do not 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. SAULSBURY, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers relating to a claim of William Bowen 
against the District of Columbia be taken from the files and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


On motion of Mr. ANTHONY, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of the heirs of Asbury Dickins be taken 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. INGALLS, it was 


Ordered, That George A. Schreiner have permission to withdraw his papers 
from the files of the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Amos B. Ferguson be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committe on Military Affaire. 



















ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY. 


Mr. BECK. If there be no further communications from the Pres- 
ident, I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on 
Thursday next. Our committees can go to work in the mean time. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 34, 
noes 12, 



























EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were re-opened, and (at twelve o’clock 
and thirty minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 

















HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, October 24, 1877. 


The House met at 12 m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Joun 
Porsa, D. D. 


The Journal of Monday last was read and approved. 








REPRESENTATION FROM COLORADO. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Harrison] is 
entitled to the floor on the question pending at the adjournment on 
Monday last. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the certificate presented by James B. Belford, and the certified 
abstracts of votes cast upon the 7th day.of November, A. D. 1876, for Represent- 
ative to the Forty-fifth Congress, and accompanying papers presented by Thomas 
M. Patterson, upon which each claims the office of Representative to the Forty- 
fifth Congress of the United States from the State of Culorado, be referred to the 
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Committees of Elections, to be appointed hereafter, with instructions to said com 
mittee to report either as tothe prima facie right or tin 
the committee shall deem proper, aud that neither claimant be sworn in until said 
committee shall report. 


Mr. HARRISON rose. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If the gentleman will allow me, I desire to say 
that at an early hour this morning the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. 
ITArris] called at my house, and, knowing that I was entitled to the 
floor next to the gentleman from Lilinois, requested that this subject 
might be postponed over to-day until to-morrow. I said that I had 
no choice in the matter; that | was entirely willing, if gentlemen on 
both sides desired it, to let it be postponed. I brought a note on the 
subject from Mr. Harris to the gentleman from Illinois. I bave no 
doubt that it would accommodate a number of gentlemen who are 
absent to-day if this question should be postponed to be taken up in 
its order to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that there isa long list 
of gentlemen who desire to speak upon this question, and the expedi- 
tion of business would seem to the mind of the Chair to suggest that 
the debate be proceeded with to-day that a vote may be taken to- 
morrow, 

Mr. GARFIELD. TI have no personal wish in the matter at all. I 
have delivered my message to the gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no wish in the matter other than 
the expedition of public business. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, gentlemen around me seem to be 
rather averse to putting off this matter. As we want to get at the 
work of the country and gentlemen on the other side are exceed- 
ingly anxious that the “aching void” from Colorado should be filled 
as early as possible, I think we had better proceed with the discus- 
BION, 

Mr. Speaker, I shall have to vary my remarks somewhat from what 
I had intended, owing to the peculiar effect of the late speech of the 
gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. ConGer.] He got the muscles of 
cachination on the republican side of this House so thoroughly in 
motion, that I feel it will be incumbent on me to restore them to some- 
thing of the solemnity fitting for this important question. To do 
this IL shall call the attention of the House to a remarkable order of 
brotherhood existing in the highly polished city which I have the 
honor in part to represent on this floor. The rites or ceremonics of 
this brotherhood had as forerunner or type an older and simpler cere- 
mony, Which has gone beyond the Missouri River, beyond the rolling 
plains of Kansas, and is now in full vigor in the new-tledged State of 
Colorado. 

‘This order was organized for the purpose of enlightening the people 
of the rural districts suburban to Chicago and lying within a radius 
of five or six hundred miles. Like all pioneers of great ideas, this 
brotherhood is frowned upon by narrow-minded and fanatic police, 
and is compelled to hold its meetings in secluded places, in the 
back room of some palatial edifice, entered through a long, narrow 
passage but dimly lighted, for too much light is not conducive to the 
solemn feelings necessary to the novice. When the unsophisticated 
denizen of the surrounding villages comes to my town—from Saint 
Louis, Milwaukee, Louisville, Cincinnati, or Detroit, at once a mem- 
ber of the brotherhood takes charge of this innocent person, carries 
him into the sanctum sanctorum of the brotherhood, and there certain 
rites are performed. I never was in one of those places myself. My 
information comes from one of the gentlemen living in one of those 
Villages, and as he is a modest man I shall not allude to him more 
particularly. He informs me, however, that over the door of the 
sanclum sanctorum is a cabalistic sign which interpreted readeth “We 
take in strangers, for thus we put angels* into our pockets.” This 
rite was founded upon an older rite, now in vogue in Colorado, and 
therefore Lam compelled to dwell upon it. My informant tells me that 
in the room there isa long table covered with green-cloth,—baize I think 
it is called there,—around which the brotherhood sit with the novice 
and perform the rites with a sort of counter made of ivory, so far as 
the brotherhood is concerned ; but these friends from Saint Louis and 
other places in that locality are compelled to use a piece of metal, 
the half of the “ dollar of the fathers,” which was “ Hooped” outof ex- 
istence by the chairman of the Committee on Coins and Coinage of 
the Forty-third Congress and now in derision is called by the Plutarch 
*“coin-tokens,” but which is really the poor man’s money. 

The gentlemen from Louisville and Cincinnati use a piece of paper, 
in the right lower corner of which is a hieroglyphic character looking 
as if it were made by the track of a fishing-worm in which a boy 
had stuck a pin. This, sir, was called “money” by the soldier when 
he was fighting for our country; but now by the Plutarch of the East 
is pronounced “a degraded, irredecmable promise to pay.” When 
ene comes from the haut ton of New York—from that American Rialto, 
Wall street—he uses a golden disk, an eagle, which by the alchemy of 
republican legislation is precipitated from the sweat of poor men’s 
brows, to be turned into interest paid upon rich men’s bonds. 

They go through certain performances there, utter certain weird 
incantations, and then some of the brotherhood suddenly call out, 
“Keno!” [Laughter.] Immediately thereafter the brotherhood rake 
in the various counters, and the innocent gentlemen from Saint Louis 
and Cincinnati rake out. [Renewed laughter. ] 


* Av old English coin. 
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That, sir, is the end of the first lesson, and the second lesso; 
unto the first, and the third is like unto the first and second 


1 i8like 
sand 
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I hope a wiser man. [Laughter.] ae 
The type of this ceremony, Mr. Speaker, was much older, one whi, 
Kansas, and to the borders of civilization in Colorado. It is the old 
ceremony of “ Heads I win and tails you lose.” If you will only «a: 
it fast it is the fairest of all propositions, but to say it slowly pols |; 
a little of its virginal purity. “Heads I win, tails you lose” wag ¢)\o 
ilo (l . 
[Laughter.] They issued throngh the secretary of state lentils 
notices directed to the various sheriffs of the twenty-six counties of 
Colorado, that they should issue proclamation for election of variou, 
ofticers, and among others for one Representative of the Porty-foyy 
Congress of the United States of America, to be held on the 3d day 
of October, 1876. That, sir, was issued on the 3lst day of Augus; 
After a half month had passed, this self-same secretary of state, My 
Taffe, issued another election notice to all the sheriffs of all the cous. 
ties of Colorado, directing that they should issue proclamations for 
the election of one Representative to the Forty-tifth Congress of th. 
United States of America, to be held on the 7th of November. 
This was all fair enough, but the republican committee met jn 
some secluded place and concluded they would play the game of 


ay 


“ Heads I win, tails you lose.” They said they would put Mr. Bel. 
ford’s name upon a ticket to be voted for upon the 3d of October, 
both for the Forty-fourth and Forty-tifth Congresses ; that it shoul 
be: 

James B. Belford, for the unexpired term of the Forty-fourth Congress, 

James B. Belford, Representative for the Forty-tifth Congress. 

If carried by the great excitement which then existed during the 
presidential election, and Mr. Belford should be elected, why of course 
it was “heads I win,” but if Mr. Belford should not be clected they 





which was played out there. 

Let us see how they played it. This ticket with the name on for 
both Congresses was not known of until five days before the election, 
The gentleman who was running on the democratic side was away 
out in the mountains of Colorado enlightening the people there eon- 
cerning the dangers of republicanism, and impressing upon them the 
truth of the fact that in the democratic party was the place whore 
honest men and poor men would be secure in their rights. Not until 
two days before the election, if I am informed rightly, did this gen- 
tleman know the fact that the tickets were being so formed. The 
democracy at first led astray and partially entering into this 
game of “ Heads I win, tails you lose,” allowed Mr. Patterson’s name 
to go on- this ticket in a few instances. But in several counties no 
ballot had his name for the Forty-fifth Congress. Immediately afie 
the election, finding that Mr. Belford had been elected, the repub- 
licans declared it was all unnecessary to have another election aud 
that they would count in Mr. Belford for both Congresses. Ani that 
celebrated scion of the American Constitution—the returning board 
—did count in Mr. Belford. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HARRISON. Just wait until I get through and I will answer 
a dozen questions, [Laughter.] 

They counted Mr. Belford in. The republican committee ordered 
that republicans should not attend the election on the 7th day of 
November for the election of one Representative to the Forty-tifth 
Congress, as they had been satisfied with the great success they had 
won in October. They stood very much in dread lest that reserv: 
general, which sometimes comes in, called general Apathy, should 
defeat them in the November election. The republican party made 
one great mistake, however. They forgot that this copper which 
they had flipped would fall into this House [laughter] and we would 
determine whether there were any heads or tails to it. We propose 
to send it to a committee to be examined, where it will be rightfully 
decided. We are not like my friend from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] who 
is to follow me, who last year, when the republican party held four 
kings and a knave and a bowie-knife, whispered in our ears, “If you 
had the cards would you not play them?” [Laughter.] We have 
them, Mr. Speaker, but we intend to play them fairly. We wans 
nothing but justice ; we intend to use nothing but the face of a straight 
pack of cards; no jugglery in the matter. We have no knave sitting 
at the other end of the avenue, nor have we a bowie-knife over there 
on Arsenal Hill. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I would not think it necessary for me to make an 
argument on this point, for the gentleman who has preceded me | Mr. 
CHALMERS] has touched every single point that was necessary and far 
more ably than I could, but for the fact that my republican friends 
over in the territories* there, 1 am informed some of them did not 





| hear him and I intend to speak loud enough so that they shall hear 
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forced to hear one. 
The Constitution of the United States says that every second on 
there shall be chosen members of the House of Representatives. 5° 
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lecislative enactment which renders nugatory or in any way contra- 
“ wc that fundamental law of the land is valid. That can not be 
apne of the United States says, also, that the Legisla- 
tures of the States shall decide the places, time, and manner of holding 
, “ bnt that the Congress of the United States may change 
» alte +h State regulations. 
a ae sao Camanase of the United States has changed the time 
of holding the elections in most of the States of the Union, and did 
fix Ds a positive law that the members of the F orty-fifth Congress of 
the i"nited States should be voted for in the States of this land on the 
~+h day af last November, except in those States where to have such 
vote, it would be necessary to change or alter the constitution. 
~My friend from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] I think will argue, judg- 
ine from a remark ef his which I will take the liberty of pre- 
enming will somewhat foreshadow his speech—he will argue that 
the constitution of Colorado would have to be changed to permit the 
=th day of last November to be the day on which the election should be 
held. He will hold that the State, though admitted last year, 
comes with all the powers of a State into the free status of any 
one, even of the original thirteen, and that if it requires the change 
of its constitution it would be impossible, according to this amend- 
ment of the twenty-fifth section of the Revised Statutes, to hold an 
election in November. Now, sir, I hold that a State coming into the 
Inion after the passage of the twenty-fifth section of the Revised 
Statutes must conform all of its action to that law. That law, sir, 
was authorized by the Constitution of the United States and is para- 
mount to the action of the laws of any State. If it could be held 
otherwise, then any State in this Union could nullify the law of the 
land as passed by Congress by resolving itself into its original condi- 
tion and forming a constitution which would not admit of the 7th 
of November being the day of election. I hardly think that this 
House will decide that the gentleman is correct or that a State could 
do so revolutionary a thing. 

Now, sir, how was Mr. Belford elected to the Forty-fourth Congress ? 
Under the forty-fourth section of article 5 of the constitution of Colo- 
rado, which said on the 3d of October, 1876, one Representative to the 


tions; 


large at the first election under this constitution, “and thereafter at 
such times and places and in such manner as may be prescribed by 
law,” what authority had the State for passing that article? The 
herity given it by the enabling act which authorized Colorado to 
come into the galaxy of States. That enabling act said that until the 
next general census one Representative to the Congress of the United 
States, together with governor, &c., should be elected on such day as 
the constitutional convention should prescribe. The gentlemen on 
the other side of this House claim, sir, that until the census of 1880 
that constitutional convention had the authority to fix under that 
clause the day when elections were to be held until 1520. But, sir, let 
us read that, and read it so as to make it read sense, so as to make it 
conform to the Constitution of the United States, so as to make it 
conform to the laws of the land; because it isa prime consideration 
in interpreting any statute that you should make it correspond suf- 
ticiently with the organic laws of the land as not to violate them, and 
that it shall not repeal any law unless the very words of repeal are 
in it, or it is inconsistent by its terms with prior laws, and that it 
conform to reason or sense. ‘Until the next general census there shall 
be one Representative. 

That member of the clanse refers entirely to the number of Repre- 
sentatives, and was not intended as a part of the sentence permit- 
ing the convention to fix a day for the election. For why did Con- 
gress refer to the census of 1880? Has the census anything to do 
with the day on which an election shall be held? Does the fact that 
Colorado has a hundred thousand or a million voters have anything 
to do with the propriety of the convention fixing the day on which 
an election shall be held ? Congress was not making a piece of mean- 
ingless legislation—was not legislating without some reason. There 
was a design under every word it said here. And there was a good 
reason Why Colorado should have but one Representative until 1830. 
The population of the State was sufficient for one Representative till 
I-80), but not sufficient for a larger number of Representatives. Until 
1580 one Representative is the number to be elected. But, sir, if you 
interpret it according to the republican interpretation on this floor, 
then you must read it so as to make Congress legislate on subjects it 
had no right to touch. It says that on that day other officers, the 
governor of the State and other State officers, shall be voted for. 
What right had Congress to interfere with a sovereign State—to 
(leclare when and how it should vote for its governor or other officers ? 
Congress has no more to do with fixing the day on which the governor 
of Colorado should be voted for than it has with fixing the day on 
which the Dominion of Ontario shall vote for its officers. It is sov- 
ereign, 

rherefore we must presume that Congress never intended to utter 
ah utum fulmen. It never intended to utter here a sentence that it 
had no right to promulge. Its duty was to provide simply for set- 
ting the State upon its legs. It was put upon its legs by the election 
of one Representative and by the election of its various oflicers. 
One single election was sufficient for that; and that was what Con- 





gress intended, and that was done on the 3d day of October when | 


the State officers and the member of the Forty-fourth Congress 





was elected. If we go further and interpret it according to the 
republican interpretation, then Congress was violating the Consti- 
tution of the United States; for if you follow out their interpretation, 
then it declared that, on a day to be fixed by the convention, one Rep- 
resentative—i. e. one member—should be elected to hold until 18-0. 
But the Constitution of the United States says that members of this 
House shall be voted for every second year. Therefore the whole 
sentence containing the words “until the census of 18°0” applies 
exclusively to the members who were to sit on this floor from Colo- 
rado. And the remainder of the section authorized the convention 
to fix the day—not days—but the day on which that ene member and 
the State officers necessary to set the State machine in motion should 
be elected. 

But the gentlemen on the other side are deeply interested in this 
question and have brought upon this floor and have spread upon the 
desk of each member of this House since the discussion of this ques- 
tion commenced, the argument of a gentleman whom I am forbidden 
by decorum to name; brought here, as I have every right to suppose 
by the consent of that gemtleman; a private document written as a 
private paper in a spirit of noble self-abnegation, for he refused to 
take any pay for his counsel. I am forbidden by decorum to call bis 
name, but he comes in such questionable shape that I will call him 
the Saint Jerome* of the Green Mountains. We on this side of the 
House knew the Saint Jerome of the Green Mountains. We have 
taken his measure and his gauge. He is an astute politician, a wily 
statesman, a man who can play thimble-rig with the law as cunningly 
as any prestidigitator ever did with my lady’s thimble. He is a man 
who can play “now you see it and now you don’t” with perfect 
accuracy. Heis aman who can amuse an innocent inquirer after 
legal truth as cunningly as did his great prototype amuse sweet 
Mother Eve from the bending bough of the primal apple-tree. He 
is capable of ground and lofty tumbling. Oh, how he tumbled last 
winter when over yonder in that hall dedicated to the sublimest 
functions of the Eternal Jehovah, the rendering of justice, he proved 
first that white was black, and then bleached it out and proved that 
black was white! Inthe case of that flowery land down South, the 


| land where 
Congress of the United States should be elected from the State at | 


The orange and citron is fairest of frnit 
And the voice of the mocking-bird never is mute. 
with one fell blow of his legal hammer he killed that veracions wit- 
ness Mr. Aliunde and would not let the people of this land have the 
man for whom they had voted to be theirruler. Then with one grand 
somersault, seventeen times turning while yet in the air, when he 
found himself in the forest mazes of that far-off region— 
Where rolls the Oregon 
And hears no sound save his own dashing. 
he conjured up the ghost of Mr. Aliunde and with his aid tore into 
shreds the Constitution of the land, and thrust through the crystal 
windows of the rear part of the Nation’s Executive Mansion a ruler 
whom the majority of the voters of the land had repudiated. 

But, Mr. Speaker, let me say parenthetically, thank God! that the 
man they thus fraudulently put in, has acted like poor little Oliver 
Twist when he was put through the window for the purpose of open- 
ing the door for the thieves; he has barred the door and kept the 
thievesout. He obeys the willof the people, and if he will only listen 
to the voice of 25,000 majority in Ohio, he will soon obey it fully and 
turn out the “lean Cassius” at the head of the Treasury who is 
grinding down the poor man in the interest of the bondholder and 
the plutocrat. Sir, { thank God that he has one attribute of the 
American statesman, a desire to obey the will of the people, and so 
long as he conducts this Government on the principles of the great 
democratic party, as he has commenced doing, we will help him and 
stand by him and eare not how * Tray, Blanche, Sweetheart, and all 
the little dogs” bark at him from the other side of the House or from 
the other end of the Capitol. 

Now, sir, this great legal prestidigitator, Saint Jerome, says: “Con- 
gress never having undertaken to regulate the place or manner of 
electing a Representative, it seems obvious, taking the facts in ques- 
tion all together, that it was the intention to leave the constitutional 
convention to represent the State in that respect.” Now you see it! 
Oh, it is wonderful! Now you see it! Ona little way further he goes 
on to say that the election in November was entirely nugatory be- 
canse Congress leaving the manner of election undisturbed, it was 
left where the constitution left it—with the Legislature. And no 
legislature made provision for a November election. Now you do not 
see it! Oh, how wily he is! He can prove that black is white. The 
constitutional convention, according to Saint Jerome, had the power, 
under the enabling act, to regulate the times, place, and manner of 
holding this election ; but the constitutional convention had not that 
power because the constitution fixed it in the Legislature of the 
State! That is very profound. 

But Saint Jerome and my friend frem Maine, [Mr. HALr, | follow- 
| ing after nature, abhor a vacuum. They say it would be hard for 
that far-off State to be unrepresented on this floor, Oh, what a dif- 
ference it makes when the ox that has got that little wound in his 
| side is your ox or my ox. For six long years, over at the other side 
| of this Capitol, one great State of this Union, a State torn by faction, 
| has gone unrepresented, and I never heard that any letter was 





* Senator Edmunds, of Vermont. 

















































































































































































































































































































































































































‘vote of that district was over 20,000, Mr. Caulfield received only 


13S CONGRESSIONAL 


written privately and distributed publicly to aid that State to be 
represented. 

For twenty-three months and twenty-nine days in this House that | 
great State was worse than not represented, for it was misrepresented, | 
My friends on the other side of the House kept two men here for 
twenty-three months and twenty-nine days misrepresenting the great 
State of Louisiana, and then at the last hour put in Mr. Sheridan and 
some one else just in time to draw pay, but they had not been able to re- 
present their State. They drew double pay, $7,000 each, a year for not 
representing that State. It is better to have a State misrepresented, 
according to gentlemen on the other side of the House, than to have 
it not represented at all. We consider that no representation is bet- 
ter than misrepresentation. 

Look, Mr. Speaker, at that old bird above your head! The pelican 
of Louisiana! I have counted the little pelicans that are looking up 
to her for sustenance and support; forty-two insight, and by the rules 
and laws of perspective there must be eighty-four upon the otherside. 
‘They were all misrepresented on this floor for twenty-three months and 
twenty-nine days; every single young pelican of them was misrepre- 
sented, and yet gentlemen upon the other side of the House are horri- 
fied at a vacuum existing by this far-off State not being allowed repre- 
sentation here. Sir, if they want representation we will give them a 
representation that the people want. The people want Mr. Patterson 
here,and if they insist upon the vacuum being tilled we will put 
him in; but we do not want to play the cards simply because we 
hold them. We want to send the copper to be examined under a 
microscope by the Committee of Elections, to see if it had a head 
and tail; because we know that where a metal has been deeply in- 
dented it may be polished down until its surface is made as smooth 
as diamond powder will make it, yet when it is examined under the 
microscope it will show bendings and twistings and perhaps letters 
below. Now, we think that there may be a chance that that copper 
may have an impression, and we want to give Mr. Belford the ben- 
efit of it. If it has not, then let him stay out and let us put Mr. 
Patterson in, and Colorado will be represented as we believe her peo- 
ple wish she should be. The people will, we believe, be satistied, and 
the republican party of the State will have no right to complain. 

What right had they to violate the laws of the land and the Con- 
stitution of the United States? What right had they to elect a man 
on the 3d day of October when the law of Congress had said that the 
election should be held on the 7th day of November? What right 
had they to violate the law by sending a man here who was not 
elected? Ah! they had won by fraud once and they were afraid to 
trust the people. 

Mr. Speaker, gentlemen get up here and say that Mr. Patterson was 
voted for in only eleven counties. The fact is that twenty-three 
counties out of twenty-six in that State gave full votes for Mr. Pat- 
terson; but every republican sheriff in the republican counties refused 
tomakereturns, while the sherifis of the eleven democratic counties did 
make returns and the canvass was made on those returns. If all the 
sheritts had done their duty as they should have done, Mr. Patterson 
would have received a large vote, even though there was no contest, 
Mr. Belford not allowing his name to be used in November. 

Sir, in 1875 there was an election in the first district of Illinois for 
Representative in the Forty-third Congress. In consequence of the 
death of Mr. Rice a new election was ordered, and Mr. Caulfield, the 
gentleman who had been elected for the Forty-fourth Congress, ran 
for the unexpired term of the Forty-third Congress. Though the 
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about 4,000 or 5,000 or 6,000—I forget the precise vote, but think it 
was under these figures—but a mere fraction of the total vote was 
given to him because there was no opposition to him and the peo- 
ple did not turn out to vote. 

For the Forty-third Congress Mr. Hagans received 3,441 in West 
Virginia in a district of 27,000 votes—received them in August. 
Eight of the eleven of the Committee of Elections reported there 
was no valid election, yet the republican Congress admitted him. 
But now they say the election in November for Mr. Patterson was a 
farce because only some four to five thousand votes were cast. Why, 
sir, the voters of the republican party were directed by the chair- 
man of the central committee of that State not to vote at the elec- 
tion of the 7th of November, and but a few democrats, comparatively 
speaking, came to the polls and voted for Mr. Patterson, because it 
was necessary for only a few to vote. 

Let us send this whole thing where in fairness it onght to go; let 
us send it to a committee. We find here how unfit this House is to 
hear testimony. The gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. CONGER] the 
other day stated as facts that which the gentleman from Ohio {Mr 
SOUTHARD ] positively contradicted. Whomare we to believe? Whose 
word are we to take? We will be certain not to believe that side; 
and although they ought to believe this, I fear that in their preju- 
dices they will not. We want this case sent where the testimony 
can be weighed, where the law can be collated, so that when a re- 
ort is made by the proper committee we can vote upon the subject 


intelligently. That committee is the Committee of Elections; and I | 


yromise gentlemen on the other side that when that committee reports 
eos this side of the House will vote as honest men, and not as parti- 
sans; that we will not follow in the wake which they have made for 
60 Thany years, 

Mr. GARFIELD. I fear the House is already wearied with this 
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long discussion, and I hope not to vex its patience by going 
much of the ground which has already been traveled by oth; s OOee 

If I have aright comprehension of this case, it lies in & nutshel 
and can be stated in few words. 1 take it for granted th an a 
gentleman here will admit that the prima facie right to a seat o; one 
tloor, while perhaps not so vitally important as the final and oon let, 
right, is nevertheless a right which should not be denied to ro a 
except on the clearest grounds of law. Now, the prima fa cae 
if there be any, to a seat on this floor as Representative from 43 : 
State of Colorado is found in the certificate brought here by . 
one person, the certificate of the governor of that State. 
reading it all, I will read simply this sentence: 

He— 

Mr. Belford— 
is therefore hereby declared duly elected Representative in the said— 

Forty-fifth— 

Congress. 

In other words, the regularly constituted authorities of (ne State 
of Colorado certify under the great seal that the man bearing their 
credentials is duly elected, that is, legally elected, to represet, th at 
State on this floor, That declaration would be final and absolutely 
conclusive of his prima facie right but for one fact which is set yy 
by those who refuse to allow Mr. Belford to be sworn in. They say: 
“We agree that the certificate of the executive officer of a State does 
give a prima facie right to a seat, provided the face of the certificats 
itself does not disclose any fact which of itself shows that the elec- 
tion was illegal.” Now they say that Belford’s certificate does dis. 
close just such a fact, namely: that the election at which he was 
elected was held on the 3d day of October, and that the House js 
bound to take notice that an election on that day was unauthorized 
by the law. Thus they hold that the House is notitied by the ere- 
dential itself that the certificate should not have been given and that 
the election upon which it is based was illegal and void. 

Now, I grant thatif gentlemen who make this objection are correct 
as to the date fixed by law for the election, their objection is unanswer- 
able and the credential is good for nothing. Everything, then, turns 
upon that point; and upon it I plant this case, quite willing to give 
it up if they establish their position. 

I ask gentlemen to follow ine while I refer toa point which I think 
has not been made in this debate, a point on which I believe the 
whole case turns. Several times gentlemen have quoted the twenty- 
fifth section of the Revised Statutes, which declares that— ; 


Ts, 


ouly 


Without 


The Tuesday next after the first Monday in November, in the year 1876, is estab 
lished as the day, in each of the States and Territories of the United States, for the 
election of Representatives and Delezaies to the Forty-fifth Congress; and the 
Tuesday next after the first Monday in November, in every second year thereafter 
is established as the day for the election, in each of said States and Teriitories, of 
Representatives and Delegates to the Congress commencing on the 4th day of Mareh 
next thereafter. 

The biennial election of Representatives in this Honse is provided for 
in that section, the election to be held once in two years, the election 
for the full term of office. That section must rule every where in the 
Republic, unless by some other act of Congress an exception has been 
made. Let it be remembered, however, that this twenty-fifth section 
refers only to the biennial election for the full term of two years. The 
language clearly refers to none but fall terms of two years. Novw, the 
next section, the twenty-sixth, relates to fragments of terms, pieces 
of terms, vacancies, something less than whole terms. It reads as 
follows: 

The time for holding elections in any State, district, or Territory for a repre 
sentative or delegate to fill a vacancy, whether snch vacancy is caused by a tailare 
to elect at the time prescribed by law or by the death, resignation, or incapacity of 
a person elected, may be prescribed by the laws of the several States and Terri 
tories, respectively. 

Thus we have two provisions of law relating to the election of 
members of this House. The first relates to the regular biennial 
election for a full term, and for such only; the other relates to the 
election for short terms—to the filling of vacancies. 5 

It may, perhaps, be said that the language of the twenty-sixth 
section does not cover such a case as this of Colorado. Then I say 
there is no provision for it in the Revised Statutes; for certainly the 
twenty-fifth refers only to full terms. Colorado certainly “failed to 
elect” a Representative to the Forty-fourth Congress on any of the 
days of 1874 “prescribed” by any law for such election. The Dele- 
gate which she did elect that year “ became incapacitated” to repre- 
sent her by reason of the fact that in 1876 Colorado ceased to be 4 
Territory. An original vacancy was created for a small fragment of 
the Forty-fourth Congress, and could only be filled under the provi 
ions of the twenty-sixth section. 

Now, under the provisions of the twenty-fifth section the election 
for the Jong term—the full term—mast be held on the first Tuesday 
after the first Monday of November, unless there be some special 
exception by law; but the elections for short terms are left by the 
twenty-sixth section to be regulated by the States or Territories as 
they please, and this must be so by the necessities of the case. The 
vacancy may occur at any time in the year, and Congress allowed 
the State to meet the ethergency when it might arise. It needed no 
change in the national law to provide for fragments of terms. 5 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we are to-day discussing not the fragmentary 
term, not the election for the three months of the Forty-fourth Con- 
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ce That isof the past. That fragment of a term was filled, in 
nnd with the twenty-sixth section, by the act of Colorado her- 
ee he 1 iw of Congress did not fix the time when Colorado should 
- 7 > the fragment of the term—the three months of the Forty- 
0 1 ‘Congress. She was not compelled to look to our law at all, 
pe ' te ane that under the twenty-sixth section of the Revised Stat- 
aie might fix the time for herself. What did the governor of 
( »lorado do to fill that fragmentary term; to fill an original vacancy ? 
He issued his proclamation calling upon citizens to vote for a Repre- 
wntative aud naming the time of the election. He named, as most 
> nvenient, the time of the general election, and under his procla- 
athens the original vacancy was filled. The proclamation said 
nothing about the full term. It referred only to the vacancy, Un- 
der the constitution of Colorado the governor was: bound to issue a 
yroclamation for the filling of @ vacancy in any office, and he did so 
s case. 
_— het us return to the exception made by Congress under the 
twenty-fifth section. When Congress came to establish a plan for 
admitting Colorado into the Union it passed what we call an enab- 
ling act. The sixth section of that act provided that— 

Until the next general census said State shall be entitled toone Representative 
in the House of Representatives. 

That is, one as against twoor more. It does not mean that the State 
shall be entitled to have a Representative once, but that numerically 
it shall have one rather than more. 

Until thenext general census said State shall be entitled to one Representative in 
the Houseof Representatives, which Representative, together with the governor 
and other State officers, shall be elected on a day subsequent to the adoption of the 
constitution, and to be fixed by said constitational convention ; and until said 
State officers shall be elected and qualified under the provisions of the constitu- 
tion. the territerial officers shall continue to discharge the duties of their respective 
othices. 

Of what is Congress there speaking? Of a fragment of a term or 
of a term recognized as such under the Constitution and laws of the 
United States? I call the attention of gentlemen to the fact that 
neither the Constitution nor the Congress speaks anywhere of frag- 
ments of a congressional term or of about filling vacancies to the 
House of Representatives, except in the twenty-sixth section. The 
twenty-fifth section speaks only of full terms. It is the succeeding 
section, the twenty-sixth, that speaks of fragments of terms; and 
concerning them there was no need to make any exception whatever, 
for they were always left to the full control of the States. There was 
no need of any relaxing of the rigor of the twenty-fifth section in 
order to allow Colorado to elect for her short term to fill this original 
vacancy. But what Congress was seeking when it passed the sixth 
section of the enabling act was to provide for the first full term. Now, 
in the sixth section of the enabling act Congress let down the bars in 
regard to the time of holding the first full-term election in the State 
of Colorado. That was done long after the election for the Forty- 
fourth Congress had been held all over the Union. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman allow me one question? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. How could the State of Colorado vote at all, even 
for a fragmentary term, except through the enabling act? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Of course Colorado could not have had a Repre- 
sentative at all unless admitted into the Union; but when admitted 
the twenty-sixth section of the Revised Statutes enabled her to elect 
for the fragment of a term whenever she pleased. 

Mr. HARRISON. Very good. 

ome imacaant That dves not touch the point I am speaking 
upon at all. 

Mr. HARRISON, I think it destroys the gentleman’s argument. 

Mr. CRAVENS. In view of the remark of the gentleman from 
Ohio as to the Constitution saying nothing in regard to a vacancy in 
congressional representation, will the gentleman allow me to call 
his attention to one provision of the Constitution ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

_ Mr. CRAVENS. The Constitution of the United States provides 
in article 1, section 2, that— 


in the representation from any State, the executive 
ue writs of election to fill such vacancies. 


When vacancies happen 
authority thereof shall tos 


Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman reads what I was not referring 
toatall. I said that the Constitution in providing for the regular 
noms did not itself provide, nor did our law provide, in any way for 
acancles, 

Mr. CRAVENS. I understood the gentleman to say that the Con- 
stitution made no provision for vacancies. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I did not mean that. I meant to say that the 
Constitution and our laws do not fix the time for filling vacancies, 
but leave the States to fix the time for such election. 

Now, we have seen that in the enabling act Congress allowed the 
constitutional convention of Colorado to fix the time for electing her 
Representative in the House of Representatives “until the next general 
census,” that is, until 1880, In pursuance of that authority the con- 
— provided, in article 5, section 44, of the State constitution, 

One Representative in the Congress of the United States shall be elected from 


the State at large at the first election under this constitution, and thereafter at 
such time and place as may be provided by law. 


What was this “first election?” Manifestly the one in which Colo- 
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rado was exempted from the operation of the twenty-fifth section, 
that is, the first full term. If this “first election” had referred to tho 
fragmentary term, the vacancy, then there would have been no need 
whatever of any congressional legislation; for that was already pro- 
vided for by section 26 of the Revised Statutes. Therefore it must 
follow that the exception made in the sixth section of the enabling 
act referred to a full term, and to the first full term. 

And a further reason was that Congress could not know there would 
be any fragment of aterm. The probabilities were there would be 
no fragment. The fact was they did not get their constitution adopted 
until we were within six months of the end of the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress, and of course Congress could have had no expectation of a 
fragment of aterm. But if they had such an expectation, we had no 
need to make any exception in regard to it, because the twenty-sixth 
section had provided for every case of a fragment of aterm. Gen- 
tlemen exploit all the meaning out of the sixth section of the enabling 
act when they make it refer to the election for the short term. 

If I am right in that view, (and I cannot conceive how I can be 
wrong,) it follows that the enabling act declared that the State of 
Colorado might hold its first election—its first full-term election— 
that is, its election for the Forty-fifth Congress, on such day as the 
constitutional convention should fix. 

What did Colorado do? She had in her hands the interpretation 
of this sixth section for herself, and she did so interpret it. She did 
not interpret it so nicely as the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. 
CHALMERS] did, who says that the words “until the next general 
census” had no grammatical application to the whole clause which 
follows them. He stops when he gets half through the clause—stops 
in the middle of the unfinished clause and says the medifying words 
extend no further. But the State of Colorado did not so interpret 
them. With a broader and, asit seems to me,a more just interpretation, 
they understood the words “until the next census” to cover their 
elections until 1880; and hence they provided that their elections 
should be held in October for the years 1876 and 1878, with the under- 
standing after that time their Legislature should adjust them in ac- 
cordance with the twenty-fifth section of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Does the gentleman hold the words ‘until the 
next general census” apply to the election of Representative ? 

Mr.GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Does the gentleman hold they include the full 
term from the adoption of the corstitution until that census is taken ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. No. I would not say that Colorado could have 
elected Representatives for all those years at her first election. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Would the gentleman say they include the Forty- 
sixth Congress ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I would not, and it is ont of the line of our de- 
bate to sayso. But I do say the words “first election” must refer 
by inevitabe meaning of the statute to the first full term, and that is 
far enough forthe purpose of our debate. Therefore, when the elec- 
tion for the Forty-fifth Congress was held on the day the coustitu- 
tional convention had fixed, t was held lawfully. The certificate of 
Mr. Belford follows the law; and the only objection to the prima facie 
case is gone, absolutely gone. 

Now, there is one other objection made by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. HarRRIs] and also referred to by the gentleman from Miss- 
issippi [Mr. CHALMERS] which I wish here to notice. They call at- 
tention to the fact that there was no proclamation of the governor 
for an election to the Forty-fifth Congress. I grant it; and I admit 
that there are cases where such omission would be fatal. I grant that. 
But when is the failure to issue a proclamation fatal to the validity 
of an election? Whenever, as a matter of fact, the electors have no 
actual notice, no adequate notice. “ McCrary’s Law of Elections” is 
exceedingly clear on that subject. If gentlemen will read sections 
135, 136, and 137, they will find it debated at length. They will find 


judicial decisions in several of the States that completely cover that 


contingency. 


Let me read one from the supreme court of my own 
State: 


In the case of Foster vs. Scarff 15 Ohio State R., 532, (Brinkerhoff. J.,) it is held: 
‘“* We have no doubt that when an election is held in other respects, as prescribed 
by law, and notice in fact is brought home to the great body of the electors, though 
derived through means other than the proclamation which the law prescribes, such 
election would be valid.” 


The question, therefore, is not whether the governor issued a 
proclamation giving notice for an election to the Forty-tifth Congress, 
but whether the great body of the electors did in fact have adequate 
notice. The best proof of that is the papers before the House. Not 
only did the electors of Colorado take notice of the election to the 
Forty-fifth Congress, but some 300 more of them voted for Represent- 
ative for that Congress than for the fragmentary term. Twenty-six 
thousand electors took notice and voted for Representative for the 
Forty-fifth Congress—300 more than voted for the other. Can any 
man say, therefore, there wa’ not actual, practical, general, effective 
notice given of the election? Every reason of the law was satisfied; 
and thus the force of the objection that the proclamation did not 
especially name the Forty-fifth Congress is gone. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. The gentleman states there were some 300 more 
votes polled for the Forty-tifth Congress than for the Forty-fourth 
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Congress. Does he take into consideration that in Las Animas County 
the State board transferred the vote for Mr. Patterson for the Forty- 
fourth Congress to Mr. Patterson for the Forty-tifth Congress, there- 
by increasing the vote more than 600? 

“Mr. GARFIELD. Well, my colleague makes a suggestion about 
which he and J cannot be quite as well informed as the authorities 
of Colorado. If my colleague says there was a miscount which 
would have changed the result, that is the very thing to go into on 
the final contest. But I understand that in most of the counties the 
names of the men voted for for Representatives were repeated on the 
same ticket. I have a ticket in my hand that was sent me shortly 
after the election, the democratic ticket in which the name of Mr. 
Patterson occurs twice, first for the fragment of the Forty-fourth 
Congress and then for the Forty-tifth entire. Now, I suppose all pre- 
cinets which used tickets like that would necessarily have given the 
same number of votes for both terms, but probably in some of the 
counties they had separate ballots, one for the Forty-fourth fragment 
and another for the Forty-fifth in fall. And therefore there might 
have been a difference in the total vote, and out of that fact, I sup- 
pose, the difference did arise. 

But the point I have just now sought to make is this, that there 
was actual and adequate notice to the electors of Colorado upon 
which they did vote for a member of the Forty-fifth Congress. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, if the two points I have made are unassailable, as I be- 
lieve they are, it seems to me that nothing is left except one other 
point which has been made by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Hannis.] He says that there was no law authorizing the governor 
to issue a certificate of election. He admits that under the enabling 
act and under“the provisions of the constitutional convention the old 
election machinery of the Territory was all continued in force for 
polling the votes and canvassing the returns of the election; but he 
says it was not in force to enable the governor to give his certificate 
of the result. Mr. Speaker, will any lawyer here say that we are so 
to construe the law as to make a mockery of it? Will he admit that 
every step to conduct an election and to ascertain its result is pro- 
vided for by the law, and then will he make such a strained con- 
struction of the law as to say that all that preparation, all that 
canvassing and ascertaining and declaring the result shall go for 
pothing? 

Is it the fact that nobody can certify what they have done? That 
is so violent a construction of the statute that the man who takes 
that view must assume that Congress sought to mock the State of 
Colorado by allowing it to elect a Representative and then refuse to 
permit it to introduce him to this House, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one 
question? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let me finish this point and then I will listen to 
the gentleman's question. I have referred to MeCrary’s Election Law, 
which shows that, if there be no law requiring a governor to certify 
to an election, still in his general capacity as chief executive of a 
State he is bound to make the certificate; and when he has made it 
and the great seal of the State is attached to it, it is as good as though 
there had been a law requiring him to do it. 

The governor of Colorado did certify to the election; the great seal 
of the State is attached to his certificate, and the thing he certified 
to is true. No man alleges fraud in the transaction. Without fraud, 
without guile, without secresy, in the open light of day, in pursnance 
of law, the State of Colorado did all it could to present itself here in 
the Forty-fifth Congress; and if she be kept out, it will be because 
a very doubtful construction of the law is adopted for the manifest 
purpose of keeping her out. 

I cannot believe that gentlemen who desire to act with judicial 
fairness on this question will be willing to adopt such strained and 
extreme views based wholly upon the technicalities of the law. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Will the gentleman allow me one word ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I wish to ask the gentleman how he explains 
the fact that the governor testifies that he does not believe in his 
judgment it was a legal election on the 3d of October ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. My friend is full of information that has not 
come te me. I was not aware that the governor had so testified. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. It was read to the House on Monday. 

Mr GARFIELD. I will answer my colleague, and will at the same 
time answer a point made by the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. 
CHALMERS] in his speech on the last day we met. It is assamed by 
both these gentlemen that after an executive officer, like a governor 
of a State, has in his official capacity signed a certificate, he can then im- 
peach hisown official action by parol testimony or by a later certificate. 
That point has been decided again and again in the highest courts 
of the States. Gentlemen will find it in MeCrary’s Law of Elections, 
with the authorities quoted, to the effect that when the governor has 
once issued his certificate and the great seal of the State is attached 
to it, that ends his function and his act stands and he cannot him- 
self recall or impeach it. Of course he can be called as a witness 
when the case comes up in this House on its merits. The same prin- 
ciple was adopted by the Supreme Court of the United States in the | 
celebrated case of Marbury against Madison, as foundin 1 Cranch, so 
long ago as 1803; where Chief Justice Marshall delivering the unan- | 
imons opinion of the court declared that where the President had | 

sigued his name to a certificate of appointment his power over the 


commission ceased and it became from that moment the TO 
the individual to whom the appointment was awarded. Property of 

The same principle applies here. Governor Rontt has eor 
under the broad seal of the State that this was the trae resy);. 
election, and his parol testimony cannot invalidate 
cate as to the prima facie right which it confers. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have but another word to say. | alnit t] 
there is possibly some ambiguity in the meaning of all these goo; 
of the law taken together. I admit that there is some room +. 
doubt as to their construction. But I understand that th it dle “ 
was fully discussed before the election by the ablest lawyers of ( i 
rado of both political parties. I understand that there Was a dia : 
ence of opinion among them there, as there are differences among. 
here; but after full deliberation they came to the conclusion y) 
they would hold the election both for the short term and tho jo.. 
term on the same day. And so I hold that the old Anglo-Sa..” 
sense of fair play, which has so firm a lodgment in the breasts a x 
gentlemen here, onght to weigh with us. As a matter of fair ») 
they agreed to snbmit the case then, and did submit it. And | h md 
the best reason for believing that a large majority of the honoral, 
democrats of Colorado do not concur in the policy whic 
disturb the decision thus reached by common consent. 

I do not believe that honorable gentlemen here, actnated by t}y: 
same sense of fair play, will be willing now to say that, even jf ti © 
statutes are doubtful, when the State of Colorado has adopted a e ‘ 
struction which has given a fair test and an equal chance to al} eon. 
cerned, not only to the men concerned but to the parties behind the; 
that this Congress, because of any technicality, will set aside that 
construction and violate that principle of fair play by saying ¢} 
Colorado shall have no Representative here for an indefinite time to 
come—I say no Representative, for 1 take it for granted, if Mr. Be! 
ford is not entitled to a seat, not half a dozen gentlemen on this 
floor will claim that Mr. Patterson is entitled to the seat. Mr. Bel. 
ford is entitled to his seat, or Colorado is unrepresented and myst 
remain so until the State shall incur the expense and sutfer the long 
delay of calling and holding a new election only to send her Repre. 
sentative here late in this Congress for the fragment of another term, 
and thus add to her broken history another unfortunate chapter. 

I trust, therefore, that this certificate of the State of Colorado wil! 
be honored in this Hall; that her Representative will be admitted to 
his seat as one having the prima facie right; and then, if there be 
any further question, let it be taken up by the Committee on E! 
tions as soon as possible and let us reach a final result. 1 beliey 
that the honorable feeling on both sides of the House will be better 
satisfied with that method. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one 
question? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. Where do you get it that snch general discus- 
sion was held by the abiest lawyers of the State of Colorado? 

Mr. GARFIELD. 1 get it from half a dozen gentlemen who ha 
told me that they themselves had discussed the matter with the bar 
of both sides and that they recognized the difficulty in the law, and 
agreed to test it by submitting it at the same election. 

Mr. HARRISON. Have you heard of a single democratic lawyer 
who ever discussed it ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Ihave heard it stated by a number of gentle- 
men that that was the general agreement of the bar on both sires. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ah! On this side of the House it is positively 
asserted that it was not discussed, and that it was not known that 
the election for the full term was to be held in October. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Iam told that Judge Sears and Major Smith, 
leading democratic lawyers of the Colorado bar, did so concur aud 
advise before the election. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is one of the very facts we want to go to 
the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Allow me to state that the secretary of state of 
Colorado, previous to the election of October 3, published a letter 
in which he stated that all assertions to the effect that there was to 
be an election on the 3d of October for a member of the Forty-tifth 
Congress were untrue, and that only the proclamations then existing 
had any authority for the election for the unexpired term of 3d of 
October and for the fall term on the 7th November. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Now the gentleman from Illinois has called my 
attention to a point which I had omitted. Iwant to say, in addition 
to the authorities quoted by the gentleman from Massachusetts, { Mr. 
BUTLER, ] authorities showing that Congress has frequently admitted 
Representatives here when no enabling act had been passed at all, 
ae when there had been no proclamation at all, but when members, 
chosen by the spontaneous action of the people, had been sent here— 
I want to say that everywhere in our Government it is the habit: f 
legislative bodies to pay great respect to the orderly and express d 
will of the people a 

Let me give a single example. In my own State, in the year 1°7", 
it became the duty of the State officers to declare after the census 
was taken that where any county had grown in population to suci 
an extent that it was entitled to be a separate representative district, 
they should so declare and announce that an election would be held 
in such county. . 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him! 


t of the 


his own cert 


it 


OTA Ne 


h seeks to 
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yes | 


vty, GARFIELD. Let me finish what I have to say upon this point. 
a Sy nee to one county, the county of Williams—and there are 


| 


lected to perform that duty imposed upon them by the Constita- | 


on: they omitted to declare that Williams County had become en- 
tit led to a separate representative. 
4nd so the writs for election did not eall for any separate election 
in Williams County for representative in the lower house of the Gen- 
oral Assembly. But the people of Williams County, believing that 
1 ader the constitution they had the — to be represented, by agree- 
ment among themselves did vote on election day in a separate box 
for a representative. They elected a representative and sent him to 
Columbus. It happened that he was there during a time of great 
warty excitement, when the Legislature was called upon to act upon 
he iifteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 
\(ter a hearing, in which very able lawyers were engaged as counsel, 
the house of representatives of Ohio declared that the people of Will- 
iams County had done all they could to entitle them to representa- 
tion; that they had sent a citizen with credentials showing that the 
people did vote fairly and in the ordinary manner, and that they were 
entitled to have their representative so chosen sworn in, although 
the State officers had not declared them entitled to a representative, 


: nresentatives upon this floor who know the facts—the State officers 
tepresenkk 

1 

1 

{ 


and no proclamation for such an election had been made. My worthy | 
colleague [Mr. VAN VoRHES] was the chairman of the comunittee that | 


made the report. , ; 

I vive that as an example among many that might be given to 
show that wherever an American legislative body finds that the peo- 
ple have done all in their power to be represented, the mere techni- 
calities of the law have never been allowed to defeat them and shut 
them out from the enjoyment of their constitutional rights. I hope 
and believe that this case will not be an exception. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman allow me to give him a piece 
of information ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. There is sworn testimony here by Mr. Butler, 
the partuer of Mr. Sears, that he, Sears, never uitered such an opin- 
ion, and never entertained such an opinion as the gentleman from 
Ohio asserts. That is sworn to by the partner of Mr. Sears himself. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Iam told by gentlemen now in this Hall that at 
least ten gentlemen are ready to testify that he did say so. 

Mr. HARRISON. It shows the danger of appealing to this House 
on er parte statements, when only a committee can decide whether or 
vot such er parte statements are correct. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I will refer my friend from Illinois [Mr. Har- 


these matters of testimony, but every one of them has been brought 
in by the other side. I hold that no portion of the testimony they 
have laid before the House is pertinent to the consideration of the 
prima facie case. It is only pertinent to the discussion of the case 
when the contest comes on the final merits. 

Mr. HARRISON. Did not the gentlemen introduce further ex parte 


statements as to the opinions of lawyers of Colorado, when we assert | 


here that the lawyers made no such statements ? 


this case inopportunely. 

Mr. HARRISON, And we break down that auswer by asserting 
that it is not true. 

Mr.GARFIELD. I will not prolong this colloquy. I have said all 
I desire to say on this subject. 

Mr. BUCKNER. In the very brief space in which I propose to 
discuss the subject before the House, I shall endeavor to confine my- 
self to the question before us. 

Very nuch extraneous and irrelevant* matter has been brought 


into this diseussion by both sides. I shall endeavor to avoid if pos- | 
sible any reference to outside facts that have not a direct bearing | 


upon the question before the House. 

The rights of Mr. Patterson to a seat here are not involved in this 
disonssion. Tho question whether the governor or the State author- 
ities issued the proclamation required by law is not before this House. 
Nor is there before the House the question whether Mr. Patterson or 


Mr. Belford received the largest vote at the election in October or | 


November, or what proportion of votes they received, or whether 
any particular county did or not vote at the November election. They 
are questions that ought not to have been brought before this House 
in this preliminary inquiry, and they have no sort of influeuce upon 
my mind in the conclusions to which I have come. 

he gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GARFIELD] who has just addressed 
the House commenced well in directing the attention of the House to 
the real issue before it. But he had not got far before he brought in 
matters that have no sort of connection with this question and ought 


hot to prejudice the minds of this House one way or the other in be- 


half of either of these parties, 


What is the question before the House? It is simply whether the | 


certificate of the governor of Colorado, showing upon its face that 
the election was held upon a day unauthorized by law, entitles the 
holder of such a credential to a prima facie right to a seat on this 
Noor, That is all of it. There is no other question that ought to 
occupy the attention of the House at this time. It is injustice to 
these parties to listen to testimony not before us as to facts that we 











ining. Hence the importance that we should contine 

re cpu stion before us. 

Now, [ agree with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] that, so 
far as he states the proposition of law involved in this case, he states 
it correctly according to my view of it, as I understood him. 

I admit that the governor of Colorado might have avoided this dif- 
ficulty and given my friend Mr. Belford a seat on this floor, if he had 
thought proper to do so, by stating merely that Mr. Belford had been 
duly elected according to the laws of Colorado; for I undertake to 
say no one will doubt that, ifsuch had beenthe form of the certificate, 
Mr. Belford would unquestionably have had the prima facie right toa 
seat here. But the governor does not give such a certificate. He 
undertakes not merely to give his conclusions of law upon the facts 
but he states a fact which according to my construction of the law 
proves that the election was invalid, that there was no authority of 
law for holding the election on the day upon which he says Mr. Bel- 
ford was elected. This brings up the only question really before the 
House ; and this question is not to be decided upon what the consti- 
tutional convention did, upon its view of the law; but it is for each 
member of the House, upon an examination of the authority under 
which the convention acted, to determine the question for himself, 


know nothing of, and the truth of which we have no means of ascer- 
t ourselves to 
t! 


just as the Clerk had to decide this question in determining who was 


the proper party to be put on the roll. 

The House understands very well the nature of the legislation of 
Congress and the provisions of the Constitution upon this subject. 
In 1872, Congress, acting under the authority given toit by the Con- 
stitution of the United States, provided for a uniform day throughout 
all the States and Territories of the Union for the election of Repre- 
sentatives and Delegates to Congress. It also provided for the fill- 
imag of Vacancies. Now, in 1575, upon the very day of the passage of 
the enabling act which constitutes the ground upon which the con- 
vention acted and which gave the convention all the authority it 
had to act in the premises, it happened that Congress passed an act 
with reference to the day of election throughout the States for Rep- 
resentatives ; and in that act it was provided expressly that where 
a State had such a constitution as would require amendment before 
a new day could be tixed as the day of election, such State should be 
excused from complying with the general law. 

Now, at this time, when a special exception was made in favor of 
States whose constitutions prevented them from conforming to this 
uniform time fixed by Congress, gentlemen would have us believe 
that Congress intended also to make an exception in favor of a new 


| State which was just about to form a constitution, and which Con- 
RISON] to the fact that this side of the House have not brought in | 


gress was just authorizing to form a constitution—an exception ap- 
plying not only to one year or one election, but an extraordinary 


| exception extending from the adoption of the constitution of the 


new State until the census of 1880. It is certainly a strange idea 
that if Congress intended to make any exception at all they should 
make such an exception as that; for the result of the construction 
contended for on the other side is, that Congress made an exception 
in favor of Colorado, not for one year or for a single election, but for 


| the whole period from the time of the adoption of the constitution 
Mr.GARFIELD. Certainly ; but I introduced those statements only | 


in answer to the volume of testimony which you have brought into | 


of the new State up to the census of 1880; or, more properly speak- 
ing, until an apportionment act in accordance with that census 
should be passed. 

What was there in the circumstances of Colorado that should re- 
quire in her case any exception from the general law? Was there 


| anything in the condition of that community or the character of her 
| population or anything else that should properly have entitled Colo 


rado to be made an exception in preference to Missouri and other States 
where there was no constitutional difficulty in regard to the adoption 
of a new day for the election of Representatives? Gentlemen have 
not attempted, upon the theory they advance, to give any reason for 
this singular exception. 

Now I propose to show that the sixth section of the enabling act, if 
we give it the construction contended for, violates every idea of law 
and common sense. It seems to me impossible that any reasonable 
man, looking at that section and at the same time looking to the laws 
of Congress and the provisions of the Constitution itself, can doubt 
its meaning. The sixth section provides— 

That until the next general census said State shall be entitled to one Represent- 
ative in the House of Representatives. 


Now, we claim that this refers solely to the question of representa- 


tion—to the share which Colorado should have in the apportionment * 


of representation in this body; and I say when gentlemen under- 
take to insist that the clause “until the next general census” applies 
beyond the provision I have just read, they involve themselves in 


| difficulties wholly insurmountable. But I will read on, so that gen- 


tlemen may see the effect of such a construction : 


That, until the next general census, said State shall be entitled to one Represent 
ative in the House of Representatives of the United States; which Representative, 
together with the governor and other officers provided for in said constitution— 


That is, in the constitution to be made— 


shall be elected on a day subsequent to the adoption of the constitution, and to be 
fixed by said convention. 


Now, in order to sustain the construction contended for on the other 
side gentlemen must make the clause read thus: 


Which Representative, together with the governor and other officers provided 
for in said constitution, shall be elected, until the next general census, on a day sub- 
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sequent to the adoption of the constitution, and to be fixed by said constitutional 
convenion 

In other words, according to this construction the phrase “until 
the next general census” refers not only to the apportionment clause 
of this section but also to the time of election in the State—the time 
of election not only for Representative in Congress but also forgovernor 
and other State otticers. If you adopt this literal construction which 
these gentlemen put upon the language, what follows? It follows 
that all these officers, epscnentattve, governor, and other officers, 
shall be elected until the census of 1880—elected for the whole term 
from the adoption of the constitution up to the time of the census of 
13-0—not for a single term, but for the whole time from the adoption 
of the constitution up to the census of 1580! Such must be the con- 
clusion if that be, as gentlemen allege, the proper construction of this 
sixth section of the enabling act. 

There can be no doubt about it. I say in reference to the construc- 
tion given to the law on the other side of this House that is the nec- 
essary and legitimate conclusion, that not only the Representative in 
Congresa, but the governor and all the State officers are authorized 
to be elected on a day fixed by the constitution and for a term extend- 
ing from the adoption of the constitution up to the time when the 
census of 1880 shall be taken. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that is one of the difficulties in the path of my 
republican friends. If that be so, and such is the literal construction, 
what follows? Why, that the Constitution of the United States is 
violated in one of its essential features, and that is, the rigut of the 
people to vote every two years for a Representative in this Hall. No 
man under the Constitution can hold a place here for a longer term 
than two years without going back to the people and procuring a new 
certilicate of election and a new indorsement by his constituents. 
Gentlemen will not deny that view, I am sure. They are compelled 
to take that view or else to take another at war with another pro- 
vision of the Constitution. If they do not take this view of this 
section, and insist that these elections for Representative, &c., are 
to be held every two years, they are met with the difficulty of having 
to change the word day from singular to the plural. They must in- 
terpolate the word “days” instead of “day,” aliberty never allowed 
except to carry out the plain and unmistakable meaning of the law. 
If the position be taken that the period between the adoption of the 
constitution and the taking the census in 1380 is not to be consid- 
ered as one term, but is composed of several congressional terms of 
two years cach, then there must be several days of election “ fixed 
by the convention.” If that is the meaning, what then? The con- 
stitution says the Legislature shall fix the day of election unless Con- 
gress interferes, as well as the time and the manner of holding the 
election. But here this sixth section, which is the authority by which 
the people of Colorado are acting, says that it shall be tixed by the 
convention, Isay that necessarily it follows, if that view of the case 
is correct, it violates another clause of the Constitution of the United 
States, which says that the Legislature of a State shall fix the time, 
place, and manner of election for Representatives, unless Congress 
interferes. There never has been an exception to this, unless where 
there was no State Legislature, and then, from the necessity of the 
case, the convention has been authorized to fix the time of the first 
election for Representatives and State officers. 

My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] evaded the question 
I put to him which was to bring out his view of that question— 
whether Congress could in admitting a State authorize the conven- 
tion of that State to violate the Constitution of the United States? 
Ile evaded my question by stating what I did not ask for, and that is 
that the Legislature means any legally authorized body of men acting 
for the time being as law-makers. The Constitution of the United 
States uses the words “ Legislature of a State” ten times, and in no 
single instance where those words are used is the Legislature referred 
to in any other way than as the ordinary law-making power. You 
will also find in the Constitution of the United States the word “ con- 
vention” used four different times, and it was as well understood then 
as we possibly can understand it now. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we are to look at this provision under the au- 
thority conferred by the Constitution of the United States. The cases 
of Michigan and Tennessee as well as other cases referred to in this 
discussion have no application to the point involved at all. The peo- 
ple there assembled without any authority from Congress, framed 
their constitutions, and sent Representatives here. The fact that 
those States were admitted does not at all conflict with the idea I 
have advanced. Those constitutions and the elections for Represent- 
atives were without any authority whatever. The Congress of the 
United States admitted them under the power contained in the Con- 
stitution to admit new States. That is not the question before this 
House. The question is, what is the construction of the power Con- 
gress gave to the people of Colorado to establish their form of gov- 
ernment and put that State upon its feet? I say no man, I care not 
how many lawyers in Colorado or elsewhere, or in the Senate, may 
take different ground—I say no man, in my judgment, can read this 
sixth section and come to any other conclusion than that there was no 
authority of law to elect a Representative to the Forty-fifth Congress 
on any other than the day fixed by the general law of the land, and 
that there wasno repeal of the law intended by the authority conferred 
upou that people. Lmight, if necessary, have something to say on the 





| and so far from being repealed, it was intended in this cass 


| 


ment of a question which has been so fully argued already } 


statute byimplication. Such a proposition never will be enterta 
ain 


by the court. Such as I have already stated is the law of th, lend 


2 of Colo 


rado to bein harmony with the law, and, properly considered, ys | om 
fi ave 


shown, is in harmony with the general law on the subject. 


Mr. HOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to Zo into the arvp. 


Jelore 


this House; but I do desire to present concisely the view | 
and which will determine my vote. What is the question before tj, 
House? The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hace) has moved tha; Mr 
Belford be sworn in on the certificate presented by him from the eg. 
ernor of Colorado. The gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. Harris] ha 
introduced a resolution that neither of the claimants be swory in. 
but that the credentials presented by both shall go to the Conitts. 
of Elections, and that this House shall wait further action uyti| that 
committee has submitted its report. F 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the credentials presented by the two claimants 
from Colorado show a very extraordinary state of facts. These ty. 
claimants do not insist that they were elected on the same day or at 
the same election. Mr. Belford does not claim that he was electe| n 
the 7th of November, but does contend that he was elected on the 3) 
of October. Mr. Patterson does not claim that he was elected oy ty 
3d of October, but he does aver that he was elected on the 7th of No. 
vember. Mr. Patterson presents a credential here which shows tht 
he was elected, if elected at all, on the 7th of November. Mr, Belford 
presents a credential which shows that he was elected, if elected at 


entertain 


roy. 


j all, on the 3d of October. The day then on which these two gentle. 





men claim respectively to have been elected appears upon the face 
of their credentials and necessarily constitutes a part thereof. 

It is impossible, then, Mr. Speaker, for this House to seat either 
without adjudicating upon the legality of the day on which the party 
seated claims to have been elected. Now, sir, let us suppose that this 
House decides that the 7th of November was the proper day, ay! 
gives to Mr. Patterson his seat with the 7th of November upon the 
face of hiscredentials. This House judicially determines, necessarily, 
by that act that the 7th of November is the legal day. Now, whey 
the House has settled that question, I would like to know what Mr, 
Belford would have to go with toa committee? Absolutely nothing, 
For, whatever might become of Mr. Patterson on the full investiya- 
tion of the case, when you settle by seating Mr. Patterson, as you 
necessarily do, that the 7th of November is the legal day, Mr. [el- 
ford then has no further interest in this contest beyoud what any 
other citizen of the Republic has. He is concluded, and he can pack 
his trunk and go back to Colorado. Suppose we seat Mr. Belford. 
This House judicially determines by the act, necessarily, that the 
3d of October is the legal day; and you settle the whole question; 
you have settled all the merit there is in it. 

Gentlemen who advocate the seating of Mr. Belford here say that 
his credential is so indubitable and his right to a seat is so clear, or, 
in other words, the 3d of October is so certainly the legal day of 
election, that he ought to be seated at once. I cannot concur in that 
view of the question, Mr. Speaker. This is not a usual prima fai 
case. The cases we have had here are where two men come up who 
claim to have been elected on the same day and at the same election. 
There you may seat one and let the other go to the committee to there 
contest with his opponent upon the merits of his case. But here you 
settle all the merit there isin it. It is impossible to seat one of these 
claimants without deciding by that very act judicially on the part of 
the House that the other has no right to a seat. Now, sir, suppose 
you seat one of these gentlemen. Suppose you seat Mr. Belford. Aud 
suppose the Committee of Elections, ao you refer the case to them, 
should conclude upon investigation that the 7th of November is the 
legal day. The conclusion of the committee is met by the previous 
adverse decision of the Haqnse upon that particular question, because 
they have seated Mr. Belford with the 3d of October apparent on tlie 
face of his credential. 

Well, sir, the question before the House is this: Will this House, 
without any investigation by its committee, make a decision which 
necessarily precludes the unseated claimant from any contest what- 
ever before a committee upon the merits of his case? That is the 
point. I say,sir, that no precedent ¢an be found for it. This is pre- 
eminently a case thatought to go toacommittee. This House ought 
not to seat one of these gentlemen, when by its action in so doing it 
necessarily precludes the other from any chance of a contest. There 
is no prima facie case about it. You canpot seat either of them with- 
out holding that the day on which he was elected was the day ap- 
pointed by law for that purpose. 

oy BUCKNER. Will the gentleman allow me to offer a sugges 
tion 

Mr. HOUSE. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCKNER. That may be true in regard to Mr. Belford, bus 
it is not necessarily true as to Mr. Patterson. 

Mr. HOUSE. Why not? 

Mr. BUCKNER. Because it might not appear that there was any 
law by which he was elected. 

Mr. HOUSE. That may be so. The House, if it were to seat Mr. 
Patterson now, might hold subsequently on investigation that Mr. 
Patterson had no right to a seat; but, whatever might become ol Mr. 
Patterson afterward, the House cannot seat him now without holdivg 


question of repeal. We all know that courts abhor the repeal of any | the 7th of November to be the legal day; and then Mr. Belford will 


-—— 
Sid. 

interest in the question, because he is shut out and exeladed. 
wo it 


r tbe House to determine on both sides is this: 
rights of these claimants without the investiga- 


have! i 
And the question fo 
Wi | you settle the 


“ ee 
eee ae committee? Sir, I propose to administer to these 
aimants no such Rhadamanthine a as that; to decide the case 
od then hear it. You determine that the 3d of October is the legal 
pe nd then send it to a committee to investigate! Investigate 
a t Investigate whether you are in error in your decision? Is 
that the funetion of the committees of this House, to revise the action 
of the House and to decide whether a question which the House has 
judicially determined is decided rightly or not? No, sir; the deter- 
a will exclude the other beyond all controversy and beyond all 
doubt ; therefore, in justice to both claimants you ought to send the 
case to a committee without seating either. | 

Mr. Speaker, if the position of these parties were reversed—if Mr. 


Patterson held the certificate of the governor of Colorado and Mr. 
Belford came here with credentials similar to those which Mr Patter- | 


son presents, I would not in justice to Mr. Belford vote to seat Mr. 
Patterson, because that would exclude and cut off Mr. Belford and 
deny him any investigation by the committee of the questions in his 


Cy. LAPHAM. Mr. Speaker, the act of March 3, 1875, which was 
enacted upon the application of the Territory of Colorado to be 


admitted as a State into the Union, provided that she should be | 


admitted upon complying with the conditions named in the act, and 
also declared that when admitted she should be entitled to all the 


rights and privileges of a State in the Union. One of those rights, | 


Mr. Speaker, is a right to be represented upon this floor by at least 
one wember of Congress, and in the other Chamber of the Capitol by 
two United States Senators. 


[he Territory of Colorado complied with the conditions of the 
evabling act, and the President, on the Ist day of August, 1876, by | 


his proclamation, declared it was a State in the Union. This State, 
in pursuance of the provisions of the enabling act, provided in its 


coustitution when it should elect its State officers and its Representa- | 
The election was held in pursuance of those pro- | 


tive in Congress. 
visions, and at the opening of the second session of the Forty-fourth 
Congress her Senators presented themselves at the other end of the 
Capitol and on the first day of the session were admitted and took 
their seats, and that State has been represented there from that hour 
until the present. On the same day the gentleman who had been 
elected her Representative in Congress presented himself here and 
asked to be sworn in as such; but that right was, for the time being, 
denied him. 

Now I desire briefly to call the attention of the House to what 
oceurred in Congress upon this subject. The question was purely a 
judicial one, and was so regarded at the time. The case, as there 


was no contestant for the seat of Mr. Belford, instead of being sent | 
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? Will you decide a man’s case against him and | 


ion of this question either for the one or the other of these gen- | 


| keep a Representative from a seat on this floor? 
| sition now taken. 


to the Committee of Elections, was sent to the Judiciary Comunittee | 


with instructions to make an early report. The majority of the Judi- 
ciary Committee reported that Colorado was a State in the Union 
and that Mr. Belford was entitled to be sworn in as her Representa- 
tive in Congress. But, Mr. Speaker, it was not until the 3lst day of 
January last, when two months of the last session of the Forty- 
fourth Congress had expired, that this infant State was admitted to 
the tloor of this House and to her right to participate in its deliber- 
ations. 

It was a majority of the Committee on the Judiciary that submit- 
ted this report. There was a minority of the committee, who also 
submitted a report, and I desire briefly to call the attention of the 
House to the position taken by the advocates of the minority report. 
Tbe gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Hurd, ] who championed the minority 


the very outset of his remarks, said this: 


It is not disputed, Mr. Speaker, that the election was regularly held, nor that the 
certificates are proper in form; but it is insisted that Colorado was not a State in 
the Union, and that therefore Mr. Belford is not entitled to his seat on the floor. 


For two long months the State was denied its representation here, 


| contemplate anything of that kind. 
and opposed the majority in a very logical and eloquent speech, in | 





not because the election was not regular, not because Mr. Belford did | 


hot receive a majority of the votes, but because the State had not 
been admitted into the Union. What is the position taken now? 
is conceded that Colorado is a State, but it is claimed that the elec- 
tion was not properly held. The attitude of those who are struggling 
to disfranchise this State and to keep her Representative off this 
floor is exactly reversed. It is now admitted that Colorado is a State 
and if she had not been irregular in choosing her Representative 
would be entitled to representation upon this floor. 

But there was an omission of some proclamation by a sheriff or a 
sovernor, an omission of some formality, say a portion of those who 
Oppose the admission now, or there was an illegality in the act of 
Congress, say another portion, which renders the election void. 

As to the first objection, the want of notification or proclamation, 
that has been sufliciently answered by the gentlemen who have pre- 
coded me. This right of a sovereign State to representation on this 
floor is a right which has always been recognized by this House 
Whenever the voice of a majority of the people could be fairly ascer- 
tained. The gentleman from Massachusetts { Mr. BUTLER] cited in- 
stances, and they are not all the instances, where persons have been 


It | 


13 


admitted to seats upon this floor without the formality of any clec- 
tion whatever by the community asa State, persons who were selected 
at the period when the election of delegates to a constitutional con 

vention was held. All that this House has ever required was to know 
that the person who came and asked to be seated as a Representative 
of a new State was the choice of the people of that State for the 
place. Whenever that has been ascertained no mere omission of 
form, no requisite of an enabling act, nothing of that kind has ever 
been required as a condition of admissien here. 

But the case of Mr. Belford does not depend, Mr. Speaker, upon 
enforcing this rule which has been so long observed in repeated in- 
stances in the history of the Congress of the United States because 
the Territory of Colorado, as I have said, before framing her consti- 
tution applied to the Congress of the United States representing that 
she had the requisite population to entitle her to admission as a State 


——$___ 


| and asking the passage of an enabling act in order that she might be 


so admitted. On the 3d of March, 1875, Congress passed that act and 
in the sixth section of the act it provided that the Representative 
in Congress from this young State should be chosen in that year at a 
point of time to be fixed by the constitutional convention of the 
State. This act was not a party measure. Democrats were in favor 
of it as well as republicans. 

Now, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER] argues that Con- 
gress had no right whatever to make this enactment. Why? Con- 
gress is clothed with ample and unlimited power to fix the time of 
the congressional elections in every Statein this Union. Congress in 
1872 passed a general law providing that congressional elections 
should be held on the Tuesday after the first Monday in November 
of every alternate year. 

But this act of 1875, applicable to a Territory which was not a State 
in the Union when the act of 1372 was passed, was clearly and con- 
fessedly a modification of that law, so far as the State of Colorado 
was concerned. It is precisely the same as though Colorado having 
been a State in the Union in 1572, Congress in 1875 had passed an act 
repealing the provisions of the act of 1572 as to the State of Colorado. 
Has not Congress that power? May it not modify its own laws, and 
is it not surprising that the gentleman from Missouri, who was in 
Congress when it passed and voted for it, should now for the sake of 
disfranchising a sovereign State be driven to the position that the law 
was unconstitutional and void and that this House should so declare ? 

Why, Mr. Speaker, was there ever any such exaction made of Con- 
gress as to ask it to ignore and denounce its own law in order to 
Yet that is the po- 
That this act of 1875 is a clear moditication of tne 
act of 1872 is beyond any question. 

Now, sir, the criticism is made upon the language of the act of 1875, 


|} and the argument is put forth here, that a literal construction of 


this act would require that all the State elections and all the con- 
gressional elections in Colorado to the year 1820 should be held at the 
time fixed by the constitutional convention of that State. Such is 
not my reading at all of this section. It does provide (for Congress 
must provide for that) that until the next census in 1880 the State 
of Colorado shall have but one Representative in Congress. It then 
provides that that Representative shall be elected at the saine time 
fixed by the constitution of Colorado for the election of its State offi- 
cers. That is the fair interpretation of it, and that is all it means. 
It has reference to the first election, because Congress foresaw the 
necessity and the propriety of providing that for the year 176 
there should not be needed two congressional elections in the State 
of Colorado. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HARRIS] in his argument the 
other day put forth the proposition that there could be no such thing 
as two congressional elections upon the same day; that this did not 
Why, sir, that is a common 
occurrence in the history of elections in this country : that where a 
congressman has resigned or has died or has removed from his district, 
an election should be held to fill the unexpired term of the existing 
Congress, and also for the full term of the coming Congress. Sena- 
tors of the United States are often elected in the same way. They 
are chosen at the same time, elected upon the same day, as was Mr. 
Belford, in 1876, for the remainder of the Forty-fourth Congress and 
for the Forty-fifth Congress. 

Unless the election could have been held on the 3d of October, 


| 1876, when it was held, clearly there could have been no election 





which would have enabled Colorado to have a Representative upon 
this floor at this extra session of Congress, because otherwise there 
could have been no election until the Tuesday after the first Monday 
of November, 1878. She could not prepare so as to hold an election 
on the Tuesday after the first Monday in November, 1876; the ma- 
chinery of her government was not in operation for that purpose. 


| Therefore, there was a necessity for this act of Congress thus pro- 


viding. 

In the last Congress, in the course of the discussion upon the ques- 
tion as to whether the report of the majority of the Committee on 
the Judiciary of this House should be adopted, the gentleman from 
Lilinois, Mr. Caulfield, not now upon this floor, used these words: 


When Mr. Patterson, the former Delegate from the Territory of Colorado, was 
here a short time ago he said (and be himself a democrat) that it was an error to 
raise the question of the admission of Mr. Belford, the Representative clected 
from Colorado ; that the State had complied with the act under which it was to be 

























it has never been questioned since. We have no evidence that Mr. 


Patterson asserts any right to a seat on this floor in the present Con- | 


gress. He has presented no credentials here. The only person who 
has presented credentials is the person who, by the almost unanimous 
vote of this House at the last session, on the 31st day of January, was 
decided to be entitled to a seat on this floor, and was sworn in. Now, 
can we afford to go back upon the precedents established heretofore 
by Congress? If the election of Mr, Belford for the remainder of the 
Forty-fourth Congress was legal, then his election for the Forty-fifth 
Congress was equally legal, for they were held under the same law. 

Mr. WILSON. Will the distinguished gentleman from New York, 
{Mr. LaruaM,] who is discussing this question with great fairness, 
permit me to make one inquiry ? 

Mr. LAPHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. WiLSON. It is whether he construes the sixth section of the 
enabling act to authorize the constitutional convention of Colorado 
to fix the times of the several congressional elections from 1876 to 
Inv? 

Mr. LAPHAM. I have said that I give no such construction to this 
act; it does not necessarily involve any such construction. It pro- 
vides only for the first election of State officers and for a Represent- 
ative in Congress to be elected at the same time. Clearly the State 
oflicers of Colorado hereafter are to be elected according to their con- 
stitution. But they provided that the Representative who was to be 
chosen in the year 1876 should be chosen at the same time fixed for 
the election of their State officers; and it is that election and that 
only which we are now considering. “Sufficient unto the day is the 
evil thereof.” Two years hence, ora year hence, it will be a question 
to be determined as to which is in force, the general law of Congress 
passed in 1872 or this special act of Congress passed in 1875. Asa 
lawyer I should have no hesitation in saying that the provision of 
this special act as to the election of a Representative in Congress was 
temporary and intended to provide for the first election only, and 
will not operate hereafter to prevent an election upon the day fixed 
by the general law, But that question is not here. 

I was saying, when interrupted, that if Mr. Belford was properly 
elected for the remainder of the Forty-fourth Congress he was also 
properly elected as a Representative in this Congress. The elections 
were held by the same authority and upon the same day. It was no 
mere legal to elect Mr. Belford for the last Congress than it was to 
elect him for this; and this House having decided by an almost 
unanimous vole that he was duly elected to the last Congress and 
that Colorado was a State in the Union, it seems to me there is a rec- 
ord here which we ought not to trample under foot for the sake of 
disfrauchising a State. 

Mr. Speaker, when the news came that the State of Colorado had 
given a majority for the republican candidates in October, 1376, the 
leading organ of the opposition in my end of the State of New York 
came out with a denunciation of this State of Colorado, stigmatiz- 
ing it as a “rotten borough.” It could fold to its embrace the old 
States that voted solidly with it, where the voting was all on one 
side; but this youngest daughter of the Republic, peopled by an en- 
terprising and intelligent race, who had gone there for the purpose 
of developing her agricultural and mineral resources, to build up the 


highest type ef civilization, to plant their common schools, to erect | 


their churches, and— 
Give the Sabbaths of the wild the music of their bells— 

this wasa “rotten borough,” unworthy of consideration in American 
politics. But the telegraph made a mistake. The next morning a 
counter-report came that Colorado after all had given a majority for 
the democratic ticket; and the same afternoon the same paper hung 
out its most lordly rooster and its booming cannon for “ glorious dem- 
ocratic Colorado!” 

There, Mr. Speaker, is the rub. If Colorado had given a majority 
in favor of the views of the majority on this floor and had sent bere 
Mr. Patterson instead of Mr. Belford, I apprehend that none of this 


delay in the Forty-fourth Congress and none of this struggle in the | 


present Congress would have been witnessed. Ido not allude to this 
complainingly. The gentleman from Michigan (Mr. CoNGER] has 
said, and I concur with him, that it is entirely natural for us to act 
in this way. But 1 appeal,in conclusion, to gentlemen on the other 
side of this House not to go back upon the record of the Forty-fourth 
Congress on this subject. I appeal to the gentleman from Kentucky 
{ Mr. Knorr] the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary in the 
last House, who reported as the result of a judicial inquiry the reso- 
lution in favor of admitting Mr. Belford, not to ignore the force of 
that as a precedent and not now to act with his partisans upon the 
other side in unseating Mr. Belford and preventing this State from 
having its proper representation. The question is one of too much 
gravity to be treated in such a manner. We should not lightly de- 
termine that the only person who comes here clothed with creden- 


tials from this sovereign State shall be declared not entitled to his | 


seat, We should not lightly determine that a sovereign State of this 
Union is to be disfrancished for the whole of the Forty-fifth Con- 
gress; and Iam not prepared to believe that the gentlemen who 
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admitted, and that Mr. Belford should be admitted to the present Congress. I i 
© this in justice to Mr. Patterson, as the opposition press of his State has repre. | 
ted him as using his influence azaiast the recognition of the State and the ad | 

niission of his successor 
This statement was not denied at the time, and to my knowledge | 

| 
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voted to seat Mr. Belford in the Forty-fourth Congress are wij);,,,,, 
vote against seating him in the present Congress, a 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Speake r, I do not propose to go into thy Q 
cussion of this question at any great length. It has already heen. 
fully developed that I think it entirely unnecessary for me to ju.) 
long upon it. Bat I wish to notice a few points, and more parti oe 
larly the point referred to by my colleague from Ohio, [Mr. Gargrp;», 5 
But before passing to that, I wish to call attention to what the o. 
tleman who has just taken his seat [Mr. Lapnam] has said, and” 
what the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. CONGER] said in relatio 
the action of the last Congress. 

It is claimed by these gentlemen that the action of the last Oy. 
gress in seating Mr. Belford as a member of that Congress jg jn¢, 2 
sistent with opposition to him now. I beg the attention of the Hons 
for a moment to the question there presented. It was whether ( .). 
orado had then been admitted into the Union as a State. If Coloraiy 
was adjudged to be a State, then Mr. Belford was entitled to Lis y o 
for the Forty-fourth Congress—not for the Forty-tifth. There was 
no contest about who was elected to the Forty-fourth Congress. : 
the contest was whether Colorado, after having formed her const 
tion, should present her work to Congress and receive its approval 
and sanction before she was entitled to be represented here by any 
one, . 

The question now presented is not whether Colorado, as a State. js 
entitled to representation, (for that is admitted by all,) but which of 
the two gentlemen, Mr. Belford or Mr. Patterson, is the man legally ey. 
titled to represent the State. This disposes of that matter. , 

Now, asto the law of this case. The twenty-fifth section of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, passed in 1872, fixing as the day of 
election for Members of Congress and Delegates ia all the States and 
Territories in the Forty-fifth and subsequent Congresses the Tuesday 
next after the first Monday in November, is applicable to the case be- 
fore the House, unless it has been abrogated by some other act of 
Congress. My colleague [Mr. GARFIELD] argues that the first elec. 
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tion in Colorado and the first member of Congress to be elected from 
that State had relation to the Forty-tifth Congress, not to the Forty- 
fourih, because, he says, section 26 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States provides for the filling of vacancies, and that there was 
such vacancy as to the seat in the Forty-fourth Congress. Now, what 
is that twenty-sixth section? It provides that— 


The time for holding elections in any State, District, or Territory for a Repre. 
sentative or Delegate to fill a vacancy, whether such vacancy is caused by 
ure to clect at the time prescribed by law or by the death, resignation, or inca 
»aucity of a person elected, may be prescribed by the laws of the several States aud 
Territories respectively. 

That section has reference to a vacancy, bear in mind. But how 
could there be a vacancy when the oflice had never been filled? 
There never was a member of Congress elected from the State of 
Colorado before the Forty-fourth Congress, because Colorado was not 
a State until that time; therefore, there was no vacancy in any 
legal sense. But it is not enongh that there should be a vacancy in 
order to bring the case within the purview of this provision; there 
must be a certain kind of vacancy. Whatis that? The law says: 
: Whether such vacancy is caused by a failure to elect at the time prescribed by 
aw— 

No one will pretend that the case of Colorado falls within that 
provision— 
| or by the death, resignation, or incapacity of a person elected. 

There was no death, there was no resignation, and there was no in- 
capacity of the party to serve as a member of Congress. So that sec- 
tion 26 has no more relation to this matter of election to the Forty- 
fourth Congress than to an eclipse of the moon—aot one particle. _ 

Then, Mr. Speaker, the proof that the general statute, section 20, 
| Revised Statutes, has been abrogated must be found elsewhere. White 
| do gentlemen who urge the claims of Mr. Belford seek to find it? In 
addition to what has been already read, the twenty-sixth section, they 
say that the enabling act, clause 6, makes exception, and delegates to 
the constitutional convention the power to fix the day of election. 

In order to establish the fact that that convention had the power 
| to fix the day of the election, gentlemen have to establish more than 
they have done so far. They have to establish that the first election 
to Congress was to the Forty-fifth Congress, when in law an | faetit 
was to the Forty-fourth Congress. The Forty-fourth Congress was 
| the first, unless gentlemen will so transpose the matter as to make that 
the second Congress and the Forty-fifth poe ps Congress. There were 
two distinct and separate Congresses, and one must be first aud the 
other second. The letter of the law and common sense place the 
Forty-fourth as the first and the Forty-fifth as the second. It is Mu- 
possible to come to any other rational conclusion; since there was 10 
vacancy, and one Congress or the other must have precedence. _ 

Now, this enabling act empowered the constitutional convention to 
fix the time of election of the first member of Congress. That section 
| fixed the apportionment of the State also until the census o! oe 
| It had not relation to the times of holding subsequent elections '° 
Congress, but related merely to the apportionment and the time of 
| election to the first Congress. The material portion is that fixing Me 





| representation the State of Colorado was entitled to have until au- 
| other census had been taken, showing it to be entitled to a greater 

number than one Representative. ono 
| This section cannot be held to abrogate the general law of Lsi2 











ne 


aoe t with the provisions of that statute. That is the well-known 
* of law and the courts abhor any repeal by implication. There 
; ete express repeal in this law. Where, then, the irreconcilability 
of these two statutes? This sixth section of the enabling act fixes 


+he number of Representatives until 1880, and the time of election of 
th . first member of Congress it delegates to the constitutional con- 


vention of Colorado, but leaves as to the other members of Congress 
he time and manner of election as provided by law; that is, the 
veneral law of the United States. . . 

, [he tirst election was fixed by the constitutional convention in 
the exercise of its authority. The first election was held on the 
day fixed, the 3d of October, and was for the Forty-fourth Congress. 
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less it repeals it in direct terms, or unless it isin irreconcilable | 


conclusive of the case, I would still beg attention to a few facts, in 
order that I may more particularly appeal to the sense of justice and 
right of this House. What are the facts? Why did the democracy 


of Colorado vote for Mr. Patterson on the 3d of October for the Forty 


fifth Congress? And why did the republicans not vote for Mr. Bel- 
ford on the 7th of November? Why, I say? The State ofticers of 
Colorado had issued their proclamation for the election of a Repre 


sentative to the Forty-fourth Congress. They had published the 


| notice throughout the State. They had called upon the people of 


That was the interpretation put upon the statute by the constitu- | 


tional convention itself. It held that it related to the first election. 


section 44 of the constitution of the State of Colorado reads as | 


| that they would not hold any election on the 7th day of November. 
a 
One Representative in the Congress of the United States shall be elected from | 


follows: 


the State at large at the first election under the constitution, and thereafter at 

, times and places and in such manner as may be prescribed by law. 
The constitutional convention properly interpreted the sixth sec- 
tion of the enabling act and fixed the election of the first member of 
Congress, Which was for the Forty-fourth Congress. It then provided 
that thereafter they should be elected at such times as might be pre- 
scribed by law. The general law of the land, fixing the election on 
the Tuesday next after the first Monday in November, was the law 
in force applicable to the election to the Forty-tifth Congress. This 
interpretation gives force and effect to both statutes and harmonizes 
all their provisions, one with another, and is consonant with the rules 
of law and the principles of reason and justice. 

But not only did this constitutional convention thus interpret this 
section of the enabling act, but every officer of the State of Colorado, 


BU 


from the governor down to the secretary of state, auditor, and sheriffs, | 


interpreted that act in the same way, and they issued their proclama- 


tions and notices of election calling upon the people of the State to | 


elect amember to the Forty-fourth Congress on the 8dof October. More 


than that, and subsequent to that period, they called upon the peo- | 


ple of the State, by like proclamations and notices, to elect « mem- 
ber to the Forty-tifth Congress on the 7th day of November. 

You have, then, Mr. Speaker, the plain and clear interpretation of 
the law in the first place, and in addition you have the plain and 
clear interpretation of the constitutional convention, while in the 
third place you have the plain and clear action of the official authori- 
ties of Colorado fixing the election for the first member for the Forty- 
fourth Congress on the 3d day of October, and on a subsequent day, 
the 7th of November, the second election of a member for the Forty- 
fifth Congress. 

With this state of the law and fact I would like to know how gen- 


tlemen on that side of the House can appeal to the sense of fair play | 


and honor of gentlemen on this side of the House while claiming to 
seat Mr. Belford. Iam glad to see an appeal to that sense of honor 
and fair play, for if there is one thing the democracy are entitled to 
claim credit for above another, it is their strict adherence to the de- 
mands of jastice and obedience to the law. I would not send Mr. 
Belford to a committee if I believed he had a prima facie case, but 
when the certificate recites that his election, if it took place at all, 
took place on the 3d day of October, proves too much, and it proves 
that under the law of the land he is not entitled to the seat which he 
claims. 

But there is one other matter in relation to thisenabling act. This 
act was passed on the 3d day of March, 1875, and this exception to 
the twenty-fifth section of the Revised Statutes was passed upon the 
same day. The exception was passed on March 3, 1875, but at a time 
subsequent to the passage of the enabling act, and if there is any 
conflict the exception is the latest expression of the legislative will. 
I hold here the Journal of the House of Representatives, which shows 
that a great deal of business had been gone through with from the 
passage of the enabling act on the 3d of March, 1875, to the time when 
this exc#ption to the general law was passed. You will also find that 
the President of the United States approved both acts on the day on 
which they passed in the order which they passed—first approving 
the enabling act for the admission of Colorado, and subsequently this 
exception to section 25 of the Revised Statutes. ; 

But section 25 has no relation to the case of Colorado or any other 
new State that is forming a constitution That section had only to 
do with States then in esse, States actually existing. Why, what 
does that provision of the statute say? It reads as follows: ~ 

Section 25 of the Revised Statates prescribing the time for holding elections for 
Representatives to Congress is hereby modified so as not to apply to any State 


that has not yet changed its day of election and whose constitution must be 
‘mended in order to effect a change in the day of election of State officers in said 


Mate, 

Colorado was not such a State. She was aTerritory. She had not 
yet formed her constitution. Therefore Colorado is not a “ State that 
has not yet changed its day of election and whose constitution must 
be amended in order to effect a change in the day of election of State 
oflicers in said State.” So the amendment to section 25 of the Revised 
Statutes has no relation whatsoever to this question of the election 
in Colorado which is now depending before this House. 

And now, baving noticed some of these questions of law which are 
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the State by these public proclamations to elect one member to the 
Forty-fourth Congress, and the inference was that they were not to 
elect for the Forty-fifth Congress. But, subsequently to the election 
for the Forty-fourth Congress, and on the 14th day of October, the 
republican central committee and State officials got together; after 
having previously issned this solemn proclamation for an election in 
November, they got together on the Mth day ef October, and decided 


Now, why did the democrats vote for Mr. Patterson on the 3d day 
of October? I will tell you. After these nominations bad taken 
place, after these proclamations had been issued calling for an elec- 
tion on the 3d day of October for the Forty-fourth Congress, the re- 
publican cominittee, asthe evidence in the contest shows, clandestinely 
placed on the ticket the name of Mr. Belford for both terms of Con- 


| gress; and that fact was not brought to the attention of the demo- 





cratic committee until five days before the election; and it was not 
broughé to the attention of Mr. Patterson until two days before the 
election. There are in the State of Colorado remote counties not 
capable of being reached by railroad communication. It was impos 
sible for the friends of Mr. Patterson to circulat> tickets fully to the 
different precincts and voting-placesin the State. But, out of abun- 
dance of caution, the democratic committee undertook to place Mr 
Patterson’s name upon these tickets and to circulate them as best they 
could, so that there should be no advantage taken by the officials who 
were to canvass the vote, being the republican officials of the State 
of Colorado. Against Mr. Patterson’s judgment these tickets were 
attempted to be circulated, but the vote shows how imperfectly. Mr. 
Patterson received for the Forty-tifth Congress some 1,200 votes less 
than he received for the Forty-fourth Congress, showing how imprac- 
ticable it was for these tickets to be circulated thoroughly, and ho-w 
impossible it, was for the people of Colorado to have a free and fair 
expression of their will at the election in October for member of the 
Forty-fifth Congress. 

But why was the name of Mr. Belford not put upon the ticket in 
November? It was the result of the conference on the 14th of Octo- 
ber. The election in October had been a fierce struggle, as the gen- 
tleman from Maine (Mr. HALF] said. It was one which was looked 
upon with intense interest by the people of the whole country, be- 
cause more than the election of a member to Congress was in issue, 
It was a presidential election; and if the people of Colorado had 
been permitted to vote untrammeled and without being irftlnenced 
by the issues of the national election, I think it is fair to infer that 
the result would have been very different in the case of Mr. Patterson. 
When the republican State committee met on the 14th of October 
they found the excitement over, and a state of apathy existing after 
the election in October, and they concluded that it woul! not be safe 
to put Mr. Belford’s uame on a ticket for November. And therefore 
I infer his name was withdrawn, and not because the day of the 
November election was not deemed to be legal, for every State ofticer 
was committed by his publie acts to the legality of election on the 
7th day of November; and so fully convinced was the governor of 
the State of that fact that long after this election in November was 
over he gave in his deposition as his solemn judgment that the elec- 
tion of November was legal and the election in October for the Forty- 
fifth Congress was illegal. If, then, the péople of Colorado for a 
time be deprived of having representation on this floor, I ask whose 
fault is it? Is it the fault of this House? Oh, no; for this House 
must do justice and administer the law. Is it the fault of the people 
of Colorado? Oh,no; for the people of Colorado were cheated out of 
the expression of their will. It was the fault of this repnblican cen- 
tral committee and these republican officials, who undertook to con- 


| trol the public opinion and prevent the expression of the people on 


the 7th of November. 

So much has been said here in relation to this vote that I desire to 
present to the House a snecinet statement of the condition of the 
vote in the State of Colorado. 

The statement that Mr. Patterson at the October election received 


| as many votes for the Forty-fifth as for the Forty-fourth Congress 


is untrue, and I mean this in no offensive sense. 

On the contrary, ont of the twenty-six counties in the State his 
vote for the Forty-fifth Congress fell short of that received by him 
for the Forty-fourth in eighteen of them at that election 

In Las Animas County his vote for the Forty-fifth fell short of that 
received by him for the Forty-fourth over one-half. 

In Lake County it fell short nearly one-half. 

In Costilla County more than one-third. 

In Tremont County nearly one-third. 

In La Plata County about one-third. 

In Park County about one-fifth. 

His vote in the entire State for the Forty-fifth Congress fell short 
of that received by him for the Forty-fourth over twelve hundred votes, 
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The gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Gonene 
terson at the October election received several hundred more votes 
for the Forty-fifth Congress than he did for the Forty-fourth. To 
establish this I suppose he quoted from a printed statement prepared 
and distributed by Mr. Belford in his own behalf. But this state- 
ment is not correct. In the table of counties referred to will be found 
Las Animas. ‘That county down as having cast for Mr. 
Patterson 

lor the Forty-fourth Congress, 5°5 votes; 

For the Forty-fifth Congress, 1,263 votes. 


claims that Mr. Pat- 


is set 


The truth is the vote for the two Congresses was transposed by the | 
This the clerk of Las Animas County | 


board of State canvassers, 
swears to in his deposition taken in the contest. And so well was 
this known to be the truth that, although Mr. Belford, through his 
attorney Mr. Archibald, was present when this clerk so testified, he 
did not even cross-examine him upon the subject. Then the true 
vote of Las Animas County at the October election for Mr. Patterson 
Wis: 

lor the Forty-fourth Congress, 1,255 votes ; 

lor the Forty-titth Congress, 535 votes. 

The etfect of this transposition of the vote by the State canvassers 
was twofold: first it gave to Mr. Patterson for the Forty-fourth 
Congress 678 votes less than he actually received, and for the Forty- 
fifth Congress 678 votes more than he received. This was what the 
State board of canvassers evidently desired. It served to make it 
appear as if Mr. Belford had received a very large majority for the 


Fort y-fourth Congress, while it also made it seer as if Mr. Patterson | 


had received as many if not more votes for the Forty-tilth Congress 
than he did for the Forty-fourth. 

If we refer to the table quoted from by the gentleman from 
Michigan and correct the vote of Las AnimasCounty as sworn to by 
the county clerk, and as the truth is, we have the following result: 


Vote received by Mr 
tor the Porty-tourth Congress 


Patterson, as stated by the gentleman from Michigan, 
- 12,310 








Add to that the vote of Las Animas County lost to him by tho transposi- 
tion OES 6 0066000 0d 600968 00d E00 204s COS SOO eC 26s OOS SeesesEee O78 
And we have his total vote for the Forty-fourth Congreas.................. 12, 983 
Vote received by Patterson for the Forty-tifth Congress, as stated by the 
gentleman trom Michigan nied eres acamime ein mA - 12,584 
Deduct trom that the vote which he did not receive tor the Forty-fiftth 
Congress, and which was given to him by the transposition.............. 678 
And we have his total vote for the Forty-fifth Congress................... 11, 906 


And deducting his true vote for the Forty-tifth Congress in the en- 
tire State, thus corrected, from his trne vote for the Forty-fourth 
Congress, and it is shown that his vote for the Forty-tifth Congress 
at the October election fell short of that received by him tor the 
Forty-fourth eleren hundred and ecighty-two votes. 

This whole matter should go to the committee. Mr. Patterson was 
engaged%or sixty days in taking testimony to prove the conspiracy 
entered into between the republican politicians and republican otfi- 
cials of the State to steal a member into this House, and to destroy 


been called and proclaimed by themselves; and he has also shown 
by the testimony that the election of November 7 was free and fully 
understood; that no impediment existed upon that day to prevent 
any elector from voting; that if any did not vote it was the result 
of the strenuous etiorts of Belford and his political frieuds, through 


their advice and counsel, and certainly they should not now be per- | 


mitted to take advantage of their own wrong. 

All of this testimony should be examined by the committee, and 
the House is entitled to a report from them after they have mastered 
all the facts and law in the case. 


of November, and only asks that the matter may be referred to the 
committee where it may be fully and fairly determined. I trast that 
the other side of the House will lift itself for once above party pas- 
sion into that serener atmosphere of non-partisanship, of justice, of 
right, and of “fair play,” and unite with this side of the House in 
sending the case to the committee. Let us have “fair play.” Let 
us have justice and right. 
so great importance without a full and tair considera- 
tion in committee, where they may deliberate, having time and op- 
portunity to verify the law and verify the facts. ‘To do anything 
else than to refer this matter is to determine it withont proper con- 
sideration, which would do discredit to the dignity and honor of this 
Honse and might work irreparable injury to the claimants and the 
people of Colorado. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, much has been said on this vexed ques- 
{it is with a degree of reluctance that I propose to travel 


questions of 


tion, and 
over the burnt district. 
galled horse, but still duty requires me to ask the further indulgence 
and patience of the House, and I shall endeavor to be as brief as pos- 
sible in demonstrating the fact that a prima facie case of Belford has 
not been made eut and that the rights of both contestants should be 
referred to a committee for adjudication. 

The enabling act for the admission of Colorado into the Union pro- 





vided for the representation of the State until the vear 1830, placing | 
It also provided for the election of this | 


it at one Representative. 
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| elected under the laws of Colorado or under the laws of the U 


} and entitle him to a seat for two terms upon this floor. 
| question. 


This House cannot rightly determine | 


| this question, and I might leave the argument here. 
| to make a remark in relation to the reason of the rale. 
I know that it is no pleasant duty to ride a | 
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Representative, authorizing the constitutional convention of ( 

rado to fix the time and places, and the time and places y 3 
Mr. Belford was a candidate on the 3d of October, 1576. He porn:, 
a majority of votes. Under the proclamation of the secretary .« 
state, another election was called for the first Tuesday afte; th es 
Monday in November thereafter. An election in fact was }y, 
that day, and Mr. Patterson presents himself without a cer 
from the governor of the State or the certilicate of any State ¢ 
but relying upon the facts of the election and asking for 
to a seat in this House. 

These two gentlemen come here with their credentials and wi; 
their facts. They lay them down at the feet of this body. They ac) 
a solemn adjudication upon the title of the one who may be entisjo; 
toa seat upon this floor. If that be so, Mr. Speaker, why, as a maj: 
of course, it is not a question of disfranchisement, as has been arene) 
on the other side—and I cannot appreciate the candor of the aren. 
ment that is made to that etfect—but it is simply a question for 
adjudication of a title, and that is a question to be ascertained jy the 


ve 


admiss 


er 





| ordinary course of proceeding by referring it to a committee, 


The Clerk of the House, very properly I think, deeded that tho 
certificate of Mr. Belford did not furnish a prima facie case for 4 
purpose of putting him on the roll of the House, bec ruse he was yor 
States, and referred it to this body. It is now before us, and | main- 
tain that the credentials of Mr. Belford are not to be justitied eit) 
by the laws of the United States or by any known law of Colorado at 
the time. Why do ILsayso? He cannot be justified by the laws ; 


the United States, because he does not pretend to have been elect: 


| according to the act of Congress on the iirst Tuesday after the {irs 


Monday in November. He sets up no claim t» an election, then, anid 
we maintain that he cannot sustain his title under the election of 
the 3d of October. And I say so because the Constitution of the 
United States prescribes that ‘the House of Representatives sha 
be composed of members chosen every two years by the people of thy 


| State.” 


Now, I undertake to argue and maintain that no State at a con 
solidated election can elect any member of Congress for two terms 
Mark t 
I maintain that at no consolidated election. in one e} 
tion, can a member be seated for a fractional term and also for a fu 
term of two years. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this question was discussed by the fram f 
the Constitution. Learned arguments upon the subject will be fonnd 
in the Federalist and other authorities. The reason asserted for tis 
ing upon biennial elections was that they intended to hold the Rep 
resentatives to a strict responsibility. Every member was put up 
his trial and probation, and his conduct for the time was put un 
frequent review by the people. 

The limitation fixed was two years and no longer, and if is imp 
sible under that constitutional law to fix it for a greater term 





i 


| has no elasticity; it is absolutely inflexible; it is a bulwark beyo: 
| which no legislative power can go. 
as far as they could the election provided by law, and which had | 


Why, sir, the idea is preposter 
ous that an individual shall come here and say that at one elec 
he was elected to serve the fractional term from the 3d day of O 


ber, 1876, uutil the 4th day of March, 1s77, anc also to serve the { 


| term from the 4th day of March, 1877, to the 4th day of March, Ls79, 


in the face of the Constitution of the United States. 
I say that no precedent can be found in the United States to just 


Massachusetts | Mr. BUTLER] and the learning and skill of the dis 
tinguished geatleman from Ohio [ Mr. GARFIELD ] were applied to the 
question. The distinguished gentlemen on the other side, the adyo- 


| eates of Mr. Belford’s right to a seat here, have utterly failed to pro- 
Mr. Patterson, as he claims, is here prepared to show that he was | 
duly and legally elected to the Forty-tifth Congress on the 7th day | 


duce a single case of a consolidated election which has ever been 
justitied by the House of Kepresentatives unoder the Coustifution ot 
the United States. No such precedent can be found, because the 
Constitution of the United States positively forbids such an assump- 
tion and has been vindicated by receiving a construction, not only 


| Federal authority but by State authority, from the foundation of the 


Government tothe present time iu harmony with the view which I 
have expressed. é' 

I am willing to concede the fact that upon a single day two elee- 
tions might be held; but they are not consolidated elections; they are 
elections where the ballots are deposited in ditferent boxes, where 
there is a ditterent canvass of ditferent candidates. But in this! 
stance here was a ballot deposited in one box for both terms att 
same time, without distinguishing what class of voters voted for | 
fractional term and what class of voters voted for the regular ter 
if that be so, I think the Constitution of the meg yg settles 
jut I propose 


As | intimated, if Mr. Belford is to be seated and his title to be 
recognized do you not place him upon a higher plane of represen| 
tion than any man occupying a seat in this body at this time Do 
you not place him upon a higher seat than any other Represent " sb 
that has ever occupied a seat upon this floor? Do you not in fact 
place him above the Constitution of the United States? Do you not, 
in fact, after he has served his fractional term, relieve him of a) 
responsibility and all review of his conduct as a Representative 
while he was so serving? 


) 
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I maintain furthermore that he was not elected under the act of 
Congress or see t 
tirst Puesday : ~ oo 
to set up such a claim, as 1s already intimated upon chat point. 
(here is nothing in his certificate creating a prima facie case of an 
ction at that time. He ignores and repudiates the election which 
held on that day, and as a matter of course he would be excluded 

det the act of Congress. : 5 

| maintain that he cannot claim a seat under the twenty-sixth see- 
tion of the Revised Statutes, because that applies to a vacancy and 
oe olready been exhausted. My distinguished friend from Ohio 
i \r. GARFIELD] made an ingenious argument upon that subject, but 
 aeenment Was a two-edged sword. I call his attention as well 

the attention of the House to the answer to his argument. It will 
be seen that section 25 of the Revised Statutes provides for the reg- 
ular election, While section 26 provides for a vacancy, for a frac- 
tional election. It was clearly in the minds of the framers of the law 


tend 


Tha 


ravacaney, the other to an election for the biennial term; showing 





1 





should be held to answer the demands of the constitution and to an- 
ewer the laws which had been passed in pursuance thereof. There- 
re the argument falls to the ground, and the whole case should go 
out of court. 

Now, the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] fur 
ther proceeded in his argument to actually beg the question. He 
sougut to fortify the weakness of his position by assuming that the 
vovernor could cure the evil or defect of the law by his certiticate. 
Ile is again equally unfortunate in his position. What are the law 
and the Constitution upon the subject? The Constitution of the 
United States, article 1, section 4, provides that, when there shall oc- 


‘ 


cur a vacancy in a State, the executive thereof may give notice for 


:eleetion and certify as to the time and place of the election. If 
there were anything in the atgument at all it would simply apply to 
the vacancy or to the “ fractional term,” to use the phrase of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. And after the election has been held, after the 
individual has been seated, there is an exhaustion of the power to be 
exercised under that clause of the Constitution of the United States. 
Mr. Belford has already filled the vacancy; therefore that will not 
avail. 

The authority of the governor to give notice of the time and place of 
holding the election to fill a vacancy inheres in the constitution, 
which makes him the delegated authority and agent to take the con- 
trol of the election. Of course his certificate of an act that he has 
done as an agent under the constitution would get no further than 
the verification of the act. When you apply it to the regular term, 
then the certificate of the governor, unless it be fortified by law, so 
far as its judicial sanction is concerned, goes no farther than the act 
of any private individual, and has no authority here. What is a 
prima faciecase? Itis something that arises upon the face of the in- 
strument which carries with it the facts and the law necessary to seat 
the individual under it. If there be no law authorizing the certifi- 
cate, then, as a matter of course, it falls to the ground, and he is 
without authority. When we apply that to this case, we find that 
the governor had no authority by any known law of the State of 
( wn or any law of the United States to make any certificate 
at all. 


So far as the act itself is concerned, if outside of the law, itis void: | 


and thus, as a matter of course, the whole prima facie case insisted 
upon by the distinguished gentleman falls to the ground. 

The eminent gentleman from Ohio made another argument. He 
referred as an authority to Hoge’s case, recited in McCrary upon Elec- 
tions, which, however, does not sustain the construction which he 
attempted to give it. That case simply applied to the fractional 
teri, and, as already argued, the authority of the governor to certify 
was communicated by the Constitution of the United States. That 
is the whole pith of the case recited here. Having disposed of that, 
1 pass on to another branch of the ease. 

rhe gentleman derives no aid or comfort from either the law of 
Congress or the Constitution of the United States in any of the phases 
or aspects in which they have been presented. I maintain further- 
more that he can derive no support from the law of Colorado. What 


A th The forty-fourth section of the constitution of Colorado 
states that— 


One Representative in the Congress of the United States shall be elected from 


the State at large at the first election under this constitution, and thereafter at | 


Such tunes and places and in such manner as may be provided by law. 
: Here the one Representative has had his day before the people at 
the ballot-box., He was elected; he served his time. By a just in- 


terpretation it appears that these two elections were to be held, one | 


o nand one thereafter, or a number thereafter, under provisions to 
e prescribed by law—whether the law of the State or the laws of the 


; uted States will be noticed ina subsequent part of the argument. | 
= re was but the one election as a matter of fact, under which Mr. | 


iford ¢ laimed the election on the 3dof October. Butnow he comes 
up and claims to hold for the regular term under that election after 
waving served the fractional term. As already argued, he cannot 
maintain that position. So I pass from that point to another. 
a have already argued that Mr. Belford cannot receive any support 
om the certiticate of the governor, so far as the election for the 


ion 25 of the Revised Statutes fixing the time as the | 
after the first Monday in November. He does not pre- | 


t there were two constitutional provisions, the one relating to fill- | 


it was contemplated that two elections, and not one election, | 


| fractional term is concerned. As already stated, this is the ne r 


i, \ hecessary 


conclusion under section 4, article 1, of the Constitution of the United 


tes 
States. So, then, these questions, as matters of law, are, we thin] 


nk, 


| clearly against Mr. Belford’s claim. 

| But an argument of inconvenience and avoidance has been made by 
the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. BuTLER.] He 

| hasreferred to the admission of the State of Tennessee and sundi 


’ 








other States which were admitted to representation without a previous 
}enabling act for the formation of a constitution and the election of 
Representatives. Now, Mr. Speaker, if there be any force in the ai 

guinent it is easily answered. If Cougress saw proper to waive irreg 

| ularities when there was no law to regulate the ease, then, as a 
| matter of course, the same principle would not obtain where there is 
law to regulate the manner of election and to fix the title of the 
parties. 

Now, in the instances referred to, there was no law upon the sub- 
ject. In the case before the House there was a law upon the subject. 
Congress had prescribed the law; and it expected the governor and 
other ofticers of Colorado to conform to the law. The argument of 


the gentleman from Massachusetts was decidedly a begging of the 
question. The argument upon this side upholds the law and main- 
tains its dignity under the Constitution. So that argument is 
answered. 

I might allude to the claim of Mr. Patterson. I do not propose to 
go into all the facts in relation to it. I propose simply to notice 
some of the legal propositions which arise out of it. First, he comes 
here and says that he is entitled to his seat, and offers in support of 
his claim the proclamation Of the secretary of state, sanctioned by 
the governor, for an election on the 7th of November, 1876. Second, 
he comes and says that he has been duly elected, and in support of 
his claim cites the act of Congress of 1272. 

Permit me to remark, in relation to this, that in the absence of any 
| law, Colorado being a new State, the law of the United States of 1872 
| would have sufficient elasticity, apon the admission of such State, to 
open and take it in and communicate to it all the rights, responsibil- 
ities, and duties of the other States. If, therefore, an election had 
| been held under that law it would present at least a prima facie case 
of the validity of the title of the party, if properly verified by the 
authorities of the State. But Mr. Belford does not offer such verifi- 
cation. He undertakes to support his claim by proof of an actual 
vote atthe time, by the fact of an actual election. If the republic- 
ans, through the instrumentality of their State central committee, 
did not attend the polls and exercise the privilege of the elective fran- 
chise, such default cannot inure totheir benelit; it will not strengthen 
| the title of Mr. Belford because he did not avail himself of a contest 
of that description. He repudiated any claim or authority under the 
act of 1872, and as a matter of course he cannot take advantage of 
his own wrong or his own default in this matter. According to prec- 
edents here, if the fact be that an election was held, that there was 
| a publication of notice, that the notice was merely ministerial and 
irrevocable, that the qualified voters or a portion of them did vote, 
and that all had an opportunity of voting, then it ¢rops the porteullis 
upon the question and fixes the title of Mr. Patterson to his seat. ‘The 
mere fact that he does not come supported by acertilicate of election 
| does not invalidate his election. 

It was so decided and so held, not only by judicial authorities of 
the country, but by the constant practice of the Ilouse, It may be a 
certificate contained upon its face a prima facie case, but the practice 
| is to go back of the certificate. When we canvass the actual vote, 
which is the important matter, the result may be different from that 
to which the certificate bears witness. So far as that point is con- 
cerned we think it is clearly with Mr. Patterson, without going into 
| the argument of the facts of the case. The mere withholding of the 
certificate does not operate to his prejudice when the House comes 
to sit in judgment on the case. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, a word in conclusion. The argument I think 
| has been illiberally made on the other side of the House by distin 
guished gentlemen that there was a proposition here to disfranchise 
j}amember. I have heard no argument of that description. There is 
| no proposition of that kind. Irom what I know of the personal 
character of Mr. Patterson he would not come here to usurp an office 
or aright which belonged to another. All he asks and has asked 
was that his claim might be taken into consideration, weighed with 
that of the contestant, and let the House decide in the usual mode 
whether he or the other is entitled to the seat. That is all of it. 

Now, another suggestion. I have heard it intimated there is a 
| question of State rights here. That is held up as a raw head and 

bloody bones before this body, and some gentlemen get as frantic a 
| a mad bull when a red rag is shaken in its face. lama State-right 
man, but I am also a people's nan; and Isay here the greatest a 
of the people and the greatest advance upon their liberties have been 
| in the aggressions of official power. It is encroachment after en 





uy ; 
} 
» 


} 
i) 
ti 


40) 


| croachment, and after once seated in power the people are always 


tlose who suffer by the nsurpation. I kuow how it has been in other 
countries. Pardon me, I kuow something of it in this country where 
it has gone on from one degree to another until it has reached almost 


the point when Louis XIV exclaimed, “ The king isthe state.” Ir 

ognize no doctrine of that sort. I propose to strike through the 
| machinations and arrogated powers of governors, and secretarics of 
| state, and returning boards, and to march over them with the Con- 
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stitution of the United States as my banner, trampling down all tech- | 
nical barriers to see what is the actual will of the people asexpressed | 
in the ballot-box. 

Mr. MILLS took the floor. 

Mr. WOOD. If the geutleman from Texas will yield to me, I will 
now move the House adjourn. 

Mr. MILLS. I will yield the floor with the understanding that I | 
shall be entitled to it to-morrow morning wheu this subject is re- 
sumed, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be entitled to the floor after 
the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. PRIDEMORE. lLask the gentleman from New York to with- 
hold the motion to adjourn for a few minutes. 

Mr. REAGAN. I also desire to move for the withdrawal of certain 
papers. 

Mr. WOOD. I must decline to yield. 

And then (at three o'clock and twenty-five minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. BAKER, of Indiana: The petition of Mrs. Mary Bar and 
others, that she be granted a peusion—to the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of Robert M. Widney, for a pension—to the same 
committee, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of William H. Replogle, that he be granted a | 
pension from the date of his discharge to the date of his enrollment 
us a pensioner—to the same committee, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of Erasmus A. Cockett, for a pension—to the same 
committee, when appointed, 

Also, the petition of Alexander M. Vinnedge, to be relieved from 
the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs, when 
appointed, 

Also, the petition of Charles C. Reynolds, postinaster at Milford, 
Indiana, to have refunded to him the amount paid to the United 
States Government for postage-stamps which were stolen from the 
post-oflice at said town—to the Committee of Claims, when ap- 
pointed, 

Also, the petition of James Collins, Nelson Austin, and Hector 
Phillips, of LaGrange County, Indiana, late members of Captain 
Hall’s scouts, of the One hundredth Regiment Indiana Volunteer | 
Infantry, for compensation for extrabazardous services rendered dur- | 
ing the late war—to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 

By Mr. BANNING: The petition of Hon. B. M. Moore and 26 others, | 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, for the removal of all taxes upon matches—to | 
the Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed. 

By Mr. BELL: The petition of Joel A. Billups, executor of John 
Billups, deceased, for compensation for property purchased by United | 
States Army officers—to the Committee of Claims, when appointed. 

By Mr. BOYD: The petitions of the letter-carriers and of other 
citizens of Peoria, Illinois, for an increase of the salaries of letter- | 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, when | 
appointed. 

Also, the petition of Joseph F. Wilson, for indemnity for dispos- 
session of certain lands in Elkhart County, Indiana, through the 
agency of United States officials—to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, when appointed, 

By Mr. BRENTANO: The petition of the central body of the | 
united trade unions of Chicago, Illinois, signed by its officers, and of | 
6,132 persons residing in the States of Hlinois, New York, Michigan, | 
Wisconsin, Missouri, Indiana, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and California, 
that the homestead law be changed so as to bring its benefits within | 
the reach of the poorest citizen of the country, cither by incorpo- 
rating in this law a clanse affording help to actual settlers for the 
first year, and making the assistance so furnished a loan at alow 
rate of interest for ten years, which may be made a prior lien on the 
homestead and its improvements, or such amendment of the law as 
will give the desired relief—to the Committee on Appropriations, | 
when appointed 

By Mr. BROGDEN: The petition of Sophia B. Moore, for compen- 
sation for resin and turpentine seized by the United States authori- 
ties at New Berne, North Carolina, in 1862—to the Committee on War | 
Claims, when appointed. 

By Mr. BUCKNER: The petition of J. D. McGill, for pay for adver- 
tising the sale of the United States navy-yard at Philadelphia, in the 
Georgetown (District of Columbia) Courier—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of William H. Newman and L, A. Van Hoofman, 
for compensation for the use of their mills in Alexandria, Virginia, 
during the war, by the United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, when appointed. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of James R. Denham and other let- 
ter-carriers, and of 150 other citizens of New Bedford, Massachusetts, 
for an increase of the salary of letter-carriers—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Pist-Roads, when appointed. 

By Mr DANFORD: The petition of Amos Hixon, of Archer, Ohio, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, | 


| Office Department in the manufacture and use of drop-letter | 


| carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads, whe: 


By Mr. FRYE: The petition of Emery Pollard, fora 
same committee, when appointed. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: The petition of citizens of Jersey 
New Jersey, that the petition of M. B. Bramhall for compensatio, . 
cotton seized by the United States be favorably considered 4 
Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Newark, New Joy 
the repeal of the bankrupt law—to the same committee, whey 
pointed. a 


By Mr. HARTZELL: The petition of James T. Christian 


PeNsSion—to th, 


—to the 


Sey, for 


and 77 


citizens of Illinois, that his name be restored to the pension-roll- te 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed. 
sy Mr. HOUBE: The petition of Abram Moore, for a pension—t, 
the same committee, when appointed. ; 
Also, the petition of the letter-carriers of Nashville, Tennessee. fo, 


an increase of their salaries—to the Committee on the Post-Otiic and 
Post-Roads, when appointed. aie 

By Mr. HUNGERFORD: The petition of citizens of Elmira. Xo 
York, for the repeal of the resumption act—to the Com 
Ways and Means, when appointed. 

sy Mr. LORING: The petition of E. A. Stocker and 250 other eis; 
zens of Salen, Massachusetts, for an increase of the salaries of Jette, 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads, 
appointed, 

Also, the petition of R. B. Reed and others, letter-carriers of Sa): 
Massachusetts, of similar import—to the same committee, why 
pointed. 

By Mr. McCOOK: The petition of George C. Jenks, for compe 
tion for an alleged violation of his rights on the part of the Post 


iif lee 


when 


with ax improvement preventing the extraction of letters f1 
boxes, which improvement was inveuted and patented by him 
the Committee of Claims, when appointed 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petitions of John MeGraw, Jobn She 


| Daniel Donelly, Heury Reiriug, Hugh B. Mackin, and Michael Ja 


son, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, whe: 
pointed, 

Also, the petition of Michael Cobbley, for the removal of the charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appoint 

Also, the petition of August Pensler, for an appropriatior 
payment of his claim for the loss of a horse while in the service of 1 
United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs, when ; 
pointed, 

By Mr. PRICE: The petitions of the letter-carriers, and of 1,40) 
citizens of Davenport, lowa, for an increase of the salaries of letier- 





appointed. 

By Mr. PRIDEMORE: The petition of Philip Rohr, for compensa- 
tion for tobaeco taken by the United States Army—to the Committee 
on War Claims, when appointed, 

Also, the petition of William W. Mathews, for compensation for 


| property taken by the United States Army—to the same committee, 


when appointed. 

By Mr. RIDDLE: The petition of Terrance Kirby, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, wheu appointed. 

Also, the petition of Mary I. Campbell, of similar import—to the 
same committee, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of Terrance Kirby, for compensation for a horse 
taken by the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed. 

Also, the petition of J. D. Bond & Brother, to have refunded the 
amount paid as taxes on certaiu spirits burned at their distillery in 
Wilson County, Tennessee—to the Committee of Claims, when ap- 
pointed. 

By Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia: The petition of Charles R. Stone 
and Mary A. Danforth, executors of Jacob Danforth, deceased, of 
Augusta, Georgia, to be relieved from a judgment of contiscation in 
the district court of the United States for the district of Kentucky, at 
Lonisville—to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed. 

By Mr. STONE, of Michigan: The petition of 1,400 citizens of Grrand 
Rapids, Michigan, for an increase of the salaries of letter-carriers— 


| to the Committee on the Post-office and Post-Roads, when appointed. 


By Mr. VEEDER: The petition of the letter-carriers of Brooklyn, 
New York, of similar import—to the same committee, when appointed 

By Mr. WAIT: The petition of Dwight W. Hakes, late first lieu 
tenant and regimental quartermaster of the Eighteenth Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, for relief on account of the loss of 
public money—to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed. 

By Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. The petition of Adam Smouse, 
fora pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appoites 

Also, the petition of Catharine Bowers, for a pension—to the Cow- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, when appointed. 3 

By Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky: The petition of the State Medical 
Society of Kentucky, for the discontinuance of the tariff ou quinine— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed. 

Also, the petition of Hon. Heury Watterson, B. Frank Camp, and 
3,000 other citizens of Louisville, Kentucky, for an increase of the 
compensation of letter-carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Oliice 
and Post-Roads, when appointed. 

By Mr. WLLLETS: ‘Lue petition of Pamelia Smith, daughter of 











eral Joseph R. Smith, deceased, late of the Regular Army, for a 
= cele the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed. 
also, the petition of Hascall M. Cole, late first lieutenant Com- 
Sa L Eighteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteers, for relief against 
ee 1 a of the Government for over-pay—to the Committee on Mili- 
ane Affairs, when appointed, Ss <7. 

‘ the petition of Elias B. Bell, late of Company E, Third Regi- 


pe 


' aa est Virginia Cavalry, for the removal of the charge of deser- 
tion, ind that he be granted a pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pe jions, When appointed, . 

iy Mr. WOOD: The petition of Mrs. Annie M. Dudley, late widow 
of William H. Voorhies, alias William J. Brown, late of Company F, 
One hundred and lifty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers, to have 
tl : charge of desertion removed from the record of her late husband 
-to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed. 
Also, the petition of Henry Theysohn, late corporal Company Hl. 


Pifty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteers, for his pension to date 
from the day he received his injury—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, When appointed. 


Also, the petition of Henry Weldon, for compensation for stores 
burned by the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed. a ; i 

Also, the petition of Samuel P. Todd, for compensation for losses 
while a purser in the United States Navy—to the Committee of 
Claims, When appointed. 


IN SENATE. 
TIIURSDAY, October 25, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
rhe Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday last was read and ap- 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 





e VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the | 
Senate of the 8th instant calling on him for “his opinion in regard 
tothe praeticability and probable cost of removing the sanken wrecks 
t the entrance of the harbor of Pensacola, Florida,” a communication | 
from the Chief of Engineers and copies of reports on the subject from 
Captain A. N. Damrell, dated June 22 and July 24, 1877; which was | 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of the | 
Interior, transmitting, in answer to a resolution of the Senate of the | 
241 instant. a copy of the report of the Government directors of the | 
Union Pacifie Railroad Company for the year ending June 30, 1877; | 
which, on motion of Mr. CNAFFER, was referred to the Committee on 
Kailroads, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. MeMILLAN presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Minnesota, in favor of the passage of a law by Congress granting to 
the State of Minnesota other lands within that State in lieu of lands 
of the State designated and known as “Salt Spring Lands,” in and | 
to which there are any adverse claims by pre-emption tilings, home- 
stead, cash, or serip entries ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pablic Lands. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Minne- | 
sota, in favor of the establishment of a post-route from Elizabeth 
City, in Otter Tail County, to the town of Hawley, in Clay County; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oftices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Minne- 
sota, in favor of the establishment of a semi-weekly post-route from 
the village of Spring Valley, in Fillmore County, Minnesota, to Ches- 
ter, Howard County, Lowa, a station upon the Milwaukee and Saint 
Paul Railroad; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oftices | 
and Post-Roads, . 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Minne- 
sota, in favor of the passage of a law by Congress providing for 
the removal of the Mille Lac band of Chippewa Indians to their per- 
manent reservation at White Earth; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Minne- 
sota, In favor of the passage of a law by Congress providing for the | 
reduction of the duties on foreign books; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Minne- 
Sota, in favor of an appropriation by Congress for the erection of a 
light-house and steam fog-signal on Stannard’s Rock, Lake Superior; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Minne- 
Sota, in favor of the passage of a law by Congress fixing the head of 
navigation of the Minnesota River at the mouth of Redwood River, in 


Redwood County, Minnesota; which was referred to the Committee | 
on Commerce, 





Mr. McMILLAN. I beg leave to say, Mr. President, that these | 
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| interesting petition, I move also that it be printed. 


joint resolutions were received by me during the special session of 


the Senate in the spring, but, not being in order then, they were not 
presented until this morning. F 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of Will- 
iam M. Harris and others, letter-carriers of Pittsburgh, Pennsylva- 
nia, praying for an increase of compensation ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CONKLING presented a memorial of citizens and business men 
of New York, remonstrating against the repeal of the bankrupt law, 
and in favor of its amendment ; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of 8. M. Parsons, of New York, pray- 
ing for the passage of a law providing that judgments of the United 
States courts shall be liens on real estate only under certain condi- 


| tions; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. WITHERS presented the petition of Joseph P. Evans and oth- 
ers, letter-cart iers of Petersburgh, Virginia, praying for an increase of 
compensation; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oftices 


| and Post-Roads. 


Mr. MCPHERSON presented the petition of James B. Farrier and 
others, letter-carriers of Jersey City, New Jersey, praying for an in 


| crease of compensation; which was referred to the Committee on 


Post-Oflices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of W. Hf. Alden and other 
citizens of Burlington, lowa, praying for an increase of compensation 
to letter-carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WHYTE presented the petition of James N. Craddick and 65 
others, letter-carriers of Baltimore City, Maryland, praying for an 
increase of compensation and that the same may be fixed by law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WHYTE. I also desire to present the memorial of Anna Ella 
Carroll, of Maryland, praying for compensation for services rendered 
to the United States during the late civilwar. Imove that this petition 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; aud, as it is an 

The motions were agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN presented the petition of H. S. Lee and others, citi- 
zens of Autauga and Dallas Counties, Alabama, praying for the 
establishment of a mail-route from Prattsville, by way of Kingston, 
to Jones’ Switch, in that State; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of Freeman Sherman, praying 
that he may be allowed a pension on account of services rendered 
by his son, Freeman A. Sherman, during the late war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. KERNAN. At the request of parties interested, without hav- 
ing any knowledge on the subject myself, I ask leave to introduce a 
bill for reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
111) re-establishing the court of commissioners of Alabama claims, 


| and for the distribution of the unappropriated moneys of the Geneva 
| award; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com 


mittee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. KERNAN. I also ask leave to introduce a bill on the same 


| subject, at the request of parties concerned. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
110) to provide for the further distribution of the moneys received 
under the Geneva award; whieh was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 112) to make an additional article of war; which 


| was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 113) establishing certain post-roads in the State of 
Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Oftices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MORGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 114) to provide for the survey of a ship-chan- 
nel in the bay of Mobile, from the city of Mobile to the lower anchor- 
age; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 


| duce a bill (S. No. 115) to establish certain post-routes in Alabama; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. ° 

Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 116) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to adjust and settle the debt due the United States by the 
State of Arkansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BECK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 117) for the relief of distillers of spirits by the 
refunding and repayment of moneys expended @ paid and deposited 


by them for Tice meters; which was read twicé by its title, and re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
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duce a bill (S. No. 118) for the relief of Elizabeth Carson; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CONKLING (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
d, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 119) for the relief of Théophile 
Braguier and John Goewey; which was read twice by its title, and, 
With an accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Indian 


‘ 
Affairs 


He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 120) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
lreasury to issue an American register to the Canadian-built propel- 
ler East by the name of Kent; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. ALLISON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 121) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Charles E. Hedges; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 122) granting a pension to John 8. Corlett; which 

as read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 





Mr. MITCHELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 123) to enable bona fide settlers upon the 
public lands of the United States to locate upon and purchase a tract 
of timber land not exceeding forty acres to each settler; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Ile also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 124) authorizing the construction of a first-class 
light-house at the mouth of Umpqoa River, Pacific Ocean, Oregon 
coast; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
teo on Commerce, 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No, 125) to change the name of the steamer George 
W. Elder to Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Hie also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 126) to change the name of the steamer City of 
Chester to Portland; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MCDONALD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 127) granting a pension to Selar B. Decker; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
1% nsions. 

Mr. DAWES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 128) granting a pension to Freeman Sherman; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 129) donating the military reservation of Fort 
Smith, Arkansas, to the city of Fort Smith for free schools ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Attairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 130) to establish a pension agency at Little Rock, Ar- 
kansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 131) to provide for the publication of the 
debates in the first Senate of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. CONKLING, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of Théopbile Bruguier and John Goewey 


be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Indian 
A flairs 

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Charles E. Tledges be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Indian A ffairs. 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of the estate of John 8S. Miller be taken 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


On motion of Mr. ANTHONY, it was 
Ordered, That Commander Robert F. R. Lewis, United States Navy, have leave 


to withdraw from the files of the Senate the paper accompanying his petition for 
restoration to his original position on the Naval Register. 


On motion of Mr. CHAFFEE, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Elisha Basse be taken from the files of the 
Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. BAYARD, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case of George R. Dennis be taken 
from the tiles of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY. 
Mr. CHAFFEE. I offer the following resolution, and ask to have 
it referred to the Committee on Rules: 





Resolved, That rule 47 be so amended as to provide for a standing committee on 
Banking and Currency, consisting of seven Senators. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules. 
ENATOR FROM LOUISIANA, 


Mr. MITCHELL Submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 





Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections on the contested cases 
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of William Pitt Kellogg and Henry M. Spofford, claiming seats as 








the State of Louisiana, and whose credentials have been referred 
tee, be authorized to sead for persons and papers, and admin 
view of enabling said committee to determine and report upon the ¢ 


ively, on the merits, of each of said contestants to a seat in the S« 
PACIFIC RAILROAD REPORTS, 


Mr. THURMAN. I offer the following resolution, and as! 
present consideration : 


nat 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to furnish ¢ 
with copies of all reports made under and in pursuance of the twentieth 
the act of Congress, entitled “An act to aid in the construction of a 
telegraph line from the Missouri river to the Pacific Ocean, and to « 
Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes 
July 1, 1862 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the pres 
consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave none; quite the reverse ; but I wish to. 
gest to the Senator from Ohio that the immemorial practice oj 
Senate in calling on the heads of Departments, is to “ direct 
to furnish information instead of leaving it to their discret | 
sides, I wish to suggest that probably the same call had bette; 
made on the Secretary of the Interior, to whom, I think, certajy , 
ports of the Government directors and, perhaps, other reports 
made, and with whom they are tiled, possibly. 

Mr. THURMAN. The twentieth section of the act requires ¢] 
to be made to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. I am not sure, but I had the impress 
that in some way some of these reports, either rightly or wrong 
have been filed in the Interior Department. Perhaps I am mist 
about that. 

Mr. THURMAN. In order that we may find out how that 
the resolution lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Ohio pardon t 
Chair when he suggests to him that a report of the Govern 
directors of the road has already come to the Senate this mon 
from the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. THURMAN. The resolution does not call for the report of t 
Government directors alone. The companies themselves are requir 
by the twentieth section of the charter, the act of 1662, to make cert 
detailed reports annually to the Secretary of the Treasury. If t 
direction has been changed to the Secretary of the Interior, it 
escaped my observation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think, Mr. President,it has been so change 
and my honorable friend from New Hampshire, (Mr. Rouitiys,} y 
is more familiar with that matter than either of us probably, so 
derstands it also; and I was thinking that I had seen these rey 
in the office of the Secretary of the Interior, but I may be mistake 

Mr. THURMAN. I will let the resolution lie on the table fort 
present until I find out how that is. Then I will ask the Senate | 
take it up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No unfinished business coming over 
from the previous session of the Senate, what is the further pleasure 
of the Senate ? 

Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, it seems impossible, until the Hous 
is more thoroughly organized by the appointment of its committees 
to get sufficient work to occupy the Senate more than twenty minutes 
a day; and, with a view of waiting until there is some business for 
its consideration, I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it b 
to meet on Monday next 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. Unless there be, as there seems not to be, some 
thing to be commended to the Senate, I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at twelve o’clock and twenty-tiv: 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned, 


S 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, October 25, 1577. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, 
Joun Potsa, D. D. 

The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

REPRESENTATIVE FROM COLORADO. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILis] 1s ent 
5 ut 
tled to the floor on the question pending at the adjournment on So 
day last. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the certificate presented by James B. Pelford, and the 
abstracts of votes cast upon the 7th day of November, A. D. 1576, for Kepres 
tive to the Forty-fifth Congress, and accompanying ~s— presented by 4 s 
M. Patterson, upon which each claims the office of Representative to the & 
fifth Congress of the United States from the State of Colorado, be referre: 
Committee of Elections, to be appointed hereafter, with instructions to sal 
mittee to report either as to the prima facie right or tinal right of said c! 


| as the cominittee shall deem proper, and that neither claimant be sworn 10 ue 


said committee shall report. 
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st; MILLS. Mr. Speaker, there seem to be three questions which they had proved all of the affirmative of an issue that they could 
nv oe themselves as proper to be considered in the investigation of | prove, and that they could not be held to prove a negative, and that 
ht of Mr. Belford to take his seat. 1 he first one is, Is the cer- | the burden of proving the naturalization of the foreigner devolved 
ate of election, signed by the proper oflicer of the State, sufficient upon the other side, upon the plausible principle that the affirmative 
ity to entitle a member to take his seat? The second one is, | of an issue must be proved by him who asserts it. 
| a the -overnor of the State lawful power to revise his action,once | But it was held, and rightly held too, that ev ery fact tending to 
epee given his certificate of election? The third one is, Asa question | disqualify a man must be proven by him who asserted it; that no in- 
ae does the certificate in this case present a prima facie case, enti- | tendment could be indulged that deprived a man of his elective 
’ applicant toa seat? a franchise. It is perfectly natural that the author of this book should 
In the discussion of the question of the admission of the two gen- | have made this exception, (which he does not sustain by the citation 
tHlemen from South Carolina a few days ago, I took the position that | of a single authority,) because he was a part of the Congress of the 
‘he credentials, regularly signed by the oflicers of the State, entitled | United States that for years by his votes in this Hall, in conjunction 
narty to admission upon this floor in the first instance, and that | with those of his partisan friends, kept out whole delegations from 
}) had been almost the unbroken line of precedent from the foun- 
m of the Government, I took the further position that the gov- 


| the Southern States upon the charge that they were not loyal to the 
ernor of the State once having signed the credentials of a member fications of a member of Congress, and this House and the Senate 
| 


pres 








dat 


| Government. The Constitution of the United States fixes the quali- 

of Congress, has exhausted the power intrusted to him, and has no | determined, many years ago, that no power can add additional quali- 
we re control over the subject than any other citizen of the State. | fications to those imposed in the Constitution. The Constitution of 
On these two positions sharp issue has been taken with me by the | the United States requires that every member coming here, taking 
tleman from Mississippi, [Mr. CuaALMERs,] recently admitted | his seat, shall take an oath to support it. That is the test of loyalty 

« us, and who represents with so much credit one of the dis- | that it imposes. 


None other can be added without doing violence to 
triets of his State. I make bold to re-aftirm the positions I took, and | that instrument. 


But the party to which the author of this work be- 


} 
| will maintain them to-day by authority. I stated that before the | longed, and of which he was a distinguished leader in this House for 
ir, or except in time when the storm of passion dominated the coun- | many years after the war, did persistently deny admission to Repre 
«ls of this House, there was scarcely an instance where members of | sentativeson the pretense of disloyalty tothe Government, but really 
Congress had not been admitted upon this floor upon the duly ac- | because they were not loyal to his party. It was too much to expect 
dited authority from the governor of his State. The tirst author- | of human nature that he would, in writing a book, condemn his 
| will refer the House to is from MeCrary’s Laws of Elections, | whole political life. Pride of character demanded some sort of justi- 


on 209: | fication, and he has furnished it as best he could. 






































































































































Where the statute gives the governor of a State the power, and makes it his duty 

ission the person clected to an office, the issuing of a commission by bim 

<a vested right upon the person commissioned, which nothing but a judicial 
can take away or authorize the governor to recall. 


It conferred upon him a vested right, and nothing but a judicial | 
decision, or a trial where both sides were heard—where each is con- | 


fronted with the witnesses for and against him in an open trial—ean 
divest him of the right the commission confers upon him. 


J10 says: 


section 


Che person duly commissioned must exercise the fanctions of the office until 
uw investigation upon the merits it is judicially determined otherwise. 


In section 218, after commenting upon certain cases that had come 


| taken as sufficient to authori 


before Congress, the author of this work closes the section in the fol- | 


lowing language : 


And this ruling is aceording to the weight of anthority in the House, while it 


© support not only of reason and sound policy but of an almost unbroken | 


t judicial decisions, extending far back through our history as a nation. 
Phe language that I used certainly must have been taken from a 
reading of that section for it is almost identical with the language 


of the author of this work. I will next call the attention of the 
House to section 218: 


fhe principal, and almost the only case, in which the lower Honse of Congress | 


hasever denied to a person holding regular credentials the right to be sworn and 


to take his seat pending the contest, is the celebrated New Jersey caso— 





where one set of claimants had the governor’s certificate and the 
other the certificate of the secretary of state. Neither set were ad- 
mitted. In that case both political parties were so nearly divided 
that the admission of either set determined: the party control of the 
House in favor of the successful side. It was a temptation beyond 
the power of resistance and the precedents yielded to the lust of 
power, 

Without commenting further on that case, I will read the closing 
sentences of this section : 

his precedent has never since been followed in a single instance. It is so 
clearly wrong, and as a precedent so exceedingly dangerous, that the House has 


not hesitated to disregard it entirely on every occasion when the question has 
arisen 


In section 221, the same author says: 
here can be no doubt but that a certificate of election, regular in form and 


I 
’ 


ottice, which can only be set aside by such proceedings for contesting the election 


as the law provides, 


In section 223, it is said: 


The certificate, therefore, must be regarded as evidence of the election of the | 
that it cannot be attacked except in the | 
of the qualifications | 


person named therein, so far conclusive 
ordinary mode provided for contesting, but it is not evidence 
of the person named. Tho presumption always is, that a person chosen to an 
ce is qualitied to fill it, and it is never incumbent upon him to prove his eligi 
ty. The certificate of election does not add to this presumption, but simply 
ives it where the law places it, and he who de ’ oe 
is ¢ et tified to be elected must take the burden of proving that he is not eligible. 
Now, sir, the onl 


suse ‘ 03 : . ‘ ro i tis election “by bribery” and by corrupting the ninds of as many 
_ € that the position is a bare-faced absurdity. He says the cer- ——— poe tnt ~ abies a b othe ; ieee a itlewal Scalia. aa 
eee carries the presumption that all the requirements of the law | evidence was offered in support of the charge, it was held that the House had no 
nad been complied with, but it does not carry the presumption that | constitutional right to suspend the member from acting as such until the matter 


the officer elected was qualified to hold the position. 

contradicts himself in the next sentence by saying that ineligibility 

ome presumed, but the party charging it must prove it. r , 
le Sf 

was before the House in ae 

a certain 

when one 


ase some years ago. It was charged that 
party had been elected to Congress by alien votes; and 
party proved that the voters were foreigners they said that 


nies the eligibility of a person who 


y exception made by the author of this book is 
upon the point of qualification ; and I submit toevery lawyer in this 


ime question of qualification—the qualification of a voter— 


signed by the proper authority, constitutes prima Jacie evidence of title to the | 


statement that a Representative duly accredited may be refused his 
seat upon the mere charge of disqualification is unsupported by any 
law anywhere outside of the records of Congress. But the citation 
by the gentleman from Mississippi does not support his cause, for there 
was no charge of disloyalty against either of the claimants. 
were both loyal to the Government and loyal to the party in power ; 
and this point settled, every point is settled that could be made 
against them, for as the author says, in section 222 : 


‘ered in the first instance and in the 





And then he | 





Disabilities are never presumed, as he abundantly admits, and his 
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The regular certificate of el 






ection properly signed is, as we have seen, to bo 
e the person holding it to be sworn in. Itis prima 
facie evidence of his election, and the only evidence thereof which can be consid 
course of the organization of a legislative ; 
body. 





























I refer to an early case decided in 1795, where a member of Congress 
from Maryland came and presented letters from the governor of the 
State, or from his secretary, and a letter from a former member of 
Congress who had resigned, stating that the bearer had been clected 
in his stead. Mr. James Madison, who was then a member of Con- 
gress from Virginia, the father of democracy as well as the father of 
the Constitution, when the claimant presented himself and demanded 
his seat— 





















































Observed that there was, first, a letter from Mr. Forrest declaring his seat vacant 
and that Mr. Edwards was elected and, second, a letter from the exeentive of f 
Maryland to the same effect. These he thought suticient evidence, priina fs . 
to admit the gentleman to his seat, though not to support him in a contested elec 
tion without further proof.—1 Contested Elections, 93 


‘he applicant was not admitted on that testimony, but the case 
was referred toa committee, and I believe on the same day the ereden- 
tials regularly accrediting the member came by mail and were laid 
before Congress. A report was presented, which says: 

That it appears from a certificate signed by the governor of the State of Mary 
land, in council and under the seal of the said State, that Benjamin Edwards waa 
duly elected to serve in the House of Representatives of the United States, in the 
place of Uriah Forrest, who had resigned his seat 

rhat the resignation of Uriah Forrest satisfactorily appears from his letter of 
the 24th December, directed to the Speaker of the ILouse of Representatives 

‘* Resolved, Thatin the opinion of the committee Benjamin Edwards is entitled to 
take a seat in this House as one of the Representatives from the State of Maryland, 
in the room of Uriah Forrest.” 

The objections to the admission of Mr. Edwards ceased at once 
when a regular certificate was presented under the signature of the 
governor and the seal of the State. No one dreamed that he could 
be denied his seat a moment longer. 

I refer now to Cushing’s Parliamentary Law, section 220: ; 

The right to assume the functions of a member in the first instance and to par 
ticipate in the preliminary proceedings and organization depends wholly and exe'u 
sively upon the return or certificate of election, those persons who have 
clared elected and are duly returned being considered as members until their elec 
tion is investigated and set aside and those who are not so returned being excluded 
from exercising the functions of members, even though duly elected, until their 
election is investigated and their right admitted. 

I refer now to an early case in Massachusetts, in 1784: 


Where, in a petition against an election, the member returned was charged with 









































































































































been ce 






























































of the charge had been heard and determined 








In that case the party was first refused admission, and then a com- 
mittee was raised and the question was referred to the committee to 
decide whether they had the lawful power to deny the right of rep- 
resentation. That was atatime before Massachusetts had forgotten 
her own history and the blood that was shed at Lexington and Con- 
cord in vindication of this sacred right; it was while her memory 
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was still fresh and this right was still vivid in her affection. The 
committee decided then in this language : 

In the afternoon the committee reported as their unanimous opinion that “for 
the } © to proceed to suspend a member duly returned, merel on the allegation 
ofar f ind tals, be that number greater or less, is altogether repugnant 
to the principles of the constitution and the spirit of all free governments, and, in 
ts consequences, might deprive every member of the Legislature of those essen 
tial rights v lh by the constitution are secured to every citizen of this Common 
wealtl which report was agreed to; and it was therefore voted that the resolve 


1 Pratt be ree 


suspending Mr ousidered and that he be informed thereof. 


The principle was never expressed in clearer language, nor was it 
ever more aptly put before a deliberative body than it was in that 
ringing resolution 

In the Twenty-ninth Congress Mr. MeConnell and Mr. Yancey were 
members from Alabama and Mr. Yell from Arkansas. After the first 
session Mr. McConnell died, Mr, Yancey resigned, and Mr. Yell went 
intothe Army. At the next session, while their names were still on 
the rolland the House unnotitied of the changes that had taken place, 
Mr. Bowden, Mr. Cottrell, and Mr. Newton presented themselves as | 
their successors, with certilicates in due form, stating upon their faces 
that they had each been elected to fill a vacancy. It was contended 


by some that the House did not know but that their predecessors were | 
Their names were still upon the roll, and | 
all the knowledge the House had informed it that they were still | 


still members of Congress. 


members of the Twenty-ninth Congress. On the other hand it was 
contended that the certificates of the governors in the hands of their 
successors stated that they were elected to fill vacancies; that it was 
the certificate of the State in due form and must be respected; that 
it was authority amply sufficient to entitle them to seats, and they 


were seated. In the course of the debate Mr. Schenck said: 


The immediate question to be resolved is the right of Mr. Newton to take his 
scat at this time upon the credentials which he has presented. He thought there 
could be no reasonable doubt of that right; certainly none if respect was to be p. id 
to the uniform practice of the House in all time heretofore 


And again 


The prima facie case in such instances had always veen considered sufficient and 
conclusive as to the right to take th it, whatever might follow afterwards upon 
the question as to whether a vacancy had existed to be filled or not. The State 


} 
cle 


weight of presumption which then arises in favor of the member-elect. 


Mr. Schenck concluded his argument with the hope that the House 
would not, by refusing Mr. Newton his seat orto permit him to be sworn 
‘do anything that might look like a disposition to 
disturb a wholesome, reasonable, clear, and long-settled practice of 
this House.’’ 

Mr. Kerr, afterward Speaker of this House, held the same doc- 
trine in a case from Colorado in reference to the election of a Dele- 
gate. Said Mr. Kerr: 


in immediately, 


These are the facts upon which the claimants respectively insist that the right 
to a seat should in the first instance be determined. We submit, therefore, that 
the prima facie title isin A.C. Hunt rhe certiticate held by him is executed in 
the usual form by the only officer having authority to issue the same, and is at 
tested by the proper oflicer. It alleges, in comprehensively apt and proper words 
the existence of every material fact necessary to sustain such a certificate. 
language does not admit of any other construction without a tortuous disregard of 
the most common and accepted meaning of words and of established rules of in 
terpretation 

lo have been duly elected,” in accordance with the laws of Congress and of the 
Territory of Colorado, certainly excludes the conclusion that the recipient of such 
a certificate could have received lesz than the highest number of votes. Itis alike 
demanded by reason and authority that the words used shall be taken in their most 
common and recognized acceptation, and that every fair, reasonable inference shall 
be made in favor of the prima faci 
naed were ambiguous, that such a meaning should be aflixed to them as would be 
most suitable to the snbject-matter and purpose of the certificate. Applying these 
rules to the case in hand, a right to the seat would seem to be very clearly in Mr. 
Liunt until the contest shall have been examined ou its merits. 

The certificate awarded to Mr. Hunt by the governor, in this case, is almost 
identical in form with those generally given by governors of States to Representa 
tives-clect to Congress which have always been holden to be sufficient, prima sacie. 

It cannot with legal force or propriety be insisted that such a certiticate, when 
executed by the governor of a Territory, should contain any more extensive recit 
als of facts than when exceuted by the governorwof a State. In either case its 
substantial and reasonable purpose is attained if it states that the holder of it is 
duly clected according to law. Such a certificate constitutes sufficient evidence of 
a valid election, prima facie, at first impression, and without submitting evidence 
of complete tithe as against all men, 





I call the attention of the House and the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi particularly to the case of Wells rs. Trego, 47 Penn. R., 26, 
which was a case growing out of a controversy in reference to the 
organization of a legislative body as this was. There were persons 
holding prima facie cases as in this, and they demanded a right to 
participate in the organization of the body as in this. The supreme 
court held that some legislative bodies, like the municipal govern- 
ments of cities, were under law, and some like the supreme Legisla- 
tures of the States and Federal Government were not under law. 
Chief-Justice Lowrie in delivering the opinion said : 

In all cases of this kind, at least in all bodies that are under law, the law is, 
that where there has been an authorized election for the office in controversy, the 
certificate of election, which is sanctioned by law or usage, is the prima facie 
written title to the office, and can be set aside only hy a contest in the forms pre- 
scribed by law. This is not now disputed. 

And the learned chief-justice very aptly adds: 


The courts can never apply it to divisions in the supreme Legislature, becanse 
that body is subject to no judicial authority and cannot be. They, too, ought to 


adhere to this rule, for order and regularity are always worthy of respect, and espe- 


| his own? 


termines that for itself and sends the successor and the House acts upon the | 


Its | 


sufficiency of the paper, and even if the terms | 





RECORD—HOUSE. OCTOBER 25 





cially ao in cases where there is no authority that can enforce their 

need not dwell on this point, for ut is admitted that this rule is the t 

organization ° 
Now, sir, there is astrong reason for that doctrine. When yw, n 


here to organize this House every Representative who coy, 


larly accredited from his State is the peer of every other on th a Ru 
What right has one member on this floor enjoying its rights and p 
ileges to tell another to stand aside and not take his seat to represen: 


his constituents, when he comes and presents credentials prec 
I confess that a Representative has some right: byt yw) 
the mere personal right of the Representative is to be compared 
the — right of his constituency to representation in this Hane 
it falls into utter insignilicance; it continues to grow less the lonec, 
we look at it, until it recedes in the distance and is lost in inyisiin);. 
ty. It was the doctrine of our fathers that it is essential to the exis. 
ence of free government that election shall be free and represent ' 
shall be equal. 

Tell me, pray, what right a gentleman from New York has, w) 
he and I have the same credentials from the respective governors 
our States to come upon this floor to enjoy its right and privil reg 
for the protection of our constituents, to tell me, when I appear, 
stand aside? Who made him the judge of the right of my consti; 
uency to participate in the organization of the House? Who rave 
him the power to determine by the mere act of his volition that my 
constituency should have no share with his in the election of the of 
cers of this House, or in the formation of the laws by which they ar 
to be governed as well as his?) That power has been exercised hen 
but I beg some gentleman to inform me from whence its authority 
I denounce the act as a bold usurpation unsupported by any 
pretense of rightful authority. oe 

It was done the other day; if it had been done in my case I should 
have refused and brought the contest before the House. 

Suppose we grant that a member has that right; if he can mak 
one gentleman stand aside he can make a dozen stand aside. If the 
gentleman has the right to demand that a member from South Caro 
lina or Mississippi or Texas shall stand aside, then he can make all th: 
members from all the States in the Union stand aside. He can object 
to their being sworn in, and make them stand aside until he can o1 
ganize the Houseof Representatives himself, and then he can vote alone 
aud determine who shall be admitted and who shall be rejected. 

We have a law in the Revised Statutes conferring upon the Cler! 


t 
ito 


Lion 


comes, 


of the House the judicial power to determine what certificates are in 
compliance with the laws of the States, and those who come here so 
accredited are declared by that law to be the holders of the prima facir 
rights to seats and are entitled to organize this House. The Clerk is 
| forbidden to put the names of any others upon the roll and when he 
has arranged that roll and passed upon it the question then becomes 
a judicial question, to be settled only by appealing to the House of 
Representatives; not by an appeal to any member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, but to the House itself. Whois the House? All the 
members present holding proper certificates after they are sworn in 
and have organized for business by the election of officers. Then i 
has the power to judge and to render judgment upon each of its mem- 
| bers. But until it is organized no member has any power whatever 
over another, and any attempt to exercise it is a bold and most dan- 
gerous assumption of authority. 

Under the Constitution of the United States the /Touse is made the 
judge of the election, returns, and qualifications of its members; it 
is the House, not one of .ts members. It is the organized body, pre- 


} 





fa 


t 
t 


sided over by a Speaker and having a Clerk to record its procees 





ings. It is commanded to keep a journal; without a Clerk it cannot 
doit. Its will can only be taken upon the motions which the Speaker 
puts. As the organization of the House proceeds, and before its 


members are qualified for transacting business by taking the oath of 
office, some gentleman by objections excludes one-half or two-thirds 
of its membership, or all but himself if he gets the floor first. Why, 
sir, that is a contiscation of the right of representation ; it 1s worse 
than a bill of attainder; for it punishes where there is no sort 
guilt. It is an absolute denial of the right of representation with 
out a hearing and without trial. By that means you may drive all ou! 
constituencies from this floor. It is the hundreds and thousands 0! 
American people who are interested in this question; it is not a mer 
| question of who shall sit here and make speeches and vote and draw 
salary. It isa fundamental right of the people; and the question 
when made is whether they shall be admitted to this Hall and allowed 
to have their votes cast in the organization of this House, to say how 
it shall be organized, who shall preside over it, and to enjoy to th 
fullest extent every privilege through their Representative that 1s 
enjoyed through every other Representative on this tloor. 

Mr. CHALMERS. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him ? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. CHALMERS. The gentleman has given authorities on the one 
side ; has he the authorities on the other side? 

Mr. MILLS. I have not seen any. : 

Mr. CHALMERS. Will the gentleman pardon me if I give him 
the authorities on the other side ? 

Mr. MILLS. If it will not be taken out of my time. 

Mr. CHALMERS. I think the gentleman should have taken ti 
before he overran the line of precedents, as I think he did the other 


ot 
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[ ask permission to show the line of authorities on the other | second volume of Contested Election Cases, page 330. In this case 


the board of canvassers had attempted to correct by a second certiti- 
Mi MILLS. If itdoes not come out of my time I have no objec- | cate an error which had occurred before they gave their first. This 
ae | Second certificate went to the State board of canvassers consisting 
of Charles 8. Morehead, James Harlan, and some other gentlemen : but 


The SPEAKER. It will come out of the gentleman’s time. . 

Mr MILLS. Then I cannot yield, for I have no time. The gen- | when I mention the names of Charles S. Morehead and James Harlan 
an from Mississippi { Mr. CuAL MERS } took issue with me again | every Kentuckian knows that I mention the names of great lawyers. 
the other proposition which I cited ; that is, that an officer being | What was theirdecision? After reviewing the case, they, in a few 
aaa red once to discharge a certain prescribed duty, having exer- | lines near the conclusion of their decision, use this language : 

ignd the withority conferred upon him,has exhausted the power; |! We think 


cised th 


. us therefore, it is clear, when the county board have acted on the poll 
is destitute as though he had never had it. And if he again | books of the whole county and delivered their certiticates to the clerk, who has 


» ae fag ‘nati ‘ § ‘ | transmitted them to the secretary, that their functions cease i they har ) powe 
t ‘xercise that power, it is a usurpation, and all his acts ts tat their functions cease, and they have no power 
s to exercise that powe i I id ¢ to recall or change those certificates 


stan ut | 
Phe fer tleman from Mississippi says he was not astonished tohear | — In the case of Hunt rs, Chileatt, third volume Contested Elections, 
that sort of doctrine come from the republican side of the House, but | page 164, Mr. Scofield, in reporting the case to the House, says that 
¥ was astonished to hear it come from this side of the House. Sir, | the certificate of Chileatt is issued by the governor five months sub- 
sis a question of law; it is not a question of republicanism or | sequent to the certificate of the governor to Hunt, and reports as fol- 
of demo racy : it is a question of law and as old as civilization itself. | lows: 
Refore I get through I will show the gentleman an authority from | The committee are of the opinion, as held in the ease of Todd and Jane, that this 
. own supreme court on that subject. *First, I refer him to page powes having been once exere ise \ by the proper officer cannot be again exercised 
Th of ¢ ushing’s Manual of Parliamentary Law, where it is stated a ns heer and therefore Mr. Chilcatt was not entitled prima facie to a seat 
that the elector having by the first exercise exhausted his authority | Mr. Kerr, Speaker of this House in the Forty-fourth Congress, in 
he had nothing further to do with the election. It is a rule founded is mead een cs enenk enee. uehd of Cita aia: ’ 
in the wisest publie policy. Without it there could be no law but I ‘ cheers dat cat eet 
narehy, there could be no government but force. Without it there | ' At aoe aS Wan ee ee authority to issue a certificate of election had 
ane : . f 2 ; : } been formally exercised by the rightful governor of the Territory hat authority 
would be noend of contention, Without this salutary rule no right | could not be again exercised in reference to the result of the same election by 
could ever be acquired or held. The rule applies to every officer who | another officer, who might by mere accident become temporarily entitled to act as 
is clothed with any sort of judicial discretion. In the language of | governor. 
Mr. Cushing: 


1 





And on page 550 of the same volume, in the contested case of Reed 
rs. Hoge, Mr. RANDALL, the present Speaker of the House, in speak- 
ing on the same subject, says: 


It 1s an established rule that when an election has been effected the right of the | 


} 
| 
| 
electors is exhausted, and they have no further power in the matter, cither to | 

« the election or to make a further choice. ! Bat ne to power regardless of time, we deom the tree rule to be that when an 
official act is in itself completed, and other subsequent official acts of the same or 


fer next to Brightly’s Election Cases, page 307, a case in which | 
I refer - ‘ | other officers have been based upon such completed act, it may not be retracted 


| 
Chief-Justice Denio, of the court of appeals of New York, delivered | z 
the opinion. He was elected by the democracy of New York. I| And in W allace rs, Simpson, in the same volume, page 562, the 
will read only the head-note, for I have not time to go further into | same gentleman, in reporting in that case, quotes and re-aflirms the 
the case: same language. 

I take it that this ground is settled and cannot be unsettled; for 
to unsettle it is to disturb the whole order of society. It is a maxim 
familiar to every lawyer that there must be an end to liligation. If 
the officer having authority to pass judgment in certain cases can 
disregard and set aside all prior decisions upon the question, then 
nothing can ever be determined. The peace of so¢iety, the rights of 
property, the security of person, all the interests of the State, demand 
that by adherence to settled decisions there shall be an end to con- 
troversy. Hence, where the law confers authority upon certain per- 
sons to do certain things, and they do these things, it is the end of 
the matter; if there is to be any revision the question must go to a 
higher tribunal, just as a prima facie case, coming before the House 
when it is organized, is referred to a committee to be investigated, 
both sides are heard, and the question is decided by the House upon 

it merits. 
Where an officer is removable at the will of the Executive, the cireumstance I leave these Swe pesiiions assumed by me and denied by the gentle- 
which conrpletes his appointment is of no concern, because the act is at any time | ™@0 from Mississippi [Mr.CHALMERS] with the House and cheerfully 
ocable, and the commission may be arrested if still in the office; but where an | abide its judgment. If lam in error, I am at least in the footsteps 
olheer 1s not removable at the will of the Executive, the appointment is not revo- | of a long line of distinguished lawyers and statesmen. 
cable and cannot be annulled ; it has conferred legal rights which cannot be re I must pass on to the third branch of this case. Is Mr. Belford 
med. The diseretion of the Executive is to be exercised until the appointment . : ? : wer : =a : 
has been made; but, having once made the appointment, his power over the office | CDtt led to be seated e If his certificate, upon its face, shows a sub- 
is terminated in all cases where, by the law, the otticer is not removable by him; | Stantial compliance with law and is properly attested by the seal of 
the right to the office is then in the person appointed, and he has the absolute, | the State, and if there is no recital upon the face of the certificate 
iuconditional power of accepting or rejecting it. | which renders it inoperative and void, then it is his right to be sworn 

Now let me call the attention of the House toa case decided in the | in with the rest. It is not only his right, but a greater right, reach- 
supreme court of Mississippi. The decision was rendered by Associate ing down far deeper than the mere personal right, that concerns him. 
Justice Yerger, of that State, as profound and ‘earned in his profes- It is a question as to the right of his constituents to representation. 
sion as any judge who ever sat upon her bench, except Chief-Justice | This, sir, is a right that rests on the very foundation of our political 
Sharkey. In the case of Thomas rs. Borrows, 23 Miss. R., 550, the | system. The right of representation is the bedrock of popular lib- 
court decided, where the probate court had appointed a guardian | erty. The reverence of English-speaking people for it and their de- 
who was still acting it could not appoint another, and Judge Yerger | votion to it are historical and traditional. If the people of Colorado 
said : have complied with the law and have so certitied their Representa- 

This being the case, had the prebate court any power to make another appoint- tive here, he is entitled to be admitted; and if we refuse him admis- 
ment? We think not. The act appointing Narcissa Hope guardian at the Feb- | sion we deny to them the right to be represented here. If they have 
n By team 183, enhausted the whole poner of the probate court in the premises. | not complied with the law and their Representative is not admitted, 
spent ay ag ae a arc mg emeral of Mrs Hope in theman, | they deny themselves the right. When we meet to organize the House 
uanage the estate of the minor; and the order appointing Walker, under the cir- | C2¢h constituency is on an equal footing. Each has an equal right 

ustances, was coram non judice and void. | to participate with the others. No Representative has the right to 

Judge Green, one of the purest and most eminent lawyers that ever | take his seat and exclude another from the same privilege. The only 
sat upon the supreme bench of Tennessee, rendering the decision of | Tequirement is that each shall come duly aceredited by the lawful 
that court, in 6 Yerger, 463, held the same dootrine, and said: | authority of his State. When he so comes he is the peer of every 

In conferring the appointment upon her, the court exhausted its power and could | ot her on the floor ; avd if he is then denied the equal privileges ol 
not confer any right to act as guardian upon the plaintiff until the removal of the | this floor it is not his loss merely, but the loss of a greater right by 
oe ver guardian, and then, and not before, the right to act upon the subject should | his constituency. The first duty of the duly accredited Representa- 


resn , ’ ° ° - . ‘ 
ae s 5 tives is to organize the House, and in that organization each has an 
And so if this House, in the exercise of its power to judge, should equal right. 


remove the holder of the certificate of election and declare the seat 
Vacant, then an election would be held again and the rightful power 
ol giving the certificate of election would be resumed by the gov- 


truor, But it could not be lawfully exercised until the incumbent 
should be removed. 


The common council having once legally canvassed the returns of the election 
for mayor, have exhausted their power, and cannot subsequently reverse their 

cision by making a different determination. 

On page 575 will be found the case of Ewing against Thompson, 
from the supreme court of Pennsylvania, in which Mr. Justice Stong 


BAYS: 


rhe power of the governor to revoke a commission once issued to an officer, not 

vable at the pleasure of the governor, may well be denied; even where he 

has the power of appointment of such an officer, an appointment once made is 

revocable; mach more, it would seem, is a commission issued by him incapable 

of being recalled or invalidated by himself when the appointing power is located 

elsewhere, and when his act, in issuing the commission, is not discretionary with 
him but is only the performance of a ministerial duty. 


I will also give the House the decision of Chief-Justice Marshall, 
in the celebrated case of Marbury against Madison, with which all 
lawyers are familiar : 





After each one bearing the legal credentials of his State has been 
sworn in and the House organized, then it becomes the duty of the 
House, in the letter and spirit of the Constitution, to “jndge of the 
election, returns, and qualifications of its members.” If Mr. Belford 

comes with the legal certificate of his official character I will vote to 
I would also refer to the ease of Crisman rs. Anderson, a contested- | admit him. If he does not so come he is not entitled to admission, 


leeti one due. . . . ‘ ; = : : 
ewetlou case determined in this House, and to be found reported in the | and I will vote for his exciusion. In testing this question I will 
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look alone to the face of his certificate We have nothing to do with 
ny eviden that lies bevond thi The certificate is presumed to 
be trne, because it is given by a sworn officer in the discharge of 


official duty. If it is presumed to be true, everything that contra- 
dicts it is presumed to be false till on a trial on the morits it is 

For the purpose of this investigation no extraneous 
ean be brought in either to support or o; it. The 
certificate says he was duly elected to the Forty-tifth Congress at an 


rthrown. 


ariale . pose 
evidence po 


election held on the 3d day of October, 1576. Could he be duly | 
elected on that day ? OurGovernment is one of laws. The will of | 
the people is the supreme law, and that will is expressed by law pre- 


scribed for that purpose. They have de signated certain days when 

that will shall be inquired of, and all others are excluded. The Con- 

stitution—the highest written law—says that “ the limes, places, and 

manner of holding elections for Senators and Representatives shall | 
be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof ; but the Con- 

s may at any time by law make or alter such regulations.” From 

is evident to my mind that the para- 

mount power is in Congress and the subordinate power in the State | 
la A different view of this subject was entertained by 
some of our greatest statesmen a number of years ago, but I never 
mior it. 

The power of Congress is unquestionably the highest power, and 
Congress has exercised that power and prescribed the time of electing 
Representatives. by law” has made a uniform rule for all 
the States, and has designated “the Tuesday after the first Monday 
in November in each year.” The election in Colorado was on the 3d 
day of October and therefore void. The certificate affirmatively 
shows this fact upon its face, and to that extent qualifies the gen- 
eral statement in the certificate that he was “duly elected.” But it 
is argued by gentlemen supporting his claim that Congress passed an 
enabling act authorizing Colorado to elect a member of Congress on 
a different day, and that that act isso far a repeal of the general 
law. By an examination of the enabling act we find in the sixth sec- 
tion the following: 


gre 


the reading of this provision it 


islatures, 


could see any substantial rea 


Congress * 


Phat the new State shall be entitled to one Representative, who with the State 
oflicers shall be elected on a day subsequent to the adoption of the constitution and 
to be fixed by the constitutional convention, 


Phe Constitution says that Congress must fix the time or the Legis 
lature of the State must do it. This grant to the convention is void 
becanse forbidden by the Constitution. Congress only exercises dele- 
gated powers and cannot delegate them again. 
exercise the power and prescribe the time by designating the day or 
let it alone altogether. The convention of Colorado had just the 
same power to prescribe the time without authority from Congress 
that it had with it, and that was none at all. The Constitution gave 
Congress the right todo it itself, not to anthorize some other tribunal. 
The Legislature of Colorado had the same right without authority 
of Congress that it would have had with it. 

It had full authority until Congress, in the exercise of its higher 
authority, took the power away from the Legislature. If Congress 
had said that the day should be fixed by the Legislature of Colorado, 
it would simply have been declaratory of the power already existing 
in the Legislature, and would not have added adust to the weight of 
its authority. 


Congress acted itself by pres ribing the time. Gentlemen contend that 


Congress has the power to admit new States, and may prescribe 


whatever formula it pleases for that admission, but it is submitted 
that whatever that formula may be it must be in subordination to 
every provision of the Constitution. Congress has power to regulate 
commerce, but it must not authorize as a part of that regulation the 
imposition of duties on exports, nor give preference to the ports of 
one State over those of another, nor compel vessels bound to or from 
one State to enter, clear, or pay duties in another. Congress has 


wwer to exercise exclusive legislation in this District, but that legis- | 


ation must not contain bills of attainder, ex post facto laws, or a 
denial of the right of trial by jury or of bail. The power to admit 
new States is the power to bring them in under the Constitution just 
as they have to live under the Constitution. 
terms to say that Congress can prescribe a regulation that is legal 
for admitting the State that would be illegal after it was admitted. 
Congress could not authorize the people of Colorado to form a con 
stitution establishing a monarchical form of government, nor to enter 
into any treaty, alliance, or confederation, nor to grant letters of 
marque, nor coin money, nor emit bills of credit, nor make any- 
thing but gold and silver a tender in payment of debts, nor to fix 
by a convention the times of holding elections for members of Con- 
gress. © 

lt is insisted by gentlemen that “convention ” and “Legislature” 
are synonymous terms in that clause, and that the prescription of 
either is legal. If that is true, the convention had the nght with- 
ont authority of Congress, because the Legislature had under the 
Constitution. If it is not true, the grant 1s inoperative and void. 
rhe language of the Constitution is “ by the Legislature thereof.” 
that clause, providing for the election of Senators, the language is 
“by the Legislature thereof.” The two clauses are identical, word 
for word the same. Now, if aconvention can undera grant expressed 
in the same words do one, it can the other. If it can fix the time of 
election of Representatives, it can elect Senators. But no one will 
contend that a constitutional convention can elect Senators, and by 





| apply to the Federal Legislature, and it calls a convention to ref 


| from each other in the same sentence. 


Congress can either | 


rhe legislative authority was ample and full unless | 


It is a contradiction in | 


In | 


force of the same language it is excluded from prescribing tho +, 
of electing Representatives. The convention and the [> oe , 
are bodies wholly different in their nature. One makes lay. ; 
governors, the other for the governed. One is exceptional 
ture, the other is general. The Legislature is a fixed and , - 
body, always in existence ; the other only comes at long intervals » 
the time of its coming is as uncertain as the visitation of a pest), 
or the shock of an earthquake. The Legislature is that depart; 
of government among all free people where the law is pt 
The convention is the body that deals with the unsurrendered 
of the people; not the powers grante:] and fixed in the r rula 
ministration of government and a necessary part of that ¢ aa ' 
The Constitution plainly recognizes the difference between the + 
bodies. If two or more States unite to form one, or a new Stat 
be formed within another, it is the Legislature, not the conyers 
that must consent. If Federal aid is required to protect the 
agaiust invasion or insurrection, itis the Legislature, not 
that must apply. 


SCT Live 


power 
Yernm 
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a couvent 


If the Federal Government desires to pur 


property for forts, arsenals, or dock-yards in the States, it is t | ee 

lature, not a convention, that must consent. ~ 
When it is desired to amend the organic law the Legislature must 

eall, but it must call @ convention. The Legislatures of the States 


the organic law to re-adjust the measure of power to the Levislat 
When its work is done it is to be submitted to the Legislatan 
convention. Here the two bodies are mentioned and distingnis) 
The Attorney-General of { 
United States, in twelfth volume Opinions, 429, decided that ¢! 
were not synonymous. The Goverament of the United States} 
purchased land in Mississippi for a cemetery, and the conr 
Mississippi gave its consent to the purchase, and the question 1 


| referred to the Attorney-General whether it was a ce mipliance wit 


that provision of the Constitution which required the consent to 
given by the Legislature. The Attorney-General replies : 


I have no hesitation in expressing the opinion that a body of the character} 
in this country as a constitutional convention of a State is not “ the 7 
the State ’ in the sense of the Constitution and Statutes of the United States 
consequently that the ordinance referred to is not a valid consent to the pur 


Leisla 


Mr. Dawes, from the Committee on Elections, in the case of Shir 
Thayer, from Oregon, 2Contested Elections, 349, reported that the cor 
vention could fix the time beyond the control of the Legislature; but 
Mr. Thaddeus Stevens boldly denounced the doctrine, ind held that 
the power belonged exclusively to the Legislature. The discuss 
shook Mr. DAWEs’s faith in his report, and in the subsequent cass 
Segar, from West Virginia, (same volume, page 426,) he held that 
where the Legislature was in session the convention had no power to 
prescribe the time. He says “the functions of the convention ceased 
the moment the new government took on form and life.” He « 
tinues, “it,” the prescribing of the time for elections, legisla 
tiveact. Itisalaw.” “Laws,” says he, ‘must originate in the Legis- 
lature. They cannot originate anywhere else.” In the case of Bald 
win vs. Trowbridge, 3 Contested Elections, 46, the same committee, 
of which Mr. Dawes was still a member, reported through Mr 
Scofield that the power was in tho Legislature. In his report, Mr 
| Scofield says: 


"18 a 





Here the power is conferred upon the Legislature. But what is meant t 
Legislature?’ Does it mean the legislative power of the State which would i: 

a convention authorized to prescribe fundamental law; or does it mean the Leg 
lature co nominee as known in the political history of the country! The commutes 
have adopted the latter construction. 

The Federal Constitution requires of every member of a State 
Legislature the oath of fealty to it, and every member of a Stati 
Legislature acts under the obligations of that oath, while members 
of conventions act under no oath at all, or such as they may impost 
upon themselves. The Constitution never intended to charge any 
body not bound to its support with the performance of a duty so 
essential to its very existence. Mr. Jamison, in his work on conven- 
tions, holds that the power is in the Legislature, not the convention; 
| but he says “that in the organization of new States for conrenience 
conventions have been permitted to prescribe the time for the first 
election to aid the new State in coming in.” 

In such cases, he says, the custom has been for the convention t 
the action of the Legislature; a course which, on account of its obvious cor 
ence, has been commonly acquiesced in. These cases, however, form exceptions 
to a rule which is general, that it is the State Legislatures which apportion t 
several States for congressional elections. 

The convention of Colorado evidently understood the exception 
and placed their regulation within it. They provide in the const 
tution for the first election that enables Colorado to enter the Union 
as a State, and leave all subsequent elections to be determined by 
the Congress or Legislature. It says: 

One Representative in the Congress of the United States shall be elected from 
the State at large at the first election under the Constitution, and thereasir at suc 
times and places and in such manner as may be prescribed by law. 

The first election was held in October to aid Colorado to send a Kep- 
resentative to the Forty-fourth Congress and complete her investiture 
of State sovereignty. When that act was done, all the power col 
ferred by it was exhausted ; in the language of Mr. DawrEs, oe. 
tions ceased the moment the new government took on form and . 
The election for the Forty-fifth Congress was subsequent, anc : an 
law that was prescribed for it required the election to be held i 


to anti ute 
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xovember. If Colorado in her convention could fix the time for 
\cting members to the Forty-fifth Congress, she could for the Fifty- 
ft or any other as well. The convention had no power at all. 
of power by it was for the sake of convenience accepted 

of aiding her admission. When that reason ceases 
is nothing upon which assumption of unauthorized 
Such is the case before us, and I can see no reason 
+s reference. As long as the recital remains on Mr. Belford’s cer- 
ate that he was chosen at an election held in October, his claim 
srthless; he is bound by every statement in the certificate under 
hich be claims title. The case can never come back from the 
‘mittee any stronger than it goes to them, and if the committee 


Phe exercise 
r the 


to exist, tuere 


pul pose 


wer can stand. 


¢h)] : 


Se nullity. Ifhe had received every vote inthe State, it could 
oot aid him the weight of a feather. 
Representative in the manner prescribed by law. 
: [ he cuilt is not on our hands; its stain is the act of suicide. For 
the reasons given I can see no good to be obtained by referring the 
case toa committee. He is either entitled to be seated on a prima 
foie ease or he is not entitled to be seated at all. His case is either 
rood or bad. If good he should be sworn in, if bad it is so bad that 
it ean never be made good. A resolution should be adopted that Mr. 
Belford’s title is a nullity upon its face and that he is not entitled toa 
seat and the other papers should be referred to a committee to report 
whether Mr. Patterson is entitled under his claim. Between a refer- 
ence and admission I shall vote for the reference, but I do it with the 
knowledge that the same question must at last be decided by the 
House, and examine as we may, and with all the aid we may obtain, 
the case av last must tarn upon the legality of the October election. 

Mr. BANKS rose. 

Mr. HALE. Iask the gentleman from Massachusetts to yield for 
a moment that we may understand if some arrangement can be come 
to as to the termination of this debate. 

Mr. BANKS. L have no objection to that. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know how long is the list of gentlemen who 
are yet to address the Honse on this question which is in the Speak- 


ers hands, but as the debate has now run for three days, there is | 


naturally in the minds of many members a disposition to bring it to 
ahead,and I rise for the purpose of suggesting that if the debate can 
be ended within that time I will at three o’clock, two hours from now, 
be glad to call the previous question, so that we may reach a vote to- 
Of course it isinthe hands of the House. If I move the previous 

vestion at that time the House can vote it down. But I should like 
to have some arrangement made now by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BANKS. I would prefer that gentlemen should come to an 
arrangement after I have submitted what I have to say. 

fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BANKS] 
resumes the floor. 


aay 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. WOOD. 
for a moment? 

Mr. BANKS, I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. WOOD. The gentleman‘from Massachusetts yields to me that 
I may may make a motion that when the House adjourns to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

The question being taken on Mr. Woop’s motion, there were—ayes 
140, noes 82. 

Mr. VANCE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let us have a vote by tellers first. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. If I might be permitted one word, I wish to say 
that there is a feeling on the part of a number of gentlemen that if 
this debate can be concluded and the vote taken there will be no 
objection to the adjournment over. 

Several Members. Regular order. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there 
were—ayes 35, noes 144, the affirmative not being one-fifth of the 
entire vote. 

Mr. VANCE. I call for the tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLAND. Talso call for tellers. We want to do something 
when we have met here. 


Mr. BANKS. I ask consent of the House to say one word on this 
matter, 


Mr. BLAND. Let the gentleman go on with the debate that it 
may be brought to a conclusion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missonri is not in order. 

Mr. BLAND. I have demanded tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BANKS. If the House will allow me the privilege, I desire to 
say one word. Nothing can be done with advantage until the com- 
mittees of the House are announced. I know myself that it is quite 
out of the power of the Speaker to announce the committees of the 
House at this early day of the session, and by giving him this extra 
time we shall really facilitate the business of the session. 

Mr. BLAND. In answer to the gentleman from Massachusetts, I 


Will the gentleman from Massachusetts yield to me 


would say that we do not demand anything, except that this Colo- | 


rao case shall be voted on to-day. 

Che SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri can reach that 
point by voting against the motion to adjourn before the question is 
«disposed of, if that motion be made. 


it from now till the erack of doom, his claim must forever | 


The people of Colorado are | 
denied representation here because they have refused to send their | 





| cision of the Clerk of the House, acting as the Clerk of the 


| think, he said, that 


| 3d day of October, 1876. 


| manner in which he shall perform a duty imposed upon him by law or in any 
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The question was taken on ordering tellers, and, only twenty-three 
members voting in favor thereof, tellers were aot ordered. , 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered, 2nd the motion to adjourn 
over was agreed to. . 


REPRESENTATIVE FROM COLORADO, 


The Honse resumed the consideration of the Colorado case. 

Mr. HALE. Now, in accordance with the suggestion I made a few 
moments ago, I announce that at three o’clock to-day I will attempt 
to bring this question to a vote by moving the previous question. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, like other gentlemen who have spoken 
upon this question, am reluctant to trespass upon the patience of the 
Hlouse, but inasmuch as the Speaker has not yet been able to report 
the committees of the House, as we cannot go to the races, and as 
there is little public business to be done, I trust that gentlemen of 
the House will not think me unreasonable in presenting a few sug- 
gestions on this most important subject. Besides, sir, | had the honor 
to present the original resolution in regard to the representation of 
the State of Colorado, and, although this is a subsequent question, it 
is of the same character, and I feel a deep interest therein. 

And first, sir, I desire to say a few words in regard to the manner 
in which this question comes here. It comes before us upon a de- 
last 
Hlouse ; and while I make no doubt that the action of that officer was 
conscientiously given, in the belief that it presented a just view of 
the case, and as I know very wella similar decision has been made in 
other cases, nevertheless I think that it should be reviewed by the 
House at this time; and I take the liberty on this occasion to pre- 
sent it, because the House itself has now an opportunity to review 
and decide the question in such manner as to remove all doubts 
of the propriety of its proceedings hereafter. 

It became the duty of the Clerk of the last House, at the opening 


| of the present Congress, to make a list of the members who had been 
| duly accredited and elected. 


In order tobeentirely acenrate upon this 
point I will read the language of the statute. It was tomake a list 

Of such persons only whose credentials show that they were regularly clected, 
in accordance with the laws of their States respectively or the laws of the United 
States. 

And the Clerk, upon the call of this roll, decided that the creden- 
tials presented in the case of the member-elect from Colorado did 
not show that he was elected to the present Congress. He did not 
there was ‘‘ any law in existence, either in the 
State of Colorado or any law of the United States, which authorizes 
the election of a Representative of the Forty-fifth Congress on the 
That being the case, and the certilicate 
showing on its very face that be was elected at a time unauthorized 
by either the laws of the United States or of the State of Colorado, 
the Clerk could see no way in which he could possibly place the 
name of Mr. Belford on the roll.” The State of Colorado being thus 
by the decisions of the Clerk of the last House unrepresented, a 
motion was made to correct the roll, and that the name of James B. 
Belford be placed upon the roll as a Representative in said Congress, 
and the Clerk ruled this motion out of order. An appeal to the 
judgment of the House from the decision of the Clerk was taken and 
this appeal was refused. 

It is not competent— 

The Clerk said— 


for the Representatives-elect, in their present unorganize d capacity 
struct the Clerk how he shall perform a duty which the law has imposed upon him 
or to take out of the hands of the Clerk and themselves perform the duty which 
the law has said the Clerk shali perforin. 

The Clerk begs to say— 


He continued— 


either to in- 


with all due respect that he does not think it is competent for Representatives-elect 
in their unorganized capacity to instruct the Clerk of a preceding House as to the 
way 
interfere with him in the discharge of such duties. He does not desire to arro 
gate to himself any authority in the organization of the House which does not 
legitimately belong to him; but he does not feel that in the discharge of his duty 
under the rules of the House and under the ud be 


obligations of his oath he wo 
justified in submitting an appeal of this kind. 


I have said already that I do not take any exception to the integ- 
rity or intelligence of the Clerk in this matter, and I know that there 
are precedents for refusing an appeal to the judginent of the House. 
But these precedents, sir, return now to plague their inventors, and 
this precedent, if it be sustained, will return in time to disturb the 
controlling forces of this House. It is a good time, therefore, to 
review this qyestion, when no immediate and decisive interest con- 
nected with ibs organization is depending upon the result. 

First, sir, in regard to the appeal. There is no parliamentary law 
that denies the right to decide for itself upon every question whether 
it be right or wrong. There can be no question upon which the House 
has not an absolute right to appeal from a decision of its Speaker to 
the judgment of its members. The very title of that officer is signifi 
cant of the fact that he speaks for the House and only for the House, 
and if it dissents from his decision, then the House must speak for 
itself. “In Parliament,” says Jefferson’s Manual, which is made a 
part of the rules of the House, “all decisions nay be controlled by 
the House,” (page 64.) And if it beso with the Speaker, it i 
with the Clerk, who is neither a member nor an officer appointed by 
the House, and might possibly be a stranger to all it 
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thongh inthe present instance the acting Clerk was long and honora- 
bly known both as member and officer. The law under which the 
Clerk of the last House acts for atime as the Clerk of this, is precisely 
in accordance with the practice which existed before that law was 
passed, from the beginning of the Government. It was at all times 
the duty of the Cle rk of the previous House tomake a list of the mem- 
bers of the succeeding House, from such information as should come 
to him from the public journals or the credentials members might 
present, and upon this list the House was organized, unless the House 
thought properto modify it. But it was from usage and custom alone, 
not from any rule or law that this practice obtained and was finally 
put into the form of astatute. It was probably borrowed from the 
practice of the British House of Commons, where the clerk and the 
sergeant-at-arms, both ofticers appointed for life and holding their 
ollices from the Crown, were made officers of the succeeding Houses 
of Parliament, the clerk to call the list of members-elect and to 
preside in the election of speaker, and the sergeant-at-arms to per- 
form the corresponding duties of his oflice. The practice of this House 
either before or since the statute referred to is precisely the same as 
that of the clerk of the House of Commons. But no clerk ever as- 
sumed there to decide who were its members-clect, nor would such 
decision by such an officer be tolerated for a moment. 

Phere is no principle whatever, whether of parliamentary or statute 
law, that can take from this House the right to decide the question 
of the election of its own members. The Constitution makes it the 
duty of the House to decide for itself all questions relating to this 
subject: “Each House shall be the jndge of the elections, the returns, 
and qualifications of its own members.” When the Clerk has made 
his list of the members-elect and reported it to the House, he has 
fulfilled his duty and exhausted his authority on that subject under 
the law, and the House has then the right to say—and it is the most 
critical and important moment tm its action, for it precedes the elec- 
tion of a Speaker who controls the appointment and organization of 
all the committees of the House—it is the right of the House upon 
the record presented by the Clerk to say whether it shall stand or no, 
There is no power on earth, neither of Congress nor of the States, to 
contravene its authority. It is the solemn duty of the House of Rep- 


resentatives to judge for itself of the elections, the returns, and the | 


qualifications of its own members. 

The fact to which reference was made in this case, that the House 
had not completed its organization by the election of its Speaker, 
does not affect its authority or power in the slightest possible degree. 
Even in what was called “its present unorganized capacity,” it was 
entitled to all the privileges conferred upon it by the Constitution, 
and especially that of deciding who were its members, if any should 
be challenged, and who were to participate in its most critical and 
important act, the election of a Speaker for the full term prescribed 
by the Constitution. 

When the members were assembled on the day and hour appointed 
for its meeting, and had been called to order by the person designated 
by usage or by law, it was a House invested with all its powers under 
the Constitution. 

Like the gentleman who has preceded me [Mr. M1iLus] I do not 
speak for the man who presents himself here as a Representative. 


I speak for the constituency that is entitled to representation, and | 


for the integrity and authority of the House itself, of which we are 
at present the sponsors and guardians bound by every consideration 
to maintain unimpaired all its powers and privileges. These are the 
parties that are chietly interested in the right decision of this ques- 
tion. 

As I have already said, I feel an abiding interest in this subject, and 
I venture to speak freely upon it inasmuch as it has been referred to 
us and because we on this side and gentlemen on the other side by 
deciding it rightly will remove from the line of unhappy precedents 
for a different conclusion, if there be any, this important case of the 
Representative of Colorado, According to my view, the question be- 
fore us is one of a prima facie character merely. That is, whether 
upon the face of the credentials presented by the member-elect trom 
Colorado there is anything that requires that we should give it other 
consideration than is required by the words there written or printed ? 
That is the question. I think there is nothing else. Gentlemen on 
all sides have read as an accepted authority an extract from the Ameri- 
can Law of Elections compiled by Hon, Mr. MeCrary, now Secretary 
of War, and long and honorably known as a leading member of this 
House, as to the validity and force of credentials presented by mem- 
bers-elect. In section 21 of this work I read these words: 

If, however, the certificate contains upon its face a recital of facts, and those 
facts show allirmatively that the party holding it was not duly elected, it may be 
disregarded 

I accept that as the American law of elections and the English 
law of elections as well. But I stand here to say that there is noth- 
ing upon the certificate presented by the member-elect from Col- 
orado which shows “ aflirmativels 


That is the word, No fact is recited to “show affirmatively that the 


” that he was not “duly elected.” | 
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| of October, 1576, impeach or qualify in the slightest possib] 
| tilicate of the governor was to the eflect that Belford had been « 


not duly elected, because he could not have been elected on that day 


| that Mr. Belford was elected on the 3d day of October, 127 


| 
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| 
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party holding it was not duly elected,” and therefore it cannot be | 


disregarded upon this authority at least. 

The certificate recites that at the election on the 3d day of October, 
1876, James B. Belford received certain votes ard “He is” therefore 
“hereby declared duly elected a Representative in the said ”—the 
Forty-fifth— Congress.” Now, there is not one line, word, or letter 


justify us in disregarding a certificate. € 
| of Colorado should certify here that he had been deceived by fraud 
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on the face of this certificate that shows, “ affirmatively” 


Or in ar 
way whatever, that he was not “duly elected.” Fs 


Vv 


It is imposs 


determine from anything contained or expressed “upou iis ie ” 
that he was not elected. There is nothing stated or snegeste, ne ‘ 
shows aflirmatively or negatively that he was not elected. —_ 
Lunderstand of course the grounds which gentlemen take, that; 
asmuch as the credentials state that Mr. Belford was chose, + t 
election held on the 3d day of October, 1576,” this declaratioy ye 


considered as a fact which impeaches the validity of the ele 
into which fact inquiry may be made. But it does not show 

he was not duly elected. There is nothing “on the face” of the ¢ 
titicate which shows that he might not have been duly elected on ¢ ; 
3d of October, 1576. Gentlemen may not know it. The Clerk did y, 
know it; but the certificate does not in any manner disprove it, r 
certificate shows, therefore, on its face * aflirmatively” that | 
“duly” elected. The word “ duly,” used here to describe t 
ter of the election, is interpreted by the best authorities as an equiy- 
alent of the word “ properly” or “regularly.” Regularly elected: that 
is, elected agreeably tothe rules and laws of the State and ofthe Unite; 
States. He is duly elected, regularly elected, agreeably to t! 


} many ’ he laws, 
Does the recital of the fact that his election took place on th 
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this declaration of the governor of Colorado ? If the ce 


Not at all. 
lec ted 
on the 3d of October, 1872, that would show atlirmatively that be was 
and year. If it were stated that he was elected for the Forty-ninth oy 
Fiftieth Congress, it would show aflirmatively that he was not duly 
elected, because that would be an impossible election. , 

There is no such imputation on this certilicate. It states simply 


there is nothing on its face, not a line or letter, to indicate in any 
manner whatever that this was not a proper, regular, and legal elec- 
tion under the lawsof the United States and of the State of Colorado 
Ile is therefore entitled to be qualified as a member of this Hous 
upon the prineiple which has been cited by 50 many gentlemen from 
the American Law of Elections. 

I go further than this, and I say, inasmuch as gentlemen have 
spoken of the matter, that the records prove that he was clected o 
the 3d day of October, 1876, and that it was a proper, regular, an 
valid election under the laws of Colorado and of the United States 
I will go no further into that question now. 

Gentlemen on the other side of the House, especially the honorable 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SOUTHARD] now occupying the Speaker's 
chair and the honorable gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. SPRINGER, ) as 
well as others, have said that the governor of Colorado has impeached 
his certificate by certain testimony he has given elsewhere. Sir, if 
the governor of Colorado means to contradict the certiticate which 


| he has given to this House of the election of Mr. Belford, he should 


make his declaration, whatever it might be, to this House. We are 
not required to hunt for evidence in order to show that he has in his 
certificate falsified his declaration or misrepresented the facts of the 
case. Norcan we accept evidence given elsewhere as impeaching in 
the slightest degree the authenticity and integrity of the certificate 
of the governor of Colorado. We know nothing of the manner in 
which this testimony, whatever it was, was given or obtained. In 
the New Jersey case, to which I referred the other day, the governor 
authorized a declaration to this House. The governor of Colorado has 
not done this, and the testimony referred to can have no weight here. 

While I accept the principle stated by the gentleman from Texas 
{ Mr. MILLs] and other gentlemen, that a certiticate once given can- 
not be revised or changed or modified by this House, I do not mean 
to say that facts might not be placed in our possession that would 
If, for instance, the governor 


ulent representations or forged records and that the certificate he 
had given, conscientiously and honestly according to his belief at the 
time, was in fact a fraud and falsehood, we should certainly be justi- 
fied in disregarding it, although the certificate itself, as has been said, 
could not come before us for revision. No testimony could be re- 
ceived for that purpose. The governor himself could not modify or 
withdraw it. It is a part of the record and must remain so. Whiat- 
ever is received from the governor or others rather enlarges than 
diminishes the testimony before us. . 

An interesting case illustrating this principle occurred early in the 
history of the State of Massachusetts. Sam. Adams was its governor— 
Sam. Adams, to whom Mr. Jefferson sent his inaugural address as a pri- 
vate letter, to show his respect for that great man, and accompavied 
it with a declaration that he would rather have an approval of its 
doctrines from him than from any other man in the country. Mr. 
Adams, while governor of the State of Massachusetts, received a bill 
from the Legislature relating, I think, to the establishment of the 
electoral college. He appended to it his signature as governor and 
sent it to the office of the secretary of state. Afterward he thought 
that this act infringed upon the rights of the people; and he believed 
it his duty to withdraw his approval, and he went to the office ot the 
secretary, if I remember the facts rightly, and erased his name, sending 
a message to the senate, where the bill originated, a statement of his 
action. The approval had not been communicated to the senate; 1 
was still in fact in the keeping of the governor. It had not been de- 
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cared to any officer of the senate. It was in the keeping of the sec- | of the House wherever from or whatever his certificate may have 
ashy se of state, to be delivered to the senate. But the senate upon | been. : 
= ah caiien decided that as the governor had put his name to that | 


+ it was a law, and there was ho power by which he could change | 


uct 


ita le gal character. 





Gentlemen say they are authorized to go into this inquiry because 
| 4 refereuce is made to the election on the 3d day of October, and that 
7 ; es eae that is the recital of a fact which invalidates the certificate. But the 
~ Now, there is no principle upon which we can revise or modify in | word “duly” is the recital of a fact which may be contested in exactly 
ny manner Whatever the certificate of election given to Mr. Beltord | the same way. The word “elected” is a fact which may be disputed 
. “the governor of Colorado; but if there were in our possession any | in the same manner, and if the House can reject it because it refers 
form ation from that officer showing he had been deceived, that the | to the election on the 3d day of October, nothing appearing on the 
fat ts had been falsified to him, and that the certiticate itself Was | certilicate to show that the election was irregularly or illegally held 
based npon a fraud, then unquestionably it would be our duty to dis- | on that day, if that is to be the law of the House, then the Clerk of 
regard it. But nothing of that kind has been received from the | the House can exclude a man when he finds the word “duly,” or 
«avernor of Colorady. His statement in regard to this subject as “elected,” in a certificate, if he chooses to “think,” as the Clerk did 
~ esented here is merely that he “had serious doubts” as to the legal- } in this case, that the law or the facts did not justify his election. I 
Ity of that eleetion. Very likely he may have had doubts. Any | trast gentlemen will not press this principle to this extent, because 
vontleman who has listened to the debate in this House on this ques- | it undermines and destroys the integrity and privileges of the House 
tion might have doubts on some point. He might doubt, for exam- under the Constitution of the United States. 
| 
| 


vy 


ple the constitutionality of the law of Congress which authorized an Well, now, to come to the marrow of the case, what is the law by 
election to be held in Colorado on the 3d of October. But that does | which it is to be decided? Of course I give my opinion. I have list- 
not impeach in the slightest degree the authenticity and the integrity ened with pleasure to the opinions of other gentlemen without 
of the certificate which he as governor has given. It stands before | interruption, and I now give my own, as to what the law of this case 
us as an unquestioned document, and the practice of the House, the | is. Section 8, article 4, of the Constitution of the United States 
interests of the country, the welfare of those who are to come after recites as follows: 

us, require us to receive the official declaration of the State authori- | 

a ae ae ee ne oe | That is all the law there is either in the Constitution or upon the 
: Phere is a principle set down in the Constitution which we are statute-book, except the enabling act of 1575, which bears upon this 
bound to regard, although it is not directly addressed to us. I refer | Case - 

to a part of article 4, section 1, which provides that— New States may be admitted by the Congress into this Union. 


New States may be admitted by the Congress into this Union 


Under the government of the Confederation there was no power to 
sdicia admit new States. When the articles of confederation were framed 
" Now, if we require each State to give full faith and credit to the | "0 N° thought of admitting new States, but it was found necessary 
public acts and records of every other State, we must ourselves be after great territorial concessions hal been made by the States of New 


Full faith and credit shall be given in each State to the public acts, records, and 
willing to give full faith and eredit to the public acts and records of | York, Virginia, Massachusetts, Connecticut, South Carolina, North 


proceedings of every other State. 


the governor of the State of Colorado. soars and Georgia, whic - now ee the great — of the 
ee ; ery ere r: - | North American continent, where the seat of power is placed doubt- 
Mr {RIS, of Virginia. Will the gentleman allow me to asl ns } ; : I 
ee ae es = 5 “| less for many centuries. When that vast territory came into the pos- 
im a ques . ; : : 
oe 13 \N KS ies ie session of the General Government they found they were obliged to 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. In regard to the question whether the provide for new States. Therefore, as Mr. Story says in his Commen- 
cond certiticate given to an oflicer invalidates a previous certificate, | ties, Without the slightest color of authority, they formed govern- 
and whether the admission of the governor that he had no right to ments aud admitted new States to the ¢ onfederation. When the 
rive the certificate would change the prima facie right of the party | convention met to frame the Constitution of the United States, in 
hol ling it, I desire to refer the gentleman to the case of Morton vg, | Order to supply the defects of the articles of confederation, this ques- 
Daily. In that case two certificates of election were issued by the | @°" of new States presented itself. : eaar 
same governor. The first certificate declared Mr. Morton duly elected ; It was proposed in the first instance by Mr. Randolph, of Virginia. 
1 later rtificate declared Mr Daily elected. : Mr. McCrary in his | His resolut.on was reported by the committee as a part of the Con- 
work on the I aw of Elections thus states that an ee Bee ~ | stitution, in which it was provided that new States might be ad- 
ee a ‘ , ee eater ee mitted to the Union when “properly constituted and established.” 
In the case of Morton ra. Daily, (1 Bartlett, 402.) there were two certificates of 
election issued by the same governor; first, a certificate declaring Mr. Morton 
y clected, and at a later date acertificate declaring Mr. Daily duly elected 
The second certiticate was issued upon the alleged discovery by the governor of 
sud in the vote counted for Mr. Morton, and by the second certificate the gov 
r revoked, as far as he was able, the first. The Llouse allowed the holder of 
the last certificate to be sworn in, and to occupy the seat, pending the contest. 


| Mr. Madison, when he heard this resolution read, observed that there 
| was no provision or reference to any provision for the formation of 
| governments by the United States, and therefore he proposed that 
the Congress of the United States should have power to provide for 
the organization of new States, and after a great deal of debate and 
| won h difference of opinion, as we find here on this question, tho 
| 
| 
| 
{ 





Now the question I wish to ask is this: If the second certificate in 
that case gave a good prima facie right because it alleged that the 
first certificate had been based upon a fraudulent count of votes, then, 
a fortiori, would not the admission of the governor that he had no 
right to give the certificate render it void ? 


words as now standing in the Constitution, moved by Gouverneur 
Morris, were adopted by a unanimous vote, that “new States may be 
admitted by the Congress to the Union.” And that is all there is 
upon the subject in the Constitution. 

With these facts before us, Mr. Speaker, it is not difficult to recon- 
Mr. BANKS. No, sir. The case which the gentleman has read is | cile the different opinions that have been expressed by able men and 
exactly like the case which I stated, where a governor certifies that | the various precedents in regard to the admission of new States which 
he has been deceived and that the act he performed was so far viti- | are found in our history, brief as it is, under the Constitution, and 
ated by fraud that he might desire that we should not regard his | which may seem to be, when not properly considered, in conflict with 
certificate, that we should consider another certificate subsequently | each other. But there is in fact no conflict between them. They all 
issued by him as valid. But in this case there is no such fraud made | rest upon the provisions of the fundamental law existing at different 
known to us directly by the governor of Colorado. There is no sec- periods of our history. One theory was, as I have recited from the 
ond certificate. There is nothing here from the governor to lead us | Constitutional Commentaries of Judge Story, that while the articles 
to believe he has changed his opinion or would reverse his action. | of confederation gave no power to admit new States, the accession of 
here is nothing on the face or outside of the certificate to affect its | vast tracts of unoccupied territory and the restless movements of 
integrity or validity. Hence we stand upon the principle of the Con- | the pioneer populations of that period made it necessary to provide 
stitution that we are bound to give full faith and credit to the public | for the admission of new States to the Confederation, without a 
an official acts which it is made the duty of the governor of Colorado | shadow of constitutional authority. And these precedents, with the 
to perform—at least so far as to admit to the oath of office the Rep- | principles upon which they stand, were confirmed by the admission 
resentative to whom he has given his certificate. with governments, “ properly constituted and established,” of several 

I would not vote for this reselution did I suppose it was to close | of the earlier States of the West and Northwest, under the Constitution. 
the question, I vote for it understanding that it goes no further than My honorable colleague who sits near me [Mr. BUTLER] cited sev- 
to admit Mr. Belford to take the oath upon the certificate of the gov- | eral instances, and other gentlemen other cases, of the admission of 
ernor, Which shows on its face that he was duly elected. When Mr. | States to the Union under the Constitution, where no regard was 
Belford has thus been admitted the House may, and doubtless ought | paid to the laws of Congress, where no authority had been conferred 
to, by resolution send the case of these two claimants to the Com- upon the Territories to form State governments, and where the pre- 
mittee of Elections, when appointed, for their inquiry and decision. vious consent of Congress to such organization had neither been given 

I would not vote for this resolution if it closed the matter entirely, | nor asked. Upon these precedents it would stand as accepted and 
bat I will vote for it because it presents nothing but a prima facie case, | established law, that if Colorado had chosen to form a State govern- 
It is hothing but a prima facie case; and I say to you, Mr. Speaker, | ment without any intervention, instruction, or permission of Congress 
(Mr. SOUTHARD in the chair,] that the honorable gentleman whose | it was her right to do so, and upon the ratitication of her acts by Con- 
seat you occupy might under the decision which has been made in | gress she would have been recognized as a member of the Union upon 
this case—that the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. | an equal footing with all other States of the Union. But the case 
RANDALL] who has been elected Speaker of this House might have | which Colorado presents is infinitely stronger than that. Cougress 
been shut out from avy participation in the election of Speaker on | did intervene. It gave instruction and authority to the people of 
the principles advocated here, And so might any other member | that Territory, under that provision of the Constitution which au- 
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thorizes Congress to provide for the admission of new States “into 
this Union,” to form a State government, to elect officers of the State 
and a Representative in Congress, and authorized the President, upon 
the performance of these acts, to make proclamation that Colorado 
was a State of the Union. Colorado complied with the instructions 
and exercised the authority, and the President issued the proclama- 
tion, Thus, whether it be upon the precedents for the admission of 
new States under the Confederation, or those under the Constitution 
without previous consent of Congress, or others of a later day pro- 
viding by acts of Congress for the organization of State governments, 
the election of State ofticers, and Representatives in Congress, and 
their admission to the Union, Colorado is a State, a State of the Union, 
upon an equal footing with every other State. 

It was said when the Representative of Colorado was rejected by 
the last House, that Congress had no constitutional power to dele- 
gate authority tothe President to judge whether or not the conditions 
of the act providing for her admission to the Union had been com- 
plied with, and therefore his proclamation of her admission to the 
Union was null and void. 

It is now said that Congress had no constitutional power to dele- 
gate to the constitutional convention of Colorado, authorized by 
Congress to form a constitution, the authority to provide for the elec- 
tion of Representatives to Congress. But this power is given in ex- 
press terms in that provision which says ‘new States may be admit- 
ted by the Congress into this Union.” Every State is entitled at 
least to one Representative in each Congress. There can be no State 
without this right of representation, and the Constitution, in giving 
Congress power to admit new States, gives the right to provide for the 
election of the Representatives to which she would be entitled. 


Congress could not exercise that power itself. It could not anticipate | 


with certainty when the initiatory acts would be concluded, and it 
yave to the constitutional convention the right to designate the day 
tor the election of State officers and the Representative to which she 
was entitled in the Congress of the United States. And who could 
better exeente this power than the sovereign constituent assembly 
of the people upon whom it was conferred ? 

If you look, then, for the authority of Colorado to make a constitu- 


tion and to become a State, you will tind it in that article of the Con- | 


stitution and the legislation adopted in pursuance of that authority. 
That legislation is the act of 1575, and that act provides that the 
lerritory of Colorado may become a State, and may elect its officers, 
Representative to Congress and others, on any day the constitutional 
convention of that State shall fix, provided it be after the adoption 
of the constitution. That is the law of the United States. There is 
the provision of the Constitution, and the only one, which relates to 
the subject. There is the law of the Congress of the United States, 


the act of 1875, and the only law which bears upon the question in | 
any way whatever. Other statutes name a day in November as the | 
general election day in the States or Territories where they have | 


established governments. But here is a community which is neither 


a ‘Territory nor a State, but which Congress means to admit into the | 
Union as a State under this provision of the Constitution, and Con- | 


wress declares by the act of 1875 that after her constitution has been 


adopted the election of State officers and congressional Representa- | 


tive may be made on any day Colorado shall fix. The constitutional 
convention of Colorado appointed the 3d day of October, 1876, as the 
day of election for State officers and Representative to Congress. 
They tixed that day because it was their wish and the wish of the 
country, a8 it was their right, to give an electoral vote in 1476; and 
if the election was postponed to the 7th of November, as claimed by 
gentlemen on the other side, they could not have accomplished that 


object. The officers of the new State were sworn in on the Ist of | 
November, and the choice of electors by the legislature on the 7th | 


day of November took place only six days afterward. 


lherefore there was not time for this transaction to take place, | 


and it was for this reason that the Congress of the United States 
referred this question of the day of election to the people of the 
Territory, because they understood better than anybody else, and no- 


body could understand but they, what their interest or their conven- | 


ience demanded, 

There is the law of this case and all there is of it. There is the 
Constitution providing for the admission of new States by act of 
Congress into the Union. There is the law of Congress in regard to 
Colorado: It may become a State, make its constitution, elect its 
ofticers on any day that it shall see fit after the adoption of the con- 
stitution. There is the law of the constitutional convention of the 
State of Colorado fixing the 3d of October, 1876, as the day of the 
election; and here is the certificate of the governor of Colorado de- 
claring upon its face, without any word or letter that impeaches the 
declaration, that the Representative to Congress was duly elected, 
that is, properly elected, regularly elected, agreeably to the laws of 
the State of Colorado and of the Congress and Constitution of the 
United States, 

I know what gentlemen have said about the inconsistency between 
this action of Colorado and the statutes in regard to the election of 
members or Delegates in other States or Territories, but these gen- 
eral statutes have no application to this case. Take, for example, 
what is said in the article of the Constitution about the right to e:ect 
one member. Colorado has a right, they say, to elect one member.of 
Congress. But, sir, it was a right to elect one member for every 
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ee 


Congress until a new census should be taken. It was not a rio): . 
elect one member at one election and the right then to be exhaust. : 
It was aright to elect one member at every Congress. That is the pj, 
according to the Constitution and the law of Congress and the jag 
the constitutional convention. The constitutional convention of (), 
rado is the sovereign constituent assembly of that State. It represen 
the people; all their power, every privilege that they hold is place 
in the hands of the constituent assembly called the constituti, 
convention, and so far as the people of that Territory or that s; “ 
are concerned, there is no power to change in any way whatever w 
that constitutional convention, that constituent assembly, has doy, 
except by another assembly of like authority and character, 7), 
judicial establishment of the United States, the judicial establis! 
ment of that State cannot revise its political action. If it does a 
interfere with the laws of the United States and is not changed jy 
the act of the people of the State, it stands, irrevocable and jy. 
mutable, the organic law of that State speaking for the people. 1 S 
is the way it comes to us. 

Well, sir, the election was held on the day appointed. All the par. 
ties participated in it. Twenty-five thousand or twenty-six thoy 
sand votes were given; more than we supposed that Colorado jai 
The democratic party expected a triumph; the republicans expect, 
a triumph; both had their day of victory; both had their day 
shouting; both had their day of sorrow and mourning. And jo 
the State comes here under the Constitution and the law of Congress 
and the member-elect asks for the privilege of taking the oat}; of 
oftice. Thatis all. If he was not legally elected on the 3d of Oc 
| ber, 1876, none of the State oflicers were legally elected. We ask fv; 
him no favor. If there is any question of law or of fact that is to 
raised in regard to his rights, I am willing it shall go to the commi; 
| tee. I would not vote for this resolution if it finishes the whole ques 

tion, because I think it should be inquired into if there be any dou 
But as to Mr. Belford’s right to take the oath, that, in my judgwe: 
is as clear a question as ever has been or ever can be presented, a 
if the House of Representatives deliberately sets it aside, j 
assail the integrity of the House and impair its constitutional pri 
ileges, and the only satisfaction that any of us can have will be that 
the precedent in the end will come back to plague the inventor. 

Let me now look at some of the objections which have been mai 
upon this side and then I will close my remarks. Gentlemen 
Can the governor issue a certificate? Why, of course he can, | 
cause the constitutional convention, the constituent assembly of 1 
people of Colorado, in the sixteenth section of their constitution 
clared that the result should be “determined ” in the manner provided 
by the laws of the Territory for the canvass of votes in the elect 
| of a Delegate to Congress for the Territory. Well, how was it to } 
“determined?” It was tobe finished. It was to beclosed up. And 
could not be thus determined or finished until the certificate of 1 
result of that election was received here by the House of Represent 
atives. 

Under the laws of the Territory the governor had the right to issu 
the certificate, and under the law of the constituent assembly of 1 
people sitting in 1876 he had the right to issue the certilicate of el 
tion to the Representative chosen to this House. But if there had 
been no law upon this question he would have had the right, an 
would have been his duty, to make this certificate to the House of 
Representatives unless some other officer of that State were charge 
with that duty. 

There is one point on which I wish to say a word. Gentlemen hay 
| asked if two members can be elected for the State of Colorado at on 
| time. Certainly not forthe same Congress. Two members cannot li 


la 
| 


at 


asi 


| elected for the’same Congress because the State of Colorado under th 
law is notentitled to two members; but she was entitled to one mem 
ber on the 3d of October, 1376, for one Congress. 

If by any chance of time there should be at that election two 
oftices to fill, one for the balance of a term in one Congress and one for 
the full term of another Congress, it would be her right to elect a mem 
| ber foreach Congress. It must have been the intention of Congress in 
giving hera right to elect one member of one Congress to concede the 
right to elect also another member of another Congress, if both offices 
were to be filled at the same time. Congress did not intend to give 
the right of representation to the Forty-fourth Congress and deny ¥ 
| in the Forty-fifth Congress. 

Now, gentlemen—if I have understood them rightly—have said that 
there is no instance when the same man has been elected for two 
Congresses on the same day. Why, Mr. Speaker, there are huncreds 
of cases where that has been done. I know myself that there lave 
been cases of that kind in Massachusetts 
| Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I beg to correct the gentleman. Ge! 
tlemen upon the other side seem to have fallen into the opinion that 
we hold here that no two elections on the same day for two teriis 0! 
Congress can be held. Every body is familiar with the fact that 10 
States already organized there may be elections under special author 
ity for election for unexpired terms upon the same day as that lor 
the regular election. There are many such cases, but the pons 
made the other day, and which has never been suecessfully replied 
to, is that no Territory, or a State formed from a Territory, hits ever 
fixed, or could ever fix, the time by its constitution for the election 
| of the first and second members of Congress under its State orgall- 
| zation. I assert that there is no precedent where a Territory, be) 








< 


oo 






1877. 


vo] into a State, has elected both its first and second Repre- 
s eatives on the same day. . 
Mr. BANKS. It may be true that there has been no case in which 
Mr ation of the election of two members of Congress from a 


ewls organized has occurred heretofore ; but if there ever has 
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i time when a Territory organizing as a State where a vacancy 
ee ‘n the congressional representation, and at the same time an 
+ " for a full term was required to complete the representation 

¢ the new State, that State would certainly have a right to vote 
non the same day for a member to fill that vacancy and also for the 
state r term. That is the right conferred by the Constitution—the | 
oe to elect one member for each Congress. That is a plain and 
pert et answer to the inquiry of the gentleman from Virginia. I 
mav have misunderstood, I am free to say, the remarks made by gen- 


tlemen opposite, but I did not speak from my own recollection only; 
rentle men around me told me that was the fact, and wished me to 
make this explanation. ; ; 

Phen the question occurred, was a proclamation issued for that 
election? That is a question for the committee. I do not know 
‘hether there was or was not. If there was no proclamation, it is 
quite possible, under the law, that it would not invalidate the clec- 
tion; but thatisa question for the committee. No man upon this side 
of the House asks that Mr. Belford be sustained if his title is not 
« perfect as that of any other member of the House. If the gentle- 

in who stands here in the light of acontestant (Mr. Patterson) can 


chow that he waselected on the 7th day of November, when he claims | 


der his right equal with that of Mr. Belford; bat he cannot show 

, lire or letter in the law of Congress of 1575 or in the ordinances of 

he constitutional convention of Colorado which points in anv way to 

, eleetion to be held on the 7th day of November or any other day 
t the 3d day of October. 

Pierefore he does not really stand here in the light of a contestant ; 


t 


ve been elected under the provisions of the act of 1875, we will | 


but if he wishes to dispnte the right of Mr. Belford, either on points | 


law or fact, or claim the seat, we will give him that opportunity. 

Now, was this election controlled by the general law of elections in 
revard to the election of members of Congress or other officers in the 

ognized States and Territories ? 
cause it was a law ander the specific power given to Congress by the 





stitution for a specitic purpose, and that power cannot be exer- | 


ed except by an act passed by Congress to give effect to that pro- 
vision of the Constitution. The law of 1875 not only exercises the 
wwer given to Congress, but exhausts it. There is nothing more to 
be done on the part of Congress. 
Phe question has been asked by gentlemen upon the other side of 
House whether it would be competent for the State of Colorado 
» have elected its member of Congress up to the year 1320 under 
thislaw? Twill answer that question. I will not take the case of 
Colorado, but offer another illustration. It was held under the Con- 
ration that the Provinee of Canada might come into the Union of 
own right by conforming to the laws of the Confederation. Now, 
f the people of Canada should ask to be admitted into the Union at 
iis time, and Congress should provide by law for their admission to 
the Union, and declare at the same time that they might at the first 
election of members of Congress elect one inember for each Congress 
tilthenext general censusin 1880, Ithink they would have the right 
nuder that statute to make such elections, and that it would not be 
inconsistent either with the Constitution or the laws of Congress. I 
cannot conceive of any fact that would justify such an 
power, 


sxercise of 
But Lam not able myself to take in all the cirenmstances 
that may surround a province or territory seeking to be admitted into 
the Union, and say what can or cannot happen; but I do say that, 
under the plenary power of Congress to admit new States into the 
Union and to provide for governments in those States by act of Con- 
gress, if it shall appear to Congress that it is necessary that the elec- 


be an unconstitutional exercise of power, and the members so elected 
ought not to be rejected when they come here accredited in a proper 
mauner by the proper authorities. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask gentlemen to review this ease and look 
What we are to do if we follow their advice. We declare, in the 
first place, that a member who comes here from any State with an 
unimpeachable certificate from the government of that State to rep- 
resent it, shall not have his name put on the list if the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives even thinks there is a doubt about his elee- 
ton. That is the first act in this drama. 
[am not impeaching the integrity or the proper conduct of any 
icer of the House; but I ask gentlemen to think of it. Let them 
ask themselves if they are willing to give to the Clerk of one House, 
who may bea stranger to the members of another, the power upon 
is here notion that some member may not have been legally elected, 
r fuse to place his name on the roll. Ifthey establish that precedent, 
‘though Tam not a prophet, I know it will return to trouble them. 
Whe n that precedent becomes the recognized law of the House we 
ust hold, according to our practice in this case, that debate must 
ve suppressed ; and if a member asks an appeal to the judgment of 
the House itself, the appeal is refused. The Speaker is elected; the 
cominittees are appointed ; all the powers of the House are appropri 
ated ; and there is nothing left for members to do except to attend to 
the ordinary legislative action of the House. And the member who 


} 


tr 


is just as fairly elected as any member of this House is dept 
riglts as a member which are valuabk 

‘hat is notall. We: 
the Constitution to admit new 








the right given to the Congress und 
} w States intothe Union. We impe 
operation. We deny the power of Congress as it has been ¢ 
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in other cases. We say that that clause of the Constitution and the 
laws which authorize a Territory to come into the Union under that 
clause of the Coustitution must be in conformity with every other law 


that may have been passed at any time on the subject of elections 
or any subject relating to elections. 

Now, is it possible for any people of any Territory to be so well versed 
in the laws of the United States as to be able to ascertain exactly 
what their duties would be under such cireumstances? Is there any 
man who is proud to bea member of this House who will shield him- 
self under a subterfuge or pretext of this character in order to de- 
prive a sovereign State of its right of representation under the Con- 
stitution? Yet that is what we are asked to do; to render impracti- 
cable the operation of the clause of the Coustitution which makes it 
possible for Congress to admit new States; which has made the val- 
ley of the Mississippi and the mountain slopes of the Pacitic to blos- 
som like the fose, where the future power of this continent and pos- 
sibly of other continents may be seated forever. 

I ask gentlemen if they are willing to make such a declaration as 
this? For myself, I avoid it by voting that the member elected from 
the State of Colorado has a right to be sworn in. If anybody desires 
to question his right as to fact or as to law, or the authority of the 
governor or anybody else that lives or may live, I will give my vote 
for that inquiry with ali the zeal and all the satisfaction that I sup- 
port the right of the member elected to take the vath of office at this 
time, 

Mr. WALKER. I had intended, Mr. Speake r, to enter somewhat 
into the merits of the question before the House; but after the ex- 
haustive discussion which has been had, it seems tome an idle waste 


of time to discuss the various questions involved in the subject be- 


| fore the House. 


I have said that it was not, be- | 


Upon one point I have no doubt whatever. I have no doubt that 
Mr. Belford has no right, either prima facie or otherwise, to a seat in 
this House. His case, it seems to me, is utterly without merit; and 
if that were the only question involved here I should yote for a 
resolution declarinpg a vacancy in Colorado, and have it certified to 
the governor in order that the vacancy might be filled. 
election was held. It is possible that through the manipulations of 
the politicians of Colorado the people did not attend the polls as 
they usually do and under ordinary circumstances would have done, 
and vote for a member on one side or the other to represent them in 
Congress. But we have nothing to do with that. 
held; votes were cast. 

The subject, it seems to me, is surrounded with sufficient doubt to 
warrant it being investigated by a committee, 
this House on which we may act. 
shall vote for the reference of t] 
tions, 


2 ‘ - 
But another 


An election was 


anid a report made to 
For that reason, and that only, I 
11S subjec t to the Committee of Elee- 
I think, too, that in the determination of this question we 
should not become involved in the Serbonian bog of republican 
precedents. Let us do the very right according to the law and the 
Constitution, so that Colorado may be properly, legally, and consti 
tutionally represented on the floor of this House. 

Mr. BEEBE. For one, I deprecate the range this discussion has 
taken. I do not believe it is proper at this time to go into any con- 
sideration as to the facts concerning the election in Colorado. Ido 
believe that a high constitutional responsibility is imposed upon this 
House, that it confronts us by a reason of the recitals in the certili 
cate which the governor of Colorado has sent here to us. I believe 
that it is not only our privilege, but it isour duty, manfully to accept 
the responsibility and meet the issue where the Constitution puts it, 


E right here and now. 
tion shall be held for one or two terms at the same time, it would not | 


The Constitution of the United States provides that the times, 
places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and Representa- 
tives shall be preseribed in each State by the Legislature thereof ; but 
Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regulations, ox- 
cept as to the places of choosing Senators. 

Now, the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. BANKS, ] 
to whom I always listen with pleasure and from whose remarks | am 
always sure to acquire information, when referring to the certificate 
of the governor of Colorado, stated that the recital in that certificate 
as to the election being held on the 3d day of October had no effect 
or force whatever. He said, however, that if that certificate had re 
cited that the election was held in Ls75 we could then have taken 
notice of it. 

How would it have been had the certificate recited that the elec- 
tion was held in 1475, or long prior to the passage of the evabling act 
authorizing the people of Colorado to form a State government? 
Would we not then have been charged with notice? Would we not 
then have been required to determine the fact? And if the recital as 
to time has any force at all, if it appears to us by that recital and 
from that recital that the day of cleetion was a day oiler than that 
fixed by law, I care not when that day was, it is our duty to take 
notice of it and to act with reference thereto. 

The gentleman makes another point. He directs the attention of 
the House to the fact that the governor states in the certilicite that 
Mr. Belford was duly elected ; and he makes tho point that the word 
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“duly” 


“elected” comes up as a faithful lieutenant to aid the term * 
in that service. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


daly” 
Sir, cannot agree with the position taken by the 
gentleman in this regard. Suppose the enabling act had made no 
reference to the time when the election should be held. Suppose it 
had not contained this provision : 

Until the next general census said State shall be entitled to one Representative 
in the House of Representatives of the Uvited States, which Representative shall 


be elected on a day subsequent to the adoption of the constitution, and to be fixed 
by said constitutional convention 


If this clause were not in the enabling act, would gentlemen on 


an election on the 3d day of October? L imagine they would hardly 
take that position. Now the proposition I submit to the Honse is 
that this clause is an attempt on the part of the Congress of the 
United States to exercise an authority that it had no right to exercise. 
The Constitution places this authority in the State Legislature, to be 
exercised in subordination to the paramount authority of Congress 
on the subject. 

The Legislature, in the absence of any congressional enactment, 
may fix the time. Congress may of its own motion Tix the time. 
But I defy the lawyers and statesmen on the other side of the House 
to point to a single instance of an authority in this country support- 
ing the proposition that a constitutional investiture of authority 
carries with it any right to delegate that power. The power is in 
this body; but we cannot delegate it to the constitutional conven- 
tion of Colorado, nor to the Legislature of any State. If the Legis- 
lature or the convention has such a power, it has it in virtue of a 
constitutional investiture of authority, and not by virtue ef any con- 
gressional enactment. 

I know that the distinguished Representative from Massachusetts 
(Mr. BuTLer] put forth the claim that the constitutional convention 
was, in the contemplation of the Constitution of the United States, 
the Legislature of Colorado; but the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
MILLS] cited here this morning an opinion of the Attorney-General 
of the United States directly controverting that proposition. Why, 
sir, the Constitution itself makes a broad distinction between the 
conventions and legislative bodies. I have hastily gone through the 
Constitution, and | find that in no instance is the word “ legisla- 
ture” used where it could by any possibility be tortured by any con- 
struction so as to cover a constitutional or other convention of a 
State. A constitutional convention is that body which has all the 
power of the State. The legislature has only a limited authority, 
such authority as is limited to the legislative department of the gov- 
ernment. The authority of the convention extends to every depart- 
ment. We might as well claim that the word “ governor,” when used 
in the Constitution of the United States, is to be regarded as embrac- 
ing a constitutional convention, as tomake such a claim for the word 
* legislature.” 

Now, sir, article 5, section 1 of the Constitution, in providing for 
amendments to this instrament, declares that they shall be valid 
“when ratified by the Legislatares of three-fourths of the several 
States or by conventions in three-fourths thereof ;” thus making a 
clear distinction between a State legislature and a State convention. 
And if gentlemen will examine the Constitution they will find that this 
distinction is kept in view all the way through the instrument. Our 
fathers when they framed the Constitution acted in view of the fact 
that there were in the several existing State governments executive, 
legislative, and judicial departments. The Constitution was framed 
with reference to such a state of things then existing. The decisions 
holding that the terms used in the Constitution must be construed as 
they were understood at the time the Constitution was framed, are 
numerous and conclusive. This has been repeatedly declared in 
reference to such terms as “grand jury,” “ trial by jury,” &e. 

Now, if 1 am correct in the proposition that the constitutional con- 
vention could take no authority by virtue of an act of Congress, (and I 
claim that the decisions are uniformly to the effect that where by 
the constitution of a State or of the United States authority is dele- 
gated to any body that body cannot redelegate it,) because Congress 
cannot authorize the governor or the Legislature of a State or any 
other body or authority to fix the day for an clection, then the clause 
in the enabling act to which I have referred is void. It stands 
exactly as if it had never been placed in the enactment, and in the 
absence of such language there could be no claim anywhere of a right 
to hold an election on the 3d of October. 

I differ from the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts who 
has put forth the proposition that this is not a material point. It is 
a recital upon the face of the certificate, and we are charged with 
just the same measure of responsibility in dealing with it as if the 


recital had been that the election was held in 1873 or 1875, or before | 


the enabling act was passed, 

There is no inconsistency in the position taken by this side of the 
House. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] who first 
addressed himself to the discussion of this question, cited many in- 
stances (and his colleague has referred to those citations) where con- 
stitutions had been framed, members of Congress elected, and Terri- 
tories admitted as new States, without any previous authority trom 
Congress whatever. I grant it; and that carries the whole case with 
it so far as that branch is concerned. The last Congress followed 


covers everything, enres every defect, and that the word | 


| any day fixed or any day attempted to be fixed 


| been chosen. 


| State had certified that at an election duly and regularly 
the other side of the House claim that there was any right to hold | 1 


| the recital and nothing more, I should have claimex 
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that line of precedents exactly and admitted Colorado . 


and Mr. Belford to a seat here; and why? we 2 State 


Not because tly re w 
; ; hot because theo! = 
tion was regular or there was any claim of regularity for it — 
cause of its authority to admit new States and that ‘other a rit 
which permits Congress to judge arbitrarily of this whole matt. 
and, as in the cases of Arkansas, Michigan, and other States werenad 


this State of Colorado with the Representative certifix 


] 1 
+ DUE lye. 


aul mitted 
‘d to us to hav: 
I should vote to-day to admit Mr. Belford if the Severnor of th 
at 
held, or duly 
If that had been 


; a : 1 hs 1 that in making 
a prima facie case every intendment is in favor of the truth of the 


certificate of the officer, and that every presumption is in favor of 
: cs avor of 
the oflicer of the law who made the certificate, and upon that es 
sumption, justified as I would have been by the precedents, | athe 
have voted to have seated him and left Mr, Patterson to contest - 

But when the certificate goes further and recites that which brine 
to our notice, and of necessity to our knowledge, that the denis 
was held when it could not be lawfully held, either under ay, laws 
of Congress or of the Territory, then I say it is asking as litt] 
as should be asked of this side of the House to agree to send 1] el 
whole case to a committee of the House, solemnly to examine inty j: 
and report for our final judgment all the faets and the whole lay 
connected therewith. Now, sir, if the convention had any right. ir 
this matter, and if it did, as a matter of right, hold its election in 0, 
tober, it certainly was under the provision of the constitution of Co) 
orado authorizing the election. Suppose we concede that muec! 
Colorado, by her convention, authorized but one election, and thar 
was for the Forty-fourth, not the Forty-fifth, Congress. Cases haye 
been cited in Massachusetts and New York where elections have 
been held at the same time to fill a vacancy and also for a {y)] 
term, but they do not tonch this case, and for this reason there js 
no claim, and certainly there is nothing before the House to charg 
it with the knowledge, that there was any provision made in ( ‘olorado 
for filling, at the October election, both the vacancy and the full tern 
If the authorities of Colorado had provided that there should be ay 
election held for the unexpired term of the Forty-fourth Congress, 
and also an election held for the Forty-fifth Congress, then the case 
would be in keeping with the precedents which have arisen in various 
States of the @nion. 

But I defy any member of the House to point to an instance where 
an election has been held without any law or even any proclamation 
of any officer for an unexpired term to fill a vacancy and a full term 
as well. If there had been a law charging upon the electors to meet 
and cast their ballots on that day, to wit, the 3d day of October, for 
Representative to the Forty-fifth Congress, then it would have mat- 
tered nothing if no proclamation had issued. But there is no such 
law. If the law of Congress means anything it means the election 
shall be held on the 7th of November. If the constitutional provis- 
ion of Colorado meant anything it meant there should be one Repre- 
sentative elected then and thereafter. Mark the language of th: 
constitution of that State, or rather of the convention itself. | 
quote, “and thereafter,” that 1s, after the first election, “ an electior 
shall be held at such times and places as may be required by law.” 
What law? The law of the Territory of Colorado perhaps might 
have applied if there was any law in that Territory, because another 
provision of the constitution continued in force those territorial laws 
It would have followed that the other election required by law mast 
be held on that day fixed by the territorial laws, which were by the 
constitution continued in force, or the words “required by law” must 
be taken as referring to the law of Congress. In either case it is 
fatal to the claim that Mr. Belford was elected. 

So, in a word, and in conclusion, holding as I do that the Congress 
of the United States had no authority to delegate to or place in th 
hands of the convention any power to regulate this matter, holding 
as I do that the law of Congress was not repealed by that provision 
of the enabling act which was itself unconstitutional and void, I hold 
that there was no lawful election in Colorado on the 3: of October 
for either the Forty-fourth or Forty-tifth Congress, and the adimission 
of the member to the Forty-fourth Congress was only because the 
practice had been in the first instance to admit Representatives from 
new States without requiring strict conformity to law; but I claim 
no authority can be cited for naming the day or “ prescribing,” in the 
language of the constitution, the time for holding an election after 
the first officers are chosen, other than the time fixed by Congress ol 
by the State Legislature where Congress has not acted. The attempt 
by Congress to delegate this power of fixing the time for holding the 
election to the constitutional convention was in violaticn of the Cou- 
stitution of the United States and void, and, in my opinion, left the 
provisions of the Revised Statutes in force, and as it follows that 
Tuesday after the first Monday of November was the day fixed b) 
law for the election, I cannot sustain any claim made here upon the 
strength of an election held in October. 

Mr. BRAGG. It is not my purpose at this late hour in the debate 
to weary the already overtaxed patience of this House in the <iseus 
sion of the question involved upon the merits. My vote has been 
cast upon each of the preceding questions which have been considered 


held, if you please, Mr. Belford had been elected, 


pated ct 
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in favor of the member who presented here in support 
> claim credentials, regular upon their face, upon the theory that 
ome ie case was made to a seat by reason of those credentials 
i rade pe* right : and as it has been repeatedly charged upon this | 
wet Oe the question involved in this case is precisely identical 
floor be uestion involved in the preceding cases in that regard, and 
1 in following my judgment to vote against the admis- 
of Mr. Belford, and for a reference to a committee, I beg the 
See pence of this House for a moment while I state in brief the 
— 1, lead me to the conclusion which controls my vote upon 
We Lave beard a great deal said about the prima facie case. What 
| will define what I understand it to be. When a claimant 
asks to be seated upon this floor and he presents a certiticate which, 
if the facts recited upon the face of the certificate are true, entitles 
him to a seat, then in such case the House has not time to consider 
whether the facts 80 stated are true or not, but will admit the mem- 
ber to his seat upon the strength of the certificate, and in case the 
facts are contested will refer the contest to a committee with power 
to investigate and deliberate upon the question, and allow the con- 
testant, if he can, by proof aliunde to impeach the truth of the state- 
ment on the record so that the House may be advised ultimately upon 
the report of the committee, not only what the prima facie case repre- 
sented, but the truth of the case as it would appear after the prima 
facie ease bad been attacked by the contestant. Such acase so stated 
‘upon paper makes a prima facie case. 

Now, does the paper presented by Mr. Belford make such a case ? 
Isay, no. Why? Because if you admit every statement that is 
contained in the certificate of the governor upon which Mr. Belford 
claims title, still there is a question as to whether he has a right to 
his seat, and if what he claims to make a prima facie case raises upon 
its face that question, then it has ceased to be a prima Sacie case, and 
the question presented upon the face of the certificate must be adju- 
dicated upon before his right to a seat can be determined. 

In other words, a prima facie case, if admitted, admits the claim- 
ant to his seat. Now, we may admit everything to be true that is 
stated in Mr. Belford’s certificate, and none of those statements are 
denied and no one contests the truth of them, and yet it may be 
said that he is not entitled to his seat. In other words, the objec- 
tion raised upon the face of the certificate stands in the nature of a 
demurrer to the evidence, conceding the facts to be true. Yet, still 
no case is made. And why is there no case made? Because the cer- 
tificate shows the election was held upon the 3d day of October, 1876. 
Wasthat the proper day? Thatis the question. Grave doubts arise 
whether that was the proper day. Iam not prepared to say it was 
not the proper day, neither am I prepared to say that it was. What 
then would you do in such a case? Will you take the advice that is 
given to you by jurists through the newspapers, or will you send the 
question to your own chosen advisers, whose opinion upon questions 
of law you are accustomed to take, and ask them what the state of 


by this House 






with 
as I feel bounc 


reasons whic 


is it? 


the law was; and then, if they shall report that the 3d day of Octo- | 


ber was the true day for holding the election, Mr. Belford is entitled 
to his seat without contest. 
ber was the true day for the election, then the question will arise for 
the Committee on Elections to determine—if there be an application 
for a seat—to determine first, whether there was an election held on 
that day; and if the party claiming there was an election has been 
unable to procure a certificate, he can establish the fact before that 
committee that he received a majority of the votes cast upon that 
day; then, upon the report of the committee, the member making 
that claim should be seated. I, for one, sir, ask to be advised by the 
committee of this House as to what the state of the law is before I 


am prepared to vote. I do not wish to render judgment first and try | 


my case afterward. 


If they shall report the 7th day of Novem- | 





What would be the position of this House if it should vote Mr. 
Belford now into his geat? It would be a declaration on the part of 
the House that upon the 3d of October there was an election and 


that election was held upon a day fixed by law. Suppose after our | 


committee shall have investigated this question they report to this 
House, and the report of the committee be sustained, that upon the 
3d day of October there was no law authorizing such an election; 
what will that show? That will show that this House, in a hasty 
and perhaps ill-advised action, had seated a man and given him the 
rights of a member upon the floor of the House who had no more 
right or color of right to a seat than any other gentleman from Col- 
orado, and then we shall be obliged to adhere to the decision that we 
will now make by such a vote, or else we shall be obliged to confess | 
that we were ignorant of the true condition of the law, and now that | 
we have learned what the law was will reconsider our action and say | 
to the State of Colorado, “Your election was held upon a day not 
authorized by law, and you have sent no man here to represent yon, | 


= therefore send the case back to you that you may hold a legal 
election, 


s - wy odement, therefore, Mr. Speaker, and I believe I differ from 
108Tb 0 


1¢ gentlemen upon this side of the House, this question should 
£0 as a question of law to the Judiciary Committee for the purpose of 
ascertaining the state of the law under which the election was held, 


that the House may decide that question which meets them at the 
threshold, and then the 


§0 to the Committee of E 
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I offer, as an amendment in the nature of a substitute for the res- 


lution of the gentleman from Virginia, the following: 


Resolved, That the claims of James B. Belford and Thomas M. Patterson to a 


seat upon the floor of this House as Representative from the State of Colorado in 
the Forty-fifth Congress be referred to the Judiciary Committee of the House. to 
be appointed, with instructions to report what was the day fixed by law for the 
election of a member of the Forty-fifth Congress to represent the State of Colorado. 


93. 


| of the time of the House. 


Mr. SAYLER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Phe question was put; and on a division there were—ayes 94, noes 


Mr. LEONARD. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
112, nays 143, not voting 35; as follows: ; 


YEAS—Messrs. Bagley Ballou, Banning, Beebe, Benedict, Bisbee, Blount, Bouck, 
Bridges, Buckner, Bundy, Cabell, Camp, Candler, Carlisle, Clatlin, Alvah A. Clark. 
Clymer, Cook, Covert, Samuel S. Cox, Crapo, Cravens, Culberson, Durham, Dw ight, 
Eames, Eden, Eickhoff, Elam, Errett, James L. Evans, Forney, Fort, Foster, Frye, 
Fuller, Garth, Gibson, Giddings, Glover “ Hamilton, Harmer, 
Benjamin W. Harris, John T. Harris, Hart, Hartridge, Hazelton, Henderson, 
Henry, Herbert, Hiscock, Hubbell, Hungerford, Hunton, Frank Jones, James 
Taylor Jones, Jorgensen, Joyce, Kenna, Ketcham, Knott, Lapham, Lock wood, 
Loring, Maish, Manning, Mayham, Mills, Morgan, Morrison, Morse, Muller, Nor 
croas, Oliver, Overton, Pacheco, Page, Pound, Price Quinn, Reagan, Reilly, Riddle, 
Robertson, George D. Robinson, Milton S. Robinson, Sayler, Schleicher, Singleton, 
A. Herr Smith, Stenger, Thompson, Thornburgh, Throckmorton, Amos Townsend, 
Turner, Veeder, Walsh, Ward, Warner, Harry White, Whitthorne Alpheus 8. 
Williams, Charles G. Williams, Jere N. Williams, Benjamin A. Willis, Wilson, 
Wood, and Wrene-112. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Atkins, Bacon, John H. Baker, William H. Baker, Banks, 
Bayne, Bell, Bicknell, Blackburn, Blair, Bland, Boone, Boyd, Brentano, 
srewer, Briggs, Bright, Brogden, Browne, Burchard, Burdick, Cain, John W. Cald 
well, W. P. Caldwell, Calkins, Campbell, Cannon, Caswell, Chalmers, Chittenden, 
John B. Clarke of Kentucky, Rash Clark, Cobb, Cole, Collins, Conger, Jacob D. Cox 
Crittenden, Cummings, Cutler, Danford, Davidson, Horace Davis, Joseph J. Davis, 
Deering, Denison, Dibrell, Dickey, Dunnell, Ellsworth,John H. Evins, Ewing, Felton, 
Field, Finley, Franklin, Gardner, Hauna, Hardenbergh, Henry R. Harris, Harrison, 
Hartzell, Hatcher, Hendee, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, House, Humphrey, Hunter, 
Ittner, John 8S. Jones, Keifer, Keightley, Kelley, Kimmell, Knapp, Landers, La 
throp, Leonard, Ligon, Lindsey, Luttrell, Lynde, Marsh, Martin, McCook, McGowan, 
McKenzie, McKinley, McMahon, Monroe, Muldrow, Neal, Patterson, Peddie, 
Phelps, Pollard, Powers, Pridemore, Pugh, Rainey, Randolph, Rea, Reed, Ameri 
cus V. Rice, William W. Rice, Robbins, Roberts, Ross, Sampson, Sapp, Scales, 
Sexton, Shallenberger, Shelley, Sinnickson, Slemons, William E. Smith, Sparks, 
Springer, Starin, Steele, Stewart, John W. Stone, Joseph C. Stone, Strait, Tipton, 
Townshend, Turney, Vance, Van Vorhes, Waddell, Wait, Walker, Welch, Michael 
D. White, Willets, Richard Williams, Albert S. Willis, Wright, Yeates, and 
Young—143. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Aiken, Bliss, Butler, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, 
Darrall, Douglas, Ellis, 1. Newton Evans, Freeman, Garfield, Gause, Hale, Haskell, 
Hayes, Henkle, Abram S. Hewitt, Hooker, James, Killinger, Mackey, Mitchell, 
Money, O'Neill, Phillips, Potter, Ryan, Smalls, Southard, Stephens, Swann, Mar- 
tin L. Townsend, Tucker, Watson, Andrew Williams, and James Williams—35. 


Goode, Gunter, 


bragg, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. SLEMONS. My colleague, Mr. Gauss, is confined to his room 
by sickness. 

Mr. HUNTON. My colleague, Mr. TUCKER, is paired on this occa- 
sion with Mr. Ryan of Kansas, Mr. RYAN being detained from the 
House by sickness. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. HALE. I desire, for the benefit of the House, to ask the Chair 
to state what are the propositions now pending? 

The SPEAKER. The original proposition is the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Maine, [Mr. HALE,] that Mr. James B. Belford be sworn 
in as Representative from the State of Colorado. The gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Harris] has offered as a substitute a resolution 
which the Clerk will now read. 

The Clerk read the resolution of Mr. Harris, of Virginia, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the certificate presented by James B. Belford, and the certified 
abstracts of votes cast upon the 7th day of November, A. D. 1876, for Represent- 
ative to the Forty-fifth Congress, and accompanying papers presented by Thomas 
M. Patterson, — which each claims the office of Representative to the Forty- 
fifth Congress of the United States from the State of Colorado, be referred to the 
Committee of Elections, to be appointed hereafter, with instructions to said com- 
mittee to report either as to the prima facie right or final right of said claimants as 


the committee shal] deem proper, and that neither claimant be sworn in until said 
committee shall report. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Braco] 
offered an amendment to the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. HARRIS] which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Resolved, That the claims of James B. Belford and Thomas M. Patterson to a 
seat upon the floor of this House as Representative of the State of Colorado in the 
Forty-fifth Congress be referred to the Judiciary Committee of the House, to be 


appointed, with instructions to report what was the day fixed by law for the elec- 
tion of a member of the Forty-fifth Congress to represent the State of Colorado 


Mr. HALE. I do not propose, Mr. Speaker, to occupy much more 


This question has been thoroughly dis- 
cassed in almost every phase that it could be presented in, and after 
all it comes back to the one dangerous proposition of interference 
upon a case presenting a prima facie credential from the governor of 


| a State or of the legal and duly constituted authorities, by this House, 


to prevent the member bearing such a certificate being sworn in. 1 
maintain now, as I did before, that there is no end to the dangers 


| upon which we shall embark when we attempt to disregard and dis- 
uestion of any contest for the seat should 


allow the force of such certificate. I hold in this case that the _reci- 
tation in the certificate that the member has been duly elected is the 
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interpretation by the duly constituted authorities of the State, that 
there has been such an election and that that certificate, when pre- 
ited here, shonld have the same force as every other certilicate. 


I have been examining the authorities to see when and where just | 


this question has come up before the House as to the recitation of the 
date of the election in the certificate giving anybody, the Clerk or 
the House, the right to raise a question on the prima facie case. 

The case that 1 find in point, and the only case that I find in point 
upon this subject, was one that arose in the Forty-second Congress, 
where this same question came up on the Tennessee certificates, which 
recited a day of election npon which it was declared in the certificate 
the members had been elected. The point wasraised at the organiza- 
tion of that House, and it was raised in the organization of this House, 
that as the certificate recited a day doubtful in the view of many 
members of the House, and therefore projected upon this House a 
doubt which should be solved either by the Clerk or by the House, 
a decision was made upon that point. I will read from the decision 
of the ClerK upon that case, which decision was acquiesced in by the 
House, and the members were seated. This is the language of the 
Clerk: 

Regarding the certificates from Tennesseo, the Clerk desires to state that they 
differ essentially from the credentials issued to the Representatives from that 
State elected to the Forty-first Congress. 

In this case there is no such discrepancy. Mr. Belford presented 
himself with the same kind of a certificate as he presented for the 
fragment of the term of the Forty-fourth Congress. Ie then passed 
through the scrutiny of a committee of this House and no point was 
made as to the form of his credentials. Therefore the additional 
points in the Tennessee case are not found in this case. The Clerk 
goes on to say— 

That strictly judged they [the certificates from Tennesses| are both vague and 
evasive; that the changes made are so marked and special as to create a belief 
that they were purposely made to produce uncertainty. 

The Clerk was referring to additions and changes in the creden- 
tials, patent to the eyes of himself and of members, not found here 
in this case, 

The Clerk has been in doubt as to his duty concerning them, but has fiually con- 
cluded to give them, this time, the benefit of the doubt, and to accept them. The 

wint which has been argued, that the election was not held on the day fixed by the 
oe s of Tennessee, involves a construction of the constitution and of several laws 
of that State; and the Clerk has, under the ciféumstances, concluded not to rule 
upon it. 

He concluded not to rule upon it for the reason, as intimated by him, 
that it involved a constraction of the law in regard to which the duly 
coustituted authorities of Tennessee had taken cognizance and had sent 
their members here. The Clerk of that Congress in that case ruled 
against his party because he was filled with the belief, and the House 
sustained him in that opinion, that it did not lie in his mouth, that it 
did not lie with the House, to shat ont members upon doubts raised, 
even although they were so grave as those presented in the language 
of the Clerk which I have just read here. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has the gentleman one of those Tennessee cer- 
tificates before him? If so, I would like to hear it read. 

Mr. HALE. I have not, and I do not care about it, because the 
language of the Clerk shows how much Mfficulty there was. It shows 
that three Congresses ago the House of Representatives, the Clerk 
acting for them, received certificates that had a score of defects com- 
pared with any which the ingenuity of any gentleman can raise in 
the case now before this Honse. 

It is in the power of this House, it is in the power of the majority 
of this House, to declare that Colorado shall for the time be disfran- 
chised here, that her Representative, producing this certificate which 
her governor has given him, shall be held from our doors. It is in 
their power to send tuese credentials and to send him before a com- 
mittee some members of which presumably have already expressed 
themselves in this case, as they had arighttodo. My friend, the honor- 
able gentleman from Virginia,{ Mr. Harris, ] the formerchairman of the 
Committee of Elections, made astrong argument the other day against 
the right of Mr. Belford to be seated here. His argument is such as, 
if sustained, would prevent Mr. Belford being seated here either on 
a prima facie case or a whole case before the Committee of Elections. 
Ido not know whether he will have anything to do with the tribunal 
that shall first pass upon this case, if it is sent to the Committee of 
Elections. But if he does then this will be a prejudged case. His 
mind as a lawyer is made up on grounds that he believes to be good. 
It is only one way of declaring that Colorado shall be unrepresented 
until she has been put to the expense of a new election and until 
there shall be sounded in all her hills and valleys the notes of another 
general election for a member of Congress. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question f 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I know no more than the gentleman 
does where I will be in the organization of committees. But, if I 
should be upon the Committee of Elections, I fally understand that 
its duty is to examine and report its opinion to this Honse. It is 
merely advisory ; every member of the House must at last upon his 


judicial oath vote as to who is and who is not entitled to the seat, | 


when the report is made from that committee and shall come to this 
Jiouse for action. 
I ask wy friend from Maine [ Mr. HAL&] if he has not given as much 


evidence as I have of an opinion in this case. 


and Tam very much afraid that his mind is so made up t! 


case of jurors, from sitting on a case where they hac 








: 4 aC: Even more sq for I 
have studiously avoided expressing any opinion upon the k rality of 


election held in November, and have taken the ground that ; 


should go to the Committee of Elections and there be inyossis.,_, 


judicially ; not to avoid a judicial investigation, bat that such > 


‘ ; zy in 
tigation should be had. The gent!eman argues the whole quest 


not be a fair judge; and if the law excluded judges conan 

; ; 5 1 made up their 
minds, I think the gentleman would be disqualified from yotiy. ;, 
this case. ~ _ 

Mr. HALE. Ido not find the least fanlt with the gentleman ¢ 
having made up his mind and for having argued the question a)), 
as he has. I only say that he argued the question so ably that frog, 
his own proposition he must, as a logician, proceed unerring|y tot “ 
one result. That is the whole question. eatere 

Here is a man with a certificate good in form and undisputed as iy 
its authority. For ten days he has been knocking at our doors ask. 
ing for admission. He was elected at a fair, undisputed election: 
elected by a majority which is not contested here; elected on a ey, 
test in which both parties put forth every particle of strength that 
in them lay; elected by the people of his State, and coming hers 
with no competitor for whom it has been argued that he has a ero. 
dential or is entitled to a seat. Now, Mr. Speaker, it rests with g 
majority of this House to say whether they will apply to this caso 
the stern, strict rule of Sir Rebert Walpole, “ No quarter in election 
cases!” The majority can keep this man out. They can declare tha: 
there was no election. They can say that the twenty-five thousand 
men of Colorado who voted on the 3d day of October, 1276, sy}! 
be called upon to vote over again—perhaps in midwinter: for yo 
man can tell when this report willbe made. Gentlemen on the other 
side, because it will increase their majority in this House by the addi- 
tion of one vote that they do not need, can keep this man out, or the 
House can continue in the direction that it took the other day, and 
can declare that there is nothing so potential in a prima facie case as 
the certificate of the governor duly presented. I now call the pre- 
vious question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
which was first upon the adoption of the following, offered by Mr, 
BRAGG: 

Resolved, That the claims of James B. Belford and Thomas M. Patterson to a 
seat upon the floor of this House as Representative of the State of Colorado iu t 
Forty-tifth Congress be referred to the Judiciary Committee of this House, to ) 
appointed, with instructions to report what was the day fixed by law for the ele 
tion of a member of the Forty-fifth Congress to represent the State of Colorado 


Mr. BRAGG. I ask consent to withdraw that substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute will be regarded as withdrawn. 

The question then recurred upon the adoption of the following sub- 
stitute, offered by Mr. Harris, of Virginia: 

Resolved, That the certificate presented by James B. Belford and the certitied 
abstracts of votes cast upon the 7th day of November, A. D. 1876, for Represent. 
ative to the Forty-fifth Congress, and accompanying pees preseuted by Thomas 
M. Patterson, upon which each claims the office ot tepresentative to the Forty 
fifth Congress of the United States from the State of Colorado, be referred to the 
Committee of Elections, to be appointed hereafter, with instructions to said com 
mittee to report. either as to the prima facie right or final right of said claimants, as 
the committee shall deem proper, and that neither claimant be sworn in until said 
committee shall report. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the yeas and nays on the adoption of 
this resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 137, nays 130, not 
voting 23; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Atkins, Banning, Beebe, Bell, Benedict, Bicknell, Black- 
burn, Bland, Biount, Boone, Bouck, Bragg, Bridges, Bright, Backner, Cabell, John 
W. Caldwell, W. P. Caldwell, Candler, Carlisle, Chalmers, Alvah A. Clark, John 
B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cobb, Collins, Cook, Covert, Samuel 5. Cox 
Cravens, Crittenden, Culberson, Davidson, Joseph J. Datis, Dibrell, Dickey, Eden, 
Eickhoff, Elam, Ellis, John H. Evins, Ewing, Felton, Finley, Forney, Franklin, 
Fuller, Garth, Gibson, Giddings, Glover, Goode, Gunter, Hamilton, Hardenbergh, 
Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Harrison, Hart, Hartridge, Hartzell, Hat her, 
Henry, Herbert, Goldsmith W. Iewitt, House, Hunton, Frank Jones, James Taylor 
Jones, Kenna, Kimmell, Knapp, Knott, Landers, Ligon, Lockwood, Luttrell, Lynde, 
Maish, Manning, Martin, Mayham, McKenzie, McMahon, Mills, Money, Morgaa, 
Morrison, Morse, Muldrow, Muller, Phelps, Pridemore, Quinn, Kea, Reagau 
Reilly, Americus V. Rice, Riddle, Robbins, Roberts, Robertson, loss, Sayler, 
Scales, Schleicher, Shelley, Singleton, Slemons, William E. Smith, Southard, 
Sparks, Springer, Stecle, Stenger, Throckmorton, Townshend, Turner, Turney, 
Vance, Veeder, Waddell, Walker, Walsh, Warner, Whitthorne, Alpheus 5 W ill. 
iams, James Williams, Jere N. Williams, Albert S. Willis, Benjamin A. Willis, 
Wilson, Wood, Wright, Yeates, and Young—137. a 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Bacon, Bagley, John I. Baker, William 1H. Baker Bal- 
lou, Banks, Bayne, Bisbee, Blair, Boyd, Brentano, Brewer, Briggs, Brogden, Browne, 
Bandy, Burchard, Burdick, Butler, Cain, Calkins, Camp, Campbell, Cannon, (as 
well, Chittenden, Claflin, Rush Clark, Cole, Conger, Jacob D. Cox, Crapo, Cum: 
mings, Cutler, Danford, Darrall, Horace Davis, Deering, Denison, Dunnell, Dwight, 
Eames, Ellsworth, Errett, L. Newton Evans, James L. Evans, Field, Fort, Foster, 
Freeman, Frye, Gardner, Garfield, Hale, Hanna, Harmer, Benjamin W Harris, 
Hayes, Hazelton, Hendee, Hiscock, Hubbell, Humphrey, Hungerford, [anter, Itt 
ner, James, John S. Jones, Jorgensen, Joyce, Keifer, Keightley, Kelley, Ketcha a 
Lapham, Lathrop, Leonard, Lindsey, Loring, Marsh, McVook, Mc Gowan, Mc Kin 
ley, Monroe, Neal, Norcross, Oliver, O'Neill, Overton, Pacheco, Page, Patterson 
Peddie, Phillips, Pollard, Pound, Powers, Price, Pugh, Rainey, Randolph, Reet 
William W. Rice, George D. Robinson, Milton 5S. Robinson, Sampson, Sapp, 
ton, Shallenberger, Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, Starin, John W. Stone Jone pli - 
Stone, Strait, Thompson, Thornburgh, Tipton, Amos Townsend, Van Vorhes, War’ 
Watson, Welch, Harry White, Michael D. White, Willets, Charles G. Williaws. 
Richard Williams, and Wren—130. 



















> YOTING—Messrs. Bliss John B. Clarke, of Kentucky, Douglas, Darham, 
NOT coos oa 


( Haske 
: r walt ‘and Andrew Williams—23. 

So the substitute was ae. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made : 

te FRANKLIN. On this question I am paired with the gentleman 
from Kansas, Mr. Ryan. If he were present, he would vote “ no’ 
ae ale ote “ ay.” 
at a MRHAM. I am paired with the gentleman from New York, 
Mr Tow NSEND. If he were here, he would vote in the negative and 
I should yote in the affirmative. aie 

‘Mr. WAIT. Iam paired with the gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. 
JOKER, who, if present, woyld vote in the affirmative, while I should 

. . negative. 

vou a TEWART. " am paired with the gentleman from Maryland, 
Mr. HENKLE. If he were present, he would vote “ay” and I should 
. ‘Mr. {IENDERSON. I am paired on all political questions with Mr. 
CLARKE, of Kentucky. I did not suppose this to be a political ques- 
tion, but it seems to be so regarded by some ; and therefore I refrain 
from voting. If Mr. CLARKE were present, he would, I presume, vote 
“ay” and I should vote “no.” 7 y 

Mr. PHILLIPS. My colleague, Mr. HASKELL, is detained from 
the House by sickness, and is paired with the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Hewrrr.] If present, he would vote “ no.” 

Mr. HUNTON. I have been requested to state that my colleague, 
Mr. TucKER, is paired with Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Mr. Speaker, as I have just learned from the 
ventleman from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] that the pair which he has 
announced between his colleague (Mr. TUCKER] and the gentieman 
from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] was made by the gentleman from Illinois, 
[ Mr. BuRCHARD, ] I wish to state that if the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. BurcHarp] had the authority to make that arrangement for a 
air then it releases me; and, further, that if the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] is absent from the House, believing he is 
paired with the gentleman from Kansas {Mr. RYAN] under the ar- 
rangement made by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. BurcHARD, } 
that also releases me. Therefore, under the circumstances, and with 
this statement to the House, I propose to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that, in reference to the 
arrangements about pairs among members, he has nothing to do, 
but he would suggest, as the House is very close, that in future all 
pairs should be submitted in writing. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The pair in announcing which the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. FRANKLIN] has akgaded to my name was arranged 
by myself and the gentlemar from Kansas, [Mr. PHILLIPs, } the col- 
league of Mr. RYAN, with the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Hun- 
TON, ] in good faith, without any knowledge of any previous arrange- 
ment made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. FRANKLIN] with Mr. 
RYAN. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

i The question next recurs on the resolution as 
amended. 

The resolution, as amended, was adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion, as amended, was adopted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


an 


DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr.GARFIELD. Yesterday, Mr. Speaker, I introduced a resolu- 
tion in regard to the documents of the last House. It was written 
hastily, and I understand it may interfere with the rights of officers 
of the House to their decuments. I have now drafted another coy- 


ering the whole case, which I ask to submit to take the place of the 
one offered yesterday. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That the undistributed books and documents remaining in the folding- 
room of the House of Representatives to the credit of members and officers of the 
last House of Representatives at the commencement of the present session be 


— wo the credit of the corresponding members and officers of the present 


Mr. YEATES, I object. 


Mr. GARFIELD. TI hope the gentleman will understand that the 
resolution passed the other day in omitting the officers of the House 
lid them injustice. This is to correct that, and is submitted at the 
Suggestion of the Clerk and other officers. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I ask the gentleman whether this resolution does 
not conflict with the law upon the subject, which gives the outgoing 


en the right until the 1st of January to distribute these docu- 
“nts. 


Mr. VANCE. It is the law. 

Ld SPEA KER, Until the Ist of December is the law. 

Mr. YEATES. I withdraw my objection. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. GARFIELD moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 


van, Smalls, Stephens, Stewart, Swann, Martin I. Townsend, | 
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| tion was adopted; and also move ‘ ’ ‘econside . 
i) Henderson, Henkle, Abram S. Hewitt, Hooker, Killinger, Mackey, | ] (Lalso moved that the motion to reconsider be 


laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPAIRS TO THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT BUILDING. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates for 
salaries and for repairs to the Interior Department building; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


THE GERMAIN CHILDREN. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, relative to setting aside 
from the Cheyenne annuities $5,000 for the Germain children: which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting reports of 
certain citizen committees appointed to investigate the custom-house 
service and recommending that they be compensated by appropriate 
legislation; which were referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

CALEB TOMPKINS, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, regarding the claim of 
Caleb Tompkins, of Cartersville, Georgia, with accompanying docu- 
ments; which were referred to the Committee on War Claims, when 
appointed. 

MARY E. DARWIN. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, regarding the claim of 
Mary E. Darwin and the heirs of Amanda Canian, with accompany- 
ing documents ; which were referred to the Committee of Claims, 
when appointed. 

INVENTORY OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
an inventory of public documents in the folding-room of the House 
of Representatives ; which was referred to the Committee of Ac- 
counts, when appointed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE ON THUNDER BAY RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of Michigan, asking 
an appropriation to construct a light-house at the mouth of Thun- 
der Bay River, in the county of Alpena; which was referred to the 
Committee of Commerce, when appointed. 

LEVEES ON THE MISSISSIPPI. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
concurrent resolution of the Legislature of the State of Missouri, in 
reference to a system of levees on the Mississippi River; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed. 


REMOVAL OF NATIONAL CAPITAL. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
joint and concurrent resolutions of the Legislature of the State of Mis- 
souri, relative to the removal of the National Capital; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, when appointed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. REAGAN, by unanimous consent, leave was given 
to withdraw from the files of the House the papers in the case of James 
Green, there being no adverse report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, 
leave was given to withdraw from the files of the House papers relat- 
ing to the destruetion of the Columbia bridge, and to refer the same 
to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, there being no ad- 
verse report thereon. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to make an inquiry in regard to these appli- 
cations for withdrawal of papers from the files, whether, in order to 
their being referred to a committee, there is any necessity for a motion 
here. I think we have a rule which regulates that. 

The SPEAKER. There is a rule which permits it. 

Mr. CONGER. It does not, as I understand, need the action of the 
House to withdraw these papers from the files for reference to a com- 
mittee. . 

The SPEAKER. That is within the provision of the rule. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I understand the Speaker makes a reference by 
unanimous consent of the House, but the House can at any time 
change the reference. 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker only indicates what he thinks to be 
the appropriate committee of reference. If the House thinks differ- 
ently, any gentleman can rise in his place and test the sense of the 
House on the reference suggested by the Speaker. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not desire to raise the question now, but I 
wish to state that it has always been the custom whenever a subjeet- 
matter by a resolution or bill is introduced to the House and referred 
to a committec, to have the papers connected with that subject upon 
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the files of a former Congress referred to the committee without mo- 
tion in the House. I draw the attention of the Speaker to the fact 
that that has been the custom heretofore. 





OCTOBER 25 


printed, except the names of the officers which authenticate ¢} sd 
ument. ne Ge- 


Mr. YOUNG. As I feel a good deal of interest in this matte 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is quite correct in what he states. | has been particularly agitated in my section of country, I ih wale 


It may be done either way. 
LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. SMALLS, for two days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. RYAN, for five days, on account of sickness in his family. 
To Mr. JameEs, for ten days. 
To Mr. STARIN, for ten days. 


EMIGRATION TO LIBERIA. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I ask the gentleman from New York to yield to 
me for a ‘few moments. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will yield to the gentleman if what he 
offers has nothing political in it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. There is nothing political in what I am to ask. 
I have received a petition of so interesting and remarkable a charac- 
ter, and which is so entirely non-partisan, that I desire to have it 
spread upon the Recorp, and I am sure the gentleman from New 
York will be glad to read it there. I will state to the gentleman in 
brief —— 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire that it may be read before I con- 
sent to its going on the Journal. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Ido not ask that it may go upon the Journal, 
but I desire to have the petition printed in the Recorp. This is a 
petition from 210 men of color, asking assistance from Congress to en- 
able them to go to Liberia and make it their permanent home. They 
say that a very large movement of that sort is going on among them, 
and they state their reasons why it should be assisted. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have no objection to their going. 

Mr. GARFIELD. For the information of the House I desire that 
the petition should be spread upon the Recorp; and I shall be glad 
if gentlemen will have patience to hear it read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the petition being read ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. If read, it goes tothe Recorp. It may as 
well go to the RECORD without being read. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I ask that the letter of transmission may be 
printed along with it. 

Several Members. Read! Read! 

The SPEAKER. The objection to reading the Chair would hold to 
We an objection to the introduction of the petition. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have no objection to its being read if no 
one else has. 

There being no further objection the petition was read, and is as 
follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States: 


GENTLEMEN : The undersigned oe ea and earnestly ask your attention to 
this their statement and request ; and they confidently hope to receive your favor- 
able consideration of the claim they urge. Your petitioners are descendants of 
African slaves, brought to this country against their will; while for two hondred 
years their children have given their labor to increase, especially in raising cotton, 
the wealth of every section of the United States. We desire now to return to Af- 
rica and make it our home; but after all the years given to the white race, we as a 
»cople are left without the means of paying our passage or providing for our imme- 
diate wants on landing in Liberia. ’e ask that you will aid our efforts; and that 
not as a charity, but as a debt. 

Our reasons for desiring to emigrate are two: The a pe of twelve years 
since our emancipation shows that the number of laborers in this country increases 
more rapidly than thatof employers ; and that the competition of white labor will 
leave many of us unemployed. Besides, the experience of more than one hundred 
years in the Northern States shows that in this competition the colored people 
cannot expect to occupy any but subordinate itions, either as laborers or as 
citizens. The main reason urged why we should remain here is, that our labor and 
our votes are needed in this country ; a suggestion that our interests should in the 
future as in the past be made subordinate to the interests of the white people. 

On the other hand the republic of Liberia offers us lands, freedom from competi- 
tion with any but our own race, and an equal prospect of superior position. ore- 
over, the entire continent of Africa is now open to the better instructed classes, 
and the road to honorable and useful employment, as well as to Christian enterprise, 
is wide and inviting. And your a ask your assistance in their efforts for 
these additional considerations: When the war for American Independence closed, 
England, at great expense, provided a home for the American slaves taken in the 
war, on the coast of Africa. When, according to the provision of the American 
Constitation, the slave-trade was to be stopped, the United States Government 

yurchased lands in Africa, sent out some of our people to prepare a home, and sent 

Pack recaptured Africans to Liberia as an asylum forthem. And this they contin- 
ued to do even to strangers who had never rendered any service to the American 
people, till our emancipation was obtained. We cannot conceive that the Ameri- 
can people will deny the descendants of those who have devoted their faithful serv- 
ice for them what they have granted as a-debt to aliens. Your petitioners confi- 
dently ask that you will grantthe same sum, $100 each, to us as emigrants which 
your predecessors furnished for the benefit of the recaptured. For this amount 
the American Colonization Society is now, as in past years, ready to furnish us a 
nassage to Liberia and six months’ shelter, provisions, medical attendance, and 
atouctien for our children until we can provide for ourselves by the use of the 
lands granted us by the Liberian government. We feel assured that your favor- 
able action will not only be approved but commended by the great majority of the 
American people. 


ROBERT ORR, 
President North Carolina Freedmen's Emigration Aid \ 
SHERWOOD CAPPS, 
Corresponding Secretary. 
Mr. GARFIELD. I ask that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. The names attached need not be 


the gentleman from Ohio where these men reside ? + 0 ack 

Mr.GARFIELD. This is an emigration society in North Carol 
The place of residence is mentioned in the petition and the } a 
will show it. a 

I make this apology for asking the House to listen lor 
hear it read. It struck me as so remarkable and prob: 
that in it which every gentleman, whatever his poli 
would be anxious to consider, that I want it spread upx 
where every gentleman can read it. 

I must confess that it has made a very deep impression on me 
[ understand from the letter, which I ask to have printed as 
my remarks, from Dr. Samson, late president of Columbia College 
in this city, and now of New York, to whom this paper was addressed 
and who transmitted it to me for presentation to the House, that the 
old American Colonization Society, which we had supposed the ab- 
olition of slavery had rendered nearly obsolete, is actively engaged ‘. 
assisting these people in their attempt. And I am sure every gentle. 
man would be willing at least to consider what is there wriitey 
I think the Committee on Education and Labor is the aj } 
committee to consider it. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on Education and La- 
bor, when appointed. 

The letter referred to by Mr. GARFIELD is as follows : 


1g enough to 
ably as having 
tical opinions, 
m the Recorp 


and 
& part of 


and 
propriate 


NEw York, October 2 1977 
My Dear GENERAL: My long service for the colored people of the South, before 
the war when the captives were sent back to Africa, and since the war in our ex 
tended educational work in the South, leads them to look to me for sympathy sti| 
Hon. Mr. Fessenden received, when chairman of the Finance Conimittee of tly 
Senate, shortly after the war, similar appeals to the inclosed. He acknowled red 

the debt, and would have led in a movement for its payment had he lived. ° 
If not inconsistent with your convictions of what is due to the petitioners, I hope 
you will present this petition, which Mr. Fessenden, were he alive, would urg: in 

the Senate. 2 
* * * * * . * 


I am ever and truly your friend and servant, 


Tion. J. A. GARFIELD. 


P. 8 —The movement indicated in this petition is spontaneous among the colored 
people of North and South Carolina, and their appeal has come, as the whole move. 
ment, from their own convictions. 


G. W. SAMSON. 


G. W. 8 
COMPENSATION OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYES. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to have read a petition from certain 
white workingmen of this country as to certain discriminations against 
them. I would like to have it read and spread upon the Recorp. It 
is from white men. 

No objection being made the petition was read, as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


We, the undersigned, mechanics and laborers, citizens of the United States, re. 
spectfully present this our protest and petition : 

First. We protest most energetically against that unjust discrimination made by 
the laws of the United States in fixing the compensation of clerks in the different 
Departments of the Government, and leaving that of the mechanics and laborers 
to be established as the whims of individuals may dictate. 

Second. We protest against that assumption of authority on the part of the Meads 
of Executive Departments under which the clerks of the Government are worked 
seven hours per day and the mechanics and laborers ten hours per day. 

Third. We protest that it is unjust that one branch of Government employés 
should be allowed leaves of absence with pay, and pay during time lost by sickness, 
and that another branch should be deprived of like privileges. 

Fourth. We petition that all classes of employés in the civil service be subject to 
law and custom uniform in all respects : onl, iP the theory of supply and demand 
is to be the principle observed, that it be made to apply impartially and justly to 
all classes of public servants whose appointments are not made by the people 
and if the practice of liberal compensation and privileges is to prevail that allalike 
share in its provisions. 

We petition you, therefore, to abolish such, as we believe, undemocratic and un- 
American distinctions as at present exist in our civil service. 


The SPEAKER. The petition will be referred to the Committee 
on the Civil Service, when it is appointed. 
GOVERNMENT ASSISTANCE TO HOMESTEAD SETTLERS. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I ask permission to present the petition of 20,7% 
workingmen, citizens of Pennsylvania and residents of the twelfth 
congressional district of that State, praying for the passage of a law 
making a small loan by the Government to aid settlers upon the pub- 
lic domain, under the provisions of the homestead laws, to be secured 
by mortgage on lands so selected, payable in ten years in annual in- 
stallments, at an interest of 3 per cent. per annum. I ask that the 
petition be printed in the Recorp without the names, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, when appointed. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

The petition is as follows : 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled 


The undersigned, workingmen of the State of Pennsylvania and citizens of the 
United States, humbly pray that a law may be passed giving national aid and as 
sistance to such persons as are qualified to settle upon the public domain under the 
provisions of the homestead act a by Congress and approved May 20, 1502, t 
enable them to commence their improvements. 3 

The disasters which have befallen the mining, mercantile, and manufacturing 
interests of the country have thrown many of us out of employment. W hile - 
are ready and willing to labor, we cannot procure work, and have exhausted t 10 
small means which we possessed, and hundreds and thousands of us are in a stat 
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¢ chanlute want. We see no prospect of an immediate change for the better. The 
: a - ia shrouded in gloom. 
“While Congress ha die, rhartered companies and associations, we 
lions of dollars as subsidies to chartere I ie er 
hut hope that Congress will hear the prayer of the laboring man for assist- 
cannot i dark hour of his necessity and pressing want. ; 
eS he vart of wisdom for a great country to allow suffering among the 
It is not ¢ ae is ample means to prevent or at least alleviate it. The work. 
people whe ' ian are better entitled to the bounty of Government than aggre- 
ingmen — We. too, pay our taxes. We fill the rank and file of the nation's 
—* os re uired; and labor is the basis of the national prosperity. : 
Army wit a aan We ask you to give usa helping hand. We do not ask it asa 
We ask itasa loan, We are willing to repay the principal and interest. 
gilt . — yectfully pray for relief. We do it in the names of our wives and 
. 1 —_ we do not prefer charges against the Government for its vast gifts to 
— ted wealth ; but we, the humble, unpretending workingmen of the coun- 
a Pr of employ ment, despondent, with little means of subsistence, humbly pray 
Ty eee en ldo a little for us, compared with what you have done for the wealth 
ae salen Our demands are not exorbitant, and the loan of a small sum to give 
«eae in our new western home will be gratefully acknowledged. 
And, as in duty bound, we will ever pray, &c. 


Mr. REILLY. I havea similar petition, signed by a large number 
of citizens of the thirteenth congressional district of Pennsylvania, of 
the same purport, and I ask to have it referred to the same committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


SUFFRAGE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to present the petition of the Labor 
League of the District of Columbia, requesting the restoration of 
impartial suffrage in this District. It is signed by between six and 
eight bundred of the citizens of this District without regard to 
color, and they represent in this petition that it is undemocratic and 
unrepublican to govern this District without permitting the people 
to vote. Lask that the body of the petition be printed in the Recorp 
without the names, and that it be referred to the Committee on the 
Distriet of Columbia, when appointed. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

The petition is as follows: 

PETITION OF THE LABOR LEAGUE OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA REQUESTING THE 
RESTORATION OF IMPARTIAL SUFFRAGE. 
To the honorable the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States of America: 

Your petitioners respectfully represent that they are citizens of the District of 
Columbia and resident tax-payers; that in 1874 they were deprived of the natural 
right of suffrage by Congress with the distinct understanding that at the next 
session a permanent form of government, with the suffrage restored, would be given 
tothe people of the Districtof Colambia. Since then your petitioners have patiently 
waited for the different committees that were appointed by Congress to give a per- 
manent government to the District to make their report, but nosuch report has ap- 
peared, and in consequence your petitioners have submitted to outrage upon outrage 
until today they are on the very verge of starvation. 

Your petitioners respectfully represent that it is unrepublican and undemocratic 
to govern this District without giving the people thereof a voice in the selection 
of their servants, and there is no city to-day in the civilized world, of the popula 
tion of Washington, governed in the despotic manner in which we are governed 
here. The existing government by three proconsuls is a notorious contradiction 
of the laws of both God aud man, and we earnestly ancj emphatically request your 
honorable body toe restore to us our old time-honored mayor, common council, and 
a Delegate in Congress. The members of the Labor League during the recent strike 
were mainly instrumental in preserving order in the District, and one of the griev- 
ances of those who wanted to create disturbance here was that we had no repre- 
sentation and therefore had no more rights than dogs, and they averred that it 
was only through violence that the suffrage would be restored; your petitioners 
believing otherwise and preferring to appeal to Congress for a redress of griev- 
ances passed their resolution for law and order, prevented such an outbreak in the 
District, and are now entitled to have their petition treated with proper respect by 
your honorable body and their many grievances redressed. 

Your petitioners ask your honorable body as a legislature of wisdom and patriot- 
ism to anticipate bloody revolution by actual legislative concession, a concession 
in accordance with the dictates of reason and one that will prove to be for the best 
interest of the citizens and workingmen of the District of Columbia, and a con- 
cession that will be heartily indorsed by the whole liberty-loving American peo- 
ple, mameey the restoration of impartial suffrage to the people of the District of 
Colambia, 

Finally, your petitioners call your attention to the language of Edmund Burke, 
and ask consideration, under the present circumstances, for the words of admoni- 
tion to the Commons of England, which fell from the mouth of that distinguished 
statesman whose prescience anticipated in England the scenes of the French revo- 
lution, and by parliamentary reformation at that time prevented their enactment 
in that country. Words of such wisdom, and coming from the most consummate 
master of English reformation, should be heeded by all lovers of their country, 
and particularly by the members of the House of Representatives of the United 
anaes who are the only custodians of the franchises of the Republic. Burke 
Bald: 

“1 do most seriously put it to administration to consider the wisdom of a timely 
reform. Early reformations are amicable reformations with a friend in power. Late 
reformations are terms imposed upon a conquered enemy ; early reformations are 
male in cool blood: late reformations are made under a state of inflammation. In 
that state of things the people behold in government nothing that is respectable. 
They see the abuse, and they will see nothing else; they fall into the temper of a 
furious populace, provoked at the disorder of a house of ill-fame they never 
attempt to correct or regulate; they go to work by the shortest way: they abate 
the nuisance, they pull down the house.” 
an © hope that the prayer of this petition will be granted, and that Congressmen 

10 come to Congress to legislate for their constituents may be left free to do so, 
and not have their time taken up legislating for the people of the District of 


Columbia, whom they do not represent, for all power to govern must be derived 
from and by the consent of the governed. 


And your petitioners will ever pray, &c. 
FINANCIAL SYSTEM OF THE GOVERNMENT. 


ms KELLEY. I desire me peroent the petition of a citizen of the 

hited States to Congress asking that it so ameliorate the financial 
‘ystem of the Government [laughter] that the laboring people, those 
be depend upon their skill or muscular power for subsistence, shall 
be able to sell their labor and not be compelled to appeal to the Gov- 
rument for the means to pay for the expatriation of themselves and 


upon mil 


wT illions of acres of the public domain and millions | ; 4 
s granted millions o P | the country at large the callings to which they have been trained. 
| WILLIAM D. KELLEY, petitioner. 








their posterity, and that they may continue to live in the homes of 
their birth or choice and pursue with advantage to themselves and 


{Great laughter. } 
TheSPEAKER. The petition will be referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor, when appointed. -[Laughter. } 

PAY OF LETTER-CARRIERS, 

Mr. HARRISON. I offer a petition from the letter-carriers of 
Chicago, asking for increase of compensation, accompanied by a peti- 
tion in favor of the same, signed by some six thousand citizens of the 
city of Chicago, among whose names I find a large number of the 
first and best people of the city. L ask that the petitions be printed 
in the REcoRD without the names, and referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads when appointed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The petition is as follows: 

To the honorable members of the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States of America: 

We, the undersigned business men of the city of Chicago, Illinois, do hereby 
very respectfully represent, for and on behalf of the letter-carriers of this city 
and their comrade carriers of other cities where the free-delivery system is in 
operation, that by the recent reductions on their respective salaries we think great 
injustice has been done them, which, in consideration of the important services 
rendered by this numerous body of public servants and to further the interests of 
the service itself, should be speedily remedied by your honorable body. 

We base our petition on the following indisputable facts : 

Letter-carriers are required to possess intelligence, to prove their fidelity and 
honesty and extreme endurance. 

Their hours of work are early and late, from which there is no relief, except by 
substitute labor at their expense. 

They are the only employés in the Government Departments who are required 
to buy and keep in good order a uniform suit, at an average cost of $50 per annum. 

They are obliged to furnish bonds for the honest performance of their duties, 
and are, to a great extent, held responsible for the inaccuracies and delays inci- 
dent to the free-delivery system 

With the necessity for all these extras, (and more might be enumerated.) they 
receive and have received less pay in poeten to the amount of work performed 
than any other class of employés in the postal service, 

A fair recognition of the duties — by these public servants and a just 
remuneration for them would tend greatly to advance this branch of the public 
service by retaining efficient letter-carriers and offering an inducement to other 
competent men to seek it and to devote their lives to it. 

We therefore, the undersigned petitioners, would respectfully ask your honora- 
ble body to increase their salary to the fixed sum of $1,200 per annum. 





To the honorable members of the Senate and 
Tlouse of Representatives of the United States of America: 

We, the undersigned, citizens employed by the Government as letter-carriers in 
the city of Chicago, State of Llinois, respectfully petition your honorable body 
for an increase of our salary, and earnestly urge upon your attention our claims, 
as follows : 

The free-delivery system throughout the country is self-sustaining, yielding a 
surplus profit of many thousands of dollars, as verified by the recent report of the 
Postmaster-General. 

Notwithstanding this fact, the salaries of the letter-carriers have been reduced, 
inside of two years, nearly #200. 

It should be remembered that the amount of labor we are required to perform is 
greater than that performed by any other class of Government employés, since, by 
the peculiar nature of our duties, we are compelled to perform service every day 
in the year, Sundays not excepted. 

While eight hours is made a legal day’s work in other departments, the wants of 
the public make it necessary that the letter-carrier should be on duty from ten to 
fourteen hours per day. 

When, from sickness or any other cause, we are unable to perform our duties, wo 
forfeit all pay, contrary to the usages in other departments. 

We are required by law to provide a uniform at our expense, costing more than 
ordinary clothing and, from the nature of our work, requiring replacement oftener 
than in any other branch of the service, where citizen's dress only is reg aired. 

The responsibility attached to our position is therein recognized by the Depart 
ment, that we are required to enter bonds for the faithful performance of our du 
ties, in the sum of $2,000. 

We earnestly entreat you to consider that the late reductions on already low 
salaries are more apt to lower the standard of good workmanship and the efficiency 
of the service itself than to advance the necessary qualifications of manliness 
and faithfulness requisite in the letter-carrier. 

Lastly, we would call to mind the cordial sympathy and co-operation in this 
movement of the men who compose the commercial world, and who are fully ap 
preciating the valuable services rendered them by the faithful letter-carrier. 

In view of these facts, as set forth in the above, we would respectfully but 
earnestly ask that our salary be fixed at $1,200 per annum, aud alike for every 
letter-carrier in the service of this Government. 

We have the honor to be, most respectfully, your obedient servants. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I have similar petitions from the letter-carriers 
and the people of Fort Wayne, Indiana, and I ask to have the same 
printed in the REcorD without the names, and also ask to have the 
same referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
when appointed. 

The petitions are as follows : 

To the honorable members of the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States of America : 


We, the undersigned letter-carriers employed by the Government in the city of 
Fort Wayne, Indiana, do respectfully but earnestly petition your honorable bodies 





that a law be enacted fixing the salaries of the letter-carriers of the country at one 
and the same uniform price of $1,200 per annum; and that there be no classitica- 
tion on the basis of population, to the injustice of which we would call your par- 
ticular attention. the letter-carriers, unlike the clerks and others employed by 
the Government, are limited to no fixed number of hours, but must of necessity 
conform to the wants of the Department. 

While eight hours is made a legal day's work in the other departments, the 
wants of the public make it necessary that the letter-carrier should be on duty 
from twelve to fourteen hours each day. 
| The responsibility of our position is so great that each carrier is required to 

~~ a bond of $2,000, with two sureties. This is not required of the clerks in the 
| Department or those in the railway postal service, who receive a much larger sal 
| ary. While those in the railway postal service have a rel’ef every other week, we 
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are allowed no vacation during the year. Tn all departments of businessthe salary | By Mr. KIDDER: A paper relating to the establishment of 
corresponds to the dignity and responsibility of the service. We would respect- | royies between Childstown and Lost Lake: Yankton and F post- 
fully ask that ours may not be an exception - ee J; ville, N ay, Maxwell and W if’ ay anc Fire § 

While the interests of the Government require that the letter-carriers shall be Via Jamesville, Norway, ax ell anc olf Creek ; and Yankton a 
none but men of character, it also requires them to dress in uniform at an expense | Norfolk, Nebraska—to the Committee on the Post-Oftice and Pos. 
of 250 to 875 per annum, not required in any other department of the = — Roads, when appointed. . OS 
While we would find no fault with the demands of the Government, and desire in » Tatts . wr . . 
good faith to do all that is required, we would respectfully ask that our pay may By Mr. — o0oD i paper x poe Sn the establis 
be in accordance with the responsibility of the service and labor required. We . t-route tween Eden enterand V oodward’s Hollow, E 
would, therefore, respectfully ask that our salary may not depend upon the will of | New York—to the same committee, when appointed. 
any individual officer of the Government or the population of any city, but be Also the petitions of Patrick Boyle and other letter-carriers 
— corn at $1,200, and that each carrier be allowed a vacation of two weeks E. S. Daun and 2,000 other citizens of Buffalo, New York. for 

crease of the compensation of letter-carriers of the city of 2 

To the honorable the Conqress of the United States: to the same committee, when appointed. td 

We, the undersigned business men and citizens of the city of Fort Wayne, In > By Mr. MAY HAM it apers relating to the petition of Lyman M. 
diana, do hereby respectfully represent, for and on behalf of the letter-carriers of | Kellogg, for additional compensation as an officer in the United st 
this city and their comrade carriers of other cities where the free-delivery system | Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed 
is in operation, that by recent reductions on their —— ctive salaries we think By Mr. MILLS: The petition of E. J. Gurley, for compe < 
great injustice has been done to them, which, in consideration of the important atonal rises vendesed in Tes a ae pensati 
xervices of this numerous body of public servants and to further the inte rests of pro € ssiona services re nde red in SERA, oh prosecuting persons ¢ 
the service itself, should be speedily remedied by your honorable body with killing reserve Indians—to the Committee of Claims, w} 

We base our petition on the following indisputable facts: Letter-carriers are re- pointed. : 
quired to possess intelligence, to prove their fidelity and honesty and extreme en By Mr. MORSE: The petition of the insurance companies, 1 
duravec Their hours of work are carly and late, from which there is no relief, chants and other citizens of New York that tho United States a 
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harged 
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except by substitate labor at their expense , ven . . 7 
‘They are the only employés in the Department who are required to bay andkeep | sion to the United States of Colombia be restored—to the Committers 
in good order a “uniform suit,” at an average cost of $50 per annum. on Foreign Affairs, when appointed. 


‘They are obliged to furnish bonds for the honest performance of their duties, and v Ss re 7 i srw 
are, toa _— extent, held responsible for the inaccuracies and delays incident to Also the petition of Susan L. Watson, widow of A. E. Watsor ' 


tho freodelieers evatem deceased, late pay-director United States Navy, for a pension— 


° ° e : to the 
With the necessity for all these “ extras,” (and more might be enumerated,) they | Cominittee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed. 
receive and have received less pay, in proportion to the amountof work performed, By Mr. PEDDIE: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Newar 
than any other class of employés in the postal service. y Te 


: New Jersey, favoring the unc itional repex upt | 
A fair recognition of the duties performed by these public servants and just re- New Jc cer y) favoring _ een pe vl of the bankrupt ‘aw— 
munecration for them would tend to greatly advance this branch of the public serv- | tO the Committe © on the Judiciary, whe n appointed, : 
ice by retaining efticient carricrs and offering an inducement to other competent Also, the petition of the letter-carriers and other citizens of Now- 
men to seck it and devote their lives to it. ark, New Jersey, for an increase of the compensation of letter-car- 


Wo therefore, the undersigned petitioners, would respectfally ask your honora- es a hae > . ‘ > a 
ble body to increase their salary to the fixed sum of $1,200 per annum. aaa the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, when ap 
olnted, 


Mr. COX, of New York. 1 do not propose that these petitions shall | " py Mr, PHELPS: The petition of George L. Hyde and other letter 


be printed in the RECORD so as to cumber it. ~ : carriers, and of 1,500 other citizens of New Haven, Connecticut, of 
Mr. SAY LER. I have aD large number of petitions in my desk ; | gimilar import—to the same committee, when appointed. 
but I understand that they can be presented, under the rule, at the By Mr. PHILLIPS: The petition of the mail-carriers of Leave: 
Clerk’s desk. We need not stay here all the afternoon to have peti- worth, Kansas, of similar import—to the same committee, when ap. 
tions presented. pointed t 
The SPEAKER. The Chair asked unanimons consent for those By Mr PRICE: Papers relating to the petition of Laura Seamai 
which have been presented and he is not responsible. [Loud cries | ¢,, a pension—to the Gecsithes on Invalid ondions aia aa 
of “ Regular order.” } saiaiedl rare oe 
Mr. BEEBE. I object to the presentation of any further petitions. I Aleo. the petition of J.D, Binfer’. 6 private in the Second Iow 
Mr. COX, of New York. I believe I must insist upon my motion to Cavalry, fora. pension—to cin oan commnttbes, iin mapeinted ' 
adjourn. 7 a By Mr. ROBINSON, of Indiana: The petition of Susan P. Vanco, 
Mr. BANKS. I ask uvanimous consent to present a paper which for compensation for property taken and used by the United States 
cannot be presented under the rales. [Cries of “ Regular order.”] | Army—to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 
It is a bill to give effect to the petitions already presented. (Cries By Mr. SINGLETON: Resolutions of the Legislature of the Stat 
of “ Object,” and “ Regular order.” } , of Mississippi, instructing the Senators and requesting the Repre 
Mr. COX, of New York. I insist on my motion. ; sentatives in Congress from that State to use all honorable means to 
rhe motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o'clock and secure au appropriation to deepen the water at the mouth of Pasca- 
five minutes p.m.) the House adjourned until Monday next. goula River—to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed. 
By Mr. SINNICKSON: The petitions of the letter-carriers and of 
PETITIONS, ETC. 600 citizens of Camden, New Jersey, for an increase of the compensa- 
The following petitions, &c., wore presented at the Clerk’s desk, | tion of letter-carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Oifice and Post- 
under the rule, and referred as stated: Roads, when appointed. 
By Mr. BAKER, of New York: The petition of citizens of Oswego, By Mr. SLEMONS: The petition of William G. Ford, for compensa- 
New York, for an increase of the salaries of letter-carriers—to the | tion for cotton seized by United States authorities—to the Commit- 


Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, when appointed. tee of Claims, when appointed. 
By Mr. BUCKNER: The petition of 51 farmers of Lincoln County, Also, papers relating to the claim of William G. Ford, administra- 


Missouri, for legislation that will free our currency from the alleged | tor of J. G. Robinson, deceased, prosecuted under the treaty of Wash- 
absurdity of coin redemption and for a legal standard of payment in | ington of September 24, 1873—to the same committee, when appointed. 


the form of currency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency, By Mr. STEELE: The petition of Alexander Sutherland, for relief 

when appointed. from a judgment obtained against him by the United States as post- 
Also, the petition of Gideon Gaines, for arrearage of pension—to | master at Marlborough, South Carolina—to the same committee, 

the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, when appointed. when appointed. : 
Also, a paper relating to the establishment of a post-route between By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claim of James and Noah 


High Hill and Loutre Island, Missouri—to the Committee on the Post- | Roberts, for the amount due their father for services rendered during 
Oflice and Post-Roads, when appointed. the revolutionary war—to the same committee, when appointed. 

By Mr. COX, of New York: Remonstrance of merchants and other By Mr. WALDRON: A paper relating to the establishment of a 
business men of New York against the repeal of the bankrupt law, | post-route between Buena Vista and Cumberland, Mississippi—to the 
and a petition for the amendment of the same—to the Committee on | Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, when appointed. 
the Judiciary, when appointed. By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: The petition of 3,000 citizens of 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: The petition of Paul Arnan, J. 8. Relf, and | Detroit, Michigan, for an increase of the salaries of letter-carriers—to 
other citizens of Saint Augustine, Florida, for the donation of a lot of | the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, when appointed. 


land to the free public library, reading room, and historical association By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin: The petition of John E. Paine- 
of said city—to the Committee on Public Lands, when appointed. father and 26 other mail-carriers, of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, of similar 

By Mr. ELLIS: The petition of William A. Hyde and Thomas G. | import—to the same committee, when appointed. ; z 
Mackie, for compensation for work done on the Southwest Pass of the By Mr. WILLIS, of New York: The petition of the carriage-buil 


Mississippi River—to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed. | ers’ association of the United States, that such measures be taken as 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: The petition of Charles B. Adams for com- | will insure a proper representation of our national industries at the 
pensation for cargo, stores, and gold coin seized by the United States | international exhibition at Paris—to the Committee on Appropria- 
on the brigantine Scylla, at Brazos Santiago, Texas, for gold coin | tions, when appointed. Sai es 
delivered to the ehief quartermaster of the United States forces on Also, the petition of the National Rifle Association, George W . Win- 
the Rio Grande at Matamoras, Mexico, in 1864, and for disbursements, | gate and about 1,000 others, for an appropriation for the encourage 
repairs, and loss of use of said vessel—to the Committee on War | ment of rifle practice—to t © same committee, when appointed. a 
Claims, when appointed. By Mr. WILSON: The petition of W. A. Handlin and 764 other 

Also, the petition of Carl G. and John Palm, for compensation for } citizens, of Wheeling, West Virginia, for an increase of the salar es 
wroperty seized by the United States Army at Brownsville, Texas, in | of letter-carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Sew. 1x65—to the same committee, when appointed. Roads, when appointed. 
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IN SENATE. 
MonbDaAY, October 29, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, Ee 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 
or PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Legislature 
¥ Wisconsin, in favor of imereased mail facilities in the western 
alia of Oconto County, Wisconsin; which was referred to the 
ommittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. — 2 a 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of mail service from Eau Claire to Rice Lake, in Barron County, 
Wisconsin; Which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
ost-Roads. , p bd oe 
, He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of increased mail-service in the northern portion of Sauk 
County, Wisconsin; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. ‘ ; Be oe 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of the extension of a mail-route from the town of Berlin, in 
Marathon County, Wisconsin, to the town of Hamburgh, in the same 


’ost-Roads. 

ee presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of the extension of the mail-route from the town of Stettin, in 
Marathon County, Wisconsin, to the town of Rib Falls, in the same 
county; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
‘ost-Roads. 

' Ile also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of the establishment of a mail-route from Friendship, in the 
county of Adams, to Liberty Bluffs, in the county of Marquette in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of the extension of a mail-route from the town of Barron to 
the village of Sandy Creek, in Dunn County, Wisconsin; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Ile also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 


favor of aright of way and a grant of land for railroad purposes, to | 


aid in building a railroad through northern Wisconsin; which was 
refcrred to the Committee on Railroads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of an appropriation by Congress to aid in a survey of the Saint 
Croix River, Wisconsin; which was referred to the Committee on 
Conmunerce, 

ile also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wiscensin, in 
favor of an appropriation by Congress to aid in the completion of the 


Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan Ship-Canal and Harbor, and to ex- | 


tend the time for the completion of the same; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of an appropriation by Congress for the erection of a light-house 
and fog-signal on Stannard’s Rock, Lake Superior; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of a light-house at the mouth of the harbor of Menominee; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Ile also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of Congress providing for fish-ways to the dams on Fox River, 


in the State of Wisconsin; which was referred to the Committee on | 


Commerce, 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for 
a survey of Wolf River, from Lake Poygan to the mouth of Red 
River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of the enactment of laws for the improvement of the condi- 
tion of the Oneida tribe of Indians, located on the reservation in the 
Counties of Brown and Outagamie, in that State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SAUNDERS presented the petition of C. J. Whiting, formerly 


lieutenant colonel Sixth United States Cavalry, praying the passage 
of a law reinstating him in his former rank in the Army; which was 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. Ct /CKRELL presented the petition of Henry Brenneman and 
others, letter-carriers of Kansas City, Missouri, praying for an increase 
of compensation ; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices 


and Post-Roads, 


He also presented the petition of Richard H. Wade and others, 
letter-carriers of Saint Joseph, Missouri, praying for an increase of 
compensation ; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 


and Post-Roads, 


_ He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Missouri, 
in favor of the passage of the bill for the relief of the soldiers and 
Widows of the soldiers who fought in the Mexican, Black Hawk, and 


} : e¢ e s . * ° 
Florida wars; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Ge 


abilities; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. WITHERS presented the petition of Mary W. Jones, widow of 
the late Thomas Ap Catesby Jones, commodore United States Navy, 
praying for an increase of pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOWE. I present the petition of A. M. Pinto and several 
other citizens of Wisconsin, who were employed under contractors 
upon the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers improvement, and who ask to be 
paid for their services out of a fund, condemned by the Government, 
which belonged to the contractors. I move its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I present the petition of James Newcomb, of Cor- 
nell, Penobscot County, Maine, who prays for a pension on the alleged 
ground that he is now deaf, and that that deafness was occasioned by 
service in the recent war. The petition is largely concurred in by 
the municipal officers of the town and various other citizens. I move 
its reference to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WALLACE presented a petition of citizens of Lancaster, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for a repeal of the resumption act; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. i 

Mr. BAILEY presented the petition of Joseph Grigsby, late captain 


) | Company C, First Tennessee Light Artillery, praying that his name 
county; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and | 


be restored to the pension-rolls; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. MERRIMON presented additional papers in relation to the 
claim of Nannie Hall, of Yazoo County, Mississippi, for compensation 
for property taken by the United States troops during the late war; 
which were referred to the Commitiee on Claims. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of J. C. Milliman and 40 
| others, of Logan, Harrison County, lowa, praying for an extension of 
the Capitol grounds from First to Second street, east, and from 1 
street, north, to Bstreet, south; which was referred tothe Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented the petition of William H. Hunt and 46 others, 
of Glide, Wayne County, New York, praying for an extension of the 
Capitol grounds from First to Second street, east, and from B street, 
north, to B street, south; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of D. W. Cheeseman, of 
Lake View, Lake County, Oregon, late Assiastant Treasurer of the 
| United States at San Francisco, California, praying for an appropria- 
tion to pay him the sum of $1,999.41, the amount overpaid by him 
to the Government as stamp agent and decreed to be due him by the 
| circuit court of the United States for the district of California; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


| 





Mr, MAXEY presented the petition of Charles W. Field, of King 
‘orge County, Virginia, praying for the removal of his political dis- 


Mr. HOAR presented the petition of John M. Goodhue, of Worces- 
ter, Massachusetts, praying to be restored to his former rank and pay 
in the United States Army ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Laura A. Turner, of Plymonth, 
Massachusetts, praying for a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORDON. I present the petition of a large body of business 
|} men of Charleston, South Carolina, signed, I think, by almost every 
business house in the city, praying for the re-establishment of tho 
office of Assistant Treasurer of the United States at Charleston. I 
move its reference to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN presented twenty-eight petitions of citizens of the 
| State of Alabama, praying for an appropriation by Congress for tho 
survey and opening at the earliest practicable day of a deep-water 
channel of twenty-one feet in depth from the wharves of the city of 
Mobile to the outer bar of the Bay of Mobile; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Reports of committees are now in order. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I beg to inquire if the special committee on the 
subject of the Presidency has yet been appointed? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has no authority in the prem- 

| ises. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I refer to the committee ordered by the resolu- 
tion introduced by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs] last 
week. I thought the Chair was charged to appoint the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is not aware of that fact. Le 
was not empowered to do it. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I am instructed by the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections to report back two bills referred to that committee and 
to ask that they be referred to this special committee when it shall 
be appointed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bills had better be withheld till the 
select committee shall have been appointed. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Very well. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BAILEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 132) granting a pension to Joseph Grigsby ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 
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Mr. CHAFFEE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 133) to create a customs collection district 
in the State of Colorado and the Territories of Wyoming, Utah, and 
New Mexico; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MAXEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 134) making further appropriations for con- 
tinuing the improvements of Galveston Harbor, and the works in 
Galveston Bay, State of Texas; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. : 

He also asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 135) for the relief of Edwin Fairfax Gray; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 136) to amend so much of an act entitled 
“An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 3, 1877, as provides for paying mail con- 
tractors in Southerh States before the rebellion; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 137) granting indemnity to States for swamp land 
sold by the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PADDOCK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 138) for the relief of settlers on the public 
lands under the pre-emption laws; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 139) supplemental to an act entitled “An act for 
the apportionment of Representatives to Congress among the several 
States according to the ninth census;” which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 140) to punish parties for stealing 
property belonging to Indians, who are in charge of an Indian agent, 
&c.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MATTHEWS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 141) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
amend and supplement an act entitled ‘An act to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy throughout the United States,’ approved 
March 2, 1°67, and for other purposes,” approved June 22, 1874; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 142) to amend section 1244 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its title,and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 143) to establish certain post-roads in Dakota Ter- 
ritory; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 144) to establish the Territory of Lincoln 
and to provide a temporary government therefor; which was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. OGLESBY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 145) for the relief of Edwin A. Clifford; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 146) to amend section 5391 of the Revised 
Statutes, as to certain offenses and the punishment thereof; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. BOOTH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 147) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to declare forfeitures of railroad grants in certain cases; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. BOOTH. By request, and without expressing any opinion as 
to its merits, I ask leave to introduce a bill. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 148) to confirm the term for the period of seventeen years from 
the date of its original grant of the patent of Thomas A. Weston ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Mr. HAMLIN asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 149) for the relief of Charles B. Varney ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 150) for the relief of M. P. Jones; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. INGALLS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 151) to amend section 2306 of the Revised 
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Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and re 
mittee on the Revision of the Laws. 


duce a bill (S. No. 152) for the relief of certain se 
stead and pre-emption lands; which was read twi 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


duce a bill (S. No. 154) to fix the dateof the meeting of the 
lar session of the Forty-fifth Congress; which was re 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 





duce a bill (S. No. 156) for the relief of John M. Goodhue; whic 


read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on M 
Affairs. 
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ferred to the Com. 


He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intr 
ttlers upon home. 
ce by its title, and 


He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leaye to intr 
De. 


duce a bill (S. No. 153) to organize the judicial district of Oklahor 
and establish courts of the United States therein; po 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


which Was read 
on Indian Affairs, 
He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro 
first regu- 
ad twice by its 


Mr. HOAR asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in. 


troduce a bill (S. No. 155) for the relief of George B. Upton, execute 

and Ann C. Upton, executrix,of the will of George B. Upton da 
ceased ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com. 
mittee on Claims. - 


He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro. 


h was 
ilitary 


Mr. HEREFORD asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leaye 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 157) providing for coinage of silver dollars 
and for making the same a legal tender; which was read twice by 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MCMILLAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leaye 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 158) granting a pension to Joseph Ron- 
lean ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit. 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leaye to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 159) to donate a portion of the military reser. 
vation of Fort Larned to the State of Kansas for the establishment 


'¥ its 


of an educational or charitable institution, and to open the remain- 


der of said reservation to settlement; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; r 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 
On motion of Mr. HOWE, it was 


Ordered, That Michael Fentenheime have leave to withdraw his papers from the 
files of the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and pom in the claim of Charles B. Varney, of 
Portland, Maine, for rent and use of lands in Portland for the years 1867 and 193 
and part of 1869, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims 


On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of M. P. Jones, for re-imbursement of 
moneys deposited in the United States depository, Portland, Oregon, for pub 
land surveys, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Publi 
Lands. 


On motion of Mr. SPENCER, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Mrs. E. E. Sinclair be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Ordered, That the Mobile Marine Dock Company have leave to withdraw the 
papers in their case from the files of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. DORSEY, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of John Jackson be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. OGLESBY, it was 

Ordered, That all papers on the files of the Senate relating to the claim of Edwin 
A. Clifford, of Evanston, Illinois, for value of postage-stamps and money-order 
fands stolen from the safe in the vaults of Sasa at Evanston, be referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Reads. 

On motion of Mr. INGALLS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Mrs. Mary Jane Pyle and accompanying papers 
be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. PADDOCK, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of C. H. Frederick be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. BAILEY, it was 

Ordered, That the — and accompanying pa 
Tennessee, be taken fre 
Claims. 

Ordered, That the petition and accompanying papers of M. G. L. Claiborne, of 
Tennessee, be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


of Payne, James & Co., of 
om the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 


PRESERVATION OF PATENT OFFICE MODELS. 

Mr. THURMAN submitted the following resolution ; which was 
considered by unanimons consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Patents is hereby instracted to inquire whether 
any legislation is necessary in order to provide for the preservation of models, oT 
parts of models, saved from the late fire in the Patent Office, and have leave to 
report by bill, resolution, or otherwise. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. , 

Several executive messages were received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. W. K. RopGrrs, his Secretary. 7 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After forty minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were re-opened, and (at one o’clock and ten min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monpbay, October 29, 1877. 


The Honse met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
)HN POISAL. 
— ean of Thursday last was read and approved. — 

Mr. BEEBE. My colleague, Mr. Hewitt, a Representative from the 
State of New York, is present, and I ask that he now be sworn in asa 
member of this House. 
es Hewitt, of New York, then came forward and took the 
oath prescribed by the act of July 2, 1862. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at eleven minutes past 
twelve o'clock. This being Monday, the first business in order is the 
call of States and Territories, commencing with the State of Maine, 
for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for reference to ap- 
propiate committees when appointed. Under this call joint resolu- 
tions and memorials of State and territorial Legislatures are in order. 

Mr. DURHAM. I ask unanimous consent that this call proceed 
until the list of States is completed, although the morning hour may 
expire before that time. : : 

The SPEAKER. That requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLAND. In connection with that ———— I ask that the 
right to call for the reading of bills at length during this morning 
hour be waived ; otherwise we will not get through to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has nothing to do with that. 

Mr. BLAND. Then I must object. 

The SPEAKER. The right to call for the reading of a bill is a 
right which each member has, and it can be waived only by unani- 

ous consent. 

7 Mr. BLAND. That is what I ask, that by unanimous consent that 
right be waived. 

‘The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BURCHARD. I object. 

Mr. DURHAM. LI hope there will be no objection to my proposition. 

The SPEAKER. There is objection by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND] to the proposition of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. DuRHAM,] unless there is accepted as a part of the prop- 
osition the waiving of the right to call for the reading of any bill. 
The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky that at 
the close of the morning hour the Chair will recognize him to move 
to suspend the rules for the purpose he indicates ; and it will then 
be under the control of two-thirds of the House, and not of any one 
member. 

Mr. BLAND. 


I do not object to continuing the call until every 
member has had an opportunity to introduce bills; my objection is 
to the reading of bills at this time. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has no power to deprive any member 
of the right to call for the reading of any bill if he desires it. The 
call will now proceed. 


COMMISSIONERS OF ALABAMA CLAIMS, 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1) to revive and continue 
the court of commissioners of Alabama claims, and for the distribu- 
tion of the unappropriated moneys of the Geneva award ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

NOTARIES PUBLIC IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. FRYE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2) to amend chapter 30 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the District 
of Columbia, and especially to notaries public; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

BOND OF APPEAL. 

Mr. FRYE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3) to amend section 
1000 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

INJURY TO PUBLIC LIBRARIES. 

Mr. FRYE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4) to provide a penalty 
for wanton injury to the public libraries in the District of Columbia 
and in the Territories of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

OATH OF OFFICE. 

Mr. FRYE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5) prescribing an oath 
of office; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

COURT OF CLAIMS. 
oar FRYE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 6) to enlarge the juris- 
ae of the Court of Claims, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
Clary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

BOEHM BROTHERS. 


Mr. FRYE also introduced a bill (H. R. No 7) to refund duplic: 
- RB. . plicate 
tax to Boehm Brothers, of New York; which was read a first and sec- 


ond time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 


OTHNIEL P. HOLLIS. 

Mr. LINDSEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 8) for the relief of Oth- 
niel P. Hollis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HENDEE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 9) to provide a perma- 
nent formof government for the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

PERLEY P. ROBERTS. 

_Mr. HENDEE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 10) granting a pen- 
sion to Perley P. Roberts; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AGNES FAIRLY. 

Mr. HENDEE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 11) granting a pen- 
sion to Agnes Fairly, wife of David Fairly; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

EDGAR A. BEACH. 

Mr. HENDEE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 12) for the relief of 
Edgar A. Beach, of Essex, Vermont; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred tothe Committee on War Claims, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

H. G. BOARDMAN. 

Mr. HENDEE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 13) for the relief of 
H. G. Boardman, postmaster at Milton, Vermont; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL STINSON, JR. 

Mr. HENDEE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 14) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel Stinson, jr.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DE FOREST W. CARPENTER. 

Mr. HENDEE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 15) for the relief of 
De Forest W. Carpenter, postmaster at Richford, Vermont; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


D. D. WEAD. 

Mr. HENDEE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 16)to re-imburse 
D. D. Wead, postmaster at Sheldon, Vermont, for stamps and moneys 
stolen from him December 31, 1273; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EDGAR A. BEACH. 

Mr. HENDEE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 17) to pay Edgar 
A. Beach, of Essex, Vermont, the sum therein named; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. JOYCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 18) to repeal the act en- 
titled “ An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States,” approved March 2, 1867, and all laws and 
parts of laws amendatory thereof; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC, 


Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 19) to provide for the 
appointment of a commission on the subject of the alcoholic liquor 
traffic; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


HOMESTEAD FOR ACTUAL SETTLERS. 

Mr. BANKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 20) to extend the scope 
and efficiency of an act entitled “An act to secure homesteads to 
actual settlers on the public domain,” approved May 20, 1862; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF THE TENURE-OF-OFFICE ACT. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 21) to repeal the several 
sections of the Revised Statutes embracing the tenure-of-civil-oflice 
act; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRIBUTION OF GENEVA AWARD. 

Mr. BUTLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 22) for the distribu- 
tion to those who are entitled to it of the remainder of the Geneva 
award; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
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ESTATE OF GEORGE B, UPTON, DECEASED. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 23) for 
the relief of George B. Upton, executor, and Ann C. Upton, executrix, 
of the will of George B. Upton, deceased ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

COMPULSORY PILOT FEES. 

Mr. CRAPO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 24) to relieve certain ships 
and vessels from compulsory pilot fees; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when appointed 
ordered to be printed. , 
REPEAL OF TAX ON DEPOSITS. 

Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 35) for the relief of the 
existing national tax on deposits in savings institutions; which Was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. tides 

JAMES CALER. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 39) for the relief of 
James Caler, of Stamford, Connecticut; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed 
and ordered to be printed. , 

AMENDMENT OF CUSTOMS AND REVENUE LAWs, 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 40) to repeal section 
15 of the act to amend existing customs and the internal-reyenyo 
laws, and section 129 of the national-banking act; which was read q 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. F 

MARY DESBROW. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 41) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Desbrow ; which was read a first and second time, po- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LUCIUS SACKETT. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 42) granting a pen- 
sion to Lucius Sackett, of Beacon Falls, Connectient; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pep- 
sions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed 

GEORGE F,. SELLECK. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 43) for the relief of 
George F. Selleck, late lieutenant Fifth Regiment Connecticut Volun- 
teers ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

JOUN F. CHASE. ’ 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 44) granting an addi- 
tional pension to John F. Chase, of Saybrook, Connecticut ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS BUTLER. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 45) for the relief of 
Thomas Butler, late private, Company M, Third United States Cavalry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

SIDNEY F. OVIATT. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 46) for the relief of 
Sidney F. Oviatt, postmaster at Orange, Connecticut ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT C. NARRAMORE. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 47) for the relief of 
Robert C. Narramore, late postmaster at Derby, Connecticut ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

MARVIN IH. AMESBURY. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 48) for the relief of 
Marvin H. Amesbury; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 


and 


ELECTION CERTIFICATES OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. LORING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 25) to provide uniform 
certificates of election of Members of Congress; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Elections, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

EDUCATION. 

Mr. LORING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 26) to apply the 
proceeds of sales of public lands to the education of the people and 
for the encouragement and support of colleges for the advancement 
of agriculture and the mechanic arts; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS 8. PETERSON. 

Mr. LORING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 27) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas 8S. Peterson, of Salem, Essex County, Massachusetts; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

N. AND M. A. FOUQUE. 

Mr. LORING also introduced a bill (II. R. No. 28) for the relief of 
the heirs of Nicholas Fouqné and Mare Antoine Fouqué; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, When appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

OTHNELL T. HOLLIS. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 29) granting a pension to 
Othneil T. Hollis; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TRAVELING EXPENSES OF PAYMASTERS. 


Mr. EAMES introduced a bill (H.R. No. 30) in relation to expenses 
of paymasters of the United States when traveling on duty with 
troops and escorts ordered for the protection of public funds or prop- 
erty; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. EAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 31) to amend chapter 7, 
title 34, of the Revised Statutes ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, WHALE ROCK, RHODE ISLAND. 


Mr. EAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 32) for the erection of 
a light-house on Whale Rock, at the entrance of Narragansett Bay ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGE, 


Mr. EAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 33) to reduce tage 
on letters; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Oftice and Post-Roads, when appointed, and 


: MOSES BRADLEY. 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 49) for the relief of 
Moses Bradley, a private in Company L, First Regiment Connecticut 
Heavy Artillery; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE COWLES. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 50) for the relief of 
George Cowles, of New Haven, Connecticut; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed 

IMPROVEMENTS IN MILFORD HARBOR. ah 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 51) for continuing 
the improvements in Milford Harbor, State of Connecticut; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENTS AT MOUTH OF CONNECTICUT RIVER. 
Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 52) for continuing 
the improvements at the mouth of the Connecticut River, Saybrook, 
Connecticut; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 


PENSIONS. 
Mr. BALLOU introduced a bill (H. R. No. 34) to provide that all 
yensions on account of death, wounds received, or disease contracted 
in the service of the United States since March 4, 1861, which have 
been granted or shall hereafter be granted, previous to January 1 
1880, shall be paid at the rate paid on the passage of this act, and 
shall commence from the date of death or discharge, and for the pay- 
ment of arrears; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 
RETIRED REAR-ADMIRALS, 

Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 35) to equalize the pay of 
rear-admirals on the retired list; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ALOYSIUS J. KANE. 
Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 36) for the relief of 
Aloysius J. Kane; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Naval Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 


8. N. NORTON 
Mr. LANDERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 37) for the relief of S. 
N. Norton, of Bristol, Connecticut; which was read a first and second 


DUTIES UPON IMPORTS. 
Mr. WILLIS, of New York, introdnced a bill (H. R. No. 55) to i 
plify existing laws imposing and collecting duties upon imports, a0 
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guities therefrom ; also, to reduce the rates on im- 
restore the duties on tea and coffee, and enlarge 
the free list; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed, and ordered to be 


ported merchandise, 


NON-INTEREST-BEARING DEBT. 


Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 54) to 
; the national credit by funding the non-interest-bearing debt 
to bonds bearing interest at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum, 
= tion of forty years; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
PENSIONS. 


Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 55) to 
7 ensions on account of death, wounds received or 
in the service of the United States since March 4, 
1361, which have been granted, or which shall hereafter be granted 
on application filed previously to January 1, 1877, shall commence 
from the date of death or discharge, and for the payment of arrears 
of pensions ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be 


payable at the expira 


DUTIES ON IMPORTED MERCHANDISE. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 56) to 
regulate and facilitate the payment of duties on imported merchan- 
dise: which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, when appointed, and ordered to be 


FABRICS OF MIXED MATERIALS. 


Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 57) to 
provide for the classification of fabrics and other articles composed 
of mixed materials ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed, and ordered 


CUSTOMS-REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (IT. R. No. 58) to 
provide for the construction of an act entitled “An act to amend the 
customs-revenue laws, and to repeal moieties ;” which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTIES ON GLASS. 


Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 59) to 
simplify the sixteenth subdivision of schedule B, section 2405, of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to glass, in order to 
harmonize with subsequent subdivisions of the same schedule; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTIES ON PACKAGES, ETC. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 60) to 
repeal duties on packages, commissions, transportation, and eovering 
of goods, &c.; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed, and erdered to 


TAXES ON STATE AND NATIONAL BANKS, ETC. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 61) to 
provide for the repeal of all taxes upon capital and deposits of State 
and national banking institutions, &c.; also to abolish the two-cent 
tax on bank checks ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed, and ordered 


BONDS FOR DUTIES. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 62) to 
provide for the abolition of all bonds for duties on imported merchan- 
dise while the latter remains in the custody of the Government, &c.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


VALUATION OF IMPORTS. 


Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 63) to 
provide for the valuation of imports upon which customs duties are 
imposed, praying in whole or in part ad valorem rates; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 


Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
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IMPORTED MERCHANDISF. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 66) to 
provide for the responsibility of the Government for all imported 
merchandise while in its custody; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REDEMPTION-AGENCY EXPENSES. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 67) to 
provide for the refunding of redemption-agency expenses; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 68) to 
further declare the meaning of section 5219 of the Revised Statutes 
and to correct the interpretation; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

NAVAL OFFICERS. 
Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 69) to 
pee for the abolition of all naval offices in ports of entry where a : 
Jnited States appraiser’s department is established; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
ESTATE OF ADMIRAL DAHLGREN. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 70) 
authorizing a settlement of the claims of the estate of the late Rear- 
Admiral John A. Dahlgren; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EFFICIENCY AND HARMONY OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 71) to 
promote the efliciency and harmony of the Navy; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

ENLISTED MEN IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 72) to 
protect the interests of enlisted men and others in the Navy ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

JOUN HH. MORRIS. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (HH. R. No. 73) for 
the relief of John H. Morris, late collector of internal revenue of the ‘ 
tenth district of New York; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims. when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 




























































































NOTARIES PUBLIC. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 74) to 
authorize notaries public to take and certify oaths, affirmations, dep- 
ositions, and acknowledgments in certain cases; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

ABOLITION OF PRIZE-MONEY. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 75) 
providing for the abolition of prize-money; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

CLERKS OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bili (H. R. No. 76) in 
relation to clerks, deputy clerks, and assistant clerks of United States 
courts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed 


























































RICHARD H. BIRMINGHAM. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 77) for 
the relief of Richard H. Birmingham, late a sergeant in company A, 
Sixty-ninth Regiment New York State Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. REILLY. 


Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 78) i 










granting a pension to John H. Reilly; which was read a first and i 4 











ALEXANDER BOND. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (HH. R. No. 80) 
granting a pension to Alexander Bond; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
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A. M. ATWOOD. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 81) 
granting a pension to A.M. Atwood; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER ANDERSON. 


Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 82) 
for the relief of Alexander Anderson, late first lieutenant in the Four- 
teenth New York Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES, 


Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 83) to remove 
the disabilities imposed by the third section of the fourteenth article 
of the amendments of the Constitution of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

ISSUE OF SILVER COIN FOR BULLION. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 84) provid- 
ing for the issuing of silver coin on deposit of bullion; which was read 
a first and second time, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask that the bill be read at length. 

The bill was read in fall, and ordered to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, when appointed. 

TWENTY-CENT PIECE. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 85) to 
repeal the act authorizing the coinage of a twenty-cent piece in 
silver; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EIGHT-HOUR SYSTEM OF LABOR. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 86) to 
provide for the settlement of the accounts of workmen, &c., for excess 
of eight hours’ labor; which was read a first and second time, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I ask that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that perhaps the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor would be more appropriate. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I prefer that it go to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

’ PETER M. HALWICK. 

Mr. MAYHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 87) for the relief of Pe- 
ter M. Halwick; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FRENCH INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York, introduced a joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 1) in relation to the international industrial exposition to be held 
in Paris in 1878; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ALONZO SNYDER. 


Mr. LAPHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 88) for the relief of Alonzo 
Snyder, of Livingston County, New York ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

NANCY A. HERRICK. 


Mr. LAPHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 89) for the relief of 
Nancy A. Herrick, of Rochester, New York ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


SUSAN A. HEAZLITT. 


Mr. LAPHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 90) granting a pen- 
sion to Susan A. Heazlitt, aunt of George W. Heazlitt, a deceased 
soldier; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM H. GOULD. 


Mr. LAPHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 91) granting a pen- 
sion to William H. Gould, a private of the late war; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


LEWIS E. WINANS. 


Mr. LAPHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 92) for the relief of 
Lewis E. Winans, late a private in Company C, Fourth New York 
Heavy Artillery ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ELIZABETH REESE. 


Mr. LAPHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 93) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Reese, widow of John Reese, a deceased soldier ; 
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which was read a first and second time , 
Invalid Pensions, when hee eae 
ELIZABETH PAGE. ' 
_ Mr. LAPHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 94) granting 
sion to Elizabeth Page, widow of Eliphet Page, late a soldier jn the 
war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


eo be print oan Revolutionary Pensions, when appointed, and ordered 


a pen- 


NATHAN DICKERSON. 

Mr. LAPHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 95) granti 
sion to Nathan Dickerson, a soldier in the war of iste: a 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Boveie. 
tionary Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed, . 

HENRY HADLEY. 
Mr. HUNGERFORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 96) granting a 
ension to Henry Hadley, late a private in Company G, Eighty-sixth 
New York Volunteer Cavalry ; which was read a first and ‘second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed 
and ordered to be printed. , 
WILLIAM A, MILLER. 
_ Mr. BAKER, of New York, introduced a bill (FH. R. No. 97) grant. 
ing a pension to William A. Miller; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed 
and ordered to be printed. . 
AMELIA R. WEBSTER. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 98) 
granting a pension to Amelia R. Webster; which was read a first and 
second time, referred with accompanying petition to the Committes 
on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES SLAWSON. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 99) 
granting a pension to Charles Slawson ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. BAGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 100) to amend section 
2958 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred tothe Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SUPPORT OF FREE SCHOOLS. 

Mr. CUTLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 101) applying the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands to the support of free schools; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


EQUALIZING TAXES, 

Mr.CUTLER also introduced a bill (H. R.No. 102) equalizing taxes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM 8. FONDA. 

Mr. CUTLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 103) granting a pen- 
sion to Willian 8. Fonda; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA HOWARD POWERS. 

Mr. CUTLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 104) for the relief of 
Eliza Howard Powers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. CUTLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 105) declaring the 
Department of Agriculture one of the Executive Departments; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE. 

Mr. PEDDIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 106) to establish a 
Department of Commerce; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and or- 
dered to be printed. J 

— PEDDIE called for the reading of the bill in full ; and it was 
read, 

MARY A. KERRICK. 

Mr. SINNICKSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 107) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary A. Kerrick ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LAURENCE W. SMITH. 

Mr. SINNICKSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 108) granting 3 
pension to Laurence W. Smith; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF SPECIE-RESUMPTION ACT. 


Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 109) to repeal the act of 








1877. 
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: «ie payments ;” which was read a first and second 
samption of RS “the ‘Committee of Ways and Means, when ap- 
oo 1 ordered to be printed. 
HOMESTEADS FOR ACTUAL SETTLERS. 

"RIGHT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 110) supplemental to an 
Bt van aot to secure homesteads to actual settlers on the 
public domain,” approved May 20, 1862; which was read a first and 
scond time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES WELCH. 

Mr. MACKEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 111) for the relief of 
James Welch, Seventeenth Regiment Michigan Volunteers ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

; AUSTIN TOPOLOVAMPO PACIFIC ROUTE. 

Mr. WARD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 112) to survey 
the Austin Topolovampo Pacific route; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Pacific Railway, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH STONE. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 118) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth D. Stone; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

UNSTAMPED DOCUMENTS OR PAPERS. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 114) providing for the 
stamping of aienees documents or papers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZA BOWERS. 

Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 115) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza Bowers, the widow of a soldier of the war of 1812; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS HUNTER. 

Mr. ERRETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 116) for the relief of 

Thomas Hunter; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 


pointed, ane 


ANDREW JACKSON. 

Mr. ERRETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 117) authorizing the 
issuing of a pension to Andrew Jackson, (colored,) of Pittsburgh, Penn- 
sylvania; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

COMMON CARRIERS 

Mr. ERRETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 118) to regulate 
commerce and to prohibit discriminations by common carriers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


LIEUTENANT CHARLES WILKINSON. 

Mr. ERRETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 119) to remove the 
charges against Lieutenant Charles Wilkinson, late of Company K, 
Seventy-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, on file at the War 
Department ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
ease on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SECOND LIEUTENANT E. E. DRAVO. 


: Mr. ERRETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 120) for the relief of 
Second Lieutenant E. E. Dravo, Sixth United States Cavalry ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
JAMES MILLINGER. 
Mr. ERRETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 121) for the relief of 


James Millinger; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


- ee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be 
rin . 


NANCY G. MILLER. 

_Mr. ERRETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 122) for the relief of 
Nancy G. Miller, of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

REGINA QUENTIN. 
_Mr. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 123) granting a pen- 
ata Regina Quentin; which was read a first and second time, 
a oO e ¥ 2 . . . . 
ordered to be p a on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
JAMES B. TREADWELL. 
Mr. CAMPBELL also introdued a bill (H. R. No. 124) granting a 
poasien to James B. Treadwell, major of the Eighty-fifth Regiment 
ennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and secon time, 





14th of January, 1875, entitled “An act to provide for the re- | referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 


ordered to be printed. 
CAPTAIN CHARLES 8S. REISINGER. 

Mr. THOMPSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 125) for the relief of 
Captain Charles S. Reisinger; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES R. GORDON. 

Mr. OVERTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 126) for the relief of 
James R. Gordon, of Columbia Cross Roads, Bradford County, Penn- 
sylvania; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DANIEL COMPTON. 

Mr. OVERTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 127) for the relief 
of Daniel Compton, of Troy, Bradford County, Pennsylvania; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM J. POLLOCK. 

Mr. FREEMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 128) for the relief of 
William J. Pollock, late collector of internal revenue of the second 
district of Pennsylvania; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SERVICE OF PROCESS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. FREEMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 129) to secure 
service of process in the United States courts in certain cases; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. ‘ 


HEIRS OF R. W. MEADE. 

Mr. O’NEILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 130) for the relief of the 
heirs of Richard W. Meade ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

J. G. FELL ET AL. 

Mr. O’NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 131) for the relief of 
J.G. Fell, Edward Hoopes, and George Burnham, trustees; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


ANA M. ROBAS Y ROBALDO. 

Mr. O’NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 132) for the relief of 
Ana M. Robas y Robaldo, widow of Francisco Robaldo, deceased ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, when uppointed, and ordered to be printed. 


DR. JOHN B. READ. 

Mr. O’NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 133) for the relief of 
Dr. John B. Read ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JACOB G. CROMAN. 


Mr. MAISH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 134) for the relief of Jacob 
G. Croman, of Dickinson, Cumberland County, Pennsylvania; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


DANIEL J. BENNER. 

Mr. MAISH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 135) for the relief of 
Daniel J. Benner, of Gettysburgh, Pennsylvania; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. MAISH also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 2) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States of Amer- 
ica; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. MAISH. I ask consent of the House that this joint resolution 
be printed in the REcorD. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair cannot ask that at this time. 

Mr. MAISH. Then I ask that the joint resolution may be read at 
length. 

The joint resolution was read, and was referred to the special com- 
mittee appointed to inquire into the state of the law in reference to 
the election of President and Vice-President, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JERSEY CITY A PORT OF ENTRY. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 136) constituting 
Jersey City a port of entry ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARLES UNDERHILL. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH also introduced a bill (IH. R. No. 137) for the 
relief of Charles Underhill; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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HENRY M. MEADE. 

Mr. HARDENBERGIH also introdnced a bill (H. R. No. 138) for the 

relief of Henry M. Meade, late a paymaster in the United States Navy ; 

which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 





























referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed and 
ordered to be printed. » an 


CHANGE OF THE RECORD OF GEORGE Hopns. 
Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 154) to author 


on Naval Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. change of record to be made in the case of George Hobbs, late pei 
BRIDGET T. HOPPER. ee aang, L, ae ee oe eee which Waa 

Mr. HARDENBERGH also introduced a bill (HH. R. No. 139) grant- | Te24 irst and second time, referrec the Committee on Military 
ing a pension to Bridget T. Hopper; which was read afirst and second Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. y 


time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 
MOSES B. BRAMHALL’S ADMINISTRATOR. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 140) for 
the relief of Moses B. Bramhall’s administrator; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

LATE BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 141) for the 
relief of the workingmen of the late board of public works, District 
of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed, 


JAMES W. ANDERSON AND OTHERS, 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 155) for the relieg of 
James W. Anderson, James Anderson, Mary E. Anderson, Thom . 
Anderson, Frances Virginia Rozer, (widow of Francis W. Rozer,) £,). 
ward Anderson, and George Minor Anderson; which was read 4 first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, whey 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES F. PEERCE. 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 156) for the relieg of 
James F. Peerce, of Montgomery County, Maryland; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War (| 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

EZRA M. THOMAS. 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 157) for the relief of 
Ezra M. Thomas, of Frederick County, Maryland ; which was rea g 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, whey 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT K. THRASHER. 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 158) for the relief of 
Robert K. Thrasher; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 


Alls, 


GEORGE M’COY. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Delaware, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 142) 
granting a pension to George McCoy; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH AT OLD TOWN, MARYLAND. 

Mr. WALSH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 143) to reimburse the trust- 
ces of the Methodist Episcopal Church at Old Town, Alleghany Coun- 
ty, Maryland, for the destruction of the same by occupation of United 
States cavalry during the war; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 


MICHAEL CULLER. 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 159) for the relief cf 
Michael Culler, of Frederick County, Maryland; which was read 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. DURHAM. I move thatthe rules be suspended and that the 
following resolution be adopted : 

Reso'ved, That the States and Territories not called be now called, as provided 
for in Rule 130 of this House. 

The question was taken ; and (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended, and the resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER resumed the call of the States and Territories for 
the introduction of bills. 

GEORGE THOMAS. 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 160) for the relief of 
George Thomas, of Frederick County, Maryland; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

ISRAEL KESSLER. 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 161) for the relief of 
Israel Kessler, of Frederick County, Maryland ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed, angi ordered to be printed. 

HENRY A. PUMPHREY. 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 162) for the relief of 
Henry A. Pumphrey, of Montgomery County, Maryland ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL T. MAGRUDER. 


Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 163) for the relief of 
Samuel T. Magruder; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the oo on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 


FREDERICK DIVISION, NO. 15, SONS OF TEMPERANCE, MARYLAND. 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 144) for the relief of 
Frederick Division, No. 15, Sons of Temperance, State of Maryland ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. FLORENCE SCHLEY. 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 145) for the relief of 
Mrs. Florence Schley, widow and executrix of the estate of Frederick 
Schley, deceased, late collector of internal revenue for the fourth dis- 
trict of Maryland; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ELIZA CEVILLE. 

Mr. WALSIH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 146) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza Ceville; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CAPTAIN ROBERT C. BRAMFORD. 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 147) granting a pen- 
sion to Captain Robert C. Bramford; which wasread a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ADMINISTRATOR OF SAMUEL T. ANDERSON. 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 148) for the relief of 
the administrator of Samuel T. Anderson, of Baltimore; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

AMBROSE WELLEN. 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 149) granting a pension 
to Ambrose Wellen; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM M'INDOE. 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 150) for the relief of 
William McIndoe, of Lonaconing, in Alleghany County, Maryland ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF NATHANIEL HEARD. 


Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 151) for the relief of 
the heirs of Nathaniel Heard; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


WILLIAM L. LEWIS. ‘ 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 164) for the relief of 
William L. Lewis, executor of John H. Lewis, deceased ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM ROUZER. 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 165) for the relief of 
William Rouzer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS MACCUBIN. 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 152) for the relief of 
Thomas Maccubin; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed, 


HOWARD GRIFFITH. 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 166) for the relief of 
Howard Griffith, of Montgomery County, Maryland ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee ou War Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

: GEORGE E. STONEBRAKER. 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H: R. No. 167) for the relief of 
George E. Stonebraker, of Washington County, Maryland ; which 


CHARLES HEWITT. 


Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 153) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles Hewitt; which was read a first and second time, 
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read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
ras aah « - * 
‘ ms, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


sien, a bill (H. R. No. 168) for the relief ot George E. Stonebraker, | 
. ctrator of Christian Stonebraker, deceased ; which was read a | 
crat vnd second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, | 


when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD T. WEST. 


Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 169) for the relief of 
Ieic hard T. West, of Montgomery County, Maryland; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 


when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


JASPER M. JACKSON. 


Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 170) for the relief of 
Jasper M. Jackson, of Montgomery County, Maryland ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET A. HICKMAN, 


Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 171) for the relief of 
Margaret A. Hickman, of Montgomery County, Maryland ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRIETTA TALBERT AND SUSAN BENSON, 


Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 172) for the relief of 
Henrietta Talbert and Susan Benson, heirs of Jonathan B. Benson, 
deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


REUBEN ROUZER. 


Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 173) for the relief of 
Reuben Rouzer, of Montgomery County, Maryland; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY H. TOLSON. 


Mr. HENKLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 174) for the relief of 
Mary H. Tolson, of Prince George’s County, Maryland; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRY TOLSON. 


Mr. HENKLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 175) for the relief 
of Harry Tolson, of Prince George’s County, Maryland ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY FE. SOPER. 


Mr. HENKLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 176) for the relief 
of Mary E. Soper, of Prince George’s County, Maryland; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


HARRIS FORBES AND JOSEPH H. KEY. 


Mr. HENKLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 177) for the relief 
of Harris Forbes and Joseph H. Key, administrators of George 
Forbes, sr., deceased ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOSEPH FORREST. 


Mr. HENKLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 178) for the relief 
of Joseph Forrest, of Saint Mary’s County, Maryland; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


JURISDICTION OF CIRCUIT COURTS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 179) to give 
the circuit courts supervisory jurisdiction over the district courts in 
certain criminal cases; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred tothe Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, called for the reading of the bill at 
length; and it was read. 


REPEAL OF TEST OATH. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 180) to 
repeal the act of July 2, 1862, and such sections of the Revised Stat- 
utes as perpetuate the oath prescribed in said act; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
When appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virgini Ned f i i 
Lengths anit tan on called for the reading of the bill at 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 181) for 
the removal of all disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment 
to the ¢ onstitution of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. . 


_ Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, called for the reading of the bill; and 


it was read at length, 
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DUTY ON LICORICE, ETC. 
Mr. CABELL introduced a bil! (H. R. No. 122) to authorize man- 
ufacturers of tobacco and snuff to transfer to their factories licorice 
and other ingredients used in preparations of tobacco and snuff, free 
of duties; which was read a tirst and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 
PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS OF WAR OF 1812, ETC. 
Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 183) to amend an act 
| granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
E. H. LIVELY. 
Mr. GOODE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 184) for the relief of E. 
Hi. Lively, postmaster at Williamsburgh, Virginia; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS IN VIRGINIA, 


Mr. GOODE also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 185) to provide for the 
| improvement of the harbor of Norfolk and Portsmouth and Elizabeth 
River in Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 
SURETIES OF JESSE J. SIMKINS. 

Mr. GOODE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 186) for the relief of 
the sureties of the late Jesse J. Simkins, collector of the port of Nor- 
folk, Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed, 

IMPROVEMENT OF BLACKWATER RIVER, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. GOODE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 187) for the improve- 
ment of Blackwater River, in the State of Virginia; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF WILLIAM WARD. 

Mr. GOODE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. No. 188) for the relief 
of the heirs of William Ward, of Virginia ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

COLLEGE OF WILLIAM AND MARY, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. GOODE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 189) te re-imburse 
the College of William and Mary, in Virginia, for property destroyed 
during the late war; whic’: was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor, when appointed, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

INTERNAL IMRROVEMENTS IN VIRGINIA. 

Mr. GOODE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 190) to provide for 
the improvement of Pagan Creek, in Virginia; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

He also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 191) to provide for the im- 
provement of Hampton River, in Virginia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF DISABLED NAVY-YARD EMPLOYES. 

Mr. GOODE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 192) to provide for 
the relief of the Navy-Yard employés who shall become disabled 
while employed in the line of their duty ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

WAGES IN GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

Mr. GOODE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 193) for the restora- 
tion of wages in the Government Printing Office; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


LOUISA SUMMERS. 


Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 194) for the relief of 
Louisa Summers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PAYMENT OF IMPORT DUTIES IN UNITED STATES NOTES. 


Mr. WALKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 195) to make United 
States notes receivable for duties on imports and to amend section 
3473 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WALKER called for the reading of the bill at length; and it 
was read, 

CONSOLIDATION OF BONDED DEBT. 
Mr. WALKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 196) to consolidate 
| the bonded debt of the United States and to reduce the interest 
thereon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
a of Ways and Means, when appceinted, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. WALKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 197) to amend 
section 2997 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

EDUCATION. 

Mr. WALKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 198) to apply the 
proceeds of sales of public lands to the education of the people; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

E. T. PILKINTON. 

Mr. WALKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 199) for the relief of 
E. T. Pilkinton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

P. G. COGHLAN. 

Mr. WALKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 200) for the relief 
of P. G. Coghlan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FEDERAL TROOPS AT ELECTIONS. 

Mr. WALKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 201) to prohibit the 
use of Federal troops in elections, to amend section 2002, and to re- 
peal sections 1980, 5299, and 5528, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ADELINA T. BLICK. 

Mr. JORGENSEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 202) for the relief of 
Mrs. Adelina T. Blick, of Ream’s Station, Virginia; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


REFUND TO NORTH CAROLINA. 
Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H.R. No. 203) to 
refund to the State of North Carolina certain moneys therein named ; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENT OF CLAIMS, ETC. 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 204) 
to repeal so much of section 3480 of the Revised Statutes as forbids 
the payment of the accounts, claims, and demands therein named and 
all laws and clauses of laws forbidding the payment thereof, and ap- 
propriating money to pay the same when duly established; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


REFUND TO NORTH CAROLINA, 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 205) 
to refund to the State of North Carolina certain moneys therein 
named; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 206) 
to repeal sections 3412 and 3413 of the Revised Statutes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF CUSTOMS AND INTERNAL REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 207) 
to repeal sections 19, 20 and 21 of the act entitled “An act to amend ex- 
isting customs and internal revenue laws, and ferother purposes, ” ap- 
proved February 8, 1875; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

USURY. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 208) 
to amend section 5198 of the Revised Statutes, relating to usury ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
209) to repeal section 4716 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mitcee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPEAL OF TAX ON SPIRITUOUS LIQUORS. 

Mr. YEATES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 210) to repeal the tax on 
spirituons liquors distilled from fruits; which was read a tirst and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


HOWARD WISEWALL. 

Mr. YEATES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 211) for the relief of 
Howard Wisewall, of Beaufort County, North Carolina; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


REFUND OF DIRECT TAXES, 

Mr. SCALES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 212) to refund cert} 
direct taxes on land, collected from citizens in the late besateees 
tionary States under the act of August 5, 1868; which was read . font 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, w!,. 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. sities 

REFUND OF SPECIAL TAXES. 

_Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 213) to refund to dix 
tillers of brandy from apples, peaches, or grapes, all of the special 
taxes paid by such distillers under the act of J uly 20, 1863, which 
is in excess of $50; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARGARET MARTIN, 

Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 214) for the relief of 
Margaret Martin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to jy 
printed. ; 

COURT-HOUSE, LEXINGTON, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 215) to provide for pay- 
ment for the court-house at Lexington, North Carolina, destroyed jy 
fire while occupied by United States officers and soldiers in the fall of 
1565; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Coy. 
mittee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

SUITS ON BONDS. 

Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 216) to limit the time 
within which suits on bonds of the collector of internal revenue sha)! 
be brought ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS OF MEXICAN WAR. 

Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 217) granting pensions 
to soldiers of the Mexican war; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EDWIN J. NUTALL. 

Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 218) granting a pension 
to Edwin J. Nutall; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ELI PENRY. 

Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 219) for the relief of 
Eli Penry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

ADMINISTRATION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE. 

Mr. ROBBINS introdnced a bill (H. R. No. 220) to prevent interfer- 
ence with the administration of justice in criminal cases in the courts 
of the several States; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I ask that the bill may be read in extenso. 

The bill was read in extenso, and was referred to the Comittee on 
the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


TAX ON SPIRITS AND TOBACCO. 

Mr. ROBBINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 221) to reduce the 
tax upon distilled spirits and tobacco; which was read a first aud 
second time. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I ask that the bill may be read in exrienso. 

The bill was read in ertenso, and was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

INVOLUNTARY BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. ROBBINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 222) to amend the 
laws relating to involuntary bankruptcy ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF LEAF TOBACCO. 

Mr. ROBBINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 223) to authorize 
producers of leaf tobacco to dispose of one hundred dollars’ worth 
thereof to consumers without the pay of any tax; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS A, NICHOLSON. 

Mr. ROBBINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 224) for the relief 
of Thomas A. Nicholson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WESTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. WADDELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 225) to abolish the 
western judicial district of North Carolina, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 3480 OF THE REVISED STATUTES OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 226) to repeal section 4~) 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 








1877. 


PENSIONS OF SOLDIERS, ETC., OF THE WAR OF 1812. 


Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 227) amending the 
‘ oe a sntipg pensions to the soldiers ard sailors of the war of 1812, 
jaws tte 5, 


nd their widows, and for other purposes; which was read a first | 
a 


ed aecond time, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
woh when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


EASTERN BAND OF CHEROKEE INDIANS, 


Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 228) to authorize and 
nable the eastern band of Cherokee Indians to institute and pros- 
a a suit in the Court of Claims against the Cherokee Nation ; 
a "7 h was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
ou Indian Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


TAX ON BANK CIRCULATION, ETC. 


Mr. VANCE also introdaced a bill (H. R. No. 229) to repeal so much 
of the internal-revenue law as requires persons and State banking asso- 
ciations to pay a tax of 10 percent. of the circulating issue of any State 
lank, and to enforce a uniform rate of interest throughont the United 
Siates, aud to punish national banks for accepting a usurious rate of 
interest; Which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALEXANDER SUTHERLAND. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 230) for the relief of 
Alexander Sutherland; which was read a first and second time, re- 
{erred to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MOSES W. ALEXANDER. 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (UH. R. No. 231) for the relief of 
Moses W. Alexander; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS, 

Mr. BROGDEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 232) to modify and 
amend the internal-revenne laws; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed, 

LAND SOLD FOR DIRECT TAXES. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, introduced a bill (I. R. No. 233) for 
the relief of owners of land sold for direct taxes ; which was read a 
first andsecond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


F. W. CLAUSSEN. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, also introduced a joint resolution 
(1. R. No. 3) anthorizing the Court of Claims to grant a rehearing 
in the case of F. W. Claussen vs. United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when 
appointed, and ordered to ve priuted. 


JOHN F. ANDREWS. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 234) for 
the relief of John F. Andrews, postmaster at Washington, Georgia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

E. P. EDWARDS. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 235) 
for the relief of E. P. Edwards, postmaster at Ellerton, Georgia ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

OATH FOR GRAND AND PETIT JURORS, 


Mr. FELTON introduced a bill (H. R. No, 236) to repeal an act 
entitled “An act defining additional causes of challenge and prescrib- 
ing an additional oath for grand and petit jurors in United States 
courts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


OATH OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. FELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 237) to prescribe and 
establish a form of oath or affirmation to be taken and subscribed to by 
nembers of Congress before entering upon the duties of their office; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF LEAF TOBACCO BY PLANTERS. 


Mr. FELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 238) to allow farmers 
and planters to sell leaf tobacco of their own production to other 
persons than manufacturers of tobacco, without special tax ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways | 


aud Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
IMPROVEMENT OF COOSA RIVER. 


Mr. FELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 239) to appropriate 
money for continuing the improvement of Coosa River, from Rome, 
Georgia, to the Rome and Selma Railroad bridge in Alabama; which 


Was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
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SOLDIERS AND SAILORS OF MEXICAN, FLORIDA AND BLACK HAWK WARS. 
_Mr. FELTON also introduced a bill (IL R. No. 240) granting pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican, Florida and Black 
Hawk Wars, and certain widows of deceased soldiers and sailors of 
the SANE ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 
PROTECTION OF THE EARNINGS OF THE LABORING CLASSES. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Georgia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 241) to aid 
manufacturing, mining, and railroad companies in protecting the 
earnings of the laboring classes; which was read a first and seeoud 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES SUTLISE. 

Mr. SMITH, of Georgia, introduced a bill (FH. R. No. 242) to com- 
pensate James Sutlise, of Clay County, Georgia, for tle care and stor- 
age of certain cotton, the property of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF TAX ON STATE BANKS, FTC. 

Mr. SMITH, of Georgia, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 243) to 
repeal the tax of 10 per cent. on the circulation of State banks and 
State banking associations; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, when appointed, 
aud ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE FLINT RIVER. 

Mr. SMITH, of Georgia, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 244) for 
the improvement of the Flint River, in the State of Georgia; which 
wus read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, When appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

JOEL A. BILLUPS. 

Mr. BELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 245) for the relief of Joel A. 
Billups; which was read a first and seeond time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. NICHOLS, 

Mr. BELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 245) for the relief of 
John R. Nichols, late postmaster at Athens, Georgia ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Oflice 
and Post-Roads, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE D, PHILLIPS. 

Mr. BELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 247) to grant a pension 
to George D. Phillips, a soldierin the war of 1812; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Coiamittee on Revolutionary 
Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to bs printed. 


ADDITIONAL JUDICIAL DISTRICT IN GEORGIA. 

Mr. BLOUNT introduced a bill (IL. R. No. 245) to create an addi- 
tional judicial district for the State of Georgia, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF HARBOR AT SAVANNAH, GEORGIA, 

Mr. HARTRIDGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 249) fer continuing 
the work of improving the harbor at Savannah, Georgia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

DARIEN, GEORGIA. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 250) to appro- 
priate money for the improvement of the harbor at Darien, Georgia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

a JAMES J. WARING. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 251) for the 
relief of James J. Waring, of Savannah, Georgia; which was read a 
lirst and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

BRUNSWICK, GEORGIA. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 252) to appro- 
priate money for the improvement of the harbor at Brunswick, 
Georgia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, when appoiuted, aud ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN SAVANNAH, GEORGIA. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 253) to pro- 
vide a building for the use of the United States district and cireuit 
courts and the post-office at Savannah, Georgia; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds, when appointed, and ordered to bo printed, 

H. F, WILLINK. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 254) for the 
relief of H. F. Willink; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and erdered 
to be printed. 

ATLANTA, GEORGIA. 
Mr. CANDLER introduced a bill (H. R. No 255) to establish at 
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Atlanta, in the State of Georgia, a port of delivery ; which was read | and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judici 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
UNITED STATES COURTS IN ALABAMA, 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 256) to se- 
cure impartial administration of justice in the United States courts 
in Alabama; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed, 

PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS OF MEXICAN WAR, ETC. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 257) 
granting pensions to certain soldiers aud sailors of the Mexican and 
other wars therein named; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed, . 

JURORS IN UNITED STATES COURTS, 


Mr. LIGON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 258) to repeal sections 820 
and 821 of the Revised Statutes relating to grand and petit jurors in 
the courts of the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 259) to repeal sections 
820 and 821 of the Revised Statutes ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed, 

REPEAL OF TEST OATH. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bil! (H. R. No. 260) to repeal the 
law requiring a test oath, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


LIEUTENANT D. F. TOZIER. 

Mr. HOOKER introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 4) to allow 
D. F. Tozier a gold medal awarded by the president of the French re- 
public; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

EMILY LELAND. 


Mr. HOOKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 261) for the relief 
of Emily Leland, of Warren County, Mississippi; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF RIVERS OF MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 262) for the improvement 
ef the navigation of the Yazoo, Tallahatchee, Sunflower, and Cold- 
water Rivers, in the State of Mississippi; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 4 

H. T. JOHNSY. 


Mr. MULDROW introduced a bill (H. R. No. 263) for the relief of 
H. T. Johnsy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

JULIA A, NUTT. 

Mr. CHALMERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 264) for the relief of 
Julia A. Nutt, widow and executrix of Haller Nutt, deceased ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIM OF NANNIE HALL. 

Mr. SINGLETON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 265) referring to the 
Court of Claims the claim of Nannie Hall, formerly widow of the late 
Lieutenant Denman, United States Army, for cotton seized and the 
proceeds paid into the United States Treasury ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


LIENS FOR SUPPLIES AND REPAIRS OF VESSELS. 


Mr. ELLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 266) to create a lien in favor 
of material men and others for supplies and repairs furnished to a 
vessel in her home port, and to makethe laws upon that subject uniform 
throughout the United States ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL JAMISON, 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 267) for the relief of 

Samuel Jamison; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 


W. A. HYDE AND T. G. MACKIE. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 268) for the relief of 
W. A. Hyde & T. G. Mackie, of New Orleans, Louisiana; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


PROVISIONAL COURT OF LOUISIANA, 


Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 269) to ratify and con- 
firm the orders, decrees, and judgments of the provisional court of 
the United States for the State of Louisiana; which was read a first 




















appointed, and ordered to be printed. ary, when 
WIDOW OF CHRISTOPHER M. HAILF, 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 270) for the relie 
the widow of Captain Christopher M. Haile, United States A> 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the C t 
Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be pr 

JAMES A. PAYNE. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 271) for the relief of 
James A. Payne, of Louisiana; which was read a first and eccond 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed 
and ordered to be printed. ” 

MRS, AGNES E. FRY. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 272) for the relief of 
Mrs. Agnes E. Fry, widow of Joseph Fry; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Aflairs, When 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


STATE NATIONAL BANK OF LOUISIANA. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 273) for the relief of 
the State National Bank of Louisiana, successor to the Lonisiana 
State Bank of New Orleans; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

OCEAN SERVICE BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND BRAZIL. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 274) to authorize the 
establishment of ocean-mail-steamship service between the United 
States and the Empire of Brazil; which was read a first and second 
tune, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

G. P. WORK. 


Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 275) for the relief of G. 
P. Work, a citizen of Louisiana; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

OATH FOR GRAND AND PETIT JURORS. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 276) to repeal section 
821 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and to provide an 
oath for grand and petit jurors in the courts of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


f of 
my ; 
OmMmMittee oy 
inted, 


NAVIGATION OF THE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (H. R. No 277) to improve the navi- 
gation and to afford protection and security to the shipping, trade, 
and commerce, and alluvial lands of the Mississippi River; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Missis- 
sippi Levees, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


MARINE SCHOOLS. 


Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 278) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to encourage the establishment of public marine 
schools,” approved June 20, 1574, so as to extend it to Wilmington, 
Charleston, Savannah, Mobile, New Orleans, and Galveston; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUISIANA AND TEXAS RAILROAD. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 279) to authorize the 
Louisiana and Texas Railroad to relinquish its title to certain lands 
in the State of Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, when appoiuted, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PORTS OF BROWNSVILLE, GALVESTON, AND HOUSTON. 


Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 280) to make the 
ports of Brownsville, Galveston, and Houston, Texas, ports to which 
unappraised merchandise may be transported; which was read a lirst 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 


NEW ORLEANS MINT AND ASSAY OFFICE. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 281) to defray the 
expenses of the mint and assay office at New Orleans, Louisiana, and 
making an appropriation therefor, which was read a first and sec oud 
time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

COMMERCIAL TREATY WITH CENTRAL AMERICA. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 5) author- 
izing the appointment of commissioners to ascertain on what terius 4 
mutually beneficial treaty of commerce with the Central American 
states can be arranged; which was read a first and second time, Te 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

COMMERCE WITH MEXICO. ; 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 6) all 
thorizing the appointment of commissioners to ascertain on = 
terms a mutually beneficial treaty of commerce with Mexico can 
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snwed: which was read a first and segond time, referred to the | officers and men of the revenue steamer Dix for rescuing the French 
——— ttee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. | brig Peabody, with sixteen persons on board, stranded in the Gulf of 
as COMMERCE WITH CANADA. Mexico, February 23, 1877; which was read a tirst and second time, 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No.7) author- Sauk on Foreign Affairs, when appointed, and 
joe the appointment of commissioners to ascertain on what terms a 
si tnally beneficial treaty of commerce can be arranged with Canada; 
ae was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
( conan ree, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMERCE WITH BRAZIL, 
Mr. GIBSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 8) au- 


NATIONAL IRON-MOLDERS’ UNION. 
thorizing the appointment of commissioners to ascertain on what 
| 


Mr. BANNING introduced a bill (IH. R. No, 292) to incorporate the 
National Iron-Molders’ Union; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

ARMY APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. BANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 293) to repeal sec- 
tion 1218 of the Revised Statutes, prohibiting the appointment in the 
Army of the United States of persons who have served in the civil, 
military, or naval service«of the so-called Confederate States ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

TICE METERS. 

Mr. BANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 294) for the relief 

of distillers of -spirits by refunding and repayment of moneys ex- 
REMOVING POLITICAL DISABILITIES, pended or paid and deposited by them for Tice meters; which was 

Mr. LEONARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 283) to remove the read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
disabilit ies imposed by the third section of the fourteenth article of Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
the amendments of the Constitution of the United States ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, When appointed, and ordered to be printed. conduct of Indian affairs from the Interior to the War Department ; 


OFFICIAL OATHS. which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee ou 
Mr. LEONARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 284) repealing | Indian Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
section 1756 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and pre- THE SILVER DOLLAR. 
scribing an official oath ; which was read - first and second time, Mr. BANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 296) authorizing 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and the coinage of the silver dollar and making it a legal tender for all 
ordered to be printed. debts, public and private; which was read a first and second time. 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS, SHREVEPORT, LOUISIANA. Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I ask that that bill be read in ertenso. 
Mr. LEONARD also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 285) 1 he bill was read in extenso, referred to the ¢ ommittee on Banking 
authorizing the ereetion of public buildings at Shreveport, Lonis- and Currency, when appointed, and ordered to be printed, 
iana: which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- , THE RESUMPTION ACT. 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, when appointed, and ordered Mr. SOUTHARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 297) to repeal the 
to be printed. third section of the act entitled “An act to provide for the resump- 
BRIDGES OVER THE OUACHITA AND RED RIVERS. tion of specie payments,” approved January 14, 1875; which was 
Mr. LEONARD also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 286) | Tead a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking 
to authorize the North Louisiana Railroad Company to constract a | #84 Currency, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
bridge over the Onachita River at or near Mouroe, Louisiana, and a 
bridge over the Red River at or near Shreveport, Louisiana; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, when appointed, and orderefl to be printed. 


terms a mutually beneficial treaty of commerce with Brazil can be 
irranged; Which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
PREPARATION OF THE ROLL OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mr. LEONARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 282) prescribing the 
form of the eredentials of the Representatives-clect, and directing 
the manner in which the roll of the House of Representatives shall 
be prepared ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Rules, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


CONDUCT OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 
Mr. BANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 295) to transfer the 


ASSISTANT SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 

Mr. SOUTHARD also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 10) 
authorizing the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives to 
appoint an assistant ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Rules, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES R. RICHARDSON, 

Mr. FINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 298) for the relief of 
James R. Richardson, of Mansfield, Ohio; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 


TECHE DISTRICT, LOUISIANA, 


Mr. DARRALL introdneed a bill (H. R. No. 287) to change the 
name of the port of entry of the district of the Teche, Louisiana, from 
Brashier to Morgan City ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed, 

PUBLIC LANDS IN MISSISSIPPI, ETC. JAMES C. SWASICK. 
> < g _ . r ‘6 . 

Mr. DARRALL also introduced bill (H. R. No. 288) making an} 44, PINTEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 299) granting a pen- 
appropriation of $40,000 to enable the Commissioner of the General | .. ’ Swasick. of Ohio: whict ad a first and second 
Land Office to comply with the act of July 4, 1876, restoring to | §!0? to James C. ; PERRET, OS SAO; Saree Tae eaae @ aes Ge sogem 
market the public lands in the States of Mississippi Alabama. Flor- | time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, 
ida, and Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, referred | 294 ordered to be printed. : ; j 
to the Committee on Appropriations, when appointed, and ordered to DUDLEY A. FISH. 
be printed. Mr. FINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 300) for the relief of 
Dudley A. Fish, of Bacyrus, Ohio ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

THE STANDARD SILVER DOLLAR 

Mr. EWING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 301) to authorize the free 
coinage of the standard silver dollar, and to restore its legal-tender 
character; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 


MISSISSIPPI LEVEES. 


Mr. DARRALL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 289) appropriating 
the suin of $3,000,000 for the purpose of repairing and in part rebuild- 
ing the levees of the Mississippi River, providing for its expenditure, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Mississippi Levees, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LOUISIANA AND TEXAS RAILROAD. 


Mr. DARRALL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 290) to relieve 
Morgan’s Louisiana and Texas Railroad, formerly the New Orleans, 
Opelousas and Great Western Railroad, from certain conditions im- 
posed by the act of June 3, 1856, chapter 42, section 3; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lauds, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


B. T. BEAUREGARD. 


Mr. DARRALL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 291) for the relief 
of the sureties of the official bond of B. 'T. Beauregard, late collector 
of internal revenue, second district of Louisiana; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. PENSIONS. 


LIEUTENANT D. F. TOZIER. Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 304) to provide 
Mr. DARRALL also introduced a joint resolution (H.R. No. 9) pre- | that all pensions on account of death wounds received, or diseares 
senting the thanks of Congress to Liestenest D.F. Tozier and the | contracted in the service of the United States since March 4, 1-61, 


A. SCHUYLER SUTTON. 

Mr. EWING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 302) to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act granting a pension to A. SchuylerSutton,” approved 
June 4, 1872; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REFORM OF CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 303) to reform the 
civil service of the United States ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
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which have been granted or which shall hereafter be granted, on ap- | States; which was read a first and second time, refe 
plication filed previous to January 1, 18°0, shall commence from the | Committee on Patents, when appointed, and ordere: 
date of death or discharge from the service of the United States, and A. GATES LEE. 


for the payment of arrears of pensions; which was read a first and rE : bi sa 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensious, when | poten es a Cee ie the re 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. | first and second time, referred to the Committee ou Wa 
mr&, R. C. MAXWELL. | appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 305) granting LEKOY D. SUTTON. 


a pension to Mrs. Rebecca C. Maxwell, widow of the late Colonel O. Mr. BOONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No 320) fo 
: F g : _ = : F Mr. NE rot - ht. No, 32 r the relief 
C. Maxwell, One hundred and ninety-fourth Ohio Volunteer Infan Leroy D.Sutton; which was read a first and second time, de a 


try; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- ; : 3 mt ; 
v3 ' w pointed 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be Coe on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, aud ordered to 


printed. 





Tred to the 
l to be printed, 





lief of 
bh was read a 
T Claims, whey 


R. C. SMITH. 
ROBERT CARY. 
eas 3 ; . n : Mr. BOONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 321) for the relicg , 
Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 306) to increase | R. C. Smith, of McCracken County, Kentucky; which -_ wa . 


the pension of Robert Cary, of Ohio, to $50 a month; which was read | ¢ : ; : : 
ner > ; wes ee ee wT a egies irst and second time, referred to the Committee on War Cjaj 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | when appointed, and ordered to be printed. Milas, 


sions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
HEIRS OF ALECK VANCE. 


RESUMPTION ACT. Mr. BOONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 322) for the relief of 

Mr. EWING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 307) to repeal the third the heirs of Aleck Vance, deceased; which was read a first aud sec. 

section of the act to provide for the resumption of specie payments; | ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, whe: 

which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee appointed, and ordered to be printed. F ” 
ov Banking and Currency, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. CARLISLE BRIDGES. 


JOSEPH BRATTON. Mr. BOONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 323) granting a pen. 
Mr DICKEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 308) for the relief of | sion to Carlisle Bridges, of McCracken County, Kentucky: w hich 
Joseph Bratton, of Brown County, Ohio; which was read a first and | was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when | Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. SALES OF TOBACCO. 


ANDREW F. HIGGINS. Mr. McKENZIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 324) to permit tho 

Mr. DICKEY also introdnced a bill (H. Kk. No. 309) for the relief of | growers of tobacco to sell one thousand dollars’ worth of their own 
Andrew F. Higgins, of Brown County, Ohio; which was read a first | growth without a license so to do; which was read a first and second 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | time, referred to the Committeeof Ways and Means, when appointed 
whew appointed, and ordered to be printed. and ordered to be printed. . 


AMENDMENT OF SECTION 3369 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. KNOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 325) to amend section 
3369 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways aud 
Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C, ROBINSON. 

Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (1. R. No. 325) for the relief of 
the minors of John C. Robinson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


TAX ON LEAF-TOBACCO. 


Mr. KNOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 327) to repeal so much 
of the sixth clause of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States as prohibits farmers and planters selling leaf-tobacco 
at retail directly to consumers without the payment of a special tax; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

L. M. NORTHCUTT. 

Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 328) for the relief of 
L. M. Northcutt, of the county of Kenton, Kentucky; which was read 
a first and seooud time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS OF MEXICAN WAR, ETC. 


Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No, 329) granting pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican, Florida, and the Black 
Hawk wars, and to certain widows of deceased soldiers and sailors of 
the same; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, aud ordered to be 
printed. 


ADJUDICATION OF CLAIMS, 

Mr. MONROE also (by requ..!) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 310) 
authorizing the adjudication and payment of certain claims upon 
the fand created in section 15, chapter 459, ef the laws of the Forty- 
third Congress; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committec on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed, 


RESTORATION OF LEGAL-TENDER QUALITY OF THE SILVER DOLLAR. 
Mr. JONES, of Onio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 311) to amend 

sections 3513, 3520, and 3586 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

States, aud to repeal section 2 of joint resolution No. 17, passed July 

22, 1870, and to restore the legal-tender quality of the silver dollar; 

which was read a tirst and second time, referred to the Committee on 

Bauking and Currency, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

F. W. RUGGLES, 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bul (H. R. No. 312) for the relief of F. 
W. Ruggles; which was read a tirst and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. ° 

CARE AND PROTECTION OF QUARTERMASTERS’ SUPPLIES. 

Mr. FOSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 313) to provide for 
the better care and protection of quartermasters’ supplies; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS A. WESTON. 

Mr. FOSTER also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 314) to 
coniirm the term, for the period of seveuteen years from the date of 
its original grant, of the patent of Thomas A. Weston; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. JONES AND THOMAS D. HARRIS. 

Mr. DANFORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 315) for the relief of 
John H. Joves and Thomas D. Harris; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. . 


TREATY WITH POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 

Mr. VAN VORHES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 316) to carry into 
effect the tenth article of the treaty with Pottawatomie Indians of 
Febrnary 27, 1367; which was read a first and second time, referred 
tu the Committee on Indian Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 


ALDERSON T. KEENE. 

Mr. DURHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 330) for the benefit of 
Alderson T. Keene, late first lieatenant, Company E, First Kentucky 
Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

W. R. BOICE. 

Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 331) for the benefit 
of W. R. Boice, of Danville, Kentucky; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

ARCHIBALD B. RUE. 

Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 332) for the relief 
of Archibald B. Rue; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 


PAYMENTS TO POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 

Mr. VAN VORHES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 317) to make 
certain payments to the Pottawatomie Indians; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF SECTIONS OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. BOONE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 318) to repeal sections 

4924, 4925, 4926, 4927, and 4928 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


GEORGE TRUPNALL. 
Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 333) for the relief 
of George Trupnall, of Harrodsburgh, Kentucky ; which was rea’ @ 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, whev 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
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pensation, &c., of United States attorneys; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Expenditures in De- 
partment of Justice, when appointed, and ordered to be printed 


MADISON FEMALE ACADEMY. 

"RHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 334) for the benefit 
ne bg haere Female Academy, located at Richmond, Kentucky ; 
+ hi h was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Wat Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed, 


CIIRISTIAN CHURCH, DANVILLE, KENTUCKY. 


Mr. DURMAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 335) for the benefit 
of the Christian cbarch, in Danville, Kentucky ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when 
appointed, aud ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. MORRISON. 

Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 336) for the benefit 
of Major Jobn A. Morrison, of Russell County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
en appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


BAPTIST CHURCH, CRAB ORCHARD, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 337) for the benefit 
of tbe trustees of the Baptist church of Crab Orebard, Kentucky ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

W. F. GOGGIN. 

Mr. DURHAM alsointroduced a bill (H. R. No. 338) for the benefit of 
W. P. Goggin, of Pulaski Connty, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when ap- 
poiuted, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN 8. BOSWELL. 


Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 339) for the relief 
of Joln S. Boswell, of Anderson County, Kentucky ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

ELSWORTH OWSLEY. 

Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 340) for the benefit 
of Elsworth Owsley ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 


wl 


E. B. HAND. 


Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (fH. R. No. 341) for the benefit 
of E. B. Hand, postmaster at Harrodsburgh, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Cominittee of Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN WITHERSPOON AND JAMES SUFFELL. 

Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 342) for the relief 
of John Witherspoon and James Suffell, of Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

BIDOW & WILSON, 

Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 343) for the relief 
of Bidow & Wilson, of Danville, Kentucky ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF BANKRUPT LAW. 

Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 344) to repeal the 
bankrupt law; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the nee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed, 

PUBLIC GROUNDS NEAR HARRODSBURGH, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 345) to give the State 
of Kentucky concurrent jurisdiction with the United States courts 
on the Government grounds near Harrodsburgh, Kentucky; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

SALES OF TOBACCO. 


Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 346) to permit the 
growers of tobacco to sell to consumers five hundred dollars’ worth 
of their growth without license so to do; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS. 

_Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 347) granting pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican, Florida, and 
Black Hawk wars, and certain widows of deceased soldiers and sail- 
ors of the same; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REPEAL OF RESUMPTION ACT. 

Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 348) to repeal the 
third section of the resumption act; which was read a first and sec- 
oud time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 
Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 349) fixing the com- 


CLERKS OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS, 

Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 350) fixing the fees 
of clerks of the United States district and cireuit courts; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Justice, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PAY OF UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 


Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 351) fixing the 
compensation of United States marshals and deputies; which was 
read a tirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Justiee, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES P. CARROLL, 


Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 352) for the relief 
of James P. Carroll; which was read a first and second time, ref rred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

COMMERCE AMONG THE STATES. 


Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 353) to 
regulate commerce among the States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, when appvinted, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BRANNIN, SUMMERS & CO. 


Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 354) 
for the relief of Brannin, Summers & Co., of Louisville, Kentucky ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX UPON TOBACCO. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a bili (H. R. No. 355) to modify 
the tax upon tobacco; which was read a first and second time, reterred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NAVY DEPARTMENT ESTIMATES. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3°6) direct- 
ing method of annual estimates of expenditures to be submitted from 
the Navy Department; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ABANDONED PROPERTY, ETC. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 257) toamend 
the third section of the act of Congress approved March 12, 1363, en- 
titled “An act to provide for the collection of abandoned property 
and for the prevention of frauds in insurrectionary districts within 
the United States;” which wasresd a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 358) to pro- 
vide for pensions to soldiers of the war with Mexico and of the Sem- 
inole war of 1836, &c.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 359) to extend 
the provisions of the act of Congress approved February 14, 171, 
granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF THE STATE OF TENNESSEE. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 360) for the 
relief of the State of Tennessee; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT FOR HORSES. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 361) to pay 
certain persons therein specified for horses illegally taken from them 
by officers of the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM PARK, OF TENNESSEE. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 362) for the 
relief of William Park, of Tennessee; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY 8. FRENCH. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 363) for the 
relief of Henry S. French, of Nashville, Tennessee; Which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee ou War Claims, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

WALTER AKIN. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 364) for the 
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relief of Walter Akin, administrator of James Aken, of Maury 


to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 
CAREY GILBERT. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 365) for the 
relief of Carey Gilbert, of Giles County, Tennessee; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

A. J. REED. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 366) for the 
relief of A. J. Reed, of Giles County, Tennessee ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

JOUN KE, TULLOSS. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also introdnced a bill (H. R. No. 367) for the 
relief of John E. Tulloss, of Williamson County, Tennessee; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed 

JAMES B. TREADWELL, 

Mr. BRIGHT (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 368) grant- 
ing a pension to James B. Treadwell, major of the Eighty-fifth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FREE COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLAKS. 

Mr. BRIGHT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 369) providing for 
the free coinage of silver dollars, and for making the same a legal 
tender; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPEAL OF RESUMPTION ACT. 

Mr, BRIGHT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 370) to repeal the 
act of January 14, 1875, for the resumption of specie payments; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Bauking and Currency, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


J. W. BURBRIDGE & CO., ETC. 

Mr. BRIGHT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 371) for the relief of 
J. W. Burbridge & Co. and Robert H. Montgomery ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed, 

MRS. MARTHA A, STEVENS. 

Mr. BRIGHT also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 372) for the relief of 
Mrs. Martha A. Stevens; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ANN P. JAMES. 

Mr. BRIGHT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 373) for the relief of 
Ann P. James; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

ASA FAULKNER AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BRIGHT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 374) for the relief of 
Asa Faulkner and others, of Tennessee ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 


SURVIVORS OF BLACK HAWK WAR, ETC. 

Mr. RIDDLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 375) to pension the sur- 
Viving officers and enlisted men of the Black Hawk, Seminole, Florida, 
and Mexican wars, and their widows; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS OF MEXICAN WAR. 

Mr. RIDDLE also introduced a bill (H. R. Ne. 376) for the payment 
to the officers and soldiers of the Mexican war of the three months’ 
extra pay provided for by the act of July 19, 1848; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENT OF DUTIES IN LEGAL-TENDERS. 

Mr. RIDDLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 377) for the payment 
of duties on imports in legal-tender notes or coin at the option of the 
importer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed, 

TAX ON STATE BANKS. 

Mr. RIDDLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 378) to repeal section 
3412 of the Revised Statutes which imposes the tax of 10 per cent. 
upon the cireulation of State banks and State banking associations ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CUMBERLAND RIVER. 


Mr. RIDDLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 379) appropriating 
$25,000 for the improvement of the navigation of the Cumberland 


| River from Nashville, Tennessee, to the Cincinnati 
County, Tennessee ; which was read a first and second time, referred | Railroad ; which was read a first and second time, 


| mittee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be I 





and Chattanooga 
referred to the Com- 
Tinted, 
IMPROVEMENT OF CANEY FORK AND OBEY’s RIVER. 


Mr. RIDDLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 330) appropriating 
$25,000 for the improvement of the navigation of Caney Fork and 
Obey’s River, tributaries of the Cumberland River; which was ae 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, w1,., 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. oe 

TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 

Mr. RIDDLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 381) to reduce 
on distilled spirits fifty cents on each proof gallon; which w 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. . 

SALE OF LEAF-TOBACCO. 

Mr. RIDDLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 382) for the repeal of 
the restrictions upon the sale of tobacco in the leat by the producers 
thereof; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Coy. 
mittee of Ways and Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed, 

J. D. BOND. 

Mr. RIDLLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 383) for the relief of 
J. D. Bond & Brother, of Wilson County, Tennessee; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of (| 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. RIDDLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 384) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary E. Campbell ; which was read a first aud second time, 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, when appointed 
and ordered to be printed. , 

GEORGE W. TWIDWELL. 

Mr. RIDDLE also (by et) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 385) 
for the relief of George W. Twidwell, of Smith County, Tennessee; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS WHITE. 

Mr. RIDDLE also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 336) for 
the relief of Thomas White, of Maury County, Tennessee ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM TRUETT, 

Mr. RIDDLE also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 387) for 
the relief of William Truett, late Company H, Fifth Tennessee Cay- 
alry, United States Volunteers; which was read a first and secoud 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM ROYLSTON. 

Mr. RIDDLE also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 38s) for 
the relief of William Roylston, late private in Company D, First Regi- 
ment Tennessee Light Artillery; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. THORNBURGH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 389) to equalize 
the bounties of soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
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TRIBUTARY STREAMS OF TENNESSEE RIVER. 

Mr. THORNBURGH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 390) making 
appropriations to improve the navigation of tributary streams of the 
Tennessee River ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HARDIN SCAGGS. 

Mr. THORNBURGH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 391) for the 
relief of Hardin Scaggs, of Maynardville, Tennessee, for supplies fur- 
nished the Federal Army during the late rebellion ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claiws, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY D. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. THORNBURGH also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 392) for the 
relief of Mrs. Mary D. Williams, widow of W. W. Williams, late 4 
private in Company B, Second Tennessee Infantry ; which was read a 
tirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


LUTHER M. BLACKMAN. 

Mr. THORNBURGH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 393) for me 
relief of Luther M. Blackman; which was read a first and a 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointer, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF HORACE A. CHAMBERS. 

Mr. THORNBURGH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 394) granting 
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“nsio the heirs of Horace A. Chambers; which was read a first 
me o or time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM A. RUCKER. 


Mr. THORNBURGH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 395) for the | 


relief of William A. Rucker, late second lieutenant Company B, Third 
Regiment North Carolina Volunteers ; which was read a first and 
cecond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. DICE. 


Mr. THORNBURGH also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 396) for the 
relief of George W. Dice ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

NAVIGATION OF THE TENNESSEE RIVER. 

Mr. ATKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 397) to improve the navi- 
ration of the Tennessee River; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF LEAF-TOBACCO. 

Mr. ATKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 398) authorizing the 
sale of leaf-tobacco in limited quantities; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF FIRST AND THIRD SECTIONS OF THE RESUMPTION LAW. 

Mr. ATKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 399) to repeal the 
first and third sections of the resumption law ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE CUMBERLAND RIVER. 

Mr. HOUSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 400) to make appropria- 
tion for continuing the improvement of the Cumberland River; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF LEAF-TOBACCO. 

Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 401) to allow pro- 
ducers of leaf-tobacco to sell the same by retail to consumers free of 
tax; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
wittee of Ways and Means, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DUNCAN MARR. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 402) for the relief of 
Dunean Marr, of Montgomery County, Tennessee; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF TENNESSEE RIVER AT MUSCLE SHOALS. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 403) to continue the 
work on the Tennessee River at Muscle Shoals; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT ON THE HIAWASSEE RIVER. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 404) to continue 
the improvement on the Hiawassee River; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EXEMPTIONS ON JUDGMENTS. 
_Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 405) fixing exemp- 
tions on judgments in favor of the United States; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF TAX ON TOBACCO, 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 406) repealing tax 
on tobacco in the hands of the producer; which was read 3 first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES P. THOMPSON. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 407) granting a 
pension to James P. Thompson, of McMinnville, Tennessee; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Reyo- 
lutionary Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


MOSES CUNNINGHAM. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 408) granting a 
pension to Moses Cunningham, of Tennessee; which was read a first 
and second time, refe to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES CLIFT. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 409) for the relief 
of James Clift, late captain Fifth Tennessee Calvary; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF COUNTY AND STATE OFFICERS. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 410) to compen- 
sate State and county officers for services rendered under writs of 
habeas corpus from United States courts; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRICT AND CIRCUIT COURT AT CHATTANOOGA, TENNESSEE. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 411) to establish a 
district and circuit court at Chattanooga, Tennessee; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

REDUCTION OF EXPENSE OF COLLECTING CUSTOMS. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 412) to reduce the 
expense of collecting the customs; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Expenditures, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

SMALL DISTILLERIES. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 413) for the relief 
of distilleries of small capacity; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

W. S. BURGESS, AND OTHERS. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 414) for the relief 
of W.S. Burgess and others, of Tennessee ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

J. M. BRAGG. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 415) for the relief 
of J. M. Bragg and others, of Tennessee; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of War Claims, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

J. J. CUMMINGS, 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 416) for the relief 
of J. J. Cummings, of Tennessee; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

H. L. AND J. M. CARRICK. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 417) for the relief 
of H. L. and J. M. Carrick, of Tennessee ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

B. F. MARTIN. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 418) for the relief 
of B. F. Martin, of Tennessee; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, ar:d 
ordered to be printed. 

SMITH J. WALLING. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 419) for the relief 
of Smith J. Walling, of Tennessee; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ASA FAULKNER. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 420) to refund to 
Asa Faulkner, of Tennessee, the proceeds of cotton seizedby the United 
States Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

A. KELLY. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 421) to pay A. Kel- 
ley, of Marion County, Tennessee, for services on a military commis- 
sion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. EASTWOOD, 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 422) for the relief 
of the heirs of James W. Eastwood, of Warren County, Tennessee; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BULLARD. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R No. 423) for the relief 
of William Bullard, of De Kalb County, Tennessee, late Company D, 
Fourth Regiment Tennessee Infantry Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


BARATARIA SHIP CANAL. 

Mr. YOUNG introduced a bill (H. R. No. 424) to incorporate the 
Barataria Ship Canal Company; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD T. FREEMAN. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 425) for the relief of 
Edward T. Freeman, of Memphis, Tennessee ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when ap- 


pvinted, and ordered to be printed. 
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JESSIE J. BUSBER. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (11. R. No. 425) for the relief of 
Jessie J. Busbee,of Memphis, Tennessee ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

JULIA ELLIOTT. 


Mr. YOUNG also introdneed a bill (H. R. No. 427) for the relief of 
Julia Elliott, widow and administratrix of Newell D. Elliott, de- 
ceased, late of the city of Memphis, in the State of Tennessee; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed, 


REFUNDING INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (IL. R. No. 428) to provide for 
refunding internal-revenue taxes illegally collected ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY P. BRADFORD. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (TL. R. No. 429) for the relief of 
Mary I’. Bradford, of Shelby County, Tennessee; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

JONN CLINTON. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee, introduced a bill (A. R. No. 430) 
for the relief of John Clinton, postmaster at Brownsville, Tennessee ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN INDIANA, 


Mr. HAMILTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 431) to provide for 
the holding of terms of the district and circuit courts of the United 
States at Fort Warne, Indiana; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JETHRO M. BOYD. 


Mr. HAMILTON also introdneed a bill (H. R. No. 432) for the re- 
lief of Jethro M. Boyd, of Indiana; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed, 


RE-IMBURSEMENT OF STATES FOR WAR EXPENSES. 


Mr. HAMILTON also introduced a bill (H.R. No, 433) to reime 
burse the States for expenses incurred in the late rebellion; which 
wis read atirst and second time, referred to the Committee un War 
Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


EQUALIZATION OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. HAMILTON also presented a joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Indiana, instructing Senators and Representa- 
tives in Congress from that State to endeavor to secure the passage 
of a law to equalize pensions ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Peusions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


ARTUR W. GRAY. 


Mr. COBB introduced a bill (HI. R. No. 434) for the relief of Arthur 
W. Gray, a surgeon in the Twenty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry in the late rebellion ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF NATIONAL-BANK CURRENCY. 


Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (HH. BR, No. 435) providing for the 
withdrawal of the national-bank currency and the issuing of non- 
interest-bearing Treasury notes to the amount of $500,000,000 to sup- 
ply the poe of said national-bank currency, making said Treasury 
notes a legal tender for all sums public and private, except where by 
the terms of the contract it is expressly provided otherwise, and re- 
pealing the third section of the act of Congress entitled “ An act to 
provide for the resumption of specie payments,” approved January 
14, 1875, and providing for the coinage of gold and silver bullion, and 
lixing the standard thereof, and making all silver coin of the same 
standard a legal tender; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ADAM STINSON. 


Mr. FULLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 436) granting a pension 
to Adam Stinson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. s 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. FULLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 437) to repeal section 
S229 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed, 


REPEAL OF RESUMPTION ACT. 
Mr. FULLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 438) to repeal the 


act for the resumption of specie payments; which was read a first | vide for the coining of silver dollars, to make the same a legal tender, 
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and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


JONATHAN R. TILMAN. 
Mr. FULLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 439) grantin, 


7 a ; ga pen. 
sion to Jonathan R. Tilman; which was read a first and second A ta 
reterred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 


ordered to be printed. al, aud 
REPEAL OF BANKRUPT LAW, 
Mr. FULLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 440) to reneal t! 


bankrupt law; which was read a first and second time, referr.] to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be 


printed. 


and Currency, 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN INDIANA, 


Mr. FULLER also introduced a bill (II. R. No. 441) to establish the 
southern district of Indiana, and to provide for the holding of eir- 
cuit and district courts thezein; which was read a first and suco:, i 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed 
and ordered to be printed. , 

COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLAR. 

Mr. HUNTER introdaced a bill (H. R. No. 442) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to purchase silver bullion, to cause the 
same to be coined, as well as silver bullion of the citizeus of tho 
United States, and making said silver dollar when coined a lexi] 
tender for all debts, public and private, within the United Staes 
including duties on imports and interest on the public debt, exc yt. 
ing obligations heretofore entered into and made payable in go! 
such obligations last named to be paid in gold, and repealing al! acte 
and parts of acts inconsistent herewith ; which was read a tirst and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, aud 
Measures, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTION OF CERTAIN OFFICERS, 


Mr. HUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 443) to provide the 
mode for the election of certain officers of the United States and to 
prevent frands in such election; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LEGAL RATE OF INTEREST. 

Mr. HUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 444) to fix the rate 
of interest on national money throughout the United States at vot 
exceeding 6 per cent. pe annum, and affixing penalties for its vio- 
lation; which was read a first aud second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, when appoiuted, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. HUNTER also introduced a bill Nes R. No. 445) to equalize the 
bounties of soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

RE-ISSUE OF GREENBACKS. 

Mr. HUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 446) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to re-issue all United States notes com- 
monly called “ greenbacks” which have been redeemed under the act 
known as the resumption act, and pay them out on the public debt; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways avd Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

EXPEDITION TO THE ARCTIC SEAS. 

Mr. HUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 447) to anthorize 
and equip an expedition to the arctic seas; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. ALEXANDER. 

Mr. HUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 448) for the relief 
of William J. Alexander, of Bloomington, Monroe County, Indiana; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

COLONEL BERNARD F. MULLEN. 

Mr. HUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 449) for the relief of 
Colonel Bernard F. Mallen, of Terre Haute, Indiana; which was read & 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F.SUTHERLIN & BROTHER. 

Mr. HUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 450) for the relief 
of John F. Sutherlin & Brother, of Parke County, Indiana; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

ALVIN V. CASEBEER. 

Mr. HUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 451) for the relief 
of Alvin V. Casebeer, of Vermillion County, Indiana ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLAR, ETC, 
Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 452) to pro- 
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+> authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue notes of the 
and to aut tes redeemable in silver coin to depositors of silver bullion, 
ait . oe idle for coining the same; which was read a first and sec- 
A referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, when 
| ordered to be printed. 


ARTICLES INFRINGING PATENTS. 


Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 453) to limit 
he liability to actions for damages of purchasers of articles whose 
man ‘facture and sale infringe a patent; which was read a first and 
s Seed lanes referred to the Committee on Patents, when appointed, 
aud ordered to be printed. 
LUDWIG UEBER. 


Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R.No. 454) grant- 
ing a pension to Ludwig Ueber, late a private unassigned in the Thirty- 
ceventh Indiana Volunteer Infantry ; which was read a first and 
cecond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HAINES. 


Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 455) to 
direct the Secretary of War to remove the charges of desertion now 
standing against John Haines, and to grant him an honorable dis- 
charge; Which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed, 

ROBERT M. WIDNEY. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 456) grant- 
ing a pension to Robert M. Widney ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, when appointed, 
aud ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF DUTIES IN LEGAL-TENDERS. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 457) to 
make duties on imports to the amount of one-fourth part thereof pay- 
able in legal notes of the United States and to provide for the dis- 
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oud time, 
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a pension to Mrs. Nancy Simmons; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RESTORATION TO THE ARMY ROLL. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, also presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of Indiana to restore certain persons to the roll of the 
Army; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS CRAWFORD. 

Mr. BICKNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 467) to restore the name 
of Thomas Crawiford, a soldier of the Mexican War, to the pension- 
roll; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, aud ordered to be printed. 

SUSAN P. VANCE. 

Mr. BICKNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 468) for the relief 
of Susan P. Vance; which was read a first and second time. referred 
to the Commitee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BARTHOLOMEW AGRICULTURAL SOCIETY OF INDIANA. 

Mr. BICKNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 469) for the re- 
lief of the Bartholomew Agricultural Society of the State of Indiana; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Coumittee on 
War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

SELAR B. DECKER. 

Mr. BICKNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 470) granting a 
pension to Selar B. Decker, late a contract nurse in hospital No. 7 at 
Louisville, Kentucky; which was read a first and secoud time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA J. ROBINSON. 

Mr. BICKNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 471) granting a 

pension to Martha J. Robinson, widow of James H. Robinson ; which 


bursement of the same; which was read a first and second time, | was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed, and | Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM T. PATE AND SILAS Q. HOWF. 

Mr. SEXTON introduced a bill (1. R. No. 458) giving the Court of 
Claims jurisdiction to hear and determine the claim of William T. 
Pate and Silas Q. Howe; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GALLUS KERCHNER. 

Mr. SEXTON also introduced a bill (11. R. No. 459) for the relief of 

Gallus Kerchner; which was read a first and second time, referied to 


the Committee on the Jadiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 


LOSS OF FINAL-DISCHARGE PAPERS. 


Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 460) for the relief of 
discharged United States soldiers whose final-discharge papers have 
been lost or destroyed ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETER SCONDEN. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 461) for the relief 
of Peter Sconden, late a corporal in K company, Twelfth Indiana 
Volanteer Cavalry, a resident of White County Indiana; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Ailairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 462) to amend part 
of chapter 105 of an act entitled “An act making appropriation for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1878, aud fer other purposes ;” which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


DISTILLERS. 

Mr. BROWNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 463) to amend section 
3220, title 35, Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES C. BATES. 
_Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 464) granting a pen- 
sion to James C. Bates, of Randolph County, Indiaua ; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed, 


MARTHA A. JONES. 


Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 465) i 
. -R. No. granting a pen- 
sion to Martha A. Jones, of Wayne County, ene which was read 


a — and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. NANCY SIMMONS. 
Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 466) granting 


THOMAS WILSON. 
Mr. BICKNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 472) for the re- 
lief of Thomas Wilson; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REBECCA C. REICH. 


Mr. HANNA introduced a bi!l (H. R. No. 473) granting a pension 
to Rebecca C. Reich, widow of Gideon 8S. Reich, of Indianapolis, In- 
diana; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 


LEWIS E. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. HANNA also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 474) granting a pen- 
sion to Lewis E. Campbell, Company K, Twenty-first Indiana Heavy 
Artillery ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM BLACK. 

Mr. HANNA also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 475) granting a pen- 
sion to William Black, late a private in Company K, First Indiana 
Heavy Artillery; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JACOB ALBERTSON. 


Mr. HANNA also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 476) granting a pen- 
sion to Jacob Albertson, Company K, Twenty-first Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANNA KOENINGER. 


Mr. HANNA also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 477) granting a pen- 
sion to Anna Koeninger, widow of Louis Koeninger, late private in 
Second Indiana Battery; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JOHN N. L. MATLOCK. 

Mr. HANNA also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 478) to refund to Jobn 
N. L. Matlock, of Indianapolis, the sum of $754.55 wrongfully col- 
lected from him by the collector of internal revenue for Clark County, 
Indiana, March 24, 1866, with interest on the same from that date; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

ABEL M. LEWIS. 

Mr. HANNA also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 479) for the relief of 
Abel M. Lewis; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

W. H. STEPHENSON. 

Mr. HANNA also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 480) granting a pen- 
sion to W. H. Stephenson, captain of Company H, Twenty-fourth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
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time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed: 
and ordered to be printed. 
REPEAL OF THE BANKRUPT LAW. 

Mr. HANNA also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 481) to repeal the 
bankrupt law and all acts amendatory thereof or supplementary 
thereto; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 

Mr. SPARKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 482) granting pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the war of 1846 with Mexico, and widows 
of deceased soldiers and sailors; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


COINAGE AND REMONETIZATION OF SILVER. 

Mr. SPARKS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 483) to coin and re- 
monetize silver; which was read « first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed, 

PAYMENT OF DUTIES IN TREASURY NOTES. 

Mr. SPARKS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 484) authorizing the 
payment of duties on imports in legal-tender Treasury notes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF RESUMPTION ACT. 

Mr. SPARKS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 485) to repeal the 
provisions of the act to provide for the resumption of specie payments, 
approved January 14, 1875; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. AMANDA RAINS. 


Mr. EDEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 486) for the relief of Mrs. 
Amanda Rains; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be 
pl inted. 

DAVID TRUITT. 

Mr. EDEN also introduced a bill (IT. R. No. 487) granting a pension 
to David Truitt, asoldier in the Mexican war; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


MINOR CHILDREN OF BENJAMIN 8. RYAN. 
Mr. EDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 488) granting a pension 
to the minor children of Benjamin 8. Ryan; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL D. PARKS. 


Mr. EDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 489) granting a pension 
to Samuel D. Parks; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ROSE MILLER. 

Mr. EDEN also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 490) granting a pension 
to Rose Miller, widow of Reason F. Miller, deceased, late a private 
tn Company E, Ove hundred and twenty-third Regiment Ilinois Vol- 
unteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be 

nvinted, 
: HENRY BROWN. 


Mr. EDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 491) granting a pension 
to Henry Brown, late a private in Company C, One hundred and 
twenty-third Regiment Iinois Volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTOPHER FEGAN. 


Mr. EDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 492) granting a pension 
to Christopher Fegan, Company B, Fourteenth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HEIRS OF WILLIAM SHEPHERD. 

Mr. EDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 493) authorizing the 
issue of a land warrant to the heirs of William Shepherd, deceased, 
in lien of one lost; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DUTIES ON IMPORTS AND THE REDUCTION OF TAXATION. 

Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 494) to revise and 
simplify existing laws imposing duties on imports and to reduce tax- 
ation; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


VOTES FOR PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 495) to provide for 
counting the electoral votes for President and Vice-President of the 





OcToBER 26, 


ee 





United States; which was read a first and second ti 
the Special Committee on Counting the Electoral y 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 


THE BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. HARRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 496) for the repeal 
of the bankrupt law and all acts amendatory or explanatory ther 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 

on 


the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
REPEAL OF RESUMPTION ACT. 
Mr. HARRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4 
resumption clausesof the act known as the resumption act of Janya; 
14, 1875; which was read a first and second time, referred to the ‘one 
mittee on Banking and Currency, when appointed, and ordered to bs 
printed. . 


me, referred ty 
otes, whey ap- 


97) to repeal the 


STANDARD SILVER DOLLAR. 

Mr. HARRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 498) to authorize 
the coining of the standard silver dollar and restoring its legal-tender 
character; which was read a first and second time, referred to tho 
Committee on Banking and Currency, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. HARRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 599) to amend 
section 27 of chapter 2, title 2, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com. 
mittee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed, 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. HARRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 500) to confirm 
to the city of Chicago, Illinois, the title to certain public grounds: 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee oy 
Public Buildings and Grounds, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. HARRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 501) to amend 
section 2990, chapter 7, title 34, of the Revised Statutes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

OFFICERS OF VESSELS. 

Mr. HARRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 502) to define who 
are officers of vessels; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DANIEL CLARY. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 503) granting a pen- 
sion to Daniel Clary ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ALBERT GRANT, 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 504) for the relief 
of Albert Grant; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


PRESIDENTIAL AND CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 11) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States in 
reference to the election of President and Vice-President of the United 
States and members of Congress; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Select Committee on Election of President and 
Vice-President, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 55) to 
repeal certain sections of the Revised Statutes and to amend certain 
sections of the Statutes at Large relating to the removal of causes 
from State courts; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN B. TUCKER. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (FH. R. No. 506) 
granting a pension to John B. Tucker; which was read a first and 
aécond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


NANCY J. DUTTON. L 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 
507) granting a pension to Nancy J. Dutton; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL L, NALLEY. : 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
508) for the relief of Samuel L. Nalley; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT QUINCY, ILLINOIS. 


Mr. KNAPP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 509) to authorize the con- 
struction of a public building at Quincy, Illinois; which was read a 
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-nct andl second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
a Grounds, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


NMARRIS B. LOVELL. 


Mr. KNAPP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 510) granting a pen- | 
on to Harris B. Lovell, late a private in Company C, One Hundred | 


nil Twenty-second Illinois Infantry Volunteers ; which was read a 
grat ind second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. WRIGHT. 


Mr. KNAPP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 511) granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Wright, of Brown County, Illinois, a soldier of the 
war of 1512; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed, 

HENRY HEAD. 

Mr. KNAPP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 512) for the relief of 
Henry Head, of Quincey, Illinois ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. KNAPP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 513) amendatory of 
section No. 1514 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on the 
Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


STANDARD SILVER DOLLAR, 


Mr. KNAPP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 514) authorizing the 
coining of the standard silver dollar and restoring its legal-tender 
character; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed, 

REPEAL OF RESUMPTION ACT. 


Mr. KNAPP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 515) repealing certain 
portions of an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the resumption of 
specie payment ;” which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. HELEN B. FOSTER. 


Mr. HARTZELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 516) fot the relief of 
Mrs. Helen B. Foster, widow of Edwin R. Foster, late first lieutenant 
of Company G, in the Eighteenth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volun- 
teers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER, 


Mr. HARTZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 517) for the im- 
provement of the Mississippi River, and to prevent the erosion of its 
banks between islands numbered 14 and 15, near the town of Kaskas- 
kia, Illinois; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

He also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 518) to authorize a further 
appropriation to continue the public works now in the course of 
construction upon the Mississippi River between the foot of Dickey 
Island and the mouth of the Ohio River, in the State of Illinois; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. HELEN B. FOSTER. 

Mr. HARTZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 519) granting a 

nsion to Mrs. Helen B. Foster, widow of Edwin R. Foster, deceased, 
ate first lieutenant of Company G, in the Eighth Ilinois Infantry 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
— on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS W, SEGAR. 


Mr. HARTZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 520) for the relief 
of Thomas W. Segar, of Illinois; which was read a first and second 
ume, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS P. ALEXANDER. 

Mr. HARTZELL also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 521) for the 

relief of Thomas P. Alexander, of Illinois; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES P, GILLESPIE. 
Mr. HARTZELL also introdnced a bill (H. R. No. 522) granting a 
Pension to James B, Gillespie, late captain Company I, One hundred 
and twentieth regiment Illinois Volunteers ; which was read a first 


second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
When appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


W. P. AND 8. B. HALLIDAY. 
ps HARTZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 523) for the relief 
= r P. Halliday and S. B. Halliday, of Cairo, Illinois; which was 
o me a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
ms, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


LEMUEL L. LAWRENCE. 

Mr. HARTZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 524) granting a 
pension to Lemuel L. Lawrence, late second lieutenant of Company 
B, in the Sixth Regiment Illinois Cavalry Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


REV. ERASTUS LATHROP. 

Mr. HARTZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 525) for the relief 
of Rev. Erastus Lathrop, of the State of Illinois; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENT OF DUTIES IN LEGAL-TENDERS. 

Mr. HARTZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 526) authorizing 
the payment of duties on imports in legal-tender notes: which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL W. HESTER. 

Mr. HARTZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 527) granting a 
pension to Samuel W. Hester, late private of Company D of the 
Thirty-first Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

CARROL ANDERSON. 

Mr. HARTZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 528) granting a 
pension to Carrol Anderson, late private Company A, Eighteenth 
Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL MIDDAUGH. 

Mr. HENDERSON introdnced a bill (H. R. No. 529) granting a pen- 

sion to Daniel Middaugh; which was read a first and second time 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 


JAMES W. THOMPSON. 

Mr. HENDERSON also introduced a bill (17. R. No. 530) granting a 
pension to James W. Thompson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS W. BROWN. 

Mr. HENDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 531) restoring 
the name of Thomas W. Brown to the pension-roll; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FREY. 

Mr. HENDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 532) granting 
a pension to John Frey; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ILLINOIS AND MISSISSIPPI CANAL. 

Mr. HENDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 533) to provide 
for the construction of the Illinois and Mississippi Canal, and to 
cheapen transportation; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO THE INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. BURCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 534) to amend the laws 
relating to the internal revenue; which was read a ftirst and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF JOHN 8. MILLER, DECEASED. 

Mr. BURCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 535) for the relief 
of the executors of the estate of John S. Miller, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

W. C. SNYDER. 

Mr. BURCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 536) for the relief 

of W. C. Snyder, of Illinois; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM. P. HAZARD. 

Mr. BURCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 537) for the relief 
of Williamm P. Hazard ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


WILLIAM L. DILLON. 

Mr. BURCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 538) granting a 
pension to William L. Dillon, Stirling, Illinois ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC LANDS OF ILLINOIS. 
Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 539) authoriz- 
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ing the assicnees of the State of Illinois to select and enter pnblic 
lands to which said State is entitled under and by the provisions of 
the several acts of Congress, namely, the act of September 23, 1550, 
known as the swamp-land act; an act of March 2, 1255, known 
asthe indemnity act; and the act extending the provisions of said 
act, passed March 3, 1557; which was read a first and second tine, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, when appointed, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
REPEAL OF THE RESUMPTION ACT. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 540) re- 
pealing the time-clause of the resumption act; which was read a 
first und second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. CARMEN. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, also introdnced a bill (H. R. No. 541) for 
the reliefof William H. Carmen; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed, 


MINPRS’ NATIONAL BANK OF BRAIDWOOD, ILLINOIS 

Mr. HAYES introdueed a bill (IT. R. No. 542) to change the loca- 
tion and name of the Miners’ National Bank of Braidwood, Hlinois; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

SPIRITS DESTROYED BY FIRE. 

Mr. HAYES also introduced a bill (11. R. No. 543) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to credit upon certain judgments the losses 
assessed upon certain spirits destroyed by tire; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. HAYES also introduced a bill (11. R. No. 544) equalizing the 
bounties of soldiers and others who served in the late war for the 
Union; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL SAVINGS-BONDS. 


Mr. HAYES also introduced a bill (LH. R. No. 545) to provide for the 
issue of national savings-bonds; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD A. CLIFFORD. 

Mr. BRENTANO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 546) for the relief of 

Edward A. Clitford, of Evanston, llinois; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SPECIAL INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES. 

Mr. BRENTANO also introdneed a bill (H. R. No. 547) to amend 
section 3244 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating 
to certain special taxes imposed by the internal-revenue law; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL SAVINGS-DEPOSITORY. 


Mr. TIPTON introduced a bill (11. R. No. 548) to establish and main- 
tain a national savings-depository as a branch of the Post-Office De- 
partment; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF THE BANKRUPTCY ACT. 


Mr. TIPTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 549) to repeal the act 
entitled “ An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States,” approved March 2, 1867, and all acts supple- 
mentary or amendatory thereto; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. ALLEN. 


Mr. FORT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 550) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Allen; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 


PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS OF MEXICAN WAR. 

Mr. FORT also introduced a bill (H. R. No.551) granting a pension 
to all surviving officers and soldiers who served in the United States 
Army in the war with Mexico; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. FORT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 552) for the repeal of 
the bankrupt law and all the amendments thereto; which was read 
a iirst and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER AT GLASGOW, MISSOURI. 
Mr. FORT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 553) to authorize the 





constrnetion of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near G)as — 
Missouri ; which was read a first and second time, referred ¢o +),! 
Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be print “d 

THE STANDARD SILVER DOLLAR. 


Mr. FORT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 554) anthoriz 
coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its leva! 
character; which was read a first and second time, referred to «,, 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, when appointed bon 
ordered to be printed. sai 


WILBER F. CHAMBERLAIN, 

Mr. GLOVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 555) for the relief of 

Wilber F. Chamberlain, of Lewis County, Missouri ; which was read 

a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 

when appointed, and ordered to be printed. , e 
JAMES A. HILE. 

Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 556) for the relies 
of James A. Hile, of Lewis County, Missouri ; which was read a first 
and secoud time, referred to the Committee on Military Affuirs, 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF BANKRUPT LAWS. 


Mr. GLOVER also presented a concurrent resolution of the Genera] 
Assembly of the State of Missouri, asking the repeal of the bankryy: 
laws; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, hen 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. ° F 


REMOVAL OF NATIONAL CAPITAL. 


Mr. GLOVER also presented a joint and concurrent resolution of 
the Legislature of the State of M'ssouri, looking to the removal of 
the national capital to the Mississippi Valley; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. GLOVER also presented a joint resolution of the two honses 
of the Legislature of the State of Missouri, asking for an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of the Mississippi River; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Mississippi Levees, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SOUTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. GLOVER also presented a joint resolution of the General As- 
sembly of Missouri, asking aid from the Federal Government in the 
construction of the Southern Pacific Railroad ; which was reterred 
to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad, when appointed, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
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SALE OF LEAF-TOBACCO. 

Mr. GLOVER also presented a joint resolution of the General As- 
sembly of the State of Missouri, relative to the law affecting the salo 
of tobacco in the leaf; which was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES A. PERRY & CO. 

Mr. FRANKLIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 557) to authorize the 
Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim of Charles A. Perry 
& Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee ou the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be priuted. 

A. L. H. CRENSHAW. 

Mr. FRANKLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 558) for the relief 
of A. L. H. Crenshaw, of Jackson County, Missouri; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

THE RESUMPTION ACT. 

Mr. FRANKLIN also introdneed a bill (H. R. No. 559) to provide for 
the repeal of the third section of the act entitled “An act to provide 
for the resumption of specie payments,” approved January 14, 1579; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT CITY OF KANSAS, MISSOURI. 

Mr. FRANKLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 560) to provide 
for the construction of a public building at the City of Kansas, Mis- 
souri; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, when appointed, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


MINOR T. SMITH. 
Mr. FRANKLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 561) granting 4 
nsion to Minor T. Smith, of Jackson County, Missouri, for services 
in the Mexican war; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 


JAMES BRICE. - ' 
Mr. FRANKLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 562) for the relief 
of James Brice, of Jackson County, Missouri, for depredations com- 
mitted by the Arapaho Indians; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when appoiuted, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
TERMS OF UNITED STATES COURTS IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. FRANKLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 563) to provide 
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holding terms of the district and circuit courts of the United 
» a at Kansas City, Missouri; which was read a first and second 
9 referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, 
bes S 
and ordered to be printed. 
TITLES TO LAND IN PLATTE COUNTY, MISSOURI. 


Mr. FRANKLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 564) to confirm 
the title to certain lands in Platte County, Missouri, and authorize a 
‘tent to be issued therefor to Kinsey B. Cecil; which was read a 
rat and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
ypoiuted, and ordered to be printed. 
IMPROVEMENT OF MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 565) to - 
ropriate $1,000,000, to be expended in deepening and permanent y 
I ating the channel of Missouri River with a view to secure a navi- 
ile depth of tive feet during low water from Sioux City to mouth 
pf said river; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


when 4} 


JURISDICTION OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS, ETC. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 566) 
conferring jurisdiction on the United States circuit court and to pro- 
vide for the ¢rial of certain claims agaiust the United States now 
srosec ted before the Quartermaster and Commissary General and the 
hird Auditor, and revoking the jurisdiction of the latter departments 
in such cases; Which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee ou the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be 
prin.ed. 

ELIJAH FISHER. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missonri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 567) for 
the relief of Elijah Fisher, of Howard County, Missouri; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM L. HICKAM. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 568) for 
the relief of William L. Hickam, of Missouri; which was read a 
first aud second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


RE-IMBURSING THE UNIVERSITY OF MISSOURI, 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 569) to 
re-imburse the University of Missouri for damages and injuries sus- 
tained by it during the Jate war, caused by troops of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REGULATING PRACTICE IN THE UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No.570) regu- 
lating the practice in United States cireuit courts and district courts 
as to the time and manner of instructing jurors and argaing causes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


STANDARD SILVER DOLLAR. 
Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 571) to provide for the 
coinage of standard silver dollars and restoring the monetary fune- 
tion thereof; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on Banking and Currency, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 


SALE OF TOBACCO. 
Mr. BLAND alse introduced a bill (H. R. No. 572) to provide for 
the sale of tobacco by the producers thereof; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM J. PILAND. 

Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 573) for the relief of 

William J. Piland; which was read a first and second time, referred 

to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed, 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE GASCONADE RIVER. 

Mr. BLAND also presented a joint resolution of the General Assem- 

bly of Missouri for the improvement of the Gasconade River; which 


Was referred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF THE NATIONAL CAPITAL. 
Mr. BLAND also presented a joint resolution of the General Assem- 
bly of Missouri, relative to the removal of the national capital; which 


Was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF TOBACCO-GROWERS. 


Mr. HATCHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 574) for the relief of 
tobacco-growers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 


HOME MANUFACTURE OF TOBACCO. 
Mr. HATCHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 575) to encourage 
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home mannfacture of tobacco; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, when appoiuted, 
and ordered to be printed. 


of the heirs of Frederick C. Butler, late of New Madrid County, 
Missouri; which was read a first and second time, referred to tie 


Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 


of Susan Ashworth, of Polk County, Missouri; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


relief of Mary A. Silvey; which was read a first and second time, i 
referred to the Committes on Military Affairs, when appvinted, and } 
ordered to be printed. 


of the legal representatives of Alexander Barclay, late of Benton 
County, Missouri; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, aud ordered 
to be printed. 


relief of Reiuhard Breinneiss, John H. Maas, Henry W. Kalkmeyer, 


ordered to be printed. 
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HEIRS OF FREDERICK C. BUTLER. 
Mr. HATCHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 576) for the relief 


























SUSAN ASHWORTH. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 577) for the relief 























MARY A. SILVEY. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 578) for the ; 























ALEXANDER BARCLAY. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN alsointroduced a bill (H. R. No.579) for the relief 
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REINHARD BREINNEISS AND OTHERS. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 580) for the 
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Frank Breinneiss, and Lewis Tompkins, for services rendered the 
United States during the war; which was read a tirst and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, aud 
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JOSEPH DIEHL. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 581) for the 
relief of Joseph Diehl, of Movitean County, Missouri; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

R. M. WYRICK. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 582) for the re- 
lief of R. M. Wyrick and others, loyal citizens of Missouri; which i 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War ie, 
Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

TIMOTHY J. HURLBUT. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 583) for the relief of Tim- 
othy J. Hurlbut; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensious, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 
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MARY J. LEBOW. : 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 584) for tae relief of 
Mary J. Lebow; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 


























DANIEL C. PUTNAM. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (I. R. No. 5°5) for the relief of 
Daniel C. Putnam; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appuinted, and ordered 
to be printed. 
































JOSIAH CUNNINGHAM. 1 , 
Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 586) for the relief of ia 
Josiah Cunningham ; which was read a first and second time, referred f 





tothe Committee of Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be priuted. 
WILLIAM A. CARR. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 587) for the relief of 

William A. Carr, of Missouri; which was read a first and second time, 


referred tothe Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 























JOHN A. STEVENS. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 588) for the relief 
of the widow and heirs of John A. Stevens, deceased, of Springfield, 
Missouri; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

OZIAS RUARK. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 589) for the relief 

of Ozias Ruark ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 















































ROBERT L. HOTTEL. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 590) for the relief 
of Robert L. Hottel, late sergeant of Company C, Fifteenth Missouri 
Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 


JAMES SMITH. 
Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 591) for the relief 
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of James Smith, late first lieutenant of Company F, Forty-sixth | of the United States Army; which was read a first and 


Missouri Infantry ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARTHA A. WILLIAMSON. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 592) granting a 
pension to Martha A. Williamson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A. B. GREENWOOD. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 593) for the relief 
of A. B. Greenwood, of Barry County, Missouri; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL M. PHARISS. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 594) for the relief 
of Samuel M. Phariss; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed, 

SALES OF LEAF-TOBACCO. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 595) for the relief of 
growers of tobacco, permitting the sale in leaf form by producers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 596) to amend section 
540, nan sy? 1, title 13, Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

‘PENSIONS. 

Mr. REA introduced a bill (H. R. No. 597) to amend an act entitled 
“An act granting pensions to the widows, children, dependent mothers 
and fathers or orphan brothers or sisters of those soldiers who were 
murdered by guerrillas at Centralia, Missouri, in 1864; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN MISSOURI. 

Mr. REA also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 598) to provide for the 
holding of additional terms of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States in the western district of the State of Missouri; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNDARY LINE BETWEEN MISSOURI AND NEBRASKA. 

Mr. REA also introdueed a bill (H. R. No. 599) to change a portion 
of the boundary line between the States of Missouri and Nebraska, 
and to cede a portion of the State of Nebraska to the State of Mis- 
souri; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

WIDOW OF JAMES H. WELLS. 


Mr. REA also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 600) for the relief of the 
widow of James H. Wells; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TRANSCONTINENTAL RAILWAY. 

Mr. REA also presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly of 
the State of Missouri, in favor of the speedy construction of a trans- 
continental railway on the line of the thirty-second or thirty-fifth 
yarallel of latitude; which was referred to the Committee on the 

*acific Railroad, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
REMOVAL OF NATIONAL CAPITAL. 

Mr. REA also presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly 
of the State of Missouri, in favor of the removal of the national cap- 
ital to a more central point in the American Union; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF BANKRUPT LAWS. 

Mr. REA also presented a concurent resolution of the General As- 
sembly of the State of Missouri, in favor of the repeal of existing 
laws on the subject of bankruptcy; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. REA also presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly 
of the State of Missouri, memorializing Congress to make appropria- 
tions for the improvement of the Missouri River in said State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON LEAF-TOBACCO. 

Mr. REA also presented a concurrent resolution of the General As- 
sembly of the State of Missouri, in favor of a modification of the tax 
on leaf-tobacco; which was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

RE-ORGANIZATION OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. ITTNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 601) for the re-organization 


— 


second time 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and 
ted, anc 


ordered to be printed. 
IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


_Mr. COLE introduced a bill (H. R. No, 602) to appoint a com, 
sion to consider and report a plan to improve the channel en 
Mississippi River from Cairo to Saint Paul; which was rea: 7 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commer 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

IRON MOUNTAIN BANK, SAINT LOUIS, 

Mr. COLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 603) for the relief 
Iron Mountain Bank of Saint Louis, Missouri; which was rea 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Mean 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

HARLOW J. PHELPS. 

Mr. COLE a)so introduced a bill (H. R. No. 604) for the relief of 
the estate of Harlow J. Phelps, deceased, late of Saint Louis, Mis. 
souri ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the ( ‘om. 
mittee of Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES W. PREDDY. 


Mr. SLEMONS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 605) for the relief of 
Charles W. Preddy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, and ordered to je 
printed. 
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- WILLIAM W. WILSHIRE. 


Mr. SLEMONS also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 12) for 
the relief of William W. Wilshire, of Arkansas; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Elections, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIAS B. MOORE. 

Mr. GUNTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 606) for the relief of Elias 
B. Moore; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed, 

J. M. HOBBS, 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 607) for the relief of 
J.M. Hobbs, of Benton County, Arkansas; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. . 

MARION MILLSAPS, 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 608) for the relief of 
Marion Millsaps; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 

G. W. JOBE. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 609) for the relief 
of G. W. Jobe, late second lieutenant of Company F, Forty-sixth 
Missouri Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MEXICAN, FLORIDA, AND BLACK HAWK WARS. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 610) granting a pen- 
sion to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican, Florida, and Black 
Hawk wars, and to certain widows of deceased soldiers and sailors of 
the same; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CANE HILL COLLEGE, ARKANSAS. 


Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 611) for the relief 
of Cane Hill College, Arkansas; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. ENGLES. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 612) for the relief 
of William H. Engles; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FORT WAYNE MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 613) subjecting the 
Fort Wayne military reservation in the State of Arkansas to entry 
as other public lands in said State; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 614) to establish 
the judicial district of Oklahoma; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


INDEMNITY FOR SWAMP LANDS SOLD. ; 
Mr. GAUSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 615) granting indemnity 
to States for swamp land sold by the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, refe to the Committee on Public Lauds, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
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LAND GRANT FOR SCHOOLS, ARKANSAS. 

SATSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 616) granting addi- 

rae State of Arkansas for the use of schools; which 

t Ss < first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pub- 
fie J ae when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
at AMENDMENT OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. GAUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 617) to repeal sections 
eH) : ( #21 of the Revised Statutes of the United States ; which was 
wre aa and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
en appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

FERIBRA A. GREGG. 

Mr. GAUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 618) for the relief of 
F vibra A. Gregg; which was read a first and second time, referred 
. the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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JOHN 8. HOUSTON. 

Mr. CRAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 619) for the relief of 
John S. Houston ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 






BYRON 8. MORRIS. 

Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 620) for the relief 
of Byron S. Morris; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PROPOSED AMENDMENT OF CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a joint resolution (H.R. No. 13) 
submitting a propoeed amendment to the Constitution to be desig- 
nated article 16; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Select Committee on the Electoral Count, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD HAWLEY & SONS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 621) for 
the relief of Richard Hawley & Sons; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 
























POVERTY ISLAND LIGHT-HOUSE WORKMEN. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 622 
for the relief of workmen employed in the construction of Poverty 
Island light-house, Lake Michigan; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 


COLONEL ROBERT C. BUCHANAN, UNITED STATES ARMY. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 625) 
for the relief of Robert C. Buchanan, colonel (retired) and brevet 
major-general United States Army ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN STEWART. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H.R No. 624) 
for the relief of John Stewart, late captain of the Fifteenth Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 
















JOHN EGGEMAN. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 625) 
for the relief of John Eggeman; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN RENTZ. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 626) 
for the relief of John Rentz; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED ROULAND. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 627) 
to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of Alfred 
Rouland ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


a” ou Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be 
inted, 






CHARLES A. WALDEMAR. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 628) 
for the relief of Charles A. Waldemar, late captain of the Fifth Mis- 
souri Volunteers ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Milit: i i 
be printed, itary Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to 












. THOMAS W. HEWITT. 

Mr. W ILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 629) 
ne a pension to Thomas W. Hewitt; which was read a first 
wh seovnd time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
When appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

: JOSEPH SAWYER. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introdyced a bill (H. R. No. 630) 







second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when ap- 


Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be 








op Ww . . . i 
for the relief of Daniel T. Wells, late of the First Regiment Michigan ; ii < 
Cavalry ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- ‘ae 

| mittee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. . a 
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for the relief of Joseph Sawyer, of Detroit, Michigan, late an acting 
master of the Navy of the United States ; which was read a first and 







pointed, and ordered to be printed. 
B. J. D. IRWIN. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 631) 
for the relief of B. J. D. Irwin, surgeon and brevet colonel, United 
States Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
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printed. 
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DANIEL T. WELLS. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 632) 
















HARBOR OF REFUGE AT SAND BEACH BAY, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 633) for the government 
and control of the harbor of refuge at Sand Beach Bay, on Lake 
Huron, Michigan ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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ALEXANDER SAINT BERNARD. 

Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 634) granting a pen- 
sion to Alexander Saint Bernard, of Saint Clair County, Michigan ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

MOSES F. CARLETON. 

Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 635) for the relief of 
Moses F’. Carieton, late second lieutenant of Company I, Fourth In- 
faptry Volunteers; which was read a fifSt and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

OLIVER H. IRONS. 

Mr. CONGER also ‘ntroduced a bill (H. R. No. 636) granting a pen- 
sion to Oliver H. Irons, late sergeant Company D, Twenty-third Michi- 
gan Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 

IMMIGRATION TO THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 637) to promote im- 
migration to the United States and to protect immigrants on their 
passage; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

FERRY-BOAT J. W. SPICER. 

Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 633) granting Amer- 
ican regxiry to the Canadian steam ferry-boat J. W. Spicer, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed, 

STEAMERS PHILO PARSONS AND ISLAND QUEEN. 


Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 639) relating to the 
steamers Philo Parsons and Island Queen; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF IMMIGRANTS. 


Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 640) for the better 
protection of immigrants and prevent the importation of criminals ; 
to the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 14 
to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SECURITY OF LIFE ON STEAM-VESSELS, 

Mr. CONGER also introduced a bill(H. R. No. 641) to revise, amend, 
and consolidate the laws relating to the security of life on board 
vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK W. SMITH. 

Mr. McGOWAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 642) granting a pen- 
sion to Frederick W. Smith; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

INTERESTS OF SHAREHOLDERS IN CORPORATIONS. 


Mr. STONE introduced a bill (I. R. No. 643) providing for the 
levy, sale, and transfer of interests of shareholders in corporations 
under execution; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed, 

HARBOR AT HOLLAND, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. STONE also presented joint resolutions of the Legislature of 
Michigan, asking for an appropriation for the improvement of the 
harbor at Holland, Michigan; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, when appointed. 


HARBOR AT SAUGATUCK, MICHIGAN. 
Mr. STONE also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
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Michigan, asking for an appropriation for the improvement of the har- 


bor at Sangatack, Michigan; which was referred to the Committee | Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


on Commerce, When appointed. 


CHARLES H. JOHNSON. 

Mr. WILLETS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 644) for the relief of 
Charles H. Johnson, late first lieutenant of the Fifteenth Michigan 
Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES OLMSTEAD. 

Mr. WILLETS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 645) for the relief 
of James Olmstead, late supernumerary second lieutenant of the 
Eleventh Kentucky Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. ALLEN, 

Mr. WILLETS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 646) granting a 
peusion to Mary A. Allen; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HARBOR OF NEW BUFFALO. 


Mr. KEIGHTLEY presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Michigau, for an appropriation for the improvement 
of the harbor of New Buffalo, in the State of Michigan; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT LITTLE TRAVERSE BAY, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 647) anthorizing 
the construction of a light-house at Little Traverse Bay, Little 
Traverse, Michigan; age read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ASA MORSE. 


Mr. ELLSWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 648) for the 
relief of Asa Morse, of Stanton, Michigan; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pevsions, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF LIQUORS ON SUNDAY IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. ELLSWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 649) to prevent 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia on the 
Sabbath; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MILEAGE FOR CALLED SESSIONS. 


Mr. ELLSWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 650) providing 
for the payment of mileage to members of Congress for attending 
upon extra or called sessions of Congress; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Mileage, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 


RESUMPTION OF SPECIE PAYMENTS, 


Mr. HUBBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 651) to declare the con- 
struction of so mach of section 3 of an act entitled “An act to 
provide for the resumption of specie payments,” approved January 
14, 1875, as provides for the redemption of the United States legal- 
tender notes outstanding on the Ist day of January, 1879, and to 
amend the said act of January 14, 1875, and other acts; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, when appointed. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I ask that that bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. Nothing is gained by reading it at this stage of 
the proceedings; it does not go into the CONGRESSIONAL REcorD. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I ask unanimous consent that it be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot ask unanimous consent on this 
call. 

GRAND MARAIS HARBOR, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. HUBBELL also presented a joint resolution of the Legislatnre 
of the State of Michigan, for an appropriation to construct a harbor 
of refuge at Grand Marais Harbor, on Lake Superior; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed. 


MENOMONEE HARBOR, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. HUBBELL also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Michigan, asking an appropriation to construct a har- 
bor at Menomonee, which barbor is upon the dividing line between 
the States of Michigan and Wisconsin; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, when appointed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA. 


Mr. BISBEE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 652) to provide for public 
buildings at Jacksonville, in the State of Florida; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF SAINT JOHN’S RIVER, FLORIDA. 


Mr. BISBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 653) to provide for 
the improvement of the navigation of the Saint John’s River, Florida ; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committe 
Son 


DEFENSE OF TEXAN FRONTIER. 

Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 654) making appropristioy 
to the State of Texas for money expended by said State iy thedef a 
of the frontier, and for other purposes; which was reail a fips 
second time, referred to the Committee ov Military Affairs, ic 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. : 

TRANSFER OF INDIAN BUREAU TO WAR DEPARTMENT, 

Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 655) to transfer the Offe 
of Indian Affairs from the Interior Department to the War enars. 
ment; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com. 
mittee on Indian Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be prin “d. 

POST-OFFICE IN HOUSTON, TEXAS. 

Mr. MILLS also introduced a bill (H. R. N». 655) authorizing the 
construction of a post-office in the city of Houston, Texas; yw) ; h 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Comuittee on Py). 
lie Buildings and Grounds, when appointed, and ordered ty jo 
printed. 


ted, 


DEPOSITS OF SAVINGS-BANKS. 

Mr. MILLS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 657) to repeal that part 
of section 37 of the act of the Gth of June, 1972, exempting deposits 
of savings-banks from taxation; which was read a first aud second 
time, referred tothe Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed 
aud ordered to be printed. ; 

E, J. GURLEY. 

Mr. MILLS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 658) for the relief of 
E. J. Gurley, of Texas; which was read a first and second time. re. 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GALVESTON BAY SHIP-CHANNEL, 

Mr. MILLS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 659) making an appro. 
priation to continue the work on the ship-channel in Galveston Buy, 
Texas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Couw- 
mittee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be printed, 

MARY E. PURNELL. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 660) for the relief of 
Mary E. Purnell, of Texas ; which was read a first and second time. 
referred tothe Committee on War Claims, when appwinted,and ordered 
to be printed. 

RESUMPTION OF SPECIE PAYMENT. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 651) to repeal 
so much of section 3 of an act entitled “An act to provide for the re- 
sumption of specie payments,” approved January 14, 1275, as_pro- 
vides for the resumption of specie payments on and after the Ist day 
of January, 1879; which was read a tirst and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RE-ISSUE OF UNITED STATES LEGAL-TENDER NOTES. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introdneced a bill (H. R. No. 652) to repeal 
an act entitled “An act to provide for the resumption of speci pay- 
ments,” approved January 14, 1875, and to authorize the re-issue of 
United States legal-tender notes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 


Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 663) to amend 
sections 1 and 2 of an act entitled “An act to determine the jurisiic- 
tion of circuit courts of the United States, and to regulate the r- 
moval of causes from State courts, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 3, 1875; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, when appoiuted, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLARS. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 664) to provide 
for the coinage of silver dollars, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and seeond time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. CULBERSON also iotroduced a bill (H. R. No. 655) to amend 
section 3588 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when ap 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

SOUTHERN MAIL CONTRACTORS. 


Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. I{) 
applying the oe made March 3, 1877, to pay southern mail 
contractors; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FORTIFICATION OF GALVESTON HARBOR. 

Mr. GIDDINGS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 665) to provide for the 
fortification of Galveston Harbor, in Texas; which was read a birt 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Aflairs, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed, 
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JAMES B. M’CLUSKY. 

Mr. GIDDINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 667) for the relief 

f the heirs-at-law of James B. McClusky, deceased ; which was read 
z first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES W. ADAMS. 

Mr. GIDDINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 668) for the relief 
of ( harles W. Adams, of New York; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM HENDLEY. 

Mr. GIDDINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 669) for the relief 
of the heirs of William Hendley, deceased ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH E. WILSON. 

Mr. GIDDINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 670) for the relief 
of Joseph E. Wilson ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DAVID G. BURNETT. 

Mr. GIDDINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 671) for the relief 
of the heirs of David G. Burnett ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CARL G. AND JOHN PALM. 

Mr. GIDDINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 672) for the relief 
of Carl G. and John Palm, of Travis County, Texas; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

ARMS FOR GALVESTON ARTILLERY. 

Mr. GIDDINGS also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 15) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to issue to the governor of the State 
of Texas certain arms for the use of the Galveston Artillery; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMERCE AND NAVIGATION. 


Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 673) to amend certain 
sections of titles 48 and 52 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States concerning commerce and navigation and the regulation of 
steam vessels; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 


Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 674) to regulate 
interstate commerce and to — unjust discriminations by com- 
mon carriers; Which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be printed 

IMPROVEMENT OF SABINE PASS, 


Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 675) to appropriate 
money for the improvement of the navigation of the harbor and bar 
of the Sabine Pass, Texas; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 


Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 676) to amend the 
act entitled “An act granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 
of the war of 1812 and to the widows of deceased soldiers,” approved 
February 14, 1871; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING IN TYLER, TEXAS. 


Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 677) to provide a 
suitable building for the United States courts, post-office, and internal 
revenue officers in the city of Tyler, State of Texas; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

SABINE AND TRINITY RIVERS, TEXAS. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 678) appropriating 
money for the improvement of the navigation of the Sabine and Trin- 
ity Rivers, in the State of Texas; which was read a first and second 
tune, referred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN SENATORS AND REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 679) for the relief of 
two Senators and four Representatives elected to Congress from the 
State of Texas in 1°66; which was read a first and second time, re- 
_— to the ae the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered 
0 De printed, 


IMPROVEMENT OF NECHES RIVER, TEXAS. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 680) for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of Neches River, in the State of Texas; which 
Was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
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COLLECTION DISTRICT OF SABINE PASS. 
Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 631) to establish the 


collection district of Sabine Pass, Texas; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, when appoint- 
ed, and ordered to be printed. 


JILES S. BOGGESS. 
Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 682) for the relief of 


Jiles S. Boggess, of Rush County, Texas, a soldier of the war of 1312; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF MOSES COX. 
Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 683) for the relief of 


the heirs of Moses Cox, deceased ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF SAMUEL QUORLES. 
Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 6834) for the relief 


of the heirs of Samuel Quorles, deceased ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL KILGORE. 
Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 685) for the relief 


of Samnel Kilgore, a citizen of Texas; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 


RE-IMBURSEMENT OF TEXAS FOR FRONTIER DEFENSE. 


_ Mr. REAGAN also introduced a joint resolution (H.R. No. 16) author- 
izing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the State 


of Texas $1,629,615.69, on account of moneys paid out by said State 


for frontier defense ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PAYMENTS OF GOVERNMENT MONEY. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 17) to 
amend joint resolution entitled “Joint resolution prohibiting pay- 
ment by any officer of the Government to any person not known to 
have been opposed to the rebellion and in favor of its suppression,” 
approved March 2, 1867; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CREDITORS OF REPUBLIC OF TEXAS. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 18) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay over to the State of 
Texas the balance remaining of the fund appropriated by the acts of 
September 9, 1950, and February 28, 1855, for the payment of the 
creditors of the late republic of Texas; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

DIRECT TAXES. 


Mr. REAGAN also introduced a joint resolution (IT. R. No. 19) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

SOUTHERN MALL CONTRACTORS. 


Mr. REAGAN also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No, 20) to 
apply the amount appropriated by the act of Congress approved 
March 3, 1877, to pay certain southern mail contractors; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH CLYMER. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 686) for the 
relief of Joseph Clymer, of Texas; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MEXICAN, FLORIDA, AND BLACK HAWK WARS. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 687) grant- 
ing pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican, Florida, 
and Black Hawk wars, and to certain widows of deceased soldiers and 
sailors of the same; which was read a tirst and second time, referred 
to the Committee: on Revolutionary Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL M. PAGE. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 688) for 
the relief of Daniel M. Page; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL WARREN. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 689) for 
the relief of Daniel Warren; which wasread a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOUN N. BEED. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON introduced a bill (H. R, No, 690) for the re- 
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lief of John N. Reed ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLARS. 

Mr. CUMMINGS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 691) authorizing the 
coinage of the silver dollar and making provision for the gradual re- 
sumption of specie payments ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EMPLOYES OF DES MOINES RAPIDS IMPROVEMENT. 

Mr. STONE, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 692) for the relicf 
of certain employés on the work for the improvement of the Des 
Moines rapids, on the Mississippi River; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, 
aud ordered to be printed. 

HENRY FISHBURN. 


Mr. STONE, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (HH. R. No. 693) grant- 
ing a pension to Henry Fishburn, private Company A, Twenty-tifth 
Regiment Iowa Volunteers ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. NEEDHAM. 

Mr. SAMPSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 694) for the relief of 
William H. Needham, late second lieutenant of Company D, Twenty- 
second Regiment lowa Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

MKS, SARAH MILLER. 

Mr. SAMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 695) for the relief 
of Mrs. Sarah Miller, widow of A. T. Miller, deceased ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY SIMONS. 

Mr. SAMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 696) for the relief 
of Henry Simons, late a private in Company D, Fourth Regiment 
lowa Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Milifary Affairs, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN HOLLINGSWORTH. 


Mr. SAMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 697) restoring the 
name of Benjamin Hollingsworth to the pension-roll ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, When appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

NATHAN UDELL. 

Mr. SAMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 698) granting a 
pension to Nathan Udell; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NOMESTEAD LAW. 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 699) to restore certain lands 
in Iowa to settlement under the homestead law, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENPMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 700) to amend sections 
649 and 714 of the Revised Statutes ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC DEBT. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 701) to reduce the in- 
terest on the public debt and to secure the circulating notes of na- 
tional banks; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ORRIN B. CRANE. 

Mr. PRICE also introdnced a bill (H. R. No. 702) granting a pen- 
sion to Orrin B. Crane; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed, 

JOHN ROSS, 


Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 703) granting a pen- 
sion to John Ross, of Captain Bechler’s company Pennsylvania Militia, 
in the war of 1212; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Revolutionary Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

J. D. BINFORD. 


Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 704) granting a pen- 
sion to J. D. Binford, late a private in the Second lowa Infantry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

LAURA SEAMAN. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 705) granting a pen- 
sion to Laura Seaman, widow of Elricy Seaman, a soldier in the war 
of 1812; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
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HENRY C. WEATHERBY. 


Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 706) granting — 
sion to Henry C. Weatherby, a soldier in the war of 1512: whicho, 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Revola. 


tionary Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARTIN RAFF. 
Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 707) granting a yey 
sion to Martin Raff, late private Company C, Second Kentucky io. 
fantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Cor, 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordere 
printed. 
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JOSIAH B. CHAMBERLIN. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 708) granting a pen 
sion to Josiah 1B. Chamberlin, late a private in Company K. Twee. 
tieth Iowa Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Peusions, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOSEPH D. HERRICK. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 709) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph D. Herrick, a private in Company G, Thirty-tirst low, 
Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JANE PD. COTTON. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 710) granting a pen- 
sion to Jane D. Cotton; which was read a first and second tine 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, aud 
ordered to be printed. 

JOUN S. CORLETT. 


Mr. OLIVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 711) granting a pension 
to John 8. Corlett; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

UNIFORM CURRENCY. 

Mr. OLIVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 712) to provide a 
uniform currency for the United States, limit the amount thereof 
and make it equal to specie in value; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 7 


SETTLERS ON DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 

Mr. OLIVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 713) to qniet the 
titles of settlers on the so-called Des Moines River lands in the State 
of Iowa, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


THE SILVER DOLLAR. 

Mr. OLIVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 714) for the coinage 
of the silver dollar, and making the same the unit of value anda 
full legal tender; which was read a first and second time, referre¢ 
tothe Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PLEADING IN CIVIL ACTIONS. 


Mr. HAZELTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 715) to simplify the 
pleading in civil actions; which was read a first and second time, re 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and or- 
dered to be printed, 

THE JUDICIARY. 

Mr. HAZELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 716) to amend 
section 847 of chapter 16, title 13, of the Revised Statutes, entitled 
“The Judiciary ;” which was read a tirst and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EDWARD 8. ROSSITER. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 717) for 
the relief of Edward 8. Rossiter; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS. 


Mr, WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
718) to provide that all pensions on account of death, wounds re- 
ceived, or diseases contracted in the service of the United States 
since March 4, 1861, which have been granted or which shall here- 
after be granted on application filed previous to January 1, 15>0, shall 
commence from the date of death or discharge, and for the payment 
of arrears of pensions; which was read a first and second time, 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, aud 
ordered to be printed. 


EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. ie 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. ¢ 19) 
to equalize the bounties of soldiers who served in the late war for the 
Union ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the ¢ = 
mittee on Military Aflairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printee. 











SURVEY OF THE SAINT CROIX RIVER. 


\fr. HUMPHREY presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
~ f Wisconsin, for an appropriation to aid in 4he survey of Saint 
C + } i i ‘ ° 
( = < River, in Wiseonsin; which was referred to the Committee on 
Cowmerce, When appointed. 
JOHN EATON, 


Mr. BOUCK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 720) for the relief of John 
Eaton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be 
pote. PUBLIC WORKS AT MARE ISLAND NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. LUTTRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 721) to appropriate 
mouey for the completion of the dry-dock and other public works at 
Mare Island navy-yard, in California ; which was read a first and 
eecond time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS AND SAILORS OF THE MEXICAN WAR OF 1846. 


Mr. LUTTRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 722) granting 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the war of 1246 with Mex- 
ivo, and widows of deceased soldiers and sailors ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed, 

LANDS IN CALIFORNIA FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES. 


Mr. LUTTRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 723) to grant to 
the State of California the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections of all 
the mineral lands belonging to the United States in the State of Cal- 
ifornia for common-school purposes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EVA VANSANT AND OTHERS. 


Mr. LUTTRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 724) for the relief 
of Eva Vansant, Henry Carleton, and Maud Carleton, children of 
General James H. Carleton ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PAYMENT OF IMPORT DUTIES. 

Mr. LUTTRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 725) authorizing 
the payment of import duties to be made in legal-tenders or national- 
bank notes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, when appointed, and ordered to be 
wrinted. 

; MRS. T. C. WATSON. 

Mr. LUTTRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 726) granting a 
pension to Mrs. T. C. Watson ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

IMMIGRATION OF CHINESE SUBJECTS. 

Mr. PAGE intreduced a bill (H. R. No, 727) to prohibit the immi- 
gration of subjects of China into the United States; which was read 
a tirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


JOUN M. DORSEY AND WILLIAM SITEPEARD. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 728) for the relief of 
John M. Dorsey and William Shepeard ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTOPHER GREEN AND HUGH C. TRATNOR. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 729) for the relief of 

Christopher Green and Hugh C. Trainor; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee ot Claims, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LAND TITLES IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. DAVIS, of California, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 730) relating 
to the equitable and legal rights of parties in possession of certain 
lands and improvements thereon in California, and to provide juris- 
diction to determine those rights ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES P. POOL. 

Mr. DUNNELL introdaced a bill (H. R. No. 731) granting a pension 
to Charles P. Pool; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GEORGE W. HARD. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 732) granting a 
pension to George W. Hard ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. RUNYON. 


Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 733) granting a 
pension to Benjamin F. Runyon; which was read a first and second 


‘me, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 195 








SYVERT A. ANDERSON. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 734) granting a 
pension to Syvert A. Anderson ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed, 

JAMES H. THEW. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introdueed a bill (H. R. No. 735) granting a 
pension to James H. Thew; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appéinted, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC SLOCUM. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 736) for the relief of 
Isaac Slocum ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

i. B. BELDING. 


Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 737) for the relief 
of H. B. Belding; which was read a first and second time, roferred 
to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANNA W. OSBORN. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 738) for the relief 
of Anna W. Osborn ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed, 

HENRY PLOWMAN. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 739) for the relief of 
Henry Plowman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SAMUEL DUNNELL, 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 740) for the relief of 
Samuel Dunnell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN ETZELL. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 741) granting a pen- 
sion to John Etzell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed, 

R. J. CHEWNING. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 742) granting a pen- 
sion to R. J. Chewning; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 743) granting arrears 
of pensions ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed, 

M. P. JONES. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 744) to 
re-imburse M. P. Jones for money deposited in the United States de- 
pository, Portland, Oregon, for public land surveys ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. PHILLIPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 745) for the equaliza- 
tion of bounties; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CLAIMS. 

Mr. PHILLIPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 746) to amend the act 
entitled ‘An act making appropriation for the service of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, and for former years, 
aud for other purposes,” approved May 18, 1872; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. PHILLIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 747) to amend the 
act entitled “ An.act to amend an act to construct a railroad and 
telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to 
secure the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and 
other purposes ;” which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

UNCLAIMED PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. PHILLIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 748) providing for 
the disposition of unclaimed public lands; which was read a@ first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


KANSAS WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. PHILLIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 749) to re-imburse 
the State of Kansas for expenses incurred by said State forthe United 
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tion of the custom-house at Parkersburgh, West Virginia, 
nish the same; which was read a first and second time 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, when 
and ordered to be printed. 

PHINEAS GANO. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 765) granting a ye: 
sion to Phineas Gano; which was read a first and second Gene, be 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed oes 
ordered to be printed. aa 

INDEMNITY TO WEST VIRGINIA, 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 766) to in: 
the State of West Virginia for the destruction of a road, and bridux 
thereon, from Fairmount to Gauly Bridge, by transportation over {| ; 
same of arms and army supplies by the authorities of the United 
States during the late war; which was read a first and seco; 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, 
dered to be printed. 


States in repelling invasion and suppressing Indian hostilities; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

STANDARD SILVER DOLLARS. 

Mr. PHILLIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 750) authorizing 
the coining of the standard silver dollar and restoring its legal-tender 
character; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FORT HARKER MILITARY RESERVATION, 

Mr. PHILLIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 751) to donate a 
portion of the military reservation of Fort Harker to the State of 
Kansas for the establishinent of a normal school, and to open the re- 
mainder of said reservation to settlement; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR INDIAN DEPREDATIONS, 


Mr. PHILLIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 752) to provide for 
the payment of claims for Indian depredations; which was read a 
tirst and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 
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OTIS B. ANDERSON, 


Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 767) granting a pen- 
sion to Otis B. Anderson; which was read a first and second tiny 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LEAVENWORTH, KANSAS. 

Mr. PHILLIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 753) to provide for 
a Government building in the city of Leavenworth, in the State of 
Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, when appointed, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


JANE A. TIARRIS, 


Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 768) granting a pen- 
sion to Jane A. Harris; which was read a first and second time, ro. 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REMONETIZATION OF SILVER. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 21) to 
provide for the remonetization of silver; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. P 

IMPROVEMENT OF GREAT KANAWHA RIVER. 

Mr. KENNA introduced a bill (H. R. No. 769) to authorize an ap- 
propriation to continue the improvement of the Great Kanawha 
River, in West Virginia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH, SOUTH. 

Mr. KENNA also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 770) for the relief of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church, South, at Charlestown, Kanawha 
County, West Virginia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 


JAMES W. CROWLFY.. 

Mr. PHILLIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 754) granting a 
pension to James W. Crowley; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY JANE PYLE. 

Mr. PHILLIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 755) granting a 
pension to Mary Jane Pyle; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AMERICUS D. PATTERSON. 

Mr. PHILLIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 756) granting a 
pension to Americus D, Patterson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

W. H. POWELL AND F. A. M’DOWELL. 

Mr. PIYLLIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 757) for the relief 
of William HL. Powell and F. A. McDowell; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

SHREWSBURY, SLEMMONS & CO. 

Mr. PHILLIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 758) for the relief 
of the surviving partners of Shrewsbury, Slemmons & Co., Govern- 
ment transporters; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOSEPH C, IRWIN AND WILLIAM PHILLIPS. 

Mr. PHILLIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 759) for the relief 
of Joseph C. Irwin and William Phillips; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL B. HANWAY. 

Mr. PHILLIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 760) for the relief 
of Samuel B. Hanway; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF LITTLE KANAWHA RIVER. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 761) to anthorize a 
further appropriation to continue the improvement of the Little Ka- 
nawha River, in West Virginia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC WORKS MONONGAHELA RIVER. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 771) to authorize a further 
appropriation to continue public works now in course of construction 
upon the Monongahela River in the State of West Virginia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, When appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVIVING CHILDREN OF BENJAMIN MOORE. 


Mr. MARTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 772) for the relief of 
the surviving children of Benjamin Moore, late of Harper’s Ferry, 
West Virginia; which was read a first and second time; referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HEIRS OF CHAUNCEY M. LOCKWOOD. 

Mr. WELCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 773) for the relief of the 
heirs of Chauncey M. Lockwood; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. WELCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 774) supplementary 
to an act entitled “An act for the apportionment of Representatives to 
Congress nes the several States according to the ninth census;” 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


RESTORATION OF PUBLIC LANDS IN UTAH. 

Mr. CANNON, of Utah, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 775) for restor- 
ation to the market of certain lands in the Territory of Utah; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

UTAH STATE GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. CANNON, of Utah, 9lso introduced a bill (H. R. No. 776) to 
enable the people of Utah to form a constitution of State govern- 
ment and for the admission of said State into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


APPROVAL OF BILLS IN UTAH. 

Mr. CANNON, of Utah, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 777) relat- 
ing to the approval of bills in the Territory of Utah ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN 8. MALL. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 762) granting a pen- 
sion to John 8, Hall, of West Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH, CLARKSBURGH, WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 763) for the relief 
of the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church, South, at Clarks- 
burgh, West Virginia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE, PARKERSBURGH, WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 764) for the comple- 
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MILITARY RESERVATION OF FORT CAMERON. 

Mr. CANNON, of Utah, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 778) to 
yrovide for the payment for certain improvements on lands now em- 
}raced in the military reservation of Fort Cameron, in the Territory 
of Utah; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be 


priated. 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ARIZONA. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Arizona, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 793) to con- 
firm certain acts of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Ari- 
zona and to provide for an apportionment of the members in the next 
Legislative Assembly thereof; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY ROADS IN ARIZONA, 

Mr. STEVENS, of Arizona, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 794) to 
provide for the construction and repairs of military roads in the Ter- 
ritory of Arizona; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 






























UTAH WESTERN RAILROAD. 

Mr. CANNON, of Utah, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 779) grant- 
ing the right of way to the Utah Western Railroad through Rush 
] ike Military Reservation ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN VAN COTT AND SAMUEL MALIN. 

Mr. CANNON, of Utah, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 780) for the 
relief of John Van Cott and Samuel Malin, of the Territory of Utah ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

ANSON CALL. 

Mr. CANNON, of Utah, also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 781) for the 
relief of Anson Call; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 


GRANT COUNTY, NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Arizona, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 795) 
segregating Grant County from the Territory of New Mexico and an- 
nexing it to the Territory of Arizona; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, when ap- 
pointed, and ordere | to be printed. 

JENKINS A. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. FENN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 796) for the relief of Jenk- 
ins A. Fitzgerald, assistant surgeon United States Army; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF TIMBER LANDS IN TERRITORIES. 

Mr. MAGINNIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 797) for the sale of 
timber lands in the Territories; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES L. DAHLER. 

Mr. MAGINNIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 798) for the relief 

of Charles L. Dahler; which was read a tirstand second time, referred 


to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 


THOMAS NEWMAN. 

Mr. CANNON, of Utah, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 782) for the 
relief of Thomas Newman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SEATTLE AND WALLA WALLA RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. JACOBS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 783) to transfer the land 
granted for the branch of the Northern Pacific Railroad to the Seattle 
and Walla Walla Railroad Company; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad, when 
appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

FOG-SIGNAL ON POINT WILSON, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. JACOBS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 784) for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a fog-signal on Point Wilson, Washing- 
ton Territory; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 


PAUL M’CORMICK. 

Mr. MAGINNIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 799) for the relief 
of Paul McCormick; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM WHEELER. 

Mr. MAGINNIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 800) for the relief 
of United States Marshal William Wheeler ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM FLANNERY. 
Mr. MAGINNIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 801) for the relief 
of William Flannery; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee of Claims, when appointed, and ordered to 
be printed. 


STEAMER ISABELLE, 


Mr. JACOBS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 785) to give an 
American register to the steamer Isabelie ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, when ap- 
pointed, and ordered to be printed. 

F. PROSH AND T. F. M’ELROY. 


Mr. JACOBS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 786) for the relief of 
F, Prosh and T. F. McElroy, of Washington Territory ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

GRANT OF LANDS FOR UNIVERSITIES. 

Mr. KIDDER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 737) to grant lands to 
Dakota, Montana, Arizona, and Wyoming for university purposes ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

RESURVEY OF LANDS. 


Mr. KIDDER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 788) to authorize the 
resurvey of lands where the surveys are fraudulent, erroneous, or 
obliterated, and to legalize a certain resurvey ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

LAW LIBRARY FOR DAKOTA. 


Mr. KIDDER also introduced a bill (H. R. No 789) to appropriate 
money for the purchase of a law library for the Territory of Dakota; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Territories, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF DAKOTA AS A STATE, 


Mr. KIDDER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 790) to enable the 
people of Dakota to form a State constitution and State government 
and for the admission of the said State into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, when appointed, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LAND DISTRICT IN THE BLACK HILLS. 
Mr. KIDDER also introdnced a bill (H. R. No. 791) to establish a 
land district in the Black Hills, in the Territory of Dakota; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 
TERRITORY OF PEMBINA, 

_Mr. KIDDER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 792) to establish the 
Territory of Pembina and to provide a temporary government there- 
for; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories, when appoiated, and ordered to be printed. 


TIMBER ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. CORLETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 802) to regulate the cut- 
ting of timber on the public lands in Wyoming Territory ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


PENITENTIARY IN WYOMING TERRITORY. 


Mr. CORLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 803) to provide for 
the completion of the penitentiary in Wyoming Territory ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 

He also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 804) to transfer the care and 
custody of the penitentiary in Wyoming Territory to said Territory ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Territories, when appointed, and ordered to be printed. 


APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories is now com- 
pleted and the Chair desires to announce the appointment of com- 
mittees of the House for the Forty-fifth Congress. 

The Clerk read the committees, as follows: 


Committee of Elections—Messrs. Harris of Virginia, Springer, Candler, Turney, 
Cobb, Williams of Alabama, Ellis, Wait, Thornburgh, Cox of Ohio, and Hiscock. 

Committee of Ways and Means—Meassrs. Wood, Tucker, Sayler, Robbins, Harris 
of Georgia, Gibson, Phelps, Kelley, Garfield, Burchard, and Banks. 

Committee on Appropriations— Messrs. Atkins, Blount, Singleton, Clymer, Hewitt 
of New York, Sparks, Durham, Hale, Foster, Smith of Pennsylvania, and Baker 
of Indiana. 

Committee on Banking and Currency —Messrs. Buckner, Ewin’, Hardenburgh, 
Yeates, Hartzell, Bell, Hart, Eames, Chittenden, Fort, and Phillips. 

Committee on the Pacific Railroad—Measrs. Potter, Throckmorton, Morrison, 
Houso, Luttrell, Landers, Chalmers, Elam, O’ Neill, Blair, Caswell, Rice of Massa- 
chusetts, and Cole. 

Committce of Claims—Messrs. Bright, Warner, Davis of North Carolina, Reilly, 
Dickey, Henry, Lockwood, Henderson, Elisworth, Lindsey, and Cammings. 

Commitice on Commerce—Messrs, Reagan, Felton, Roberts, Bliss, Russ, Rea, 
Kenna, Hunter, Dunnell, Hubbell, and Overton. 

Committee on the Public Lands—Messrs. Morrison, Fuller, Gause, Clark of Mis- 
souri, Wright, Hewitt of Alabama, Smith of Georgia, Ketcham, Pacheco, Sapp, 
Welsh, and Kidder. 

Committee on the Post-Ofice and Post-Roade—Messrs. Waddell, Slemons, Caldwell 
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of Tennessee, Money, Giddings, Garth, Quinn, Cannon, Freeman, Williams of New 
York, and Townsend of Ohio. 

Cominittee for the District of Columbia—Measrs. Williams of Michigan, Blackburn, 
Hunton, Henkle, Clymer, Mayham, Bouck, Hendee, Claflin, Brentano, and Davis 
of California. 

Committee on the Judiciary—Mesars. Knott, Lynde, Harris of Virginia, Iart- 
ridge, Stenger, McMahon, Culberson, Frye, Batler, Conger, and Lapham. 

Committee on War Claimse—Mesars. Eden, Cabell, Reilly, Luttrell, Caldwell of 
Kentucky, Shelley, Veeder, Oliver, Robinson of Indiana, Thompson, and Keifer. 

Committee on Public Expenditures—Messrs. Hatcher, Hartzell, Benedict, Pride 
more, Finley, Manning, Davidson, Baker of New York, Keightley, Burdick, and 

jayne 
. Committee on Private Land Claims—Meaars. Gunter, Caldwell, Williams of Del 
aware, Ziddings, Bouck, Townshend of Llinois, Turner, Denison, Starin, McGowen, 
and Cain 

Committee on Manufactures—Messrs. Wright, Dibrell, Warner, Wilson, Harri 
son, Davidson, Ligon, Peddie, Ittner, Tipton, and Bacon. 

Committee on Agriculture—Messrs. Cutler, Glover, Covert, Aiken, Pridemore 
Finley, Steele, Deering, Hayes, Watson, and Calkins 

Committee on Indian Afairs—Measrs. Scales, Boone, Hooker. Morgan, Throck 
morton, Gunter, Beebe, Page, Van Vorhes, Townsend of New York, Stewart, and 
Fenn. 

Committce on Military Affairs—Meassrs. Banning, Maish, Williams of Delaware, 
Dibrell, Clark of New Jersey, Evins of South Carolina, Bragg, Strait, White of 
Pennsylvania, McCook. and Marsh. 

Committee on the Militia—Meassrs. Rosas, Douglas, Scales, Henkle, Jones of New 
Hampshire, Culberson, Turner, Calkins, Bandy, Evans of Pennsylvania, and Smalls. 

Committee on Naval Afairs—Messrs. Whitthorne, Mills, Goode, Willis of New 
York, Jones of New Hampshire, Morse, Kimmell, Harris of Massachusetts, Dan- 
ford, Harmer, and Hanna. 

Committee on Foreign Afaire—Messrs. Swann, Cox of New York, Hamilton, 
Forney, Schleicher, Bridges, Wilson, Monroe, Williams of Wisconsin, Crapo, and 
Killinger 

Conneniiies on the Territories— Messrs. Franklin, Riddle, Mills, Turney, Jones of 
Alabama, Muldrow, Morse, Bagley, Aldrich, Reed, Neal, and Maginnis. 

Committee on Revolutionary I’ensions—Messrs. Mackey, Bland, Ellis, Benedict, 
Steele, Martin, Kimmell, Patterson, Gardner, Evans of Pennsylvania, and Nor- 
cross 

Committee on Invalid Pensions— Messrs. Rice of Ohio, Hewitt of Alabama, Riddle, 
Walsh, Mackey, Crittenden, Covert, Sinnickson, Rainey, Joyce, and Powers. 

Committee on Railways and Canals—Meassrs. Schicicher, Cabell, Crittenden, 
Shelley, McKenzie, Muller, Clark of New Jersey, Evans of Indiana, Mitchell, 
Camp, and Hazelton. 

Committee on Mines and Mining—Messrs. Beebe, Davis of North Carolina, Fel- 
ton, Collins, Boone, Rea, Jones of Alabama, Wren, Randolph, Shallenberger, 
Stone of Michigan, and Stevens of Arizona. 

Committee on Education and Labor—Mesars. Goode, Fuller, Southard, Willis, 
Bright, Bell, Manning, Loring, Campbell, Hungerford, and Haskell. 

Committee on Revision of the Laws—Messrs. Walsh, Walker, Bland, Bicknell, 
Herbert, Willis, Cravens, Field, Clark of Iowa, Leonard, and McKinley. 

Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures—Messrs. Stephens of Georgia, 
Maish, Vance, Clark of Missouri, Knapp, Muldrow, Clarke of Eaatacky, Darrall, 
Brewer, Ryan, and Dwight. 

Committee on Patents—Measra. Vanoe, Douglas, Clarke of Kentucky, Smith of 
Georgia, Aiken, Townshend of Illinois, Cutler, Ward, Pollard, Briggs, and Willets. 

Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds—Messrs. Cook, Young, Franklin, 
Bliss, Collins, Ligon, McKenzie, Stene of lowa, Humphrey, Jones of Ohio, and 
Lathrop. 

Com mnittee of Accounts--Messrs. Roberts, McMahon, Chalmers, Blair, and Boyd. 

Committee on Mileage—Messrs. Cobb, Eickhoff, Bridges, Danforth, and Robinson 
of Indiana. 

Committee on Expenditures in the State Department—Messrs. Springer, Walkcr, 
Mayham, Dunnell, and Bayno. 

Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department—Messrs. Glover, Harris 
of Georgia, Forney, Gause, Veeder, Dickey, Bagley, White of Indiana, and Jor- 

rensen. 
» Committee on Expenditures in the War Department—Messrs. Blackburn, Candler, 
Rice of Ohio, Darrall, and Eames. 

Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department—Messrs. Willis of New York, 
Whitthorne, Carlisle, Page, and Hubbell. 

Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Ofice Department—Messrs. Williams of 
Alabama, Williams of Michigan, Caldwell of Kentucky, Watson, and Brogden. 

Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department—Messrs. Sparks, Robbins, 
Lock wood, Oliver, and Willets. 

Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings—Messrs. Lynde, Yeates, Quinn, 
Slemons, Stenger, Norcross, and Williams of Oregon. 

Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice—Messrs. Bragg, Durham, 
Eden, Hardenbergh, Hartridge, Evins of South Carolina, Miller, Conger, Wait, 
Gardner, and Robinson of Massachusetts. 

Committee on Reform in the Civil Service—Mesars. Harrison, Hewitt of New York, 
Cook, Garth, Cravens, Henry, Morgan, Price, James, Pugh, and Sexton. 

Committee on the Mississippi Levees—Messrs. Robertson, Hatcher, Money, Young, 
Kuapp, Landers, Martin, Errett, Pound, Robinson of Massachusetts, and Bisbee. 








SELECT COMMITTEES. 

‘om er on the Rules—The Speaker, Messrs. Stephens of Georgia, Sayler, Banks, 
and Garfield. 

Committee on the Revision of the Laws regulating the Counting of the Electoral Votes 
Sor President and Vice-President— Messrs. Southard, Hunton, Potter, House, Bick- 
nell, Herbert, Carlisle, Butler, Browne, Brogden, and Sampson. 

Joint Committee on Printing— Messrs. Singleton, Eickhoff, and Ballou. 

Joint Committee on Enrolled Bile—Messrs. Hamiltou, Elam, Kenna, Van Vorhes, 


and Rainey. 
Joint Committee on the Library—Messrs. Cox of New York, Hooker, and Hale. 


Mr. ATKINS. I move that when the House adjourn it be to meet 
on Wednesday next. 

Mr. MILLS. Before the Chair puts that motion I desire to say that 
T do not desire to serve on the Committee on Naval Affairs and on the 
Committee on Territories, and there may be some other gentlemen 
on our side of the House who desire to serve on those committees and 
it will be open to the Chair to appoint them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will take notice of that fact. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. PHILLIPS, by unanimous consent, leave was 
riven to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case of 


V. H. Powell and I’. A. McDowell. 
Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, was granted 


leave to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the ¢) 
Samuel Castleman, of Louisville, Kentucky. 













the files of the House papers in the case of John T. Neal. 


case the request is made under the rule, and it will be rete 
committee that made that report. 


noes 119. 


can be made up by to-morrow, and therefore IT make the motioy 
adjourn over until Wednesday ; but the committees of the House cay 
organize to-morrow. I call for tellers on my motion. 


laim of 


Mr. COX, of New York, asked unanimous consent to withdraw i 


The SPEAKER. As there has been an adverse report made jy, ¢) 
rred to the 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent leaves of absence were granted as follows. 
Mr. Bricnt, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
Mr. TucKER, for one week, on account of important business. 
Mr. Braaa, for fifteen days, by reason of important business. 
Mr. LapuaM for ten days, on account of business, 
Mr. REiy, for one week. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
Mr. ATKINS. I now move that when the House adjourn it be to 


meet on Wednesday. 


The question was taken, and, on a division, there were—ayes 8% 


Mr. ATKINS. [call for tellers. I do not suppose that the Joury,| 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that over eight hyp. 


dred bills have been introduced to-day, and if there is a sessioy to. 


morrow, business will have to proceed without the Journal bejy 
read; it must be delayed until the next day. , 

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. ATkiKs and Mr. BANKS were ap. 
pointed. : 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 125, noes 4], 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jai 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLAND. I move that the rules be suspended so that the Honse 
may now pass a bill to authorize the coinage of a dollar of 412: 
grains silver standard, and for other purposes. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. ATKINS. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I rise to a question of order. The resolutio: 
which was adopted this morning on motion of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. DURHAM] required that the call of States should be 
proceeded with under Rule 130. That rule requires that the States 
shall be called for resolutions after the call has been completed for 
the introduction of bills for reference. My point of order is that 
the States must now be called for resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that point is not well taken. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the House now adjourns will the proposition 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] come up as untinished 
business on Wednesday next ? 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Missour is 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill the title of which has been 
stated to the House; of course it will not come up as untinished busi- 
ness on Wednesday. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I hope the House will not now adjourn. 

The question was taken upon the motion to adjourn ; and upon a 
division there were—ayes 161, noes 39. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. BLAND called for the yeas and nays on the motior to adjourn, 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and upon 
a division there were—ayes 26, noes 164; not one-fifth voting in the 
affirmative. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. BLAND called for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering tellers, and there were 26 
in the affirmative; not one-fifth of a quorum. 

So tellers were not ordered, the yeas and nays were not ordered, 
and the House accordingly (at five o’clock and forty minutes p. ™-) 
adjourned until Wednesday next. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk's desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. AIKEN: The petition of citizens of South Carolina for the 
re-establishment of the office of Assistant Treasurer of the United 
States at Charleston, South Carolina—to the Committee on Appr 
priations. ; a 

By Mr. ALDRICH: The petition of R. W. Booth & Co., and 23 
other hardware firms of the Western Hardware Association, for the 
repeal of the bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. BICKNELL: Papers relating to the claim of the Barthol- 
omew County Agricultural Society of Indiana, for pay tor use o! 
grounds by United States troops—to the Committee on War Chins: 

By Mr. BOONE: The petition of Drary Danaway for a pension—? 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 4 

By Mr. BOUCK: Six memorials of the Legislature of W lsconsia, 
asking appropriations: one, to constract a light-house at the moult ho 








>= ry 
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. harbor of Menomonee ; another, for a survey of Wolf River, from 
the 'P gan to the mouth of Red River; another, for the erection of a 
a coe and for a fog-signal on Stannard’s Rock, Lake Superior ; 
aol a to aid in the survey of the Saint Croix River, Wisconsin; 
i r to aid in the completion of the Sturgeon Bay and Lake 
Mi higan ship canal and harbor, and to extend the time for the com- 
‘jetion thereof; and another, to provide fish-ways to the dams on Fox 
\: ver—to the Committee on Commerce. Mf ' } 

‘Also, a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, asking for the 
enactwent of laws for the improvement of the condition of the Oneida 
tribe of Indians, located on the reservation in the counties of Brown 

‘| Outagamie—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
an a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, asking for the 
oht of way and a grant of land for railroad purposes, to aid in build- 


‘t S a road through northern Wisconsin—to the Committee on Public 


a r. BRAGG: Seven memorials of the Legislature of Wisconsin: 
one, for inereased mail facilities in Oconto County ; another, fora mail- 
route from Stettin to Ril Falls, Marathon County ; another, for a mail- 
route from Barron to Sand Creek ; another, fora mail-route from Ber- 
lin to Hamberg ; another, for increased mail service, in Sauk County ; 
another, for mail service from Eau Claire to. Rice Lake ; another, fora 
mail-route from Friendship to Liberty Blufts—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. BURCHARD: The petition of Robert P. Boggs for a pen- 
jon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

hy Mr. BURDICK: The petition of George W. Jones that the fee. 
retary of State of the United States be authorized to adjust and settle 
his accounts as minister resident to Bogota, New Granada—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, the petition of A. Bleidung and other citizens of Gutten- 
berg, Iowa, for the improvement of the channel of the Mississippi 
River at that place—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of printers and bookbinders employed in the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office for relief by allowance of fair compensation 
for work and the restoration of former wages—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. BUTLER: The petition of Thomas J. Durant, for leave to 
present his claim for services as United States attorney for the dis- 
trict of Louisiana to the Court of Claims for adjustment—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the State of Massachusetts for 
expenses of coast defense—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHALMERS: Memorial of the Cotton Exchange of Vicks- 
burgh, Mississippi, asking for the improvement of the Yazoo and Sun- 
tlower Rivers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

ly Mr. CLYMER: The petition of the letter-carriers of Reading, 
Pennsylvania, for an incregse of their salaries—to the Committee on 
the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Memorial of Augustus D. Jones, of Arkansas, 
submitting an amendment to the Constitution of the United States— 
to the Committee on Counting the Electoral Votes. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: The petition of George H. Giddings, for an 
appropriation to pay an amount admitted to be due him by the Post- 
Otlice Department—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, the petition of E. L. Dahoney, of Texas, showing the causes 
of the present hard times and suggesting remedies therefor—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

by Mr. CUMMINGS: The petitionof B. F.Gue and other citizens 
of Des Moines, Iowa, for an increase of the compensation of letter- 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 

_Also, the petition of the letter-carriers of Des Moines, Iowa, of 
similar import—to the same committee. 

by Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina: A paper relating to the estab- 
lishment of a post-route from Forrestville to Earpsborough, North 
Carolina—to the same committee, 

By Mr. DURHAM: The petition of James C. Smith, of Dundee, 
Scotland, for indemnity for loss of £104 18s. 5d., in consequence of 
seizure of certain cloths at the custom-house, New York—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

By Mr. EAMES: The petition of W. L. Parvin and H. A. Green, for 
compensation for services and for money advanced in raising troops 
- the United States Army in California—to the Committee on War 

aims, 

By Mr. EDEN: The petition of Aaron Miley, postmaster at Sulli- 
van, Illinois, to be credited with the amount stolen from him May 
2, I877—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. ELAM: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route between Shreveport and Mansfield, by way of Kingston, Louisi- 
ana—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ELLIS: The petition of E. E. Hebert, for compensation for 
reo by the United States Army—to the Committee on 

‘ alms, 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Ida Slocomb, for compensation for prop- 
oe by the United States forces—to the Committee on War 

aims, 

By Mr. FORT: The petition of William Strawn and 1,287 other 
Gteeas of Marshall County, Illinois, to stop the contraction of green- 
rack currency, to restrain the Secretary of the Treasury from selling 
*y More interest-bearing bonds for the purpose of redeeming Treas- 
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ury notes, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 


By Mr. FINLEY: The petition of James R. Richardson, for com- 


pensation for the steamboat Colonel Stelle, seized by the United 
States authorities and sold—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. FOSTER: The petition of Augustus B. Tanner, for compen- 


sation for services rendered the United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


By Mr. FULLER: The petitions of citizens and letter-carriers of 


Evansville, Indiana, that the salaries of letter-carriers be made uni- 
form—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. GARFLELD: The petition of Christian Shunk, of Philadel- 


phia, for the extension of letters-patent on certain manufactures of 
steel and iron-—to the Committee on Patents. 


Also, memorial of George W.Callis, of Ohio, recommending a change 
in the laws relating to the collection of the internal-revenue tax on 
tobacco—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Zephaniah Crubaugh and other citizens of 


Ohio, that he be granted a pension—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: The petition of the letter-carriers of New Orleans, 
for an increase of their salaries—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: The petition of bankers of Galveston, Texas, 
for the repeal of the bank-tax daw—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Also, the petition of H. Seeligson & Co., for services rendered the 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GOODE: The petition of workingmen in Portsmouth, Vir- 
ginia, for the regulation of the working hours in the navy-yards, and 
also equalizing the pay of mechanics and laborers in the same—to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Also, memorial of the councils of Norfolk, Virginia, for an appro- 
priation for the improvement of the Dismal Swamp Canal—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A paper relating to the establishment of a 
post-route between Pleasant Plain and Priceville, Indiana—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HANNA: The petition of citizens of Putnam County, In- 
diana, for the repeal of the resumption act—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Also, the petition of the letter-carriers of Indianapolis, Indiana, 
for an increase of compensation—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of William W. Stephenson, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HART: The petition of the letter-carriers of Rochester, 
New York, for an increase of their salaries—to the Committee on the 
Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: The petition of 8. V. Benet, for a rehearing 
of his application for a patent for an improvement in metal cartridges 
before the Commissioner of Patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HENKLE: The petition of Joseph H. Maddox, for compen- 
sation for property seized by the United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama: Memorial of the Alabama indus- 
trial convention, asking an appropriation for the improvement of 
the navigation of the rivers of Alabama—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HOUSE: The petition of R. Abbey, agent of the publish- 
ing house of the Methodist Episcopal Church, South, for action on 
and payment of the claim of said publishing house for property used 
and consumed during the war by the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of Captain F. 8S. Miller and 102 
others, for an appropriation for a harbor of refuge at Grand Marais, 
Lake Superior—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: The petition of AnnC. Carroll and Maria 
C. Fitzhugh, for compensation for their lands ocenpied by the United 
States for the Botanical Garden in the city of Washington, District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of the Union Bank of Louisiana to be re-im- 
bursed $36,873.99, recovered of it by the Planters’ Bank of Tennessee, 
which sum was, by order of General Banks, while occupying New 
Orleans, turned over to the Federal authorities by said Union Bank— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of Mrs. Ella Sherwood, for com- 
pensation for property taken by the United States forces—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. JORGENSEN: The petition of the letter-carriers of Peters- 
burgh, Virginia, for an increase of their salaries—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

sy Mr. KILLINGER: The petitions of the letter-carriers and others 
of Harrisburgh, Pennsylvania, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. LIGON: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Tivnuos to New Mars, Bibb County, Alabama—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. LINDSEY: The petition of Elizabeth H. Hartwell, for an 
increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, the petition ofFannie E. Records, for a pension—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. MAISH: The petition of W. 8. Morris et al., to be refunded 
taxes alleged to have been improperly and illegally assessed and col- 
lected from them—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of 1,700 citizens of Dayton, Ohio, 
for an increase of the salaries of letter-carriers—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MANNING: The petitions of Sylvia Cannon, Emma Sharpe, 
James Kennedy, Mrs. M. A. Cochran, Margaret C. Sloan, Solomon 
MeMillican, Allison Furr, and William H. Carothey, of the counties 
of Union and Lafayette, Mississippi, for compensation for stores and 
supplies taken by the United States Army—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, the petitions of Wilson Durrum, William L. McRoe, John R. 
McHenry, Harvey Nichols, Mrs. Ann Crutcher, and John Smith, of 
Marshall County, Mississippi, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee, 

Also the petitions of Robert Wilson, William R. Brothe, E. M. 
Glaze, F. Blocker, B. Hardy, and Fannie E. Mosely, of Mississippi, of 
similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of Austin Pasley, Mrs. L. L. Nelson, William A. 
Smith, Mrs. Mary Parish, and Alexander Blackburn, of Mississippi, 
of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of C. H. Stephens, Jo&tn Hawk, Lonisa M. Bos- 
well, William M. Brigance, and William Stephens, of similar import— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of Mrs. Eliza D. Allen, Joseph Reddick, E. & J. 
Bellamy, Nancy Williams, and William L. Brown, of similar import— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of 8. C. Clowney, MceWood, Calvin N. Branum, 
Samuel G. Wheless, Joseph Hodnott, Edwin M. Fewell, John G. 
Schillenger, and Edward King, of similar import—to the same com- 
inittee. 

By Mr. MONEY: The petition of Simeon Freeman, of similar im- 
port—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Ann II. Webster, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petitions of Charles W. Adams and others, 
that he be paid for the seizure of the brigantine Scylla, with cargo 
and coin, by the United States authorities—to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Also, the memorial of General A. P. Rockwell and other citizens of 
Massachusetts, regarding the organization of the Army and the retired 
list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Joseph B. Eaton, for compensation for sup- 
plies furnished the United States Army in the war with Mexico—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr.NORCROSS: The petition of Morris Dwight, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERTON: The petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, for 
cheap telegraphy—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. POUND: Joint resolutions of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
favoring an appropriation for the erection of a light-house and fog- 
signal on Stannard’s Rock, Lake Superior—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for an appro- 
priation to aid in asurvey of the Saint Croix River—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petitions of Jason D. Herrick, Josiah B. Cham- 
berlain, and Orin B. Crane, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Henry C. Weatherby, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGH: The petition of the letter-carriers and others of 
Trenton, New Jersey, for an increase of the salaries of letter-carriers 
—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. QUINN: The petition of the lptter-carriers and other citi- 
zens of Albany, New York, for an increase of the salaries of letter- 
carriers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. REAGAN: The petition of Nancy A. Skilton, Mary A. White, 
and others, for indemnity for Indian spoliations—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the establishment of post-routes between 
Wallaceville and Anahuac, by way of Wilcox’s Store, on Turtle Bayou; 
between East Hamilton and Mansfield, by way of Myrack’s Ferry, 
and between Double Bayou and Anahuac—to the Committee on the 
Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICE, of Ohio: The petition of Mrs. Isabell Dunbar, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Robert Cary, of similar import—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. RIDDLE: The petition of Maria K. Williams, for compensa- 
tion for property destroyed by the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Terrance Kirby, of similar import—to the 
same committee, 

By Mr. SCALES: A paper, relating to the establishment of a post- 
route between Wentworth, North Carolina, and Penn’s Store, Virginia, 


by way of Stoneville, North Carolina—to the Committee on the P 
Office and Post-Roads. r _ 
By Mr. SINGLETON: The petitions of Robert P. Chambers, J, 
A. Sprouse, Charles H. Johnson, William B. Coates, James js. 'j,.. 
R. B. A. Meador, Ruth Summers, Turner Bobbitt, C. W. Day. .., 
Wyley A. Pullen, for compensation for property take tw 

States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Martha Webb, for arrears of pension—; 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE: The petition of M. W. Alexander, for relief—t 
the Committee of Claims. . 

By Mr. STEVENS, of Arizona: Memorial of the Legislative Assen 
bly of Arizona Territory, asking that the Legislative Assembly of th ‘ 
Territory be increased to thirteen in the council and twenty-seven , 
the house of representatives ; and that Grant county, Territory of New 
Mexico, be segregated from that Territory and annexed to the Terri. 
tory of Arizona—to the Committee on Territories. 

By Mr. STEWART: The petition of the letter-carriers and citizens 
of Saint Panl, and Minneapolis, Minnesota, for an increase of tho 
salaries of letter-carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Oftics and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. TIPTON: The petition of the letter-carriers of Bloomine. 
ton, Illinois, of similar import—to the same committee. - 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York: The petitions of the letter. 
carriers and citizens of Troy, New York, of similar import—to the 

‘ committee. 
y Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois: The petition of Nancy J. Dutton 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Samuel M. Nally, for compensation for prop 
erty seized and sold by United States authorities—to the Committes 
on War Claims. 

Mr. Mr. TURNEY: The petition of Alexander Moffit, for compen- 
sation for property destroyed by the United States auth orities—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of citizens of North Carolina, for a 
post-route from Grassy Knob to Old Fort, North Carolina—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WALSH: The petition of Alexander Ray, A. P. Gorman, 
and others, that the persons who subscribed and paid moneys for 
dredging the Potomac above Long Bridge be refunded the amounts so 
paid—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of M. A. C. Nelson, for compensation for stores 
furnished the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claiins. 

Also, the petition of John Murphy, for an increase of pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Delaware: The petition of Dr. George Me- 
Coy, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: Thespetition of J. S. King, first 
lieutenant Twelfth United States Infantry, for compensation for loss 
of private property—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of masters, mates, pilots, and engineers of De- 
troit, Michigan, for a reduction of the cost of United States liceuse— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the Marine Exgineer’s Association, of Detroit, 
Michigan, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon: The petition of David W. Chees- 
man, to be reimbursed for money overpaid the Internal Revenue De- 
partment—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of M. P. Jones, to be reimbursed for money de- 

ited in the United States Depository, Portland, Oregon, for public 
and surveys—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin: The petition of Peter Meagher, 
for compensation for services rendered the United States—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of 244 citizens of Luzerne County, 
Pennsylvania, for Government aid to enable them to settle upon the 
public domain under the provisions of the homestead law—to the 
Committee on Public Lands. ; 

Also, the petition of citizens of Luzerne County, Pennsylvania, for 
a post-route between Nanticoke and Harvey’s Lake, Pennsylvania— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. YEATES: The petition of Levi Ballance and others, of 
North Carolina, for compensation for the seizure of their schooner by 
the United States—to the Committee on War Claims. , 

Also, papers relating to the claims of Emile Lepage, Thomas R. 
Feagan, William J. Morrisett, and James Hall, for compensation for 
property taken by the United States—to the same committee. 


and 
n by the United 


IN SENATE. 


TUESDAY, October 30, 1877. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read aud approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. THURMAN. I present the petition of Alexander Houston and 
over twelve hundred others, citizens of Columbus, Ohio, praying for 
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anomentation of the pay of the letter-carriers of thatcity. I wish 
nest fter looking over this petition, coming as it does from the 
aye cone residence, that it is signed by as respectable a body of 
ae a is can anywhere be found, and by nearly, if not quite, all the 
ae cipal business men and firms of that city. I move its reference 
‘the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
rhe motion was agreed to. a 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Lawrence H. Boyle, of 
Douglas County, Kansas, praying for a pension; which was referred 
a the Committee on Pensions. pe 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Mary Jane Fithian, of Cam- 
Jon County, New Jersey, praying for a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. < 
| Mr. SARGENT presented the petition of J. H. Ralston and others, 
4 committee representing the printers and bookbinders employed in 
the Government Printing Office, praying that their wages be restored 
to the standard which prevailed prior to March 4, 1°77; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. . ; 

Mr. EATON presented the petition of Thomas R. Trowbridge and 
others, of New Haven, Connecticut, praying fora repeal of the bank- 
rupt law, and for the making of such provisions as may be necessary 
for the speedy and equitable settlement of estates already in bank- 
ruptey; Which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of C. J. Andrews and others, 
citizens of Randolph County, Arkansas, praying for the establishment 
of a mail-route from Peach Orchard, in Clay County, to Elm Store, 
through the county of Randolph, in that State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Charles Humphrey, postmaster 
of Roseville, Logan County, Arkansas, and others, citizens of that 
county, praying for the establishment of a post-route from Atlas, in 
Franklin County, to Paris, in Logan County, in the State of Arkan- 
eas: which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post- 

touds. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of Mary 
Emma Baptist, widow of John Baptist, praying for a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of William Wheeler Hubbell, of 
Philadelphia, praying payment of balance claimed to be due to him 
by the United States for the use of his patent war inventions of fuses 
and pereussion exploders used in explosive shells; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BRUCE presented the petition of Henry E. Sizer, of Jackson, 
Mississippi, praying the passage of a law authorizing him to present 
to the Court of Claims his claim for compensation for property taken 
and appropriated by the United States authorities during the late 
war; Which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. INGALLS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 160) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Beaumont; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS. By request, and without committing myself as to 
its merits, I ask leave to introduce a bill. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 161) for the relief of Charles W. Biese ; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8S. No. 162) for the relief of Captain James Clift; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. BECK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 163) for the relief of Brannin, Summers & Co., 
of Louisville, Kentucky; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COKE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 164) making an appropriation to pay over to the 
State of Texas the residue of the five millions reserved for satisfac- 
tion of that portion of the public debt of the late republic of Texas 
for which the duties on the imports of said republic were specially 
pledged, being the balance remaining after payment of said debt ; 
— Was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims, 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
(luce a bill (8. No. 165) to reimburse the State of Texas for expenses 
incurred by said State in repelling invasions of Indians and Mexi- 
cans; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Mr. CONOVER asked, and by unanfmous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 166) making an appropriation for deepen- 
ing the channel of the Hillsborough River, in the State of Florida; 
— was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

minerce, 

Mr. McMILLAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 167) granting a pension to William S. 
Grow; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. PADDOCK (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 168) for the relief of Arta 






M. Rolas y Robaldo, widow of Francisco Robaldo, deceased ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. . 

He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 169) for the relief of Dr. John B. 
Read; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 170) for the relief of Frederick W. Ruggles, 
of Westport, Nova Scotia; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. INGALLS, it was 


Ordered, That the papers accompanying the petition of E. G. Macy be taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask for an order that the petition and papers 
of L. Madison Day, of New Orleans, Louisiana, be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims. He requests me to 
have this order made, as his State has no representation here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be granted upon the 
condition imposed by the rules. 

On motion of Mr. GARLAND, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Samuel Houston be taken from the files 
and returned to his widow, Mrs. Missouri Houston. 

PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS. 

On motion of Mr. EDMUNDS, it was 

Ordered, That the members of the select committee raised under the resolution 
of the Senate, adopted on the 22d instant, on the subject of the law relating to as- 
certaining and aekasine the result of the election of President and Vice-President 
of the United States, be appointed by the Presiding Officer of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the select committee be increased 
to nine members. I see that the other House has appointed a com- 
mittee of eleven on the same subject; and I think the public interest 
would be promoted by having a large committee on the part of the 
Senate, say nine members. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ARMY AND NAVY PENSIONS. 

Mr. INGALLS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be, and ho is hereby, requested, if not incompatible 
with the public interest, to transmit to the Senate a statement of the appropria 


tions and expenditures on accountof Army and Navy pensions from March 4, 1749, 
to June 30, 1276, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No unfinished business coming over 
fiom the previous session of the Senate, what is the further pleasure 
of the Senate? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were re-opened, and (at twelve o’clock 
and thirty-five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, October 31, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed as the select committee to con- 
sider the state of the law respecting the ascertainment and result of 
the elections of President and Vice-President of the United States 
Messrs. EDMUNDS, CONKLING, Howk, MCMILLAN, TELLER, Davis of 
Illinois, BAYARD, THURMAN, and MORGAN. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. KERNAN. I present the petition of Cornelia Graham, direct- 
ress of the Utica Orphan Asylum, Utica, New York, in behalf of 
Francis E. Arnold, orphan child of William and Anna L. Arnold, of 
that city, praying.that he may be allowed a pension. I beg to say, 
in presenting this petition, that the father served his country long 
as a gunner in the Navy, in both the Mexican and late wars. He 
died leaving a widow and this child, who was then only a few years 
old. Shortly after the death of the father the mother died. The 
child drew the pension awarded to him and his mother up to March 
last, when it ceased. He is now sixteen years old, a cripple, and can- 
not walk, being as helpless as any child can be under sixteen, and is 
entirely dependent now on the charity of some ladies for his sup- 
port. I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of R. M. Edwards and others, 
survivors of the Mexican war, praying that the soldiers of the Mexican 
war be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 
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Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of Augustus D. Jones, of 
Little Rock, Arkansas, praying for an amendment of the Constitution 
of the United States in the manner of electing President and Vice- 
President; which was referred to the select committee on the sub- 
ject of the elections of President and Vice-President of the United 
States, 

Mr. GORDON presented the petition of Rev. Henry Watts and 
others, members of the Colored Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Augusta, Georgia, praying that Congress may take such action in 
regard to the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company as will restore 
to them their deposits; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented the petition of John R. F. Tatnall, of Savannah, 
Georgia, praying for the removal of his political disabilities ; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the petition of Enoch Totten, administrator of 
the estate of William A. Lloyd, deceased, praying compensation for 
services rendered by Lloyd during the late war as a secret agent 
under an alleged contract with Abraham Lincoln, late President of 
the United States, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill 
(S. No. 171) for the relief of Enoch Totten, administrator of the estate 
of William A. Lloyd, deceased, 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition of Thomas Worthington, praying the payment of balance 
of account for supplying water to troops at Camp Dennison, Ohio, 
during the late war, submitted an adverse report thereon ; which was 
ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged from the 
farther consideration of the petition. 

Mr. MERRIMON, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 62) to amend section 146 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States relating to vacancies in the of- 
tices of President and Vice-President, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration and that it be referred to the Sclect Committee 
on the Subject of the Elections of President and Vice-President of the 
United States; which was agreed to. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 63) to alter the times prescribed for holding the elections for 
electors for President and Vice-President and casting the vote in 
the electoral colleges for President and Vice-President, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration and that it be referred to 
the Select Committee on the Subject of the Elections of President 
and Vice-President of the United States; which was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SARGENT asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 172) to establish a post-road; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WADLEIGIL (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 173) for the relief of the 
Louisville Transfer Company, of Louisville, Kentucky, and the Cin- 
cinnati Transfer Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 174) for the relief of Thomas B. Hunt; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. MERRIMON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 175) to establish certain post-roads in North 
Carolina; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill - No. 176) to establish a post-route in the State 
of Nebraska; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ANTHONY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 177) providing for a disbursing oflicer for 
the Congressional Printing Office; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BURNSIDE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 178) to remove all restrictions now existing 
in regard to enlistments of the colored citizen in any arm of the 
United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. MORRILL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 179) to authorize the taking of certain 
parcels of land for the public use at the intersection of Pennsylvania 
and Maryland avenues, on the west front of the Capitol Grounds; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. INGALLS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 180) to provide for a building for the use 
of the post-oflice, the United States circuit court and district courts, 
and other Government ofiices at Topeka, Kansas; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 








—— 

He also asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to Sate 
duce a bill (S. No, 151) to provide for the examination of ¢| heat, 
for pension, and for the appointment of a corps of e ce 
geons; which was read twice by its title, and refe 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL (by request) asked, and by unanimons conse 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 182) extending the i . 
diction of the Court of Claims of the United States, and for tien 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the ( “ 
mittee on Patents. 
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PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in relation to the claim of Francis Robinson. je taken 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. — 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Groncr yf 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a resolution 
that a committee consisting of elevén members be appointed to take 
into consideration the state of the law respecting the ascertainment 
and declaration of the result of the election of President and Vico. 
President of the United States, with power to confer and act wit) 
the committee appointed on the part of the Senate, charged with the 
same subject, and that Mr. Mitton I. SourHarp of Ohio, Mr. Epp, 
Hunton of Virginia, Mr. CLarKson N. Potter of New York, Mr. 
JouN F. House of Tennessee, Mr. GEORGE A. BICKNELL of Indiana 
Mr. Hitary A. Hersert of Alabama, Mr. Joun G. Carcisie of 
Kentucky, Mr. BENJAMIN F. BurLer of Massachusetts, Mr. Tuomas 
M. Browne of Indiana, Mr. Curtis H. BRoGprEN of North Carolina, 
mittee. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, is there any legislative business 
before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is none. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and ten minutes 
spent in executive session, the doors were re-opened, and (at one 
o'clock and twenty-seven minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, October 31, 1877. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. 
JOHN POISsAL. 

The Journal of Monday last was read in part, when 

Mr. DUNNELL (at one o’clock and twenty minutes p. m.) moved 
that the further reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Then I ask unanimous consent for that purpose. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the Clerk will proceed 
with the reading of the Journal. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the Journal, and concluded at 
two o'clock and thirty-two minutes p. m.; and, there being no objec- 
tion, the Journal as read was approved. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to submit to the ITonse on the 
part of the Clerk a statement of certain papers in his possession re- 
lating to contested-election cases, and will ask the House to make 
proper disposition of them. 

The Clerk read the statement, as follows : 


Testimony and papers relating to the contested-election case of G. D. Tillman 
against Robert Smalls, from the State of South Carolina. 7 
Testimony and rs relating to the contested-election case of J. J. Finley 
against Horatio Bisbee, jr., from the State of Florida, _ are 
Testimony and papers relating to the contested-election case of John S. Rich 
ardson against Joseph H. Rainey, from the State of South Carolina. : 
Testimony and papers relating to the contested-clection case of Jere Haralson 
against Charles M. Shelley, from the State of Alabama. — a 
Testimony and papers relating to the contested-election case of James lL, Nut 
ting against James B. Reilley, from the State of Pennsylvania. wa 
Testimony and papers relating to the contested-election case of Thomas M. Pat 
terson against James B. Belford, from the State of Colorado. ve 
Testimony and papers relating to the econtested-election case of J. DB. Elam 
against George L. Smith, from the State of Louisiana. are 
Testimony and papers relating to the contested-election case of Benjamin Dean 
against Walbridge ‘A Field, from the State of Massachusetts. ms tI 
Testimony an papers relating to the contested-election case of William 1. 
Hardy against H. S. Stevens, from the Territory of Arizona. iW 
Testimony and pers relating to the contested-election caso of Samuel \. 
McDowell against Ridhara Williams, from the State of Oregon. _ 
Testimony and rs relating to the contested-election case of J. H. Ac\icn 
against C. B. Darrall, from the State of Louisiana. _ ee ae 
Testimony and papers relating to the contested-election case of E. W. Robertson 
against C. B. Nash, from the State of Louisiana. - rr eaten 
Testimony and papers relating to the contested-election case of W illiam EF. inter 
ayainst Joseph Jorgensen, from the State of Virginia, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 








1877. 


er apers relating to the contested-clection case of John R. Lynch 
Te stimon) ond Fosmere, from the'State of Mississippi. ek 
gainst Jame ae papers relating to the contested-clection case of Peter D. Wiggin- 
re ~ : 1 Romualdo Pacheco, from the State of California. 


a 


Mr SPRINGER. I move that the papers referred to in the state- 

n eut just read by the Clerk be referred to the Committee of Elec- 

Mr. HALE. Before that is done, I would suggest that there are 
i n ulditional papers in the case of Haralson against Shelley 

- : should be referred to the Committee of Elections. 

= The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 

M oo [ Mr. HALE] after the pending motion has been disposed of. 

: The motion of Mr. SPRINGER was then agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote just taken ; and also 
proved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

“The latter motion was agreed to. ; ; 

Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; Which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Elections he authorized to have printed for its 
aes ny te st imony it may deem necessary relating to contested-clection cases before 
sai l committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. — ; 

Mr. HALE. I rise to present certain papers touching the contested- 
election case of Haralson vs. Shelley, from the fourth congressional 
district of Alabama. I move that they be referred to the Committee 
of Elections and be ordered to be printed. ; ; ; 

The SPEAKER. The question of printing will be subject to the 
judgment of the committee under the order just adopted, The ques- 
‘tion is on the motion to refer the papers to the Committee of Elec- 
tions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WOOD. I send to the desk papers relating to the contested- 
election case of Tillman vs. Smalls, from the fifth congressional dis- 
trict of South Carolina, and move their reference to the Committee of 
Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WOOD moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey. I ask unanimous consent to introduce 
a bill. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is advised that several gentlemen desire 
to introduce bills. It requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. EWING. Lobject. 


COMMITTEE CLERKS, 


Mr. GOODE. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the resolution read, as he is 
informed it relates to the organization of the House and is admissible 
at this time. After this resolution, the Chair will call for business 
of the morning hour. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before that is done, I desire unanimous consent to 
submit a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first entertain the proposition of 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Goopr.] The Chair understands 
that the resolution of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. But- 
LER] also relates to the organization of the House. The resolution 
of the gentleman from Virginia will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Resolved, That the Committee of Accounts be and they aro instructed to desig- 


nate the committees of this louse which are entitled to clerks under the act of 
March 3, 1*77, and report to this House. 


There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 
Mr. GOODE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 


- anenneny and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
VENTILATION OF THE HALL, ETC. 


Mr. BUTLER. I desire to offer a resolution which I send to the 


desk, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That a select committee of seven be appointed, with anthority to in- 
emp into the manner of ventilating the Hall of the House of Representatives, 
the competeney of the machinery, air-passages and ducts, engines and engineers 
for that purpose, and to recommend to this House and the officers of the same 
such changes and remedies for deficiencies as to the committee shall seem proper ; 
also to inquire into the practicability of so changing the location of this [Hall as to 
bring into it air and light, without pumping the one, or straining the other through 
stained glass; to report the expense of such alteration and change; also to exam- 
ine and report what, if any, changes can be made in the configuration end extent of 
this Hall to seeure sach acoustic »roperties as will enable members to hear the pro- 
ceedings therein so as to be uble intelligently to transact the public business ; and 
for these purposes the committee are empowered vw make requisition for the serv - 
ices of the Supervising architect of the Capitol extension, and, if they judge 
proper, the services of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department, 





to make surveys, plans, and estimates in furtherance of these objects 
mittee to have power to employ a clerk and to report at any time. 
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; such com. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that this is not a privi- 


leged question, but will ask the unanimous consent of the House for 
the introduction of the resolution. Is there objection ? 


There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 


adopted. 


Mr. BUTLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 


tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour now begins at nineteen min- 


utes before three o’clock. 


Mr. POUND. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to ask unanimous consent 


now, as the morning hour has begun, but will recognize the gentle- 
man at some subsequent time to-day. 


REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 
Mr. WOOD. Iam directed by the Committee of Ways and Means 


to report a resolution providing for the distribution of the several 
parts of the President’s message to the appropriate committees ; and 
for the consideration of this resolution I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That so much of the President’s message as relates to the appropria- 


tions required for the Army and the military establishments, the Navy, the courts, 
and for repairs, &c., for the buildings of the Department of the Interior in con- 
sequence of the late fire, be referred to the Committee on Appropriations; and so 
much as relates to the proposed international exhibition of agriculture, industry, 
and the fine arts to be heid at Paris in 1878, and the proposed international prison 


congress to be held at Stockholm in 1878, be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 


The motion of Mr. Woop that the House resolve itself into Com- 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union was agreed to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Gooner in the chair,) and pro- 


ceeded to the consideration of the special message of the President 
of the United States. 


Mr. WOOD. I move the adoption of the resclution which has 


already been read; after which I will move that the committee rise 


to report the same to the House. I think there is no desire for any 


discussion. 


The resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. WOOD. I move that the committee rise and report the reso- 
lution to the House with a recommendation that it be adopted. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and, the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. GOODE reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, having had under consideration the Union 
generally and particularly the special message of the President of the 
United States, had adopted a resolution making a distribution of the 
message to committees of the House, and had directed him to report 
the same with a recommendation that it be adopted. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. WOOD moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that vhe motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. WOOD. I ask unanimous consent of the House to offer for 
adoption at this time two or three resolutions calling for information. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman at the 
end of the morning hour to ask unanimous consent. 

REPEAL OF RESUMPTION ACT. 


Mr. EWING. I am instructed by the Committee on Banking and 
Currency to report a bill (H. R. No. 805) to repeal the third section 
of the act entitled “An act to provide for the resumption of specie 
payments.” 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides for the repeal of the third section 
of the act entitled “An act to provide for the resumption of specie 
payments,” approved January 14, 1°75. 

Mr. EWING. I move that the bill be recommitted and ordered to 
be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FORT. I desire, without antagonizing the bill, to present from 
the Committee on Banking and Currency the views of the minority 
of that committee, and ask they be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill to repeal all that part of the act approved Jannary 14, 1875, known as the 
SS act which authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to dispose of 
United States bonds and redeem and cancel the greenback currency. 

Be it enacted, &c., That all that portion of the act approved January 14, 1275, en 
titled An act to provide for the resumption of specic payments,”’ which reads as 
follows, to wit: 

“And whenever, and so often, as circulating notes shall be issued to any snch 
banking association, so increasing its capital or circulating notes, or so newly or- 
ganized as aforesaid, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to re- 
deem the legal-tender United States notes in excess only of $300,000,000, to the 
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amocnt of 80 per cent. of the sum of national-bank notes so issued to any such 
banking association as aforesaid, and to continue such redemption as such circu 
lating notes are issued until there shall be outstanding the sum of $300,000,000 of 
such legal-tender United States notes, and no more. And on and after the Ist day 
of January, A. D. 1879, the Secretary of the Treasury shall redeem, in coin, the 
United States legal-tender notes then outstanding on their presentation for redemp- 
tion, at the office of the Assistant Treasurer of the United States in the city of 
New York, in soums of not less than 850. And to enable the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to prepare and provide tor the redemption in this act authorized or required, 
he is authorized to use any surplus revenues, from time to time, in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, ont to issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less than par, 
in coin, either of the descriptions of bonds of the United States described in the 
act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, entitled, ‘An act to authorize the refund- 






















commence to put the usual motion, but stopped as the gentler 
having charge of the measure did not rise to make that motion 7 
Mr. CONGER. I saw that the gentleman did not make the moti. 
and I immediately rose to my feet and made it, as I had the right ¢ : 
do, as a privileged motion. re 
Mr. MILLS. I desire to ask the Chair if the motion to 
is pe of so high a privilege as to take a member off the floor to mak 
it F 
The SPEAKER. To enter it. 
Mr. MILLS. The gentleman from Michigan has made the 


reconsider 


° s ° ° ° Motion 
ing of the national debt,’ with like qualities, privileges, and exemptions, to the to reconsider within the time required, 
extent necessary to carry this act into fall effect, and to use the proceeds thereot The SPEAKER. The Chair would be compelled to recognize the 
for the purposes aforesaid,” be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


gentleman to make that motion who reported the bill, and js 
willing to do it. 

Mr. MILLS. Is it not the duty of the Chair to reco 
tleman who rises for that purpose ? 

The SPEAKER. It is the duty of the Chair to recognize the gep. 
tleman who has charge of the measure to make any motion touchine 
its control. . 

Mr. EWING. Mr. Speaker, I now enter a motion to reconsider th» 
vote by which the bill was recommitted to the Committee on Bayk- 
ing and Currency. 

Mr. CONGER. And I move to lay that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That is the gentleman’s privilege, and it wi!| 
test practically the sense of the House, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. EwinG] has entered the motion to reconsider, [It 
will be in order for him to call up that motion at any time hereafter 
for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Just one word, 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] is 
speaking to a point of order, and is clearly in order. The Chair wil! 
see that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] does not suffer 
in any respect from the point of order being entertained. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand the privilege in reference to a mo- 
tion to reconsider to be this: That motion may be made at any time, 
but the question of considering it is not properly in the morning 
hour, and may be objected to. 

The SPEAKER. The attention of the Chair has been called to 
what is the practice of the House. Where a motion has been entered 
to reconsider on a report made in the morning hour, it has been the 
practice of the House to allow that motion of reconsideration to be 
called up in the morning hour, The Chair thinks, however, that the 
more equitable mode would be, where a gentleman reporting a bill in 
the morning hour from a committee, by instructions of that commit- 
tee, enters a motion to reconsider, that it would facilitate the public 
business to allow that motion to be called up in the House after the 
expiration of the morning hour. The Chair will state his reason for 
this view. If that method were adopted, the morning hour for the 
reception of reports from committees would not from day to day be 
continually occupied to the exclusion of reports. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] is aware that the practice heretofore 
has been, as stated by the Chair, to allow the motion to reconsider to 
be entered during the morning hour, and in such cases to be con- 
sidered when called up in the morning hour; although the Chair 
again states that he thinks that is not in the direction to facilitate 
business. The custom to enter is not under a rule of the House, but 
is a practice grown up, but, when contested, forces an expression of 
the House on motion to reconsider. 

The Chair will again state the motion: The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. EWING] moves to reconsider the vote by which this report and 
bill were recommitted and ordered to be printed, and the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] moves to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. EWING. Mr. Speaker, I merely entered the motion to recon- 
sider under the impression that it was a privilege of a member of tho 
committee entering such a motion to reconsider to call up that motion 
at his discretion within the next two days. ; 

The SPEAKER. It has been the uniform practice of the House; 
but the Chair recognizes the fact that any member of the House can 
make a motion to lay that motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. EWING. I understood that no other member of the House 
could move to lay that motion to reconsider on the table at this 
time. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman is in error. 

The Chair will explain. The gentleman does not suffer unless a 
majority of the House is against his bill, and even then, if at this 
time a majority of the House should be agent his bill and should 
vote to give it no undue advantage, then when the committee is next 
called he can again report the bill to the House. . 

Mr. EWING. If the motion to lay my motion to reconsider on the 
table is in order, I am quite willing to test the sense of the House on 
the question now. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were orde s 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 116, nays 155, not 
voting 36; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Aldrich, Bacon, Bagley, William H. Baker, Ballou, Banks en 
Blair, Boyd, Brentano, Brewer, Briggs, Bundy, Burehard, Burdick, ¢ -— - 
bell, Caswell, Chittenden, Claflin, Alvah A. Clark, Cole, Conger, Covert, Jace 


how 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would recognize this as a proposed 
amendment to the proposition reported from the committee by the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. FORT. Lask that it accompany the bill reported from the 
committee and be printed with that bill. 

Mr. EWING. It comes here presenting merely the views of one 
member of that committee, 

The SPEAKER. It isin the nature of an amendment, and comes 
in by unanimous consent. 

Mr. EWING. Can one member of a committee offer an amendment 
now ft 

The SPEAKER. It is within the power of one member to move an 
amendment. 

Mr. EWING. As I understand it is presented as the opinion of one 
member of the Committee on Banking and Currency. Is it in the 
power of one member of the House at this time to propose such an 
amendment to the report of a committee ? 

The SPEAKER. It is in the power of any one member of the 
House to have printed, by unanimous consent, a proposed amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I ask that the proposition of the gentleman 
from Illinois be printed with the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands it cannot be presented as 
a pending amendment, but is printed merely for the information of 
the House. 

The proposed amendment was ordered to be printed with the bill 
reported from the committee, 

ir. KELLEY. Is it in order to present a substitute at this time? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded it is equiva- 
lent to an objection. 

Mr. FORT. I have the consent of the committee to move my propo- 
sition as the minority report to the bill reported from the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The control of the subject is in the hands of the 
genti'eman from Ohio. The Chair has given every facility to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois by allowing the amendment by unanimous con- 
sent to come in as an amendment which he intends to propose at the 
proper time. The power cannot be taken from the gentleman from 
Ohio, however, to demand the previous question on the original propo- 
sition if he should desire to do so, and if sustained by the House the 
amendment could be cut off. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will listen to the gentleman. 

Mr. BURCHARD. If the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
EWING] should not be adopted will it then be in order for my col- 
league Mr Fort] to submit his amendment? 

The SPEAKER. If the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio to 
recommit the bill to the committee be voted down, then the bill as 
reported is before the House. The Chair will state the question. The 
gentleman from Ohio moves to recommit the report which he has just 
made from the Committee on Banking and Currency together with 
the views of the gentleman from Illinois, and that the same be printed. 
The question being taken, that motion was agreed to. The gentleman 
from Ohio moves to reconsider. [After a pause.] Reports are still 
in order from the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was recommitted to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and 
move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Conger] has 
not the floor for that purpose. Reports are still in order from the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. CONGER. I submit that a motion to reconsider is one which 
any member of the House may make. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman was not in time. The matter was 
under the direction of the gentleman representing the committee 
under instructions of the committee. 

Mr. CONGER. One day has not intervened yet after the action of 
the House. I claim the privilege of being recognized to make the 
motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan will surely recog- 
nize the fact that the House had passed from the consideration of the 
subject, and the Chair had called for other reports from the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. CONGER. If the Chair will listen for a moment I will re- 
mind him that the Chair stated, ‘The gentleman from Ohio moves 
to reconsider ”’—and stopped there. 

The SPEAKER. It was the fault of the Chair. The Chair did 


gnize any gen. 








1877. 


Cutler, Danford, Darrall, Horace Davis, Deering, Denison, Dunnell, 
“Tames Eickhoff, Ellsworth, Field, Foster, Freeman, Frye, Gartield, Gib- 
Dwight, Eat ardenbergh, Benjamin W. Harris, Hart, Hayes, Hazelton, Hendee, 
He a n, Abram S Hewitt, Hiscock, Hubbell, Humphrey, Hungerford, Ittner, 
enderseu, ¢ , r 


Cox, OT 


seees, John S. Jones, Jorgensen, Joyce, Keifer, Keightley, Landers, Lap 
: -_ - rp, Lindsey, Luttrell, Mayham, McCook, McGowan, McKinley, Mitch- 
wm, Lathrop, L . 


. Morrison, Morse, Muller, Norcross, O'Neill, Overton, Pacheco, Page, 
e Monte, eddie Pollard, Potter, Pound, Powers, Price, Rainey, Reed, William 
Patterson, ‘orge D. Robinson, Sampson, Schleicher, Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, 
W orgy oe WV Stone, Joseph C. Stone, Strait, Thornburgh, Amos Townsend, 
Stewart ipowasend, Wait, Ward, Warner, Watson, Welch, Willets, Charles G. 
sn James Williams, Richard Williams, Benjamin A. Willis, Wood, and 


Were fesers. Atkins, John H. Baker, Banning, Bayne, Bell, Bicknell, Black. 


‘my. Bland, Blount, Boone, Bouck, Bridges, Brogden, Browne, Buckner, Butler, 
Lona “John W. Caldwell, W. P. Caldwell, Calkins, Candler, Cannon, Carlisle, 
Cae Se John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cobb, Cook, Samuel S. Cox, Cra- 
( a ae nden, Culberson, Cummings, Davidson, Joseph J. Davis, Dibrell, Dick- 
=a ham Eden, Elam, Ellis, Errett, James L. Evans, John H. Evins, Ewing, 
a Finley, Forney, Fort, Franklin, Fuller, Gardner, Garth, Giddings, Glover, 
rm oa Gupter, Hamilton, Hanna, Harmer, Henry R. Harris, Harrison, Hartridge, 
Morte iL Hatcher, Henkle, Henry, Herbert, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hooker, House, 
= ‘or, Hunton, James Taylor Jones, Kelley, Kenna, Killinger, Kimmell, Knapp, 
— ‘Lynde, Mackey, Maish, Manning, Marsh, Martin, McKenzie, McMahon, 
Kot Tawan, Muldrow, Neal, Oliver, Phelps, Phillips, Pridemore, Randolph, Rea, 
ic aeXmericus V. Rice, Riddle, Robbins, Roberts, Robertson, Milton S. Robin: 
mg an, Sapp, Sayler, Scales, Sexton, Shallenberger, Shelley, Singleton, Slemons, 
William E. Smith, Springer, Steele, Stenger, Thompson, Throckmorton, Tipton, 
Richard W. Townshend, Turner, Turney, Vance, Van Vorhes, Waddell, Walker, 
‘slack, Harry White, Michael D. White, Whitthorne, Jere N. Williams, Albert S. 


Willis, Wilson, Wright, Yeates, and Young—138. . 

NoT VOTING—Messrs. Aiken, Beebe, Benedict, Bliss, Bragg. Bright, Camp, 
Tobu B. Clarke of Kentucky, Rush Clark, Collins, Dou las, . Newton Evans, 
Gause, John T. Harris, Haskell, James, Ketcham, Leonard, Ligon, Lockwood, Lor- 
ing, Money, Pugh, Quinn, Reilly, Ross, Smalls, Southard, Sparks, Starin, Stephens, 
Swann, Tucker, Veeder, Alpheus S. Williams, and Andrew Williams—36 

So the House refused to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made : 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama. My colleague, Mr. LiGon, is de- 
tained from the House on account of sickness. 

Mr. EDEN. My colleague, Mr. SPARKS, is detained from the House 
on aczount of sickness; if he were here, he would vote “no.” 

Mr. PUGH. Upon this question I am paired with Mr. REILLY; if 
he were here, he would vote “no” and I should vote “ ay.” 

Mr. MAYHAM. Iam requested by my colleague, Mr. BEEBE, of the 
fourteenth congressional district of New York, to state that he is 
paired with Mr. AMAZIAH B. JAMES, of the nineteenth congressional 
district of New York, who is absent in consequence of sickness in his 
family. 

Mr. BANNING. I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. SoutH- 
AnD, is unavoidably absent; if he were present, he would vote “no.” 

Mr. YOUNG. The gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. MoNnry, is de- 
tained from the House by indisposition; if present, he would vote 
“no,” 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. My colleague, Mr. Bricut, has been called 
home by reason of sickness in his family; on all party questions he 
is paired with the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. O°NEILL. My colleague, Mr. EVANS, is absent on account of 
sickness. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to announce that my colleagues, Mr. CAMP 
and Mr. BENEDICT, are paired on this question, and Mr. Hiscock and 
Mr. Lockwoop, of my State, are paired on this question also, 

Mr. SLEMONS. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. GausF, 
is detained at his room by indisposition; if present, he would vote 
“no.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The question recurred upon the motion of Mr. Ew1nG to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was recommitted to the committee. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I move that the Hoase do now adjourn. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


The SPEAKER. Pending that motion the Chair desires to lay be- 
fore the House certain requests for unanimous consent. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, obtained unanimous consent for the 
withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the case of 
Abraham Alstead, late second lieutenant Company A, Fifty-fifth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; and the same were referred to 
> Seats on Military Affairs, no adverse report having been 
made, 

Mr. SMITH, of Georgia, obtained nnanimons consent for the with- 
drawal from the files of the House of the papers relating to the claim 
of James Sutlire, there being no adverse report in the case; and the 
same were referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. McKENZIE asked leave to withdraw from the files of the 
House papers (discharges) in the case of Captain J. C. Bacon and H. 
C. Davis; in which cases adverse reports had been made. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the application will go to the 
committee ns the report. 


Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, asked and obtained leave to withdraw 


from the files of the House papers in the case of Thomas Johnson, of 


Virginia. 
Mr. GARDNER asked and obtained leave to withdraw from the 


files of the House papers in the case of B. D. Lakin, (no adverse 
Teport,) to be referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
0 Mr. Dwicut, for one week, on account of important business. 
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To Mr. Baker, of New York, for two weeks, on account of impor- 
tant business. 


To Mr. CoL.as, for one week. 
MENOMONEE LIGHT-HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a me- 
morial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, asking an appropriation for 
the construction of a light-house at the mouth of the harbor of Me- 
nomonee; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


LIGHT-HOUSE ON STANNARD’S ROCK, LAKE SUPERIOR. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of Wisconsin, asking for an appropriation for the erection 
of a light-house and fog-signal on Stannard’s Rock, Lake Superior; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


ONEIDA INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin for legislation to improve the condition of the 
Oneida Indians; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

RAILROAD IN NORTHERN WISCONSIN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a memorial from the 
Legislature of Wisconsin, asking the right of way and a grant of land 
for a railroad through Northern Wisconsin; which was referred to 
the Committee on Railways and Canals. 


MAIL SERVICE IN WISCONSIN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House sundry memorials of the 
Legislature of Wisconsin; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, as follows: 

For a mail-route from Stettin to Rib Falls, Marathon County ; 

For a mail-route from Barron to Sand Creek; 

For a mail-route from Berlin to Hamburgh ; 

For a mail-route from Friendship to Liberty Bluffs; 

For increased mail service in the northern part of Sauk County ; 

For increased facilities in the western part of Oconto County ; and 

For mail service from Eau Claire to Rice Lake, in Barron County. 


STURGEON BAY AND LAKE MICHIGAN CANAL, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a memorial from the 
Legislature of Wisconsin, relative to an appropriation for the Sturgeon 
Bay and Lake Michigan Canal and Harbor; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce ; 

SURVEY OF SAINT CROIX. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a memorial of the Leg- 
islature of Wisconsin, relative to an appropriation for the survey of 
Saint Croix River; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

FISH-DAMS ON FOX RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a memorial of the Leg- 
islature of Wisconsin, relative tothe construction of fish-dams on Fox 
River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


SURVEY OF WOLF RIVER. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin, relative to the survey of Wolf River from Lake 


Poygan to the mouth of Red River; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


HOURS OF LABOR IN NAVY-YARDS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Navy, in answer to a resolution of the House of 
Representatives, adopted October 22, 1877, in relation to the hours of 
labor in the navy-yards of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. POUND. I ask unanimous consent to submit for consideration 
at this time a resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Many Members. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. PHILLIPS] that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at three o’clock and 
forty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. BALLOU: The petition of Fred. A. Holden, for compensa- 
tion for property destroyed by fire while occupied by United States 
forces—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The petition of the letter-carriers of Louis- 
ville, Kentucky, for an increase of their salaries—to the Committee 
on the Post-Oftice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BLAND: The petition of Mrs. E. D. W. Hatch, widow of 
the late Colonel Reuben Hatch, to be paid the amount due her late 
husband—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOYD: The petition of Joseph F. Wilson, of Peoria, Illi- 
nois, for indemnity for the dispossession of certain lands by United 
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States authorities in Indiana—to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

By Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky: The petition of J. H. Vivion, 
and other citizens of the third district of Kentucky, for the repeal of 
the bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Southern Kentucky, that the State 
of Kentucky be divided into two judicial districts—to the same com- 
mittee, 

Also, the petition of William Watkins, to be paid $1,000 with inter- 
est from June 12, 1780, the date of the issuance of a loan-office cer- 
tificate issued to John Galbraith under a resolution of Congress of 
Jane, 1779, and held by said Watkins—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of John A. Pointer, late a private in Company H, 
Twenty-first Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, for bounty—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of R. D. Salmons, and other citizens of Simpson 
County, Kentucky, for the repeal of the bankrupt law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: The petition of John A. Kranz, of the firm of 
J.B. Smith & Co., for compensation for property used and taken by 
the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHALMERS: Papers relating to the claim of Armestead 
Burwell, for property taken by the United States Army—to the same 
committee, 

Also, a paper relating to the establishment of a post-ronte between 
Belen and Sardis, Mississippi—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CONGER: Papers relating to the claim of Ellen J. Bros- 
man, for property taken by United States authorities—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOK: The petition of James Johnson, late collector at 
Savannah, Georgia, to be relieved from the payment of a certain sum 
claimed to be due the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of John W. Mayhew, administrator, 
&c., for compensation from the Geneva award fund—to the same 
committee. 

by Mr. EAMES: The petition of Thomas A. Doyce and 1,052 other 
citizens of Providence, Rhode Island, for an increase of the salaries 
of letter-carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post Roads. 

By Mr. EICKHOFF: The petition of W. M. Force and others, of 
New York and New Jersey, to be incorporated a body-politic, with 
power to operate and maintain lines of steamers between the States 
of New York and New Jersey and the Empire of Brazil—to the Com- 
mnittee on Commerce, 

By Mr. ELLIS: The petitions of George W. Bancker, for compen- 
sation for property taken by the United States Army, and for rent of 
property in New Orleans, Louisiana—tothe Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERRETT: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, in favor of extending the time for the 
completion of the Northern Pacitic Railroad—to the Committee on 
the Pacific Railroad. 

Also, the petition of 2,501 citizens of Pittsburgh, for aid to enable 
them to occupy the public lands as homestead settlers—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. FELTON: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Cave Spring, Georgia, to Centre, Alabama—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FENN: The petition of 52 citizens of Idaho Territory, for 
the annexation of the counties of Idaho, Nez Perce, and Shoshone, in 
Idaho Territory, to the Territory of Washington—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

by Mr. FREEMAN: The petition of William L. Room and 190 
others, for the carrying out of the eight-hour law, the restoration of 
the wages of mechanics employed on the public buildings and in the 
navy-yards throughout the country, and in the Government Printing 
Oflice and other departments in Washington—to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Also, the petition of William W. Hubbell, for compensation for dam- 
ages sustained by him by reason of the use by the United States of 
his inventions in war materials—to the Commitiee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HALE: The petition of John A. Buck, A. J. Jordan, and 
others, for an appropriation to clear the channel of the Eastern Pe- 
nobscot River, Maine—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: The petition of the letter-carriers of 
Jersey City, New Jersey, for an increase of their salaries—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts: The petition of Lowell A. 
Chamberlain, first lieutenant, First Artillery, to be relieved from the 
responsibility for 203,073 pounds of coal, and that the money value 
thereof, which has been withheld from his pay, may be reimbursed 
to him—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYES: The petition of R. F. Dimmick and 246 others, 
inmates of the soldier's home at Milwaukee, Wisconsin, that the 
claims of pensioners be promptly adjusted—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTON: Papers relating to the claim of John T. Arm- 
strong for property rented, used, and bought by the United States 
authorities—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the Washington and Ohio 
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Railroad Company for railroad supplies purchased for Military , 
poses by the United States in 1561—to the same committer _ Y pur. 

By Mr. KEIFER: The petition of Sarah J, T : 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of John F. Oglevie and 118 others, for the eon.) 
ization of the bounties of soldiers of the late war—to the (, ine , 
on Military Affairs. ee 

By Mr. KIDDER: The petition of W.L. Wood and others. ¢. 
suspension of contests in timber claims until remedial lecisiat;... 
adopted—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. KILLINGER: The petition of William K. Verbeke, for eo 
pensation for supplies farnished and services rendered jy pe raiting 
soldiers for the United States Army—to the Committee oy wit 
Claims. a 

Also, the petition of citizensof Harrisburgh, Pennsylvania, that th» 
petition of W. K. Verbeke be granted—to the same cominittes, 

By Mr. KNOTT: The petition of Francis A. Page, to be paid the 
salary of a messenger on the disabled soldiers’ roll of the Doo; ; 
of the House of Representatives, from the Ist of April, 1-7 
Committee of Accounts. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of J. W. Bowling and J. §, Go) 
day, for fifty barrels of whisky libelled and sold in Kentucky })y the 
United States authorities—to the Committee of Claims. a er 

By Mr. MACKEY: The petition of R. M. Musser, to be paid the 
salary of a messenger on the disabled soldiers’ roll of the Doorkeenm 
of the House of Representatives, from the Ist of April, 1577—to tho 
Committee of Accounts. 

Also, the petition of R. W. Clarke, for compensation as a clerk j 
the Post-Otiice Department—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. MAYHAM: The petition of J, D. Hutton, to be paid the 
salary of a messenger on the disabled soldiers’ roll of the Doorkeeper 
of the Honse of Representatives, from April 1, 1877—to the Commit. 
tee of Accounts. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the heirs of Chauncy M. Lock. 
wood for carrying United States mails—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of Johanna Kuhlmann, fora pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Robert H. Flavell, for compensation for prop- 
erty lost while in the service of the United States—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of Jacob Jones and 632 citizens of 
Tioga County, Pennsylvania, for the extension of the seope and effi 
ciency of the homestead law—to the Committee on Pablic Lands. 

By Mr. MORGAN: The petition of John 8. Poindexter, that his 
military record be corrected —to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Papers relating to the claim of William M 
Pleas aml F.S. Jones for property lost through the agency of United 
States officials—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Nannie Spencer, administratrix of Warren 
Fovor, for compensation for cord-wood furnished the United States— 
to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Spencer & Mead against tle 
Kansas tribe of Indians for goods sold to them—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. REA: Resolutions of the Legislature of Missouri, remon- 
strating against the removal of the Sioux Indians to the Indian Ter- 
ritory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, the petition of 45 citizens of Rochester, Missouri, for a sys- 
tem of finance that will free our country from coin redemption—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, the petitions of the letter-carriers and citizens of Saint Jo- 
seph, Missouri, for an increase of the salaries of letter-carricrs—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: The petition of Elizabeth Teagarden, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph M. Cum 
ming and others, for compensation for property seized by United 
States revenue officials—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: The petition of Charles 8. Reisinger, to be 
oak the salary of a messenger on the disabled soldiers’ roll of the 
Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives from the Ist of Apri, 
1877—to the Committee of Accounts. 5 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON : A paper relating to the establishment 
of a post-route from Granbury, by way of Centreville, to Weather- 
ford, Texas—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. THORNBURGH: The petition of W. H. Newlee, adwinis- 
trator of the estate of J. G. Newlee, deceased, for pay for property 
taken by the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WAIT: The petition of William R. Bennett and others, for 
compensation for property destroyed by the United States Army \ 
Florida—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WARNER: The petition of Ann McManus, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. x ba 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of the heirs of Matth , 
Allison to be refunded money illegally taken from said Allison by the 
United States authorities—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of New York: The petition of Rodman G. Mou! 
ton, for compensation for property taken by the United States Army 
—to the same committee. 
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IN SENATE. 


TuurspDAy, November 1, 1 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
‘nal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
REGENT OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT ap pointed Mr. _ WITHERS regent on the 
part of the Senate of the Smithsonian Institution, under the provis- 
ions of the Revised Statutes relative to that institution, to fill the 
vacancy occasioned by the expiration of the term of service as Sena- 
tor, of Mr. John W. Stevenson. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Dakota, in favor of the vacation of the 
Indian reservation north of Beaver River in that Territory, set apart 
by order of the President of the United States, November 26, 1576; 
whieh was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of Dakota 
Territory, in favor of Congress granting a right of way to a railroad 
and telegraph line over the public domain from Fort Abraham Lin- 
colu to the Little Missouri River; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also presented the petition of H. Josiah Austin and others, citi- 
zens of Sank County, Wisconsin, praying for an appropriation by 
Congress for the completion of the Fox River improvement; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MAXEY presented the petition of the Houston, Trinity, and 
Tyler Railroad Company, of Texas, praying compensation for railroad 
iron taken by the military authorities for the use of the United States 
at Galveston, in 1865; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG presented the petition of Richard H. Wade and 
others, letter-carriers of the city of Saint Joseph, Missouri, praying 
for an increase of compensation; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Kansas City, 
Missouri, in favor of the repeal of the resumption act and the remone- 
tization of silver; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution of the Merchants’ Exchange, of Saint 
Louis, Missouri, in favor of the repeal of the bankrupt law; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MERRIMON presented the petition of Rev. William A. Julian 
and others, citizens of the county of Rowan, North Carolina, praying 
for the establishment of a post-route from China Grove to Edmund- 
stonville, in that State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of Joseph Williams, of the 
District of Columbia, praying for compensation for additional labor 
and material furnished in the erection of the Jefferson school bnild- 
ing, in that District, by reason of changes in the plan of the building 
after the execution of the contract for the erection of the same ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


SURPLUS DOCUMENTS, 


I am instructed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a resolution for the disposition of surplus doc- 
uments, to report it back without amendment and with a favorable 
ec I ask for its present consideration. 
Chere being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the fol- 
lowing resolution snbmitted by Mr. MoRRILL on the 22d ultimo: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he hereby is, in- 
structed and directed to cause the proper officers under him, as soon as practi- 
eand numerically arrange duplicate sets of all bills and 

Representatives now on file in the docu- 
ntoand including the Forty-first Congress, (March 4, 1871;) and 
inter is hereby authorized and directed to bind the same; and that 
ise the tiles of all executive and miscellaneous documents and reports of 
comtuittees for the same period to be reduced to ten copies of each document and 
pting always the annual reports of the heads of Departments and 

‘Teaus, reports of a scientific nature, and surveys, and to dispose of the surplus 


aper, the proceeds of the sale of which shall be turned into the contin- 
of the Senate. 


Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the resolution by striking out the 
ast clause, in the following words : 


pose of the surplus as waste 
rned into the contingent fund ort © Senate. 
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And in lieu thereof inserting: 


And dispose of the surplus bills and resolutions as waste paper, the proceeds of 
the sale of which shall be turned into the contingent fund of the Senate; but all 
surplus documents and reports he shall turn over to che Secretary of the Interior 
to enable him to complete, as far as possible, the sets of congressional documents 
distributed to institutions already designated, or that shall hereafter be designated, 
in accordance with the provisions of law, as depositories of public documents. 

I believe the amendment has the assent of the chairman of the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. ANTHONY. A project was before the committee to dispose 
of the whole of these surplus documents and papers to the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, but it did not meet with our approbation. This 
amendment, however, only disposes of the surplus reports to the De- 
partment of the Interior, rendering the bills and resolutions liable to 
be used for waste paper; and I see no objection to it. 

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to hear the amendment again read. 
It seems to me that it is a little broader than the committee under- 
stood it to be. I believe it specifies surplus documents and reports. 
“Documents” inclade bills, and there is a very large amount of worth- 
less trash that would be embraced by the term. 

Mr. HOAR. The word “document,” I suppose, has a technical 
sense. The amendment expressly provides that surplus bills shall be 
destroyed as waste paper. 

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to hear the amendment again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed amendment. 

Mr. SARGENT. As it is now read, it corresponds with the verbal 
explanation made by the chairman of the committee. I had not 
heard it aright before. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I should like very well to know just how broad the 
amendment is to be in its operation. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HAMLIN. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, I will 
state more specifically the information which I want. A very large 
number of bills are introduced and, perhaps, never reported upon, 
which I think it would be very wise and well to dispose of in the 
manner provided by the resolution ; but there are many bills reported 
upon favorably by committees which are not finally acted upon, and 
it is certainly a very great convenience to Senators to have enough of 
that class of bills reserved on our files for subsequent use, without 
compelling the manual labor of redrafting them all. Iask if this pro- 
vision would prevent that? If not, I have no objection to it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I believe neither the resolution nor 
the amendment has been printed, so as to give Senators an oppor- 
tunity of looking over it; and as a day can make no difference what- 
ever, I ask the Senator having the resolution in charge to allow it to 
lie over until to-morrow, so that it may be printed and we can see 
exactly what it is. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The resolution has been printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Not withthe amendment; and I do 
not even recollect having seen the resolution. If it makes no differ- 
ence to the Senator, let the resolution and proposed amendment be 
printed and lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island assents 
to that arrangement; and if there be no objection the resolution will 
lie over, and, together with the proposed amendment, will be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 51) for the relief of Albert 
Towle, postmaster at Beatrice, Nebraska, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration, and that it be re-referred to the Committee 
on Finance; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Ido not rise for the purpose of reporting a 
bill, but tostate the reasons why the committee do not report it. The 
bill (S. No. 151) to amend section 2306 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States was referred to the Committee on the Revision of the 
Laws. The committee find the bill in proper form for an amend- 
ment to the’ revision, but it alters the law as it was at the time of 
the revision, and as it still is, in reference to the disposition of the 
public lands. We think, therefore, that it ought to goto the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. I therefore report it back and ask.for an 
order that this change of reference be made. 

The order was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MERRIMON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 183) to establish a post-road in North Caro- 
lina; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Comwit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 184) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Navy to transfer to the Secretary of the Interior, for entry and 
sale, all lands in the State of Florida not needed for naval purposes ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
| Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CONKLING asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1*5) to amend section 2931 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States so as to allow repayment by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury of the tonnage tax where it has been exacted 


in contravention of treaty provisions; which was read twice by its 
title. 
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Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I do not understand precisely the 
effect of this bill as it stands. I introduce it by request, and I am 
assured that it is in substance, or literally, the same as a bill reported 
by the Committee on Finance which recently received the approval 
of the Senate. I have supposed that to be so, although I am not 
prepared to give absolute assurance of that fact. I ask that the 
papers accompanying the bill go with it, and that all be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill and papers will be so referred. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have been requested to introduce a bill to _* 
vide for the settlement of tax-lien certificates erroneously issued by 
the late authorities of the District of Columbia. I know nothing 
about the bill, and offer it without expressing any opinion in regard 
to its merits or committing myself to its provisions. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 146) to provide for the settlement of tax-lien certificates erro- 
neously issued by the late authorities of the District of Columbia ; 
which was read twice by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, if there be no objection. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. It seems to me that it ought to be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. It involves legal questions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Lllinois desire 
that reference? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I merely suggest it. It seems to me it 
ought to be referred to that committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have no objection to its taking that reference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURNSIDE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 187) authorizing the Commissioner of 
Patents to rehear the application of Stephen V. Benét for patent for 
cartridges; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 188) amendatory of the act entitled “ An act 
for the relief of the heirs and next of kin of James B. Armstrong, 
deceased,” approved March 3, 1873; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GORDON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 189) to amend the record of 
military service of Seth Bonney ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 190) for the relief of Davidson Dickson and 
others, of Van Buren, Arkansas; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MCDONALD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 191) for the relief of John Fletcher; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 

Ordered, That the petitioners in the case of the claim of Asa Falkner and others 
have leave to withdraw their petition and papers from the files. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at twelve o’clock and 
forty minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 












HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, November 1, 1877. 


The House met at 12 m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Joun 
Porsan, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that a number of gentle- 
men who were not present on last Monday desire to introduce bills 
for reference. If there be no objection the Chair will recognize gen- 
tlemen for that purpose. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DURHAM. I desire to offer a resolution pertaining to the 
organization of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman for that 
purpose after this order has been gone through with. 

ISABEL DUNBAR. 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 806) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Isabel Dunbar, widow of Daniel Dunbar, late first 
engineer, steamer Victor No. 2; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


relief of W. C. Spencer; which was read a first and secon 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, arfd ordered a 
printed. ~ oe 


judiciary of the District of Columbia, and to expedite the 
tration of justice in said district ; which was read a first and ge. 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to | 

printed. P ee 


John Jones, Randolph H. Ramsey, and William G. Sauterman ; w) 


ie 
W. C. SPENCER, 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 807 for t] 


} 
L tin 


EAGLE AND PHCENIX MANUFACTURING COMPANY 


Mr. HARRIS, of Georgia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 208) for the 


relief of the Eagle and Pheenix Manufacturing Company of Colum), 
Georgia ; which was read a first and second time, re a 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed 


ferred to the 


JUDICIARY OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. KNOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 809) to re-org 


anize the 
admin 5 
ond 


GEORGE F. SAWYER. 
Mr. HART introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 22) asking for tle 


re-appointment of George F’. Sawyer to his former position jy tho 
Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Cow. 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. - 


JOHN JONES AND OTHERS. 
Mr. CANDLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 810) for the relief of 


Hen 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Cains 


and ordered to be printed. 


REIMBURSEMENT TO GEORGIA. 
Mr. BELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 811) to refund to the Stat: 


of Georgia certain money expended by said State for the common 
defense in 1777; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ROBERT A. M’DONALD. 


Mr. STENGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 812) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert A. McDonald; which was read a first and second time. 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to \y 
printed. 

MARKET-HOUSE IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 813) to provide for 
building a market-house on square 446 in the City of Washington, 
District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PHILIP THORN. 

Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 814) to place on t! 
pension-rolls the name of Philip Thorn; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed, 

CAROLINE STIEF. 


Mr. MORRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 815) to place on 
the pension-rolls the name of Caroline Stief; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT TOPEKA, KANSAS. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 816) to provide for a build 
ing for the use of the post-office, circuit and district courts, and other 
Government offices at Topeka, Kansas, to be erected on grounds 
heretofore purchased by the United States for such purpose; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Publi 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


STENOGRAPHERS FOR JUDGE ADVOCATES. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 817) authorizing the ap- 
pointment of stenographers by the judge advocates of the several 
military departments; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee-on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH A. M. CHAMBERLAIN. 
_ Mr. RYAN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H.R. No. 
818) granting a pension to Sarah A. M. Chamberlain and minor chil- 
dren ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Cou- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOAB SPENCER AND JAMES R. MEAD. 

Mr. RYAN also, by nnanimous consent, introduced a bill (H.R. No. 
819) for the relief of Joab Spencer and James R. Mead for supplics 
furnished the Kansas tribe of Indians; which was read a first atl 
second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. RYAN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H.R. No. 
820) to amend section 4709 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred te the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM CARRUTHERS. 


Mr. WAIT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. *2!) 
for the relief of William Carruthers; which was read a first and see- 








1977. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 209 
- — 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered | sion to William R. Browne ; which was read a first and second time, 


aie printed referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
yo ve . = > 
<oORWICH AND NEW YORK TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. printed. 
NOR - . ‘ : JOHN H. LONG. 
Mr. WAIT also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. — : — oo ; Li 
N for the relief of the Norwich and New York Transportation | Mr, BAKER, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 838) for the 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the | relief of Dr. John H. Long; which was read a first and second time, 
Cowp rm ol Claims, and ordered to be printed. referred to the Committec on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 
ym Lee . : 
— JACKSON LAVENBURG. W. L. PARVIN AND H. A. GREENE. 
POLLARD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. | . Mr. EAMES introduced a bill (11. R. No. 839) for the relief of Wash- 
a ) for the relief of Jackson Lavenburg, late postmaster at | ™gton L. Parvin and Henry A. Greene, late captains of California 
No. ain Missouri; which was read a first and second time, referred volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


| ~ Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
to the VAN B. BOWERS. HANNAIL A. RICHARDSON, 
Mr. POLLARD also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. Mr. JOYCE introduced a bill (H. R. No, 340) granting a pension to 


» \,,. 324) for the relief of Van B. Bowers, postmaster at Bucklin, Hannah A. Richardson, late widow of Alanson Kitteridge, late a 
= : a ois which was read a first and second time, referred to the | PTivate in the Fourth Vermont Volunteers; ; which was read a first 
Missouri; 


>? 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
omittee ’ 7 " 
JOHN T. ELLIS. 


ordered to be printed. 
, s , JOHN D. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. POLLARD also, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H.| yy. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 841) for the relief of 
ft. No. 825) increasing the pension of John I. Ellis; which was read John D. Cummings, of the town of Barre, in the county of Washing 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- ton and State of Vermont; which was read a first and second time, 
sions, and ordered to be printed. referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


REPEAL OF BANKRUPT LAW. printed. 
Mr. POLLARD also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H- OVID H. CLARK. 
lt. No. 826) to repeal the bankrupt law ; which was read a first and Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 842) granting a pen- 


second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered | sion to Ovid H. Clark, late a private in Company F, Fifth Vermont 
to be printed. Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, re- 
MILES BARBER. ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

Mr. POLLARD also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. printed. 


R. No. 827) increasing the pension of Miles Barber; which was read WILLIAM LAMB. 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 843) for the relief of 
sions, and ordered to be printed. William Lamb, late a private in Company C, Eleventh Vermont Vol- 
SAMUEL MERCER AND MARY F. MERCER, unteers ; which was real a first and second time, referred to the 
Mr. O'NEILL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. Committee on Invalid Pensions, -_ Senees to be printed. 
823) granting a pension to Samuel Mercer and Mary F. Mercer; which MARY MARTIN. 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on In- Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 844) granting a pen- 


yalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. sion to Mary Martin, mother by adoption of James R. Martin, late a 


private in the Regiment Vermont Volunteers ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 





REPEAL OF TAX ON SAVINGS-BANKS. 

Mr. BALLOU, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
8) to exempt from taxation savings-banks and institutions having 
no capital stock ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH TEAGARDEN. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER, by unanimon : consent, introduced a bill | 
(II. R. No. 830) granting a pension to Elizabeth Teagarden; which 
was read a tirst and second time, referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF VERGENNES BASIN. 

Mr. JOYCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 845) making appropria- 
tions for the improvement of Vergennes Basin and Otter Creek, in 
the State of Vermont ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS C. YOUNG. 

Mr. CUMMINGS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 846) for the relief of 
Thomas C. Young, late a private in Company F, Thirty-ninth lowa 
Infantry ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CALIFORNIA PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 

Mr. DENISON, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 831) relating to the equitable and legal rights of parties in pos- SUSAN ROBB 
session of certain lands and improvements thereon in California, and Mr. MITCHELL introd cs CH 'R No. 847) for t] lief of 
rd jurisdiction to determine those rights ; which was read - ices ‘Robb > ada aa . first ina seibosttdh ans fen r 7 - the 
inst and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land | © S ouien ne : err , 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT TOWLE. FRANCIS B. M’NAMARA., 

Mr. WELCH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. Mr. MITCHELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 848) for the relief 
832) for the relief of Albert Towle, postmaster at Beatrice, Nebraska ; of Francis B. McNamara, of Coudersport, Potter County, Pennsylva- 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on | 2!#; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

He also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 833) ABRAHAM ALSTEAD. 
for the relief of Albert Towle, postmaster at Beatrice, Nebraska; | Mr, SMITH, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (IH. R. No. 849) for 
Ww hich was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on | the relief of Abraham Alstead, late a second lieutenant of Company 
the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. A, Fifty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers ; which was read 

C. H. FREDERICK. a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
_Mr. WELCH also, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. cak-quteael to So puinted. ee a = 
No. ®34) for the relief of C. H. Frederick, late lieutenant-colonel DANIEL W. PERKINS. 
Ninth Missouri Infantry ; which was read a first and second time, Mr. ELLSWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 850) for the relief 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be | of Daniel W. Perkins, of East Saginaw, Michigan ; which was read a 
printed. first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 

ordered to be printed. 
MOBILE MARINE DOCK COMPANY. 

Mr. FORNEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 851) for the relief of the 
Mobile Marine Dock Company ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


PATRICK MAGINNIS. 
Mr. CASWELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 835) granting a pension to Patrick Maginnis; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


GENEVA AWARD, 


; a LAPHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 836) re-establishing the 
f the ay ouumissioners of Alabama claims and for the distribution | fr, HARDENBERGH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 852) repeali 

. cies : > ; . =NBERG f . R. No. 852) repealing 
an ool ee eho of the Geneva award ; which was read | the use of stamps on bank-checks ; which was read a first and second 
and ordered to = uvinted. erred to the Committee on the Judiciary, | time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 


be printed, 
WILLIAM R. BROWNE. NATHANIEL G. SMITH. 
Mr. LAPHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 837) granting a pen- | Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, introduced a Dill (H. R. No, 853) for 


VIl4 


STAMP ON BANK-CHECKS, 
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the relief of Nathaniel G. Smith, late postmaster at Flemington, New 
Jersey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


INLAND-MAIL TRANSPORTATION, 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 854) making 
appropriations for inland-mail transportation on star routes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed 

J. M. WAIDE, 

Mr. THROCKMORTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 855) for the 
relief of J. M. Waide, of Denton County, Texas; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SUSANNA MARBLR, 


SURVEY OF NEW RIVER, VIRGINIA, 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 869) for the e 
of New River, from the lead mines in Wythe to the mouth of W 
in Grayson County, Virginia; which was read a first and second t 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


irvey 
printed, 
UNITED STATES COURTS IN MISSISSIPPI, 

Mr. MULDROW introduced a bill (H. R. No. 870) to amend the 
several acts in relation to the northern judicial district of the < 7 
of Mississippi, and to provide for the times and places of holding ee 
district courts of the United States therein in future; which’ y. 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi. 


| ciary, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 856) for | 


the relief of Susanna Marble and other heirs of Able 8. Lee; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on In- | 


dian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS J, RHODES. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 857) for 
the relief of Thomas J. Rhodes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOUN JACKSON, 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 858) for 
the relief of John Jackson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY C. SMITH. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 859) for 
the relief of Henry C. Smith; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 

JEROME M’ALISTER. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 860) for 
the relief of Jerome McAlister; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 

W. A. WESTOVER. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 861) for 
the relief of W. A. Westover; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 

Z. W. RAINS. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 862) for 
the relief of Z. W. Rains; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A. V. NEELEY. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 863) for 
the relief of A. V. Neeley ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOUN LARNES. 


Mr. TITROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 864) for 
the relief of John Larnes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN DANVILLE, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. CABELL introduced a bill (HH. R. No. 865) to provide for the 
erection of public buildings in the town of Danville, Virginia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF SECTION 3251 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. CABELL also introdneed a bill (H.R. No. 866) to repeal so 
much of section 3251 of the Revised Statutes and of subsequent or 
existing laws as imposes a revenue tax upon spirits distilled from 
apples, peaches, and other fruits; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 


COTTON AND TOBACCO SEIZED BY GOVERNMENT SINCE APRIL 10, 1865. 


Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (11. R. No. 867) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay the owners thereof the value of all 
cotton and tobacco seized under the direction of the Treasury, or any 
other Department of the Government, since April 10, 1365; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF STAUNTON RIVER. 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (IH. R. No. 868) for the survey 
of Staunton River, from Roanoke Station, in the county of Charlotte, 
to Brook Neal, in the county of Camvbell, Virginia; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


a  —  _——————— 


GEORGE H. LEE. 

Mr. MULDROW also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 871) for the relies 
of the estate of George H. Lee, of Lowndes County, Mississipi, i 
ceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SUY CARTY LEVEE. 

Mr. KNAPP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 872) appropriating &75,000 
for repairs upon the Suy Carty levee, along the Mississippi Rive; 
in the State of Illinois; which was read a first and second time, re. 
ferred to the Committee on Mississippi Levees, and ordered t 
printed. 


re- 


0 be 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPsON, one of its clerks, jp. 
formed the House that the Senate had increased from nine to eleven 
the number of members on the committee upon the subject of the vote 
for President and Vice-President, and that Messrs. EpMuUNps, Conk. 
LING, Howr, MCMILLAN, TELLER, Davis of Lilinois, Bayarp, Tuve.- 
MAN, aud MorGaN had been appointed said committee. 

B. B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. HOUSE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 873) for the 
relief of B. B. Taylor, of Murfreesborough, Tennessee ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims. 
and ordered to be printed. 


CUMMINGS, DOYLE & CO. 

Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 874) for the relief of 
Cummings, Doyle & Co. and Doyle & Co., of Nashville, Tennessee; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee: 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. Tl. BUCHANAN, 

Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 875) for the relief of 
A. H. Buchanan, of Nashville, Tennessee ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARTHA A. STEVENS. 

Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 876) for the relief of 
Martha A. Stevens, of Davidson County, Tennessee ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred te the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

D. W. AND M. H. GLASSIE. 

Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 877) for the relief of 
D. W. and Minna H. Glassie and Joseph C. Nash, of Nashville, Ten- 
nessee ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES SCOTT AND OTHERS. 

Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 878) for the relief of 
James Scott and others, loyal citizens of Tennessee ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF DUTY ON GRAIN-SACKS, ETC. 


Mr. LUTTRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 879) repealing the 
duty on grain-sacks and bagging used for grain, cotton, and w ol, 
and on burlaps and gunny cloths ; which was read a first and secoud 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF SACRAMENTO RIVER. 


Mr. LUTTRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 980) to appro- 
priate money to improve the navigation of the Sacramento River; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF FEATHER RIVER. 

Mr. LUTTRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 881) to appee 
priate money for the improvement of the navigation of Feather River, 
in California; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PARDON OF DESERTERS. 


Mr. LUTTRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 8&2) for the par- 
don of certain deserters from the United States Army in 1545; wii h 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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GEORGE HUSTON. 


-TPTRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 883) granting a 
Mr. LUTTRELI ans which was read a first and second time, 


pension to George 


. 2 7 ; ; y 
Mferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 


BRANCH MINT AT KANSAS CITY. 

\NKLIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 854) to provide for the 

- i lishment of a branch mint of the United States at the city of 
K. a in the State of Missouri ; which was read a first and second 
= referred to the Committe on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 
and ordered to be printed. 
“i MILITARY ROAD IN IDAHO. 

Mr. FENN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 885) making appropriations 
f i ‘military road from Fort Boisé to Fort Lapwai, Idaho Territory ° 
a ich was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CLEARWATER RIVER, IDAHO. 

Mr. FENN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 886) making appropria- 
tions for the improvement of Clearwater River, in Idaho Territory ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

L. F. CARTEE, 

Mr. FENN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 887) for the relief of L. 
F ‘Cartee; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES M’GREGOR. 


Mr. FENN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 888) for the relief of 
James MeGregor; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. FR 


MRS, E. D. W. HATCH. 


Mr. BLA@D introduced a bill (H. R. No. 889) for the relief of Mrs. 
E. D. W. Hatch, of Phelps County, Missouri; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

AMOS AND ELIZA J. WHITEHAIR. 


Mr. VAN VORHES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 890) allowing a 
pension to Amos Whitehair and to Eliza J. Whitehair, children of 
Emery D. Whitehair, late a private Company F, Third Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be rinted. 

CATHARINE SHEETS. 


Mr. VAN VORHES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 891) granting 
a pension to Catharine Sheets, widow of Daniel Sheets, late captain 
of Company C, Seventeenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
to her minor son, Willie Sheets; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
OSCAR B. NOTT. 


Mr. VAN VORHES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 892) granting 
a pension to Oscar B. Nott, late a private in Company K, a hun- 
dred and sixty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


NAVAL GRADUATES OF CLASS OF 1870. 


Mr. VAN VORHES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 893) to arrange 
the members of the class of 1870, graduates of the United States 
Naval Academy, now serving in the Navy as masters, on the masters’ 
list; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY M. DAVIS. 


Mr. VAN VORHES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 894) for the 
relief of Henry M. Davis, legal representative of the late Milton I. 
Davis, sergeant Ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PETER M. WARD. 
Mr. VAN VORHES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 895) for the 
relief of Peter M. Ward, late of Company E, Fourth West Virginia 
Volunteers ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
W. D. L. STANLEY. 

Mr. VAN VORHES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 896) for the 
removalof the charge of desertion from Private William D. L. Stanley, 
| ompany I, Ninety-second Ohio Volunteers ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


» NOTE AND COIN CURRENCY. 
. Mr. WARD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 897) to provide 
— note and coin currency for the United States; which was 
‘ad a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 
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WASHINGTON, CINCINNATI AND SAINT LOUIS RAILROAD. 


Mr. SCHLEICHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 898) to aid the Wash- 
ington, Cincinnati and Saint Louis Railroad Company to construct 
a narrow-gauge railroad from tide-water to the cities of Saint Louis 
and Chicago; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Railroads and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM K. VERBEKE. 

Mr. KILLINGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 899) for the relief of 
William K. Verbeke, of Harrisburgh, Pennsylvania; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to tlhe Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

E. J. RUSSELL. 


Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 900) granting a pen- 
sion to the widow of E. J. Russell, sergeant Company A, First Mary- 
land Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN 8. LUFF. 

Mr. WREN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 901) for the relief of John 
S. Laff; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


QUALIFICATION OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. RYAN. My colleague, Mr. Haskell, who has net been sworn 
in, is now present. 

Mr. DupLEY C. HASKELL, Representative-elect from the second 
congressional district of Kansas, presented himself and was duly 
qualified by taking the test oath prescribed by the act of July 2, 1862. 


ELECTRICAL ANNUNCIATORS FOR THE HALL. 

Mr. POUND. 
lution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be instructed to 
ascertain whether it is tenn spe a to provide suitable electrical annunciators for 
this Hall to enable members at their respective seats, without noise, to call pages ; 
and to report as early as practicable by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. SAYLER. I must object to anything more than the reference 
of this resolution to the committee. I have no disposition to oppose 
the resolution ; but it seems to me the committee should not be abso- 
lutely instructed; that the subject should simply be referred to them 
for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin object to the 
reference of the resolution? 

Mr. POUND. Not at all. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

MESSENGER FOR REPORTERS OF DEBATES. 

Mr. DURHAM submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Accounts: 

Resolved, That one messenger be added to the list of messengers under the Door- 


keeper of the House, to be assigned to duty to the room of the official reporters of 
debates. 


I ask unanimous consent to offer the following reso- 


ADDITIONAL 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
lowing resolution : 

Reaolved, That Thomas G. Bryan be appointed a page in addition to the pages 
authorized by law. 

I introduce this proposition at the request of gentlemen on both 
sides, including my friend from Pennsylvania, Judge KELLEY. This 
is a page who has been here a long time, and will be highly useful in 
instructing the other pages. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 


MEXICAN BORDER OF TEXAS. 


Mr. SCHLEICHER, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution ; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate to the House of Rep 
resentatives, so far as in his judgment may be compatible with the public interest, 
all information in his possession referring to the condition of the Mexican border 
in Texas and to any recent violation of the territory of the United States by in 
cursions from Mexico. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REPORT OF MONETARY COMMISSION. 

Mr. HENDERSON, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred, under the law, to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the report and accompanying documents of the 
United States monetary commission organized under the joint resolution of August 
15, 1876, be printed for the use of this House. 

CIRCUIT 

Mr. CHALMERS. 
resolution : 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be requested to report 
to this House as soon as practicable how often the United States circuit judge for 
the district of Mississippi has held the circuit court of the United States in that 


State during the last two years, and if there has been any failure to bold said court 
to report the cause or causes of said failure 


PAGE. 
I ask unanimous consent to offer the fol- 


JUDGE FOR MISSISSIPPI DISTRICT. 


I ask unanimous consent to offer the following 
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: Mr. DUNNELL. I object. 


5 WITHDRAWAL OF TROOPS FROM SOUTHERN STATES. 


Mr.GOODE. I ask unanimous consent to offer the resolation which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That in the judgment of this House the action of the President in 
withdrawing the Federal troops from the States of South Carolina and Louisiana 
was wise, just, and constitutional; that it has contributed in a large degree to the 
restoration of peace and harmony throaghout the country, and is entitled to receive 
the cordial support of ail men who realize that, whether we live in the North or in 
the South, in the East or in the West, we have but “one country, one Constita- 
tion, and one destiny.” 


Mr. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let it be referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. [ Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made the resolution is not before 
the House. 

Mr. HALE. 


I object. 


I call for the regular order. 
REPEAL OF RESUMPTION ACT. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the morning 
hour commences at twelve minutes before one o’clock. The regular 
order is the unfinished business coming over from the morning hour 
of yesterday. 

Mr. EWING. The question, I believe, ison my motion to reconsider 
the vote recommitting to the Committee on Banking and Currency 
the bill to repeal the third section of the resumption act. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the House recommitted the bill (H. R. No. 805) to re- 
peal the third section of the act entitled “An act to provide for the 
resumption of specie payments.” 

Mr. EWING. I move the previous question. 

Mr. EAMES. Will the gentleman yield to me for one minute ? 

Mr. EWING. For what purpose ? 

Mr. EAMES. I want to inquire what arrangement the gentleman 
proposes to make in regard to the consideration of this bill ; whether 
it is proposed to allow any discussion upon it or not. I presume that 
the motion to reconsider opens the whole question, and for that 
reason I make this inquiry now, sothat, as one member, I may under- 
stand what is the purpose, whether to pass the bill without discussion 
or to allow debate upon the question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to suggest that the bill is not 
now before the House. The question is on the reconsideration of the 
vote by which it was recommitted. 

Mr. GARFIELD. But before entering at all upon this matter, we 
desire to know, if we may, what the purpose is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no objection whatever to any 
understanding. 

Mr. EWING. If permitted, I will state that it is the desire of the 
committee to have ample discussion of the provisions of the bill; 
but as it comes up in the morning hour, the opportunity for debate 
must be very much more restricted than if the measure were pending 
outside of the morning hour. The committee, under the cireum- 
stances, feeling there is some probability at least of a very early 
adjournment of Congress, have instructed me when the bill is before 
the House to ask unanimous consent that debate may continue on 
it to-day until 3 o’clock with the understanding that the previous 
question shall then be demanded upon its passage. 

Mr. CONGER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio whether 
that includes the opportunity of offering amendments to the bill. 

Mr. EWING. The committee instructed me to yield to the gentle- 
man from Illinois (Mr. Fort] to offer the amendment which he at- 
tempted to offer yesterday, and which is printed with the bill, before 
demanding the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to suggest to the gentleman 
from Ohio that in asking consent for the one purpose stated he can 
at the same time ask consent that the bill be taken out of the morn- 
ing hour, which will bring it into the House for consideration, and 
then debate can continue until such time as the sense of the House 
can be tested whether the debate shall further continue or the vote 

shall be taken on the passage of the amendment and bill. 

Mr. HALE. That would leave the rest of the morning hour to the 
same committee to report. 

The SPEAKER. It would if that committee had further reports to 
make ; if not, then the other committees of the House would be called 
in regular order for reports. 

Mr. HALE. But if that committee has another report to submit, it 

would be entitled to the remainder of the hour. 
. The SPEAKER. The committee have occupied but one hour, and 
; under the rules it is entitled to occupy two hours, as the gentleman 
7 from Maine will recollect. 
; Mr. EWING. In reply to the suggestion of the gentleman from 
} Maine, I will state that the Committee on Banking and Currency 
: have at this time no other report to submit. 
; Mr. CONGER. The gentleman from Ohio has failed to answer the 
ia inquiry which I put to him. He has stated that he is instructed by 
; the committee to permit the amendment of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. ForT] to be offered ; but he has failed to state whether any 
otber amendment can be submitted. Will he inform the House now 
i whether he has or has not been instructed by the committee to per- 
mit any other amendment to be offered to the bill? 
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Mr. EWING. Iam not instracted by the committee 
to yield the floor to the gentleman from Lllinois to offe 
ment already indicated. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman state whether the }j 
open to amendment? 

The SPEAKER. That remains for the House to determina 
the Chair understands it the proposition of the gentleman from ¢ as 
who reported the bill is, under the instructions of the committe. 
permit the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois to be offered a 
pending, upon which of course there will be a vote of the Hoyse 
the House desires, however, to vote on other amendments the re ned 
on the part of the majority of the House is to vote down the deman . 
for the previous question, and that throws the bill open to amen, 
ment. Such has been the usual course. a 

Mr. CONGER. But the gentleman from Ohio is askin 
the House to take this bill out of the morning hour, and that can be 
prevented by a single objection. Any member of the House can pre- 
vent his proceeding in the manner indicated, and what I ask may je 
in the nature of a condition before giving unanimous consent. ~— 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is only asking unap; 
mous consent that the bill may be taken out of the morning hour to 
take its place after the morning hour, which, in the opinion of 4 
Chair, is in the direction of amendment and free discussion, 

Mr. CONGER. But in lieu of that I wish to know whether ¢), 
gentleman from Ohio, before that consent is granted, will agree “i 
allow amendments to be offered to the bill when it is up for consid. 
eration ; that is, amendments other than the amendment of the gep. 
tleman from Illinois to which reference has been made? 7 

Mr. EWING. It will be my desire and that of the committee to 
have the sense of the House taken on any amendments which may 
be offered, unless it shall appear that the admission of such amend 
ments will tend to prevent final action on the bill at this called ses 
sion. 

The SPEAKER. It does not interfere with, but rather facilitates 
the consideration of the bill by taking it out of the mornigg hour. 

Mr. CONGER. If weare permitted to have the opportunity to sub. 
mit amendments when the bill comes up for consideration, we do not 
object to its being taken out of the morning hour; but if that be not 
granted to us, we will take such course as we may think to be desir- 
able. 

Mr. EWING. I can make no further agreement in advance. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the gentleman whether at the proper time he 
will permit amendments to be offered to this bill? 

Mr. EWING. I can make no agreement just now further than | 
have already proposed. 

Mr. VANCE. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business being demanded, the 
Chair will submit to the House the question whether there is consent 
that the bill shall be taken out of the morning hour to be considered 
at the expiration of the morning hour ? 

Mr. CONGER. I object. 

Mr. SAYLER. I rise to a question of parliamentary usage and 
practice and right, as to the disposition of this bill. If I understand 
it, the morning hour does not expire necessarily at the lapse of sixty 
minutes, but only by the coming up of some business of a higher 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour does not close unless a member 
calls for the regular order. 

Mr. SAYLER. But suppose there is no business of a higher priv: 
lege at the expiration of sixty minutes than the business then under 
discussion, the morning hour does not expire, but, as I understand it, 
continues beyond the hour. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called, it would be the 
duty of the Chair to recognize the committees of the House that 
have the right to report at any time; for instance, the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. SAYLER. I concede that. But suppose the Committee on 
Appropriations does not want to present a report, if no gentleman 
from the committee rises to make a report and no gentleman rises to 
make a report from any other privileged committee and there is no 
business of higher privilege than the business under discussion, (eu, 
I say, the morning hour does not lapse at the expiration of sixty 
minutes. 5 

The SPEAKER. It has been the practice, as stated by the geutle 
man from Qhio, { Mr. SAYLER,] to allow the morning hour to continue 
in that way unless objection is made thereto. ; : 

Mr. MORRISON. But suppose the regular order is called for, will 
not that require the Speaker to call for reports of committees; that 
is, to call the committees in their order for reports? . 

The SPEAKER. But in the case supposed the morning hour has 
expired, and the Speaker cannot call committees for reports after the 
expiration of the morning hour. - ' 

r. SPRINGER. I cali the attention of the Chair to Rule 54, which 
provides : 


further tha; 
r the amend 


ll will ky 


and 
ouse, |f 


£ consent of 


After one hour shall have been devoted to reports from committees and - 
lutions, it shall be in order, pending the consideration or discussion there > 
entertain a motion that the House do now proceed to dispose of the business 
the Speaker's table and to the orders of the day. 


Now, if when that motion shall be entertained under this rule the 
House shall vote it down, then we will continue in the morning hour. 









There are several motions which conclude the 


The SPEAKER. 
“ ing hour after the regular order is called. 





aaa ypriations have the right to report at any time the general appro- 
ati se pills. Their exercise of that right would close the morning 
tion bills. 


our. It is also in order to move to proceed to business on the Speak- 
“i table. ‘That also wonld dispose of the morning hour. So itisin 
aad er to move to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the President’s message, ayd that would 
close the morning hour. : 

Mr. SAYLER. That is unquestionably true. 7 . ; 

Mr. SAMPSON. I desire to make one further inquiry. If during 
the morning hour there are no further reports to be presented from 
committees, would it not then be the duty of the Speaker to call the 
States and Territories for resolutions under Rule 52? 

fhe SPEAKER. Certainly. If the call of committees for reports 
were copeluded the Chair would proceed to call for resolutions from 
States and Territories. 

Mr. EWING, 
reconsider the vote by which the House recommitted the report to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. EAMES. Lask the gentleman from Ohio to yield the floor to 
me for a few moments before the question is taken. 

Mr. EWING. I cannot yield the floor now. 

The question being taken on seconding the demand for the previous 
qrestion, there were—ayes 117, noes 99. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. EwinG and Mr. CONGER were ap- 
winted. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 122, 
noes 120, 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. Shall the main question be now put? 

Mr. LUTTRELL. On that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; aud there were—yeas 132, nays 124, not 
voting 34; as follows: 


prea 
! 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Atkins, John H. Baker, Banring, Bayne, Bell, Bicknell, 
Blackburn, Bland, Blount, Boone, Bouck, Brentano, Bridges, Browne, Buckner, 
Cabell, Cain, John W. Caldwell, W. P. Caldwell, Calkins, Cannon, Carlisle, Cha}- 
} John B. Clarke ef Kentucky, Jolm B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cobb, 
Cook, Samuel S. Cox, Cravens, Crittenden, Culberson, Davidson, Joseph J. Davis, 
DD |, Dickey, Durham, Eden, Ellis, James L. Evans, John HU. Evins, Ewing, Fel 
tow, Finley, Fort, Franklin, Faller, Gardner, Garth, Giddings. Glover, Goode, Gun- 
ter, Hamilton, Hanna, Henry R. Harris, Harrison, Hartridge, Iartzell, Haskell, 
Hatcher, Hayes, Henry, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hooker, House, Hunter, Hunton, 
Jomes Taylor Jones, Kelley, Kenna, Killinger, Kimmell, Knapp, Knott, Ligon, 
Lynde, Mackey, Mauning, Marsh, Martin, McKenzic, McMahon, Mills. Money, 
Morgan, Muldrow, Neal, Oliver, Phelps, Phillips, Pridemore, Rea, Reagan, Ameri 
cus V. Rice, Riddle, Robbins, Roberts, Robertson, Milton S. Robinson, Ryan, Sapp, 
Sayler, Seales, Sexton, Shelley, Singleton, Slemons, William E. Smith, Sparks, 
S| ger, Steele, Swann, Throckmorton, Tipton, Richard W. Townshend, Turner, 
Turney, Vanee, Van Vorhes, Waddell, Walker, Walsh, Michacl D. White, Whit- 
thorne, Jere N. Williams, Albert S. Willis, Wilson, Wright, Yeates, and Young—132 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Bacon, Bagley, William H. Baker, Ballon, Banks, Bis- 
bee, Blair, Boyd, Brewer, Briggs, Bundy, Burchard, Burdick, Campbell, Candler, 
Caswell, Chittenden, Claflin, Alvah A. Clark, Cole, Conger, Covert, Jacob D. Cox, 
Crapo. Cummings, Cutler, Danford, Darra], Horace Davis, Deering, Denison, Dun- 
nell, Eames, Eickhotf, Eliswerth, Errett, Ficld, Foster, Freeman, Frye, Garfield, 
Gibson, Hale, Hardenbergh, Harmer, Benjamin W. Harris, Hart, Hazelton, Hen- 
dee, Henderson, Abram S. Hewitt, Hubbell, Lumpbrey, Hungerford, Ittner, Frank 
Jones, John S. Jones, Jorgensen, Joyce, Keifer, Reis itley, Landers, Lapham, La- 
throp, Leonard, Lindsey, Luttrell, Maish, Mayham, MeCook, MeGowan, McKinley, 
Mi \l, Mouroe, Morrison, Morse, Muller, Norcross, O'Neill, Overton, Pacheco, 
Page, latterson, Peddie, Pollard, Potter, Pound, Powers, Price, Quinn, Rainey, 
Reed, William W. Rice, George D. Robinson, Ross, Sampson, Schleicher, Shallen- 
berger, Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, Stenger, Stewart, John W. Stone, Joseph C. 
Stone, Strait, Thompson, Thornburgh, Amos Townsend, Martin IL. Townsend, 
Veeder, Wait, Ward, Watson, Welch, Harry White. Willets, Alpheas S. Williams, 
Che * 8G. Williams, James Williams, Richard Williams, Benjamin A. Willis, Wood, 
ane ren—124. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Beebe, Benedict, Bliss, Bragg, Bright, Brogden, Butler, 
Camp, Rush Clark, Collins, Douglas, Dwight, Elam, |. Newton Evans, Forney, 
Gause, John T. Harris, Henkle, Herbert, Hiscock, James, Ketcham, Lockwood, 
Loring, Pugh, Randolph, Reilly, Smalls, Southard, Starin, Stephens, Tucker, War 
ner, and Andrew Williams—34. 








So the main question was ordered. 

During the roll-eall the following proceedings ocenrred: 

Mr. YEATES, (after three names had been called.) I would be glad 
to have the question again stated. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the main question, 
which would be on agreeing to the motion to reconsider the vote by 
Which the bill was recommitted to the committee. : 

Mr. CONGER. And pending that I move that the Honse adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The call has been commenced. The gentleman 
makes the motion too late. The Chair interrupted the roll-call for 
the purpose of having order. 

The Clerk continued and concluded the roll-call. 

lhe following announcements were made : 

Mr. HUNTON. My colleague from Virginia, Mr. TucKER, is paired 
With the gentleman from New York, Mr. Laruam, for one week, com- 
mencing last Monday. 

Mr. FORNEY. Iam paired with the gentleman from Connecticut, 

r. WARNER. 5: If present, he would vote “ay ” and I would vote “ no.” 
. Mr. HARDENBERGH. I desire to state that my colleague from 
ew Jersey, Mr. Puan, is paired with Mr. REILLY, of Pennsylvania. 
If he were here, Mr. REILLY would vote “ay ” and Mr. PuGcu “no.” 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Mr. Harris, of Virginia, and Dr. LorinG, of 





I demand the previous question on the motion to | 
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Massachusetts, are paired. Mr. HARRIS would vote “ay” and Mr. Lor- 
ING “no.” 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. In addition to what was stated vesterday 
by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. WurrrHorNne,] that his col- 
league, Mr. Bricut, was paired with myself, I desire to say that, 
although the pair related to political questions, it included at his 
special request this question, and therefore I do not vote. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I desire to say that lam paired with the gentle- 
man from Virginia, Mr. TUCKER, on political questions only. This 
measure was specially spoken of between us as not coming within 
our arrangement. I make this statement in consequence of what has 
been said by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. HUNTON. ] 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman has a right to vote. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Ihave voted. 

Mr. BANNING. My colleagne, Mr. SouTHARD, is absent from the 
House on account of sickness in his family. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. Mvy colleague, Mr. Butss, is detained 
by sickness. If present, he would vote “no.” 

Mr. BACON. I desire to repeat the announcement which T made 
yesterday, that my colleagues, Mr. Came and Mr. Benepict, are 
paired on this question, and that Mr. Hiscock and Mr. Lock woop, of 
my State, are paired on this question also, 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The question was then upon the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was recommitted to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I move that the House do now adjourn; and 
upon that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
29, nays 213, not voting 48; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Briggs, Bundy, Burchard, Burdick, Claflin, Cole, Jacob D. 
Cox, Horace Davis, Eickhoftf, Ellsworth, Errett, Fort, Foster, Hardenbergh, Hart, 
Abram 8. Hewitt, Hubbell, John S. Jones, Joyce, McGowan, Monroe, Page, Will- 
iam W. Rice, Ross, Schleicher, Sexton, Willets, and Benjamin A. Willis—v9 

NA YS—Messrs. Aiken. Aldrich, Atkins, Bacon, Bagley, John H. Baker, William 
H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, Banning, Bayne, Pell. Bicknell, Bisbee, Blackburn, Bland, 
Blount, Boone, Bouck. Boyd, Brentano, Brewer, Bridges, Brogden, Browne, Buckner, 
Cabell, Cain, John W. Caldwell, W. P. Caldwell, Calkins, Campbel!, Candler, Can 
non, Carlisle, Caswell, Chittenden, Alvah A. Clark, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, 
Clymer, Cobb, Conger, Cook, Covert Crapo, Cravens, Crittenden, Culberson, Cum 
mings. Cutler, Danford, Darrall, Davidson, Joseph J. Davis, Deering, Denison, 


| Dibrell, Dickey, Dunnell, Durham, Eames, Eden, Ellis, James L. Evans, John I. 


| 
| 


Evins, Ewing, Felton, Finley, Forney, Franklin, Freeman, Frye, Fuller, Gardner, 
Garth, Gibson, Giddings, Glover, Goode, Gunter, Hale, Hamilton Harmer, Benja 
min W. Harris, Henry R. Harris, Harrison, Hartridge, Hartzell, Haskell, Hatehor, 
Hayes, Hazelton, Hendee, Henderson, Henry, Herbert, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, 
House, Humphrey, Hungerford, Hunter, Hunton, Ittuer, Frank Jones, James Tay- 
lor Jones, Jo en, Keifer, Keightley, Kelley, Kenna, Killinger, Kimmel, Knapp, 
Knott, Landers, Lapham, Lathrop, Leonard, Ligon, Lindsey, Luttrell, Lynde, 
Maish, Manning, Marsh, Martin, Maybam, MeCook, McKenzie, McKinley, MeMa 






| hon, Mills, Mitchell, Money, Morgan, Morison, Morse, Muldrow, Muller, Neal, 


Noreross, Oliver, O' Neiil, Overton, Pacheco, Patterson, Peddie, Phe!ps, Phillips, 
Pollard, Potter, Powers, Price, Pridemore, Quinn, Rainey, Randolph, Rea, Reagan, 
Reed, Americus V. Kice, Riddle, Robbins, Roberts, Robertson, George D. kh 
inson, Milton S. Robinson, Ryan, Sampson, Sapp, Sayler, Seales, Shallenber 
Shelley, Singleton, Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, William E. Smith, Sparks, Springer, 
Stewart, John W. Stone, Joseph C. Stone, Strait, Thompson, Thornburgh, Throck 
morton, Tipton, Martin L. Townsend, Richard W. Townshend, Turner, ‘Turney, 
Vance, Van Vorhes, Waddell, Wait, Walker, Walsh, Ward, Watson, Harry White 
Michael D. White, Whitthorne, Alpheus S. Williams, Charles G. Williams, Jere 
N. Williams, Richard Williams, Aibert S. Willis, Wilson, Wood, Wright, Yeates 
and Young—213. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Beebe, Benedict, Bliss, Bragg, Bright, Butler, Camp 
Chalmers, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Rush Clerk, Collins, Samuel S. Cox 
Douglas, Dwight, Elam, I. Newton Evans, Field, Garfield, Gause, Hauna, John 
T. Harris, Henkle, Hiscock, Hooker, James, Ketcham, Lockwood, Loring, Mackey, 
Pound, Pugh, Reilly, Slemons, Smalls, Southard, Starin, Steele, Stenger, Stephens, 
Swann, Amos Townsend, Tucker, Veeder, Warner, Welch, Andrew Williams, James 
Williams, and Wren—4s. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

During the roll-call the following announcement was made : 

Mr. BANKS. My colleague, Mr. LORING, is paired with Mr. Har- 
ris, of Virginia. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. CONGER. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the execution of 
the order of the Honse that the main question be now put. 

Mr. CONGER. The morning hour has expired, has it not? 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired; but the main 
question has been ordered, and that order of the House must be exe- 
cuted, 

Mr. CONGER. We are not dividing. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is aware of that; but the main question 
has been ordered on the motion to reconsider the vote by which the 





| bill was recommitted. 


Mr. CONGER. 
ing hour. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The Chair thinks that, 
the House having ordered the main question, the morning hour has 
to continne until the main question has been executed, and the next 
question is, Will the House reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
recommitted ? That question being put and decided, the main ques- 
tion will have exhausted itself. 

Mr. CONGER. Allright; that is equally satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair always desires to satisfy both sides of 
the House, [langhter,] and the question now is upon reconsidering 
the vote by which the bill was recommitted. 


That, then, will be the first vote in the next morn- 
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Mr. BURCHARD. Upon that motion I call for the yeas and nays. | 


The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

‘The question was taken on the motion to reconsider; and it was 
agre ed to. 

The question, recurred upon the motion to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. CONGER. I now demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired, and the Chair sus- 
tains the point made by the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. SAYLER. Is the Chair willing to hear an objection to that 
ruling? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 


Mr. SAYLER. I would ask upon what ground the morning hour | 


has expired ? 


Phe SPEAKER. The Chair would advise the gentleman from | 


Ohio that the morning hour, according to his conception of language, 
means ove hour, and not two or any number of hours. In illustra- 
tion of the soundness of that view the Chair would say that, if the 
morning hour could be continued to the adjournment, on the next 
morning the business of that morning hour would come up as unfin- 
ished business, so that a single morning hour would ran two days. 
Mr. SAYLER. Under the old ruling the only motion by which the 
morning hour could be terminated was a motion to go to the Speaker’s 
table; and for that purpose, under the rules as they stand now, a 
member npon the floor at the expiration of sixty minutes from the 


beginning of the morning hour could be interrupted, and the ques- | 


tion could then be put, Will the House proceed to business on the 
Speaker's table? and if that question was decided affirmatively the 
business upon the table must be proceeded with. But I submit that 
if the House refuses to go to business on the Speaker's table, then the 
member who was interrupted for that privileged motion still retains 
the floor, and the morning hour continues, not simply as a matter of 
sixty minutes, but as a question of the transaction of business under 
the will of a majority of the House until some business of higher 
privilege interrupts. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state (and he believes his recol- 
lection is not at fanlt) that, under the practice of his predecessors, 
matters of business in the morning hour were allowed to run on longer 
than sixty minutes if no objection was made, but not where objection 
was made, as it is now by the gentleman from Michigan. 


Mr. SAYLER. I would submit, then, that where there is no other | 


business before the House, as there is now no other business, and 
when as ndw there is no business on the Speaker's table, if the House 


is unwilling to go to any other business and is nnwilling to adjourn, | 


if is then, under the ruling of the Chair, impossible for the House to 
discharge any legislative fanction whatever. 

The SPEAKER. The latter part of the statement of the gentle- 
man from Ohio is incorrect ; for the Chair is notified of the intention 
of another gentleman to rise, if recognized (and the Chair is in duty 
bound to recognize him) for a question of the highest privilege. 

Mr. SAYLER. I beg pardon of the Chair. If any gentleman rises 
to a question of the highest privilege, then I concede the point. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. PotTrer.] 

Mr. POTTER. I have been requested by many gentlemen on both 
sides of the House to offer the resolution which I now send to the 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That when the House adjourn to-morrow it adjourn to meet on Tnes- 


dey next, and that when it then mects, no business shall be in order but a motion 
to then adjourn to the following ‘Thursday. 


Several members objected. 


Mr. BURCHARD. The latter part of that resolution requires | 


ubanimous consent. 

Mr. POTTER. If my friend will hear an explanation, he will not 
object. Of course it would require a concurrent resolution to enable 
the House to adjourn for more than three days. 

Mr. BANKS. This is not a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The latter part of the resolution is not; the first 
part is. 

Mr. BANKS. It is the latter part that I object to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts objects to the 
latter part of the resolution. 

Mr. POTTER. I ask the gentleman to hear me one moment. 

Mr. BANKS. I have no objection; Iam always delighted to hear 
the gentleman. 

Mr. POTTER. Of course we all understand perfectly well that 
the House cannot adjourn over for more than three days without the 
coneurrence of the Senate; but the situation of business in that 


body is such that it does not wish to adjourn for the length of time | 


contemplated by this resolution. 

Several MEMBERS on the democratic side. We cannot hear a word. 

Mr. POTTER. That side of the House was not objecting, and 
therefore I was addressing myself to the other side. I said that I 
had been requested to offer this resolution by many gentlemen on 
both sides of the House, and I will state the reason. Tuesday of 
next week is the day for the gencral election in the States of New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, and New York. 
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Mr. BUTLER. And Massachusetts. 

A Member. And Minnesota. 

Mr. POTTER. When gentlemen get through with their 
tions, I will add Massachusetts, Wisconsin, Minnesota, and «uc, 
other States. Now, there are a great many gentlemen here y 3 - 
| sire to go home for legitimate purposes connected with the elec: = 

and it is in their behalf as wellas my own that I offer this reso| iti , 
I have put it in this form for the purpose of avoiding the neces “na 
asking the concurrence of the Senate, as under the existing cond Aes 
of their business it would not be convenient for that body to ‘on 
in this arrangement. : re 

Mr. CONGER. Does the gentleman think the public interest y 
be promoted by permitting these gentlemen to go home? {Laughter 
| Mr. POTTER. In answer to my friend from Michigan, [| wij}. 
| that I am very contident the public interest would be promoted 1, 
allowing the gentlemen on his side of the House to go home: \yt I 
| regret to say that I know no form of parliamentary resolution whic) 

will contine the permission to that side of the House. [ Laughter.) 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman’s remark might be correct and tho 
public interest might be subserved by the absence of gentlemen o 
that side of the House if Jegislation could in the mean time £0 on in 
accordance with the views of this side of the House. [ Laughter.) 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to say that it is possible the House micht 
do some business in these days. It is known to me, as itis known to 
the gentleman from New York and many other members, that wort); 
officers of our Navy are now borrowing money at inordinate rates ; f 
interest because Congress has failed to appropriate the money with 
which to pay their salaries; and I think the country would be as wel] 
served by our proceeding to make an appropriation to relieve these 
men as it will be by diffusing in the several States in which elections 
are to be held the small number of votes that members of Congress 
would cast. 

Mr. CLYMER. Will my friend from Pennsylvania allow me to 
state 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is entitled to the 
floor. To whom does he yield? 

Mr. POTTER. I will yield in one moment; but before doing so | 
wish to say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KeLury} that 
my resolution does not contemplate the cutting off of a session to- 
| morrow, when, as [ understand, the Army appropriation bill will ly 
reported and acted on. 

Mr. CLYMER. I do not wish to pass unchallenged the remark of 
| my colleague that Congress failed to make appropriation for the 
support of the oflicers of the Navy, for Congress did make appropria- 
tion, but it was diverted improperly to other uses. 

Mr. KELLEY. Still the fact remains that they are suffering for 
their pay. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from New York 
now yield? 

Mr. POTTER. I yield to the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, since this question of adjournment is 
before the House, perhaps it may be as well to refer to some of the 
conditions of the questions before the House—— 

Mr. PRIDEMORE. Mr. Speaker, is this resolution debatable! I 
would like to have the decision as to whether a motion to adjourn is 
debatable. 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimons consent. 

Mr. WOOD. I wish to make a statement as to the condition of the 
public business. 

Mr. PRIDEMORE. But I rise to a point of order, and object to 
debate on the question of adjournment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order that a mo- 
tion to adjourn is not debatable. 

Mr. MILLS. This resolution fixes the time to which the House will 
adjourn. Does the Chair decide that the question is not debatable! 
It is a different question from the motion to adjourn. I think it has 
been held that the motion to adjourn over is debatable. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read Rule 44. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

44. A motion to adjourn, and a motion to fix the day to which the House s! Nl 
adjoury, shall be always in order; these motions, and the motion to lic on tn 
table, shall be decided without debate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This resolution does not come within this rule. 

It requires unanimons consent. 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled the latter part of the reso- 
Intion out upon the objection of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
and the resolution as it remains before*the House does come within 
the rule. - 

Mr. SPRINGER. If that is all that is pending, then the ruling of 
the Chair is all right. I did not understand, however, that the latter 
part of the resolution was ruled out. : 

Mr. POTTER. It has been ruled out, and I have been trying to !- 
dunce the gentleman from Massachusetts to withdraw his objection. 

The SPEAKER. And the Chair has sustained the objection. 

Mr. POTTER. Then it is only a question whether we shall ad- 
| journ from to-morrow until Tuesday next. Of course those of ns 
| who go home on the adjournment of the House from to-morrow 
| until Taesday next will do so with the understanding that * 
| Tuesday next the House will again adjourn over to the following 
| Tharsday. 


ER 1, 


es 


n 
Sug res. 


lict 


on 


| 

















1877. 


Mr. BANKS. Iwill now withdraw my objection to the latter clause 
f the ventleman’s original resolution. . 

Mr BURCHARD. I renew the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution as it now 

tands. 
: “| he Clerk read as follows: 
1. That when the House adjourns to-morrow it adjourn to meet on Tues- 
day next e 
The resolution was rejected. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now insist, unless a motion is made to proceed 
to the regular order, that the question before the House is the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. EWING. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will again state his point of 
order. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to Rule | 


51. which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4a anon as the Journal is read, and the unfinished business in which the House 
red at the last preceding adjournment has been disposed of, reports from 
«shall be called for and disposed of; in doing which the be morpee shall 
» each standing committee in regular order, and then upon select commit- 


was en 





tees and if the Speaker shall not get through the call upon the committees before | 


the Louse passes to other business, he shall resume the next call where he lett off, 
» preference to the report last under consideration. 


Mr. SPRINGER. That is sufficient of that rule. Let the Clerk 


now re ul Rule 54. 

Phe Clerk read as follows: 

\fter one hour shall have been devoted to reports from committees and resolu- 
tions, it shall be in order, pending the consideration or discussion thereof, to enter 
tain a motion that the House do now proceed to dispose of the business on the 
Speaker's table, and to the orders of the day; which being decided in the attirma- 
tive. the Speaker shall dispose of the business on his table in the following 
order, namely 

The SPEAKER. In reference to the last rule which has been read 
the Chair will state that he would entertain a motion to proceed to 
the consideration of the business upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is proper. 

The SPEAKER. The trouble, however, would be, if the House 
should vote to proceed to the consideration of the business upon the 
Speaker's table, that there is no business upon the Speaker’s table to 
be considered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the point I wish to make. Rule 51 does 
not limit the time of receiving reports from committees at all. It 
provides that after the reading of the Journal and the disposition 
ot the untinished business the Speaker shall then call for reports 
from committees, and that the House shall continue in the execution 
of that order until it shall pass to the consideration of other business 
of ahigher privilege. Now, Rule 54 provides that after the House has 
been one hour on this business it shall be in order to move to proceed 
to the consideration of other business on the Speaker's table, but 
until sach motion is made the morning hour does not expire. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Illinois desires to get at the bill reported in the morning hour by the 
geutleman from Ohio. 

Mr. SPRINGER. To continue the consideration of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair need not decide that point at present. 
It isa good practice not to decido a point of order until it is neces- 
sary. Even if the point were well taken anf at any time had been 
well taken, upon which the Chair does not now express an opinion, it 
is certainly too late to make it when the bill has been considered in the 
morning hour, when it has in fact taken its location there and can- 
not, therefore, be taken out of the morning hour into the House and 
driven back and forth in the way suggested. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest to the Chair that that is not the point 
of order which I made. I made the point of order that we are still 
in the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules that point of order. The 
Chair has decided that the morning hour is an hour of sixty minutes, 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the Chair does not apprehend the point that 
I made, that the rule in reference to reports from committees is with- 
out limit. After we have been engaged for one hour in the consider- 
‘ation of reports from committees it is in order to move to proceed to 
other business; but unless the motion is made to proceed to other 
business, the consideration of reports from committees is the business 
before the House and we proceed with it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the fifty-fourth rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


, 4. After one hour shall have been devoted to reports from committees and reso- 
‘whens, it shall be in order, pending the consideration or discussion thereof, to en- 
te ‘tain a motion that the House do now proceed to dispose of the business on the 
“peaker's table, and to the orders of the day. 


The SPEAKER. There is no business upon the Speaker’s table and 
there are no special orders. 

Mr SPRINGER. Then, what is the business before the House ? 

The SPEAKER. That is for the House to determine. The House 


aa neha a into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
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Mr. LUTTRELL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on Mr. LUTTRELL’s motion, it was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move that the Honse resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, in order to enable gentle- 
men who want to discuss the pending bill to make their speeches. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Uniou, Mr. SAYLER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill befere the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The President's message is the only business 
before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had not been informed what was the 
pending business. 

Mr. KELLEY. I understand we are in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and that no special business is before us; 
therefore general debate is in order, and I hope to hear from the gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. EWING] or from some other gentleman on the 
bill which was in the morning hour. 

Mr. HUNTER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House having resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to which the Presi- 
dent’s message has been referred, the consideration of tho President's 
message will be in order, if there is no bill pending before the com- 
mittee. The Chair will understand that that is the business before 
the committee, if no suggestion to the contrary is made. [After a 
pause.] The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HUNTER] is recognized. 

Mr. HUNTER. The condition of the country, Mr. Chairman, at the 
present timo, is like thatof asick man. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. CONGER. I rise to a question of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain no question till order 
is restored in the committee. The Chair has recognized the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. HUNTER, ] and that gentleman has begun his 
remarks. 

Mr. CONGER. [rise to make the point of order that, the subject 
before the committee being the consideration of the President's mes- 
sage, it is out of order to refer to the condition of the country which 
is not mentioned in the President’s message. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. CONGER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan will be in order. 

Mr. CONGER. [I rise to a point of order. I object to the language 
of the Chairman. The Chairman did not decide the point of order f[ 
raised, but made a personal allusion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overruled the point of order made by 
the gentleman from Michigan and requested the gentleman from 
Michigan to be in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. I de- 
sire to know what is the question pending before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair bas already submitted that question 
to the committee. The gentleman from Illinois is not in order. The 
gentleman from Indiana is entitled to the floor and will proceed with 
his remarks. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that there is no busi- 
ness before the committee now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is not well taken. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The President’s message was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and the Committee of 
the Whole having considered the message distributed it among vari- 
ous standing committees. 

FINANCES. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, the condition of our country at the 
present time is like that of a sick man suffering from asevere attack of 
congestion; the blood has been withdrawn from the extremities 
and thrown to his heart and lungs; the result is, his feet and hands 
are cold and he is suffering from the want of blood in them, whiie 
his heart and lungs are engorged with it, and he is sutfering be- 
cause they have too much of it. To give him rekef does not re- 
quire more blood, but a proper circulation of what he has. So with 
the country: it is suffering from a congestion in our finances; the 
money has been withdrawn from the people and thrown into the 
banks and money centers of the country, by reason of which the 
great mass of our people are suffering from the want of this money, 
while the banks and money centers are suffering becanse they have 
too much of it, more than they can profitably use in any kind of legit- 
imate business. Our troubles and suttcring throughout the country, 
therefore, when properly understood, are not so much from the want of 
more money as it is for a proper circulation of that we already have. 
The cause of this congestion in our monetary affairs was produced by 
reason of there being more money in circulation for several years 
prior to 1873, the date of our great pavic, than was needed to do the 
necessary and legitimate business of the country so as to keep it upon 
a sound and substantiautial basis. In order to employ this surplus 
money many of our business men were induced by the seductive 


Nt President’s message ; or it can go into Committee of | charms of speculation to borrow heavily of it and engage in all kinds 
Whole on the state of the Union to discuss any subject which may | of wild-cat and speculative enterprises all over the land, in which 


there was no real security to the capitalist for his money so used, as 
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the works, when completed, being so far in advance of the real and | 
necessary wants of the people, would not pay an interest of 1 per 
cent. upon their cost. Our capitalists, realizing the true condition of 
these various enterprises, became suddenly alarmed, as they could 
see no security for their money, and refused longer to invest their | 
means in the bonds issued to build and complete these works, pre- | 
ferring to lose what they had invested in them instead of risking 
more and then losing all, in consequence of which the works had to 
stop and tens of thousands of laborers engaged in these works and in 
mannfacturing establishments dependent on them for a sale of their 
products, were thrown out of employment, and all the men engaged in 
them, who had spent not only their own private fortunes but all the 
money they could borrow, were forced for the wantof means toabandon 
the worksand leave them untinished and their creditors unpaid, which | 
paralyzed business everywhere and brought ruin and bankruptcy and 
misery and want upon hundreds aud thousands of our people besides 
those immediately connected with the enterprises, who were unpre- | 
pared for the sudden financial shock produced by the collapse of 
these works, which absolutely buried in their ruins from three to five 
hundred millions of capital, which, added to the losses by tie fires of 
Chicago and Boston which barned up some three or four hundred 
niillions more, produced such a terrible calamity that it brought on 
the panic of 1873, in which Jay Cooke and all others similarly engaged 
in these wild and speculative enterprises, as well as most others who 
were doing business on borrowed capital, were swallowed up and 
financially destroyed in the great whirlpool of bankruptey and ruin | 
thus bronght upon the country. 

This panic so alarmed our capitalists that they lost confidence in 
all the business enterprises of our people and commenced withdraw- 
ing their money from them and hoarding it in the banks and money 
centers, unwilling to risk it in any kind of business for fear it was 
based on speculation. This withdrawal of the money from the peo- 
ple stopped all kinds of improvements. Those that were in debt were 
unable to engage in any kind of business for the want of means to 
prosecute it, unless they borrowed at a rate of interest that ate faster 
than they could make; which made their condition worse all the 
time instead of better; and they were compelled to seek relief from 
their debis by going into bankruptcy, while the laboring men of the 
country, Who had to depend upon their daily wages for a support for 
themselves and their families, being deprived of this daily labor on 
account of the improvements of the country having been stopped for 
the want of money to carry them on, by reason of this derangement 
of its circulation and the evermous rates of interest that had to be 
paid for it, were reduced in our larger cities almost to the point of 
starvation, and in many places bread riots were threatened, not- 
withstanding our Jand is filled with ail the eatables that the heart 
could wish. Many wonder how this can be. The reason of it is this: 
those who have this money and these eatables are not compelled to 
distribute them around among those who do not have them, and will 
not unless they get value received for them; and those who do not 
have them and are suffering for the want of them are not in condi- 
tion to give this value received, because they have been deprived of 
the means, for the reasons that I have given. This extraordinary 
condition of things has been brought upon the people and the coun- 
try, not from the want of more money, as Many suppose, any more 
than this starvation has been brought upon the laboring people from 
the want of more bread and meat in the country, when the land is | 
full of them; but they have been brought upon us from the want of 
a proper circulation of the money we have. 

The great duty of the hour now is, for Congress not only to pro- 
vide the means for a proper restoration of the circulation of our 
money, 80 as to give relief to the country, but it is to ascertain the 
real cause that produced this congestion of our finances which dis- 
turbed the cireulation and brought so much ruin, bankruptcy, and 
distress upon us; and when once ascertained, remove the cause, so as 
to-prevent the recurrence of these wrongs and sufferings to our people 
in the future, The panic of 1873, from which our troubles date, was 
not brought upon us, as Tl have shown, by the want of more money 
than we then had; but it was brought upon us by our moneyed men 
becoming alarmed at the reckless manner in which their money was 
being squandered by those who were using it by investing it in 
speculative enterprises that the true interests of the country did not 
demand their construction, and which would not yield an interest 
that would justify the cost; hence they refused to furnish money to 
complete these works by refusiug to invest in the bonds issued thereon, 
which deranged the whole business interests of the country, which 
had shaped themselves to swim on this tlood-tide of speculation in 
which so much capital had been invested and were not prepared for 
the sudden change that was brought about by the collapse of these 
mushroom enterprises, and hence all of our troubles that I have 
described, The truth is, our business men were led into these specu- 
lative enterprises, which have brought upon us all of our ruin and 
bankruptcy, because we had prior to 1873 more money in the coun- 
try than could be used profitably in legitimate business; therefore, 
to give employment to this surplus money they entered into these 
ruinous speculations, and the people have been compelled to suffer 
the consequences. The experience of the world shows that too much 
money in circulation always produces a speculative spirit in the 
people, and stimulates them to action, and they go headlong into all 
sorts of enterprises and speculations, which for a time seem to make 
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| speculation among them, which are always sure to end in thy 


| enough to do the legitimate business of the country. 
| it good, and to circulate freely. 


| country needs; neither is it what the people want. 
labor to use it is not profitable; neither is labor profitable without 


the country prosperous, until they reach a certain point, whey 
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| of their own weight, and, like the panic of 1873, crush al} the a 
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ness interests that lie in their path, and baukrupt and rnin t 
Too much money, therefore, is more dostructive to the 
too little; for too much money begets habits of extray 
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ruptcy, while the scarcity of money compels them to economize und 


live, if possible, within their means. 

What the people want, then, in order to make them truly prosner 
ous, is neither too much nor too little money; but they want i st 
Aud they want 
One of the first things, then’ to ze 
in order to restore the proper circulation of the money we have. js 4, 


| restore confidence among our people; that is, bring them together and 


not divide them. Make their interests the same as nearly as we , an 
The tendency of many politicians now is to divide them by kee : 
up a constant war between capital and labor. i 


Me \ ping 
That is not what the 
Capital without 


capital to pay it. The interests, therefore, of capital and labor are 
identical, and they should move together hand in hand, and not 
divided, If they stand together, the country and the people will be 
prosperous; if they divide and continue to war with each other, the 
country and the people will be depressed. 

Our people are also divided upon the kind of money we shall have. 
Some want what is called hard money; that is, they want om paper 
money all equal to gold and exchangeable into it at the pleasure of 
the holder, and they want the greenbacks redeemed and retired fro, 
cireulation, while others are opposed entirely to the gold standard 
and to our national banking system and want all of our money iy 
greenbacks, not redeemable in coin, but redeemable only in an intro- 
convertible bond. , 

My jadgment is that both these classes of financiers are wrong, 
They each go to extremes, and neither wants the kind of system that 
the great mass of the people can or will harmonize upon. What we 
want is harmony among the people upon the financial question, and 
we want it at once. Andif each of the above classes will yield a 
little in their convictions, there will not be much tronble in agreeing 
upon a system of finance that will be based upon specie and at the 
same time composed in part of greenbacks. That plan is this: Re- 
mouctize the old silver dollar of 4124 grains standard silver, make it 
a full legal tender for all debts public and private, and require from 
forty to fifty millions a year of these silver dollars to be coined. Let 
our greenbacks and national-bank notes alone as they are, and it wil! 
be but a short time until they will be at par with gold. As they will 
be so much more convenient in the transaction of business than cither 
gold or silver, they will be sought after for that reason, which will 
at once put them upon a specie basis and make all of our moncy, 
both paper and coin, equal in value; and in the course of time, when 
silver becomes plenty, if it should then be thought best by the people, 
our greenbacks could then be retired and silver dollars substituted in 
their place. By remonetizing the silver dollar, the resumption act 
becomes a dead-letter upon the statute-book, because the greenbacks 
and national-bank notes would be at par with the silver dollar before 
January 1, 1879, and the silver dollar then being eqnal to the gold 
dollar in all respects would make the greenbacks and national-bank 
notes equal to gold, so that a paper dollar in the hands of the labor- 
ing man would be equal to a gold dollar in the hands of the capital- 
ist. Then we would all be happy. 

While we keep up this constant warfare about our currency, to 
have it all hard money equal to gold or all greenbacks, we keep 
up an uncertainty in our finances that will prevent a free ciren- 
lation of the money we have while this uncertainty lasts, tor this 
simple reason: Our paper money is now within two and three-quar- 
ter cents of the price of gold, and the men who have this moncy are 
not going to let it out so as to circulate freely in business so long as 
they feel that there is any danger of having their money paid to then, 
after it is once permanently loaned in greenbacks that will be worth 
from twenty to twenty-five cents on the dollar less than their money 
is now worth, which would be the case if a new issne of greenbacks 
were made to supply the place of our national-bank notes; and until 
that question is put at rest as to whether such an issue will be made 
or not, our finances will be unsettled and the business of the country 
will be unpromising. 

I know that many persons contend that we can never have a cheap 
currency until we break down the national banking system and make 
our paper money exclusively of greenbacks, for the reason, as they 
say, that greenbacks are so much cheaper and safer than the national- 
bank notes as a currency. I know that that feeling prevails among 
a very large class of people, but I am satisfied it is incorrect, and 
when the country comes to examine the question fairly and aseer- 
tain the real facts as to the true cost of each, it will be found that 
the national-bank notes, instead of being more costly to the people 
as a currency than the greenbacks, are really cheaper and in some 
respects a safer currency for the people than greenbacks. 

This presents a question of the highest importauce to the coun- 
try, and one upon which the people so much desire information ; ter 
if they can once be satisfied that national-bank money Is as ‘ heap 
and safe to them for a currency as the greonback then it removes ove 
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- she oreatest troubles in their mind, and enables them to settle 
os tistied with our currency as it is, instead of keeping up this 
~ a warfare upon the national-bank notes to remove them and 
aoa their places with greenbacks. 
nw hile 1 discuss these questions as to which is the cheaper and 

fer to the people as a currency, greenbacks or national-bank notes, 
vee eeneetfully invite the members of Congress, and especially those 
: ho a the outspoken friends of the greenback and the national- 
hank note, to give me their careful attention while I do so, and to 
correct me when Iam through, if my statement of facts or the con- 

jysions 1 may draw from them when stated are incorrect. 
4 . ascertain Which is the cheaper, we must first ascertain what 
each have cost the people per year since their issue, and what they 
will continue to cost them per year in the future; then, by compar- 
inu the cost of each, we can certainly tell which is the cheaper of the 
two. Then, first ; 

How much have the greenbacks cost the people? 

The greenbacks have been in use as a currency for the last fifteen 
vears. During all that time the records in the Bureau of Printing 
and Engraving in the Treasury Department as to their cost have not 
been kept separately from the other work done in that bureau for the 
Government, and hence their exact cost cannot be given for each year 
during the whole fifteen years, but for the years 1870 to 1875, in- 
elusive, their cost has been kept separately from the other work for 
each of those years, from which we can estimate about what their 
cost for the other years has been, and in that way arrive at their full 
cost for the whole fifteen years. 

The above records show that— 


For 1870 they cost... ....----0 ee Ss desis iaide i lion einen $926, 072 36 
For 1871 they COS8t.. 2... cecces coc cee coccee cee ccce 712,074 19 
For 1872 they C0st..cnce cove ccccceccccce scccce cose 931,527 55 
For 1873 thoy cout... 2c. cececesccces cocces coccce co 1, 159, 229 69 
For 1574 they cost.....-. bo bieh dend Shaunsaiie cons a 917, 664 32 
For 1875 they Cost... ccc. ences cocces cocccccccce . 1, 083, 521 20 


Making total cost for printing, paper, &c., for 
Cho mtE FORUBs. coss cose cc cccwccccccce scoces 5, 730, 149 31 

Which is an average cost per year during that time 
of $055,024.884. Counting the other nine years at 
the same rate per year, and I am satisfied that it 
conld not be less, for the reason that when the 
printing first commenced all the machinery had to 
be purchased, all the plates engraved, and the work 
being new, it could not be done near so cheap as 
now, and it will give us for these nine years as their 


Making their total cost for printing during the 
Bee FO PO ance tce0scccas cccnwe couse 
In the next place, 

TAXES ARE NOT PAID UPON GREENBACKS, 
as our Supreme Court has decided they are not tar- 
able. By reason of this at least three hundred and 
fifty millions of property in the shape of greenbacks, 
each year for the last fourteen years, have gone 
untaxed ; as these greenbacks are principally in the 
hands of the wealthy men of the country, these 
wealthy men have escaped taxation on their property, 
which has made and still makes the burdens of 
taxes each year that much heavier upon the other 
tax-payers of the country who have them to pay. 
The records in the Comptroller’s Office of the Treas- 
ury show that the rate of taxation in the various 
States, where these greenbacks are held, for the last 
ten years has averaged 1.9 per cent. Counting taxa- 
tion at the same rate for the other four years, and 
we have the following showing : 

Taxes on $350,000,000 in greenbacks, at the rate of 
19 per cent. per year for the last fourteen years, 
WOUNE ANNU OD bid cambonnne sited cevnan'ecs owes, 0h) 100, 000-00 


14, 325, 373 274 


Which is the sum that the tax-payers in the 
various States have had to pay, in addition 
to their other taxes, during the last fourteen 
years, by reason of the greenbacks not be- 
ing taxable; which makes, when added to 
the cost of printing the greenbacks, the 

sa iin iiitenttends tenia Reith Seiten nao edocs 200, 406,278 BF 
Which is the amount that the greenbacks have cost the tax-payers of 
the country since they have been issued; which shows an annual 
cost to the people for our greenbacks, per year, for the last four- 
teen years, of $7,605,024.17. 

The greenbacks yield no revenue to the Government in any shape, 
ae oe simply the promissory notes of the Government issued 
» -~ a8 money, except those that are destroyed make that many 
less for the government to redeem, and in snch case the people who 
- so unfortunate as to have their greenbacks destroyed are the 
osers instead of the Government. 


laving ascertained how much the greenbacks have cost the people 
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and are still costing them each year, let us next ascertain how much 
the national-bank notes have cost them. 

The national banks have been in existence some fourteen years, 
and are organized in the following mamer : 

1. There must be not less than five stockholders, and they must be 
honest and respectable persons in the community where they reside. 

2. If the bank is a one-hundred-thousand-dollar bank then these 
stockholders must subscribe $100,000 in stock and pay the same to 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States in Government 
bonds worth their face in gold. 

3. The Seeretary of the Treasury then files away these bonds in 
the vaults of the Treasury as a security for the notes of that bank, 
and issues to that bank notes 10 per cent. less in amount than the 
amount of bonds deposited by the stockholders of the bank, which 
in the case stated would be $90,000. Of this $90,000 the bank must 
keep as a reserve $10,000; so that a hundred-thousand-dollar national 
bank can only loan of the notes it receives from the Government, 
$20,000. 

All the expense, then, that the national banks are to the Govern- 
ment is simply keeping a record of each bank, preserving the bonds 
of the bank which are deposited with the Secretary as a security for 
the notes of the bank, the printing of the bank-notes, and a few extra 
officers in the Treasury Department to do this work. 

The records of the Treasury Department show that from the date 
of the organization of these national banks in 1863 until July 1, 1°76, 
the date of the last estimate, it has cost the Government for the 
printing of all the bank-notes, including the paper on which they 
were printed, also the salary of oflicers and every other expense 
created by the banking system, including the expense of the Redemp- 
tion Bureau, $4,060,223. 59. 

Under the national banking law these banks are compelled to pay 
taxes to the Government and to the States, which taxes the people 
get the benetit of, as it saves them paying the amount that these 
bauks pay. According to the last report*of the Comptroller of the 
Currency, made December 2, 1276, these national banks have paid in 
taxes to the Government and to the States, during the last ten years 
prior to said report, as follows: 


Year Amount paid | Amount paid 


United States.) the States Total. 


| 
| 
| 
inet 
For 1°66...... 


..| $7,949, 451 00 | $8, 069, 938 00 | 
For 1867 





$16, 019, 389 00 












i 9, 525, 607 00 8, 813, 127 GO 1h, $38, 754 00 
For 1868 | 9, 465, 652 00 - 6 00 18, 223, 308 00 
For 1869 00} 7, 096 CO 17, 378, 340 00 
For 1°70 200} 7,465,675 00 17, 656, 357 00 
Yor !871 5.00) 7, 860,07" 00 18, 509, 973 60 
For 1872 00 | 8,343, 772 00 15, 047, Ge2 00 
DM Pi aeh Cubdetagyetonnsendc | 7,004, 646 00 &, 499, 748 00 15, 504,594 00 
POP REE vkseccceces jenenevee. eas | 7,256,083 00 | 9, 620, 326 00 16, 876 409 00 
Bl Dee neetancownesnsdeswecesas } 7,317,531 00 | 10,058, 122 60 | 17, 375, 653 00 


Making in all that the banks have paid in taxes for the last 
ee Seeing aned adnan mine mated mace 170, 930, 239 00 





For the years 1863, 1864, and 1365 I have been unable to ascertain 
how much the banks paid in taxes for these years, as the Department 
records do not show, and for 1876 the amount paid has not yet been 
reported, but I am satisfied it is as much as any previous year; but 
the cost of the banks since their organization I have given in full. 

Now, if we deduct from the amount which the banks have paid as 
taxes for the ten years from 1266 to 1875, both inclusive, (not count- 
ing the amount paid by the banks for the other four years,) what 
it has cost the Government for all the expenses she has incurred for 
these, we have the following showing: 

Amount of taxes paid by banks from 1866 to 1875.. $170,930, 239 00 
Amount which the banks have cost the Government. 4, 060, 223 59 


Which shows a clear profit of 166, 870,015 41 
which the banks have paid to the people in taxes over and above 
the amount which the banks have cost the people for the ten years 
named. 

The above figures taken from the records of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, show that while the national hanks have paid to the Govern- 
ment and to the States in taxes, which is the same as paying it to the 
people as they have received the benefit of them, a clear net profit 
over and above all the expenses incurred by the Government for the 
banks during the ten years named the sum of $166,870,015.41. 

The same records show that the greenbacks have cost the Govern- 
ment, which is the people, the sum of $14,325,373.274 for printing, 
which added to loss by taxation makes $107 ,425,373.274. 

Now, if the national banks have paid to the people, 

as the records of the Treasury Department show, 

and which no man can or will dispute, over and 

above all expenses to the Government in ten years 


IN hea ah oien DERE ON $166, 870,015 41 
And the greenbacks have cost the people, as above 
rE a cea ncdeda cadncapakatouds 107, 425, 373 274 


Then the national-bank notes for ten years have 
been worth to the people 274, 295, 388 684 
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more than the greenback for all the time since their issne. There- 
fore I conclude that the national-bank notes are a cheaper currency 
to the people than the greenbacks. 


Of all uational-bank notes that are destroyed the Government | 
gets the benefit and not the banks, for the reason that the banks de- | 


posit bonds with the Government for the redemption of their notes, 
and when a bank winds up it must return to the Government all of 
its notes before the Government will deliver up its bonds. If any 
of the notes are not returned, the bank must supply their place 
with greenbacks, otherwise the Government will hold enough of the 
bonds of the bank to redeem the outstanding notes; hence the Gov- 
ernment and not the banks get the benefit of all the bank-notes that 
are destroyed, the same as the greenbacks. I know that some gen- 
tlemen insist that the national banking system is a great burden on 
the people because the Government pays to the bank a tax upon its 
bonds, und at the same time givesto the bank its notes to loan tothe 
people. Itis true that the Government does this, but how is ita 
burden to the people? Itis an easy matter to say so, but it is a proposi- 
tion that israther difficult to prove. Suppose the persons holding the 
bonds do not bank on them, would not the Government have to pay 


an interest on these bonds? Certainly it would. Then does the mere | 
fact of banking on the bonds make the Government pay any more 


interest on them than if they were not used for banking? Certainly 
not. Then the only burden that the bank is or can be to the people, 


is the fact that the Government gives to a bank its notes to lean to | 


the people; but it must be remembered that for this benefit conferred 
by the Government on the banks, the banks assume and have to pay 
taxes that other people who loan money and are not national bankers 
do not pay, and these taxes, as I have shown, are a far greater benetit 


to the people than the loss they sustain by issuing these nutes to the | 


banks. 

The opponents to the national banking system ask, if the Govern- 
ment gives to the banks its money to loan to the people, why should 
it pay interest to the banks on their bonds in addition? That, they 
say, is legalized robbery of the people, and for that reason they are 
opposed to the national banking system. Now, is it true that this 


system robs the people because it pays to the banks interest on their | 


bonds and at the same time issues money to the bank to loan to the 
people? Iam satisfied that it is not; and I am further satisfied, if it 
were not forthe money that the national banks make out of their de- 
posits, which the Government has nothing to do with except to tax 
deposits, that it would be better for persons having bonds to sell 
them and loan their money, instead of nudertaking to bank on them 


under the law, notwithstanding all the advantages that it is sup- | 
posed the banks receive from it. For the purpose of showing which | 


is the most profitable for the man who has money to loan, let us 
state a case, and the figures will decide it. Suppose two men have 
$100,000 each in Government bonds. One banks on his under the 
law, the other loans his money. Which will make the most out of 
his money? 
The man who banks on bis deposits his hundred thousand 
dollars in bonds, and draws his interest, which upon 5 
per cent. bonds (the kind that are mostly used for bank- 
ing, and the highest class bond now used for all new 
ey Gs OR OD se on incas nacans doueee. une $5, 000 00 
Gold is worth 2§ per cent. more than greenbacks, which 
upon $5,000 would amount to...................----6- 137 50 
The bank would receive $90,000 in currency from the Gov- 
ernment, but 10 per cent. of this amount it would have 
to keep asa reserve; it could therefore loan but 850,000 
of its money. As the banks and individnals loan their 
money at the same rate, say 10 per cent., the bank would 
mot on ite G00,000 as Internet <...w< ccc ccs cccmcs conc cece 
But as banks generally loan their money for four months 
at a time, instead of one year, they make, by so doing, 
about one hundred and fifty dollars additional 


8,000 00 


Amount of the bank’s profit... .... ...26: cccces cove 13, 287 50 | 


Now the bank has to pay tares as follows: 
To the United States, 1 per cent. on its cireula- 
tion of $90,000, which would be ..........-.. 
The bank has to pay to the county in which it 
is located a tax for State, county, township, 
road, school, corporation, and all other pur- 
poses for which taxes are assessed in that 
county, upon its capital stock of $100,000 and 
upon its $80,000 in notes which the bank holds 
for its loaned money. The records of the 
Treasury Department show that this tax in 
the various States averages 1.9 percent. Now, 
the tax upon the bank stock and notes amount- 
ing to $120,000, at 1.9 per cent. amounts to.. 3, 420 00 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I ask permis- 
sion of the gentleman from Indiana to ask him 
one question. 
Mr. HUNTER. I yield for that purpose. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Does the gen- 


$900 00 





Amount carried forward ............... 4,320 00 13,287 50 


sees ces ° 150 00 | 


Amount bronght forward ...... 2.2.2... $4,320 00 $13 985 
tleman mean to say that notes discounted by a 
| banks are taxed in addition to their capital ? 
Mr. HUNTER. It is so in my State. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I know that 
it is not so in the State of Illinois. 
| Mr. HUNTER. It certainly is so in my State. 
In addition to this the bank must have a presi- 
dent and cashier, which costs not less than 
$1,000 each, which makes..... a tekeed ddeuse 2,000 00 
ometensianheerpeina 
Amount of taxes and otherexpenses bank 
NOD ITA ahs aces cues ciibes deus suds 


Clear profit of the bank after paying 
OE) QIDONING «060 sntcewees eves sce 


| 
| 


Now the man who loans his money withont banking on 
it takes his bonds and sells them in the market for 
$108,000 in currency, which is their present price. This 
amount he loans at 10 per cent., which gives him...... 10, 200 00 

His taxes in the same county where the bank is 
located would, upon bis notes for the $108,000 
of loaned money, at 1.9 per cent., amount to. $2,052 00 

For his book-keeper, (he needs no president)... 1, 000 00 


ag 
Amount of taxes and other expenses... 3,052 


| His clear profits........... . 


ORME CRORE DROUIN, winnie 's osc 'seses ceive cces 





Amount that private individuals make 
es Gees BOE... 5.0 nekoss boae donee FA) 50 





The reason that national banking is not as profitable as many sn» 
pose it is, is on account of the amount of taxes they have to pa l 
the other expenses incident to carrying them on. If it were not for 
| the money that the banks make out of their deposits and the sah 

of drafts, it would be better for every man who has money to loon 
to loan it without banking; but the banks being located in neay|) 
| every county are convenient to the people, and therefore better for 
| them than private shaving shops. 

This calculation I have made is applicable to my own State, In) 
ana, where 10 per cent. is allowed to be charged. Some may say t! 
| the bank will charge more than 10 per cent. So might the individual; 

but under the law neither could iia more than that amount. [ 
| is therefore seen that the national banking system, when proper!) 
understood, is no greater robbery of the people than the individual 
system of loaning money. 

The great wrong in the whole system of loaning money is to allow 
either banks or individuals to loan money at a higher rate of i 
terest than 6 per cent., and when it is done it is a curse to the coun- 
try as well as the people who borrow it. The national banking sys- 
tem does not increase the rate of interest on the people in any of the 
| States. The law only allows the banks to charge the rate of interest 
that is fixed by the law of the State, and if the State has no law upon 
the subject of interest, then the national banking law provides that 
the banks shall not charge to exceed 7 per cent. The interest charged 
upon the greenbacks to all persons who wish to borrow money is just 
the same as the interest charged upon bank-notes. So that the green- 
backs in that respect are no cheaper than the bank-notes. 

Our greenback friends insist that the greenback currency is cheaper 
than the national-bank currency, and that if we would break down 
the national banking system and issne greenbacks to supply the 
place of the national-bank notes, and then take the new greenbacks 
thus issued and purchase the bonds upon which the banks are bank- 
ing, we would then save the interest on these bonds to the people 
instead of paying it to the banks. There are two objections to this 
theory of finance, each of which are fatal to it. - 

1. Congress has not the power under the Constitution of the United 
States to authorize an issue of greenbacks and make them a legal 
tender in time of peace when the necessities of the Government (lo 
not require such an issue in order to preserve the life of the nation. 

In the decision of our Supreme Court, reported in 12 Wallace, 
which is known as the legal-tender decision, this power of Congress 
to authorize the issue of greenbacks and make them a legal-tender 
was fully discussed and decided by a full bench of nine judges, four 
of them democrats and five republicans. The democratic judges took 
the broad ground that Congress had no power to issue greenbacks 
and make them a legal tender, either in time of peace or in time of 
war, and that therefore our present greenbacks were unconstitutional 
money. The five republican judges on the contrary sustained our 
present greenbacks and declared them constitutional money, becatse 
they-were issued in time of war when the necessities of the Goveri- 
ment were such that it could not exist without money to carry 110"; 
and there was, in the judgment of Congress, no other mode of raisiiz 
it than by issuing our present greenbacks and making them a legal 
| tender. The court in the majority decision in passing upon the ¢ = 
| tion of the power of Congress to legislate when the necessities o! the 
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try are such as to imperil the life of the nation, and its powers | 11 per cent. above greenbacks, what would be the result?) With the 
$315,891,949 of new greenbacks we could have purchased and re- 
tired $281,044,834 in 5 per cent. Government bonds. 


coun 


to legislate when no such emergency exists, use this language: 
Oo 1egisic 


rings us to the inquiry whether they were, (that is the legal-tender acts,) 
en scted, appropriate instrumentulities for carrying into effect or executing 
the known powers of Congress or of any department of the Government. 
yy to this inquiry a consideration of the time when they were enacted and of 
ve natances in Which the Government then stood is 1mportant. It is not to 
a that acts may be adapted to the exercise of lawful power and appropriate 
in seasons of exigency, which would be inapprepriate at other times. 

Now, if Congress has the power at any time to issue greenbacks 
avd jake them a legal tender, as our greenback friends insist, why 
ary t the court so decide that fact and end the case, instead of 
poe Bae itself to the trouble to show that it was a power that Con- 
e es wight lawfully exercise in times of exigency, (that is great emer- 
veney,) but a power that it could not exercise at other times when 
the exigency did not exist. Upon this point the language of the 
court is, “It is not to be denied that acts may be adapted to the exer- 
cise of lawful power and appropriate to it in seasons of exigency, which 
would be inappropriate at other times. * And why did the court further 
cay, “Plainly, to this inquiry?” W hat inquiry? Whether Congress 
had this power to pass the legal-tender acts—“ a consideration of the 
‘ne when they were enacted, and of the circumstances in which the 
Government then stood, is important.” - ; 

If Congress had the power at any time to issue greenbacks, why 
did it become important for the court to consider the time when these 
acts were passed and inquire into the circumstances which then sur- 
rounded the country. It must be evident to every one that it was 
for the purpose of ascertaining whether the condition of the country 
was such as to create an emergency that would warrant Congress in 
making the notes of the Government a legal tender and compel the 
people to aceept them in the payment of debts. If such an emer- 
gency did exist, then the making of such notes a legal tender was a 
power that Congress might exercise during that emergency, but if 
such an emergency did not exist, then it was a power that Congress 
could not exercise. That is the decision of the court, nothing more 
nor nothing less. 

rhe court then continues its decision and states fully and accu- 
rately the condition of the country at the time these legal-tender acts 
were passed and the cireumstances in which it then stood, and then 
uses the following language: 


T s 
if 


wl 
t 


] 
be 
t 


It was at such atime and in such circumstances that Congress was called upon 
to devise means for maintaining the Army and Navy, for securing the large supplies 
of money needed, and, indeed, for the preservation of the Government created by 
the Constitation. It was at sucha time and in anch an emergency that the legal 
tender acts were passed. Now, if it were certain that nothing else would have 
supplied the absolute necessities of the Treasury,that nothing else would have en- 
abled the Government to maintain its armies and Navy, that nothing else would 
have saved the Government and the Constitution from destruction, while the legal 
tender acts would, could any one be bold enough to assert that Congress trans 
grossed its powers ¢ Or, if these enactments did work these resulis, can it be 
maintained now that they were not for a legitimate end or “appropriate and 
adapted to that end,” in the language ot Chief-Justice Marshall? That they did 
work such results is not to be doubted. Something renewed tho drooping faith of 
the people ; something brought immediately to the Government's aid the resources | 
of the nation, and something enabled the successful prosecution of the war and 
the preservation of the national life. What was it if not the legal-tender enact- 
ments f 
Is it not plain, from the decision of the court, to every person that 
iscandid avd unprejudiced, that the court sustained the constitution- 
ality of our present legal-tender enactments on the ground that they 
were passed at a time when the necessities of the Government were 
so great and so urgent that the life of the nation could not have been 
preserved without the issue of the greenback? And therefore Con- 
gress had the right to pass these acts in order to preserve the Govern- 
ment. If Congress, then, has not the power to issue greenbacks in 
time of peace, when no such emergency exists, because such an act 
would be unconstitutional, does not the whole greenback theory, 
which is based upon a new issue of greenbacks, fall to the ground 
because it has no solid foundation upon which to rest, being in plain 
violation of the Constitution of the United States according to the 
decision of the Supreme Court ? 
2. The next objection to the greenback theory is this: It assumes 
as true that, if we should issue greenbacks to supply the place of the 
national-bank notes (a thing that cannot be done, as I have shown, 
in time of peace) and then take the new greenbacks thus issued and 
buy up the bonds upon which the banks are banking, we would 
save the interest on these bonds instead of paying it to the banks, 
_ and thereby make a very large saving to the people. If it were con- 

stitntional to issue new greenbacks in time of peace and we should 
80 issue them to supply the place of the national-bank notes, I am 
satistied that it would prove a loss to the people instead of a benefit, 
as the figures will clearly show. 

On the first day of this month, October, as the report of the Comp- 
troller of the ¢ urrency will show when made, there were then out- 
ae $15,591,949 of national-bank notes, Suppose that green- 
backs had then been issued to supply their place, what would have 
—_ the first result produced ? The new greenbacks would at once 
— depreciated to eighty cents on the dollar and the bonds would 
lave gone up to 125; that is, $1 in our bonds would have been 
——_ forty-five cents more in the market than $1 of the uew green- | 

acks, But suppose there had been no depreciation and that the new 
greeubacks were worth as much as the old ones are now, and that 
our» per cent. bonds were of the same value as now, which is about | 











The interest on these bonds, at 5 per cent., in gold 


I on ncn Rana on Caen at haus x ken $14, 052, 241 73 


Gold, being worth 2$ per cent. more than greenbacks, 


would make the per cent. amount to. ...........- 386, 436 63 


Which makes the amount we would save in cur- 


WOM 6 open in vos chen See ee, -- 14,438,678 36 
Let us next inquire how much we would lose, 


The printing of the new greenbacks 


at the rate we are now paying, 
including paper and otber ex- 
benses, to supply the place of 
315,891,949 in bank-notes, would 
amount to at least............-. $500, 000 00 


The taxes on $315,291,949 of new 


greenbacks, which the people 
would lose each year by the green- 
back not being taxable at 1.9 
per cent., the rate of taxation 
throughout the States, now paid, 


would amount to 5, 991, 947 00 


We would also lose the taxes which 


the national banks pay to the 

United States and to the States, 

which is the same as paying it to 

the people, as they get the benefit 

of it. The taxes for 1876 paid by 

the banks are not yet ascertained 

by the Comptroller, but he informs 

me that they will be, as near as 

he can judge, about the same as 

1875. Then putting the taxes at 

that amount they would be...... 7,375, 653 00 

Amount we would lose...............-. ..--- 23,867,600 00 
Now if we deduct the amount of interest we would 

save (as above shown) from our losses, it would 

leave, as our true loss each year 9, 428,921 64 

The above figures show (and they cannot be snecessfully disputed) 
that, if we should do away with our national banks and supply their 
notes with a new issue of greenbacks, we would lose each year by 
so doing not less than $9,422,921.64. 

It will be contended by some that, if we break down the national 
banks, we will not lose in taxes all that the national banks now 
pay on their stock; but I insist we will. In the last Congress I made 
a speech in which I elaborated that question and will not now take 
the time to repeat what I then said; but when the subject is fully 
examined into it will be found that the bank-stock is created as 
taxable property by the simple act of subscribing it on the stock- 
books; and when you destroy that stock by breaking down the banks 
you destroy that amount of taxable property to the country, the 
same as though an amount of wheat or corn equal in value to it had 
been consumed in the flames. 

Having shown conclusively by the figures that national-bank notes 
are acheaper currency for the people than greenbacks, let us next 
inquire which is the safest currency to them. The greenbacks, it 
is urged, are as safe as money can be, because the faith of the nation 
is pledged for their redemption. That is true, but the faith of the 
nation is pledged for the redemption of the national-bank note, 
precisely as it is pledged for the greenback. Sothat,on the question 
of security by the faith of the Government, the bank-note is as good 
in all respects as the greenback. The national-bank notes, being 
redeemable in greenbacks or their equivalent, are equally as valuable 
in every respect, and in Some more so, as I will presently show. 

The great question of security in which the national-bank notes 
are superior to the greenbacks as a currency isthis: Our greenbacks 
must be issued and paid out by the Treasury Department of the 
Government. Now, if the Secretary of the Treasury should at any 
time prove dishonest, he could form a ring inside of the Treasury 
Department and make an overissue of greenbacks to the amount of 
as many millions as he and his ring pleased. In such an issue the 
ring would be the gainers and the people the losers; and here is where 
the pledge of the faith of the Government to redeem might hurt, 
especially when it came to redeeming an overissue. 

There would be no trouble in making an overissue if the Secretary 
were disposed to doso, for greenbacks, as we all know, are money and 


| ready for circulation as soon as they come from the printing-press. 


They are all alike when struck from the same plates and dies; there- 
fore there isno way of preventing an overissue if we have a dishonest 
official at the head of the Treasury Department. If an overissue were 
made to any very large amount it would in the course of time be dis- 
covered, and when it did become known the whole business interests 
of the country would at once be paralyzed. The panic of 1873, which 
brought so much distress upon the country, would not amount toa 
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drop in the bucket, scarcely, compared with the amount of bankruptcy | price for the privilege of furnishing currency to the country. | 


and financial ruin that would be brought upon the country by such 
a calamity as an overissue of our money. A financial system, then, 
like ours would be if composed entirely of greenbacks, which would 
hang all the time by so slender a thread as the honesty of one man, the 
Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, and he above all other 
men having such an inducement before him all the time to be dishonest, 
is not the kind of financial system that a great country like ours should 
have. It would be too much like living all the time over a powder- 
inagazine, that might at any time explode and blow the whole coun- 
try into atomsif any one would be dishonest enough to apply the 
torch when he would be well paid for so doing. 

In the case of national-bank notes this overissue of money cannot 
occur by the dishouvesty of our officials, notwithstanding the national- 
bank notes are issued by the Treasury Department, for this reason : 
When the national-bank notes pass from the Treasury Department to 
the banks they are not money ready for cirenlation. There are two 
blanks in each bank-note, and these blanks have to be filled by the 
bank-ofticers before they can be circulated. One blank has to be filled 
by the president of the bank signing with his pen his own name in 
it, and the other is filled in the same way by the cashier of the bank 
signing his name in it. When thus signed, the bank-oflicers, and not 
the Treasury Department, put them in circulation, and the bank- 
officers are sure to see to it that no bank-note of theirs shall be put in 
circulation that is not all right, as the bank is compelled before the 
notes are issued to it by the Treasury Department to deposit with 
the Secretary of the Treasury bonds of the United States that are 
worth their face in gold, as a security to the bill-holder of that bank 
for the redemption of every note that is issued and put in circulation 
by it. With national-bank money, therefore, asa currency the country 
and people are perfectly safe, as the money is as sound as the Gov- 
ernment itself, and, as I have shown, there cannot be an overissue of 
it, as there might be of greenbacks. 

These taxes which the national banks pay are heavy and oppressive, 
and the banks will be here in force to ask Congress to relieve them 
of a large portion of them; but the banks must remember that the 
people who borrow their money are burdened and oppressed by the high 
rates of interest that the banks, as well as individuals, charge for 
the use of their money. While I believe in national banks and am 
satisfied that their notes are the safest, cheapest, and best paper 
money in the world, still I am unwilling and yi] not vote to relieve 
them of one cent of these taxes untii their rate of interest is fixed 
at 6 per cent. in every State in this Union, so that the people can bor- 
row money at 6 per cent. tousein business. When that is done, (and 
a bill is now before this Congress asking it,) 1 am ready to increase 
the circulation of tational banks and give them $1 in circulation 
for every dollar of bonds depesited by them. I would then be 
willing to relieve them of all national taxes except just enough to 
pay expenses, so that they would be no cost to the people; the 
taxes they pay to the States should remain as they are. With our 
rate of interest fixed at 6 per cent. I have no hesitation in saying 
that national-bank money is the best, cheapest, and safest paper 
money that can possibly be devised for a free people in a great Re- 
public like ours; and hence I will not vote to repeal national free 
banking. 

Mr. KELLEY addressed the Chair. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I move that the committee do now 
rise, 

Mr. KELLEY. 
minutes 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. 
gentleman have five minutes. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman is not entitled to the floor to allow 
me any time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. WILLIs] 
has moved that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then 1 ask him to withdraw that motion for a few 
moments. . 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I withdraw it for the present. 

Mr. KELLEY. I only want time, Mr. Chairman, to felicitate my- 
self in this presence on my success in inducing the House to go into 
Committee of the Whole, in order, as the event has proved, to take 
measures to relieve a most oppressed and suffering less of our peo- 
- and to ask a to circulate very widely the speech they 
rave just heard. I am quite sure that the poor stockholders and 
officers of our national banks are not aware of the suffering they are 
enduring and am confident that if they shall all be enabled to read 
the gentleman’s speech they will hasten to surrender the circulation 
which is costing them so much annually. 

No bank in my State, at least none that I know of, has ever declared 
an annual dividend of more than a hundred per cent., and I think 
that but few have made such dividends; but it is quite common for 
them to declare and pay dividends of 10 per cent. semi-annually, and 
to add a large amount to their surplus. 

Now, if the gentleman’s speech can only be carried into the bank 
parlors thronghout the country, an immense amount of property will 
be relieved from the onerous taxation he has disclosed. Taxes so 
inordinate as to thus restrain the profits of national banks ought not 
to be imposed on any of the property of an American citizen. Not 
only are they, if the gentloman’s views are correct, paying a great 


I hope the gentleman will yield to me for a few 


I have no objection to letting the 


| 


NOVEMBER 1, 


Mt they 


aper than the ( 
T : - » a _ :¢ ve 
That is to say, he has proven, if he has succe 


are making it much better as well as much che 
ernment can. 


| ; : : , ded in 
proving anything, that a bank-note which is redeemable in ay 


ree 


backs is very much better than its equivalent in greenbac! cai 

which it is redeemable. This will be a grand piece of informati i 
the people. They want as good a currency as they can oo 
whenever they seo what the gentleman has demonstrate, tha/ th , 
shadow is far more valuable and enduring than the substances — 
will, I fear, come in contact with the bank-officers and coustrain 1, 
to repeal the provisions of law which permit banks to surrender and 
withdraw from cireulation the better and cheaper currency which 
with such disinterested muniticence they now provide for js. i 

I believe I have said all that I wanted to say, and I close by in 
ploring gentlemen to inake known to the suffering bankers of the 
country the terrible price they are paying for the privilege of furnish- 
ing an ungrateful people this better and cheaper currency, 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I now renew the motion tliat the com. 
mittee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SAYLER reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the state of tho 
Union generally and had come to no resdlution thereon, 


ned 


DOORKEEPER’S PAY-ROLLS. 

Mr. ROBERTS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution ; which was read, considered, and agreed to: : 

Resolved, That the pay-rolls of the Doorkeeper for the month of Octo er be. ona 
they are hereby, referred to the Committee of Accounts, with instructions to aseer. 
tain and determine whether the same are correctly made up; aad the Clerk is hereh 
directed to make no payments on said rolls until they shall have been examined 
and approved by the said committee. 

Mr. ROBERTS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resoly- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the follow- 
ing cases: 

To Mr. MULLER, for six days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Warner, for one week. 

To Mr. Lanpers, for one week. 

RAILING AROUND THE OUTER LINE QF SEATS. 

Mr. HARDENBERG. I ask unanimous consent to offer the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That a committee of three members of the House be appointed by the 
Speaker to examine inte and report upon the propriety of a railing for the protec 
tion of the outer circle of seats. 

I offer that resqlution at the request of a majority of the members 
who oceupy seats on the outer circle. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and agreed 
to. 
Mr. HARDENBERG moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the tab!e. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Vv. H. M'CORMICK,. 


Mr. STENGER. I ask unanimous consent to introduce at this time 
and have referred to the Committee of Accounts the resolution which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be authorized to pay to 


V. H. McCormick, special messenger and watchman for the Committee on Freed 
mau’s Savings and Trust Company of the last Congress, the sum of $725 00, the 
amount due to him for services rendered during the Forty-fourth Congress and 
still unpaid, out of the contingent fund of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Should not that resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that it be referred to the 
Committee of Accounts. 

Mr. GARFIELD. It relates to a former Congress, and I think 
should go to the Committee on Appropriations or 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. STENGER. I have no objection to its reference to the Com- 
tee of Claims. 

The resolution was accordingly received and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 





ADJOURNMENT OF SESSION. 

Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means: 

Resolved by the House of sentatives, (the Senate concurring hercin,) That when 


the two Houses adjourn on Wednesday, the 28th day of November, 1277 this ex 
traordinary session will stand adjourned without day. 


Mr. CLYMER. I move that the House now adjenrn. | : 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at three o’cl ck ane 
thirteen minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &e., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 

ur the rule, and referred as stated : 
ant ‘Mr BUNDY: Papers relating to the claim of John Heater for 
om  nention for property taken by the United States Army—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 2 : 

By Mr. CANDLER: The petition of John Jones, Raudolph H. Ram- 

~ and William @. Lanterman, to be released from all obligations as 
Se aon the bond of W. E. Quillian, late postmaster at Milledge- 
. a, Georgia—to the Committee of Claims. 

. ‘hy Mr. CASWELL: The petition of the letter-carriers of Milwan- 
kee, Wisconsin, for an increase of their salaries—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. ped. 

“By Mr. CLARK, of Missouri: The petition of John R. Pettus and 
other citizens of Missouri, for a paper currency not based upon coin— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. . 

By Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina: A paper relating to the estab- 
Jishment of a post-route from Suint Lawrence to Simmon Grove, 
North Carolina—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
~ hy Mr. ELLIS: The petition of L. Madison Day, of New Orleans, 
Louisiana, for the repayment of money paid for property confiscated 
and sold by the United States and afterward recovered by mortgagee— 
i the Committee on the Judiciary. aE é 

By Mr. GARDNER: The petition of Benjamin D. Lakin, to have 
refunded the amount paid by him for a substitute in the United 
States Army, he having been forced to serve in said Army—to the 
Committee on War Claims. ap 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of Jerome Van Name, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENKLE: Papers relating to the claim of James Mil- 
linger for compensation for the use and destruction of property by 
the United States Army—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Mrs. M. V. Brown for com- 
pensation for the use and damage to the Washington and Alexandria 
turnpike by the United States—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of William Dodds for com- 
pensation for property destroyed by the United States Army—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of David McClelland for com- 
pensation for map of the District of Columbia, plates, &c., seized in 
1-61 by order of the War Department—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY: The petition of R. T. Bryan, for pay for salary- 
tables—to the Committee of Claims. 

ly Mr. HUNTON: The petition of the Viticultural Society of the 
District of Columbia and others, for the scientific cultivation of the 
lands as the permanent relief of labor, by the withdrawal of the sur- 
plus population of the cities and manufacturing centers of the United 
States into agricultural pursuits—to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Also, the petition of F. E. Shepperd, for the removal of his politi- 
cal disabilities—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KNOTT: Papers relating to the petition of Samuel Hay- 
croft for compensation for a house burned while used as a hospital 
by the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of James Saffell for compen- 
sation for property lost while in the United States mail service—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of Susan Robb, mother of Levi 
R. Robb, late second lieutenant Company H, Forty-fifth Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, to be paid the amount of “extra pay proper” due her 
son at the time of his death—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of 17,000 citizens of Philadelphia, 
that the salaries of letter-carriers be fixed at $1,200 per annum—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of mechanics, laborers, and other citizens of 
Pennsylvania, for the establishment of uniform hours of labor in 
navy-yards, &c.,and for a proper discrimination in pay and salaries— 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. POLLARD: A paper relating to the establishment of a 
post-route between Bethany, Missouri, and Ringgold, lowa—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

sy Mr. POWERS: The petition of John Flynn, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Bangor, Maine, for the increase of 
the compensation of letter-carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Oflice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RIDDLE: The petition of S. E. Belcher, for compensation 
for property destroyed by the United States Army—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAMPSON: Papers relating to the petition of Henry Simons 
for bounty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of William H. Needham for 
mn as an officer in the United States Army—to the same 
bommnittee. 

By Mr. SINGLETON: Papers relating to the petition of R. P. Wil- 
son for the repayment of taxes illegally collected from him by 
United States ofticiala—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of Joseph R. Shannon for 
compensation for the steamer Burton, seized by the United States— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania: The petition of citizens of Lan- 
caster County, Pennsylvania, for the repeal of the resumption act of 
1875, and the issue of greenbacks and the remonetization of silver— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of Abraham Alstead for an 
increase of pension—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Jacob and Elizabeth Sener, to have certain 
taxes and penalties refunded, collected by United States revenue 
oflicers—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Georgia: Papers relating to the petition of 
James Sutlive for compensation for care and storage of cotton belong- 
ing to the United States—to the Committee on War Claius. 

By Mr. SWANN: Papers relating to the claim of Moore N. Falls 
for pay for services rendered under contract with the United States 
in keeping the harbor at Baltimore, Maryland, open and free from 
ice—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. VAN VORHES: Papers relating to the petition of Peter M. 
Ward for the correction of his Army record—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of W. D. L. Stanley, of similar 
import—to the same committee. ; 

Also, the petition of Catharine Sheets, that she and her minor son, 
Willie Sheets, be granted pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, the petition of Henry M. Davis, for relief—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WADDELL: Papers relating to the claim of Richard Dillon 
for compensation for extra services and expenses while assistant 
superintendent of refugees, freedmen, and abandoned lands in North 
Carolina—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. WiLLIAMS, of Delaware: Papers relating to the claim of 
Hanson Harmon for compensation for rent of office for the clerk of 
the United States district court of Delaware—to the Committee of 
Claims, 
































IN SENATE. 
FRIDAY, November 2, 1877. 


Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D., Chaplain of the Senate, offered 
the following 





PRAYER. 

O Thon infinite, self-existent, eternal One, our Father in Heaven, 
before whose sight all time and space are as nothing, and all the life 
of all Thy creatures begins, unfolds, and changes according to the 
purpose Thy will decrees, we, Thy servants, come this day humbly 
to acknowledge the dispensation of Thy providence. We have heard 
the voice that calls to us out of the chamber of death, out of the 
mouth of the grave; and by faith we see lifeless and prostrate the 
form of him who will share no more in these councils of the nation, 
whose great life-work has now been concluded in the eyes of all the 
people. By faith we witness the scene in yonder home, where a bro- 
ken family sit down to-day in all the ashes of mourning. 

O Lord, our God, help us all, Thy servants, to recognize and hum- 
bly to submit in this event to Thy righteous will. May the Congress 
and the nation together be sensible of Thy dealing, and when ‘hou 
comest nigh to us in cutting off men from the face of the earth may 
we come nigh to Thee in loving confidence and filial trust, and in the 
ordering of our obedience to fulfill Thy pleasure. 

O Lord, our God, we are all in Thy hands to do with us as Thou 
wilt. Be very gracious unto us and help us. Regard the ery of those 
who grieve in the bitterness of sorrow. Assuage all the anguish of 
loving hearts. Be merciful to the widow and the fatherless. Lift up 
this nation toa higher life of fortitude and virtue by the bereavements 
and the disasters we experience, so that light may come forth out of 
darkness, so that good may prevail over evil, and so that Thy saving 
help may be known among all nations. Through Jesus Christ. 
Amen, 



























JOURNAL. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of 
yesterday, when, on motion of Mr. RaNsom, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 







ADJOURNMENT TO TUESDAY. 
Mr. RANSOM. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Tuesday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 










DEATH OF SENATOR MORTON. 

Mr. McDONALD. Mr. President, it becomes my painful duty to 
announce to the Senate of the United States the death of my late 
colleague, Oliver P. Morton, of Indiana. 

He died at his family residence in the city of Indianapolis yester- 
day afternoon at half-past five o’clock. The funeral services and 
burial will take place on Monday the Sth of this month, at the city 
of his late residence. At some suitable time I will submit resolutions 
expressive of the sense of the Senate as to the loss sustained by the 
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country by the death of my late distinguished colleague. At pres- 
ent, that the Senate may be properly represented on the mournfal 
occasion of his funeral and to note the melancholy announcement, 
J] sulmnit the following resolutions and move their adoption: 


Resolved, That a committee consisting of six Senators be appointed by the Chair 
to a:tend the funeral obsequies of Hon. Oliver P. Morton, to take place at his late 
residence, at the city of Indianapolis, on Monday the 5th instant. 

iicsolved, That, as a mark of respect for the memory of the deceased, the Senate 
do now adjourn. 


The resolutions were agreed to unanimously. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed as the committee under the first 
resolution Messrs. MCDONALD, Davis of Illinois, BURNSIDE, BAYARD, 
CAMERON of Pennsylvania, and Boor; and (at twelve o’clock and 
eight minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, November 2, 1877. 

The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Joun Potsar, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. WOOD, = I desire to submit some resolutions callie for execu- 
tive information, and I ask unanimous consent that they may now 
be received and considered. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Let them be read. 

Mr. PRIDEMORE., I object. 

Mr. WOOD, Does the gentleman object to their being read ? 

Mr. PRIDEMORE, I do not object to that. 


DIFFERENTIAL DUTIES ON SPANISH VESSELS. 
Mr. WOOD. Let the first resolution be read. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be respectfully requested, if not incompatible with 
the public interests, to communicate to this Tlouse the correspondence with the 
Spanish Government, and the orders and directions of the Treasury Department 
to the collectors of customs in relation to the recent imposition of a differential 
duty of fifty centa per ton on Spanish vessels entering American ports, with such 
information in reference thereto as he may deem necessary. 


Mr. WOOD. This information is necessary for the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and I hope the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
PRIDEMORE ] will not object. 

Mr. PRIDEMORE., I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the resolution is not be- 
fore the House. 

UNITED STATES BONDS SYNDICATE, 

Mr. WOOD. “et the next resolution be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish the Ilorse of Representatives, at the earliest practicable moment, copies 
of the contract made with a certain syndicate of American and foreign bankers 
for the negotiation of the 4 per cent. bonds of the United States, together with 
copes of all other papers relating thereto; and also with a statement as to the 


present condition of such negotiation, and whether it remains in force as originally 
made without modification or change. 


Mr. WOOD. I hope the geutleman will not object to that. 
Mr. PRIDEMORE., I object. 


ARMY SURGBONS. 


Mr. WOOD. Let the other resolution be read. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to farnish the House of Rep- 
resentatives, at the carliest practicable momeut, the following information: 

‘The number of commissioned medical officers of the United States Army now on 
duty in the District of Columbia ; the name, rank. and pay, rations and emoluments 
(in kind or commuted) of each; the gross commutation value of all emoluments of 
each; the cost to the Government of such rations or emoluments as are not com- 
muted ; the duty to which each officer is assigned, and the time he has been assigned 
thereto; and the difference in pay, rations, or emoluments (in kind or commuted) 
in each case between the present station of each officer and of the same officer if 
stationed on the frontier 

The number of contract surgeons pow employed in the District of Columbia; 
the name, rank, pay, rations, and emoluments (whether in kind or commuted) of 
each; the cuty to which cach is assigned, and the time he has been assigned thereto; 
whether any, and, if so, each, of said contiact surgeons are engaged in private prac- 
tice, and, if se, to what extent. 

The number of contract surgeons employed by the Surgeon-General of the Army 
who are not graduates in medicine, giving the same information in each case as is 
requested in the preceding paragraphs, and in addition thereto the reasons for the 
employment and assignment in each case. 


Mr. PRIDEMORE., I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the resolutions are not 
before the House. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ATKINS. I am instructed by the Cemmittee on Appropria- 
tions to report a bill making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1878. I move that the bill 
be printed and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union; and I give notice that on Wednesday next, after 
the morning hour, I shall move to proceed to the consideration of 
this bill in Committee of the Whole, and from day to day thereafter 
until it is disposed of. 





| 
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cut out the morning hour; and, if so, the Committee on Ay 


Mr. HALE. Would it not be well for the gentleman t 
“after the reading of the Journal?” Something micht }; an 


nhen + 
Ippen to 


tions would not want to lose a day. enn gtia, 

Mr. ATKINS. I have no objection to the gentleman’s s 

Mr. HALE. The modification I suggest would be safer. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the motion to go into Commit 
of the Whole to consider a general appropriation’ bill would “ape 
any rate, in order immediately after the reading of the Journal ” 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to ask the gentleman from 1 : 
nessee [Mr. ATKINS] whether the Committee on Appropriations | 
considered anything about the time for adjournment; whether th a 
is any reasonable probability as to when we can end this extra sos 
sion. There is considerable anxiety among members on this p a 

The SPEAKER. That subject has been referred to the ( ommittes 
of Ways and Means by a resolution which is now in their hands 

Mr. COX, of New York. I make the inquiry because the Commit. 
tee on Appropriations has charge of the important business of the 
extra session. 

Mr. ATKINS. I will state, in reply to the gentleman from Now 
York, that, although the subject he indicates has been informa)|y 
discussed in the committee, it has not been by any means formal}, 
before us. : 

The bill (H. R. No. 902) was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. ATKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
referred and ordered to be printed; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRESERVATION OF MODELS OF PATENTS. 
Mr. VANCE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to furnish this Honse 
with information as to whether any legislation is necessary in order to provide for 
the preservation of models or parts of models saved from the late fire at the Pat 
ent Office. 


Uggestion, 


PENSIONS FOR MEXICAN VETERANS, ETC, 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I ask unanimons consent to present a memorial 
of the National Association of Mexican Veterans; and, in accordance 
with their request, I ask that the same be printed in the Recorp, 

There being no objection, the petiiion was received, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed in the 
RecorD. It is as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United Stxtes of America in Congress assembled 


Your petitioners, in behalf of their comrades, the National Association of Vet- 
erans of the Mexican War ‘of 1846, a body composed of survivors of the army and 
navy engaged in that memorable conflict of arms with a foreign power, most respect- 
fully beg leave torenew their humble petition, submitted to Congress in February, 
1874, praying that a pension of $3 amonth be allowed to all surviving officers and 
meu who were engaged in the service during that war and received honorable dis 
charge, the same to continue during the brief remainder of their natural lives ; aud 
also asking that the widows of deceased soldiers and sailors be included, as has been 
heretofore allowed by the act of Feb) uary 14, 1871, to the survivors of I-12 

Your petitioners are impressed with the belief that compliance with their pre- 
vious prayer has been delayed to this day in consequence of erroneous estimates 
heretofore submitted to the Senate by the Commissioner of Pensions, who had been 
called upon by the honorable chairman of the committee investigating the case to 
furnish reliable information as to the probablenumber of survivors and the cost to 
the public Treasury if the just request were acceded to. 

By these estimates, so furnished from time to time, it was made to appear thata 
much larger sum of the public money would be required than the facts, since ascer 
tained by your petitioners, and herein respectfully submitted for careful consid 
eration, will warrant the Pension Office in maintaining hereafter; because it is 
shown that the estimates of the Commissioner were founded upon grossly erroncons 
bases, which would have been exposed long ago had the mysterious process by 
which he worked out his conclusions been avai ablo to your petitioners. 

The Commissioner's estimate conveys the ideas that the ratio of survivors of the 
war of 1812, forty-seven years after the commencement of that war, was ascertained 
by mathematical interpolation to be 3 in 8 of the troops enrolled, and gave the tr 
sult of this calenlation as 40,10 survivors. To prove the accuracy of this provon- 
ceived opinion, he adverts to the actual number of applications for peusivns tiled 
subsequently to the passage of the act of February 14, 1871, about 42,000 in round 
numbers critical examination of the matter, however, readily exposes the errer 
of the Pension Office. The total number of men employed in the war of Lels. as 
shown by the report of the Adjutant-General of March 4, 1850, was 471,622. Now 
if the ratio adopted (3 in 8) had been correctly given, it would have shown 176,558 
survivors, instead of 40.100, as stated in the retarn. 

Yet this false ratio, alleged to have been used in the 1812 case, has been util ed 
by the Pension Office to misrepresent the number of survivors of the Mexican war, 
amplified, however, to 4 in 8, in order to make up for the difference of time 1! 
two cases; by which process the extravagant result of about 52,500 survivors of the 
Mexican war is produced. er 

Very naturally this estimate, emanating from an official source on a call for in- 
partial information, had a powerful influence on the minds of honorable 5: nators 
and Representatives, who Fatt the justice of the memorial presented to them a 
were constrained to postpone definite action because of the drain on the Treasury 
supposed to be involved. a 

in the mean time, however, through the instrumentality of the national assecl- 
ation in the several States and Territories (organized for the purpose of rene 
proper acsistance to the aged and decrepit survivors, constituting perbaps (irre 
fourcus of the membership, without asylum or pecuniary means at their comman’ 
earnest and persistent efforts have been made to learn the whereabouts of every 
living comrade, with a view to furnishing to the honorablo Represc ntatives of wos 
peor © in Congress a reasonable approximation of the number Lkel) » veo 

eneficiaries under the proposed law. To this end the simple method adopte! 
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the association has been to enroll the names transmitted to headquarter: 
States and Territories, according to the respective regiments and battalic 
they served in Mexico, without special regard to their present place of resi ile 
The whole number of survivors’ names thus transferred to the association 1" 


lence. 





CONGRESSIONAL 


+ wk begun, now nearly five years, is about 7,000, which includes many 
: S the pension rolls, and the names of otbers who have died since the 
, - “ot this number, 4,629 had been classified by regiments, &c., at the 


Ore he last Congress. Of this fractional number of the names filed, there was 
eS - rage of 41 survivors to of the regular Army regiments; 45to 5 Indiana 
‘ t navereas 


e. 43 to 5 Kentucky regiments; and 46 to 5 Ohio regiments of volunteers. 
ine that this fractional number covers fully one-half of the men still living, 
Ty all, which amount is 2,258 more than the State and county associations 
¢ watt le to trace, your honorable body will have a reasonable basis of calcula- 
: ot feats regiments referred to consist of 400 companies, and embrace a 
ot} 400 survivors, being an average of 8.5 to the company. The offic ial | 
‘ords (re port of Adjutant-General, December 3, 1249) show there were 100,445 
oe rank and file, employed during the war, and further examination will show 

Tip ere 1,033 companies of men, being, according to the aggregate given, an 
wears ve of 97 wen to the company. Multiplying the whole number of companies 
an number of survivors found in 400 companies gives a total of 8,720. (1,038 x 
asd catitioners respectfully submit that the above method of calculating tho 

ss rof survivors of the Mexican war, most of whom participated in the late 

: » ys far more practical than the ordinary processes; but in any estimate based 
¢ el amie r employed in the war, the facts should be taken into the account that 
19.606 « eaths occurred in the Army during the war from all« auses ; 2,778 were mus- 
tered, but immediately discharged, without proceeding to the seat of war; and 
¢ 205 were deserters. In addition to the above, there were 9,749 soldicrs discharged 

count of wounds and other disabilities incurred in the line of duty, which 
i sa eady placed many of them on the pension-rolls. (the Pension Commissioner 
a thy reported about 5,000 on the rolls ;) and it is also well known that large 
ss hers of the three, six, and twelve months’ volunteers re-enlisted after expira- 
tion of their terms and their names are thus duplicated in the grand aggregate. 
“Ip regard to the merits of the case, your petitioners respectfully invite attention 
to the resolutions of approval from various State Legislatures, heretofore sub- 

tied to Congress, aud to the following report of the minority of the House Com- 
- ittee of Pensions in the Forty-third Congress, which was also embraced in the 
report of the House committee of the Forty-fourth Congress, and received the 
unanimous approval of the House of Representatives on the 4th of January, 1877, 
w wit 
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“VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


The minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom were referred the 
memorial of the National Convention of Mexican War Survivors, who assembled 
in Washington City on the 15th of Jannary, 1874, asking to be placed on the pen- 
sion-rolls, and also bill (H. R. 577) granting pensions to the survivors of the Mex- 
ican war, have had the subject under consideration, and submit the following 
report as their views: 4 . ’ 

“The Federal Government early adopted the policy of rewarding its soldiers and 
sailors who periled their lives in the military and naval service to save the life of 
public with donations out of the public domain as well as by moneyed pen- 

This policy has been steadily adhered to as wiso, just, and humane. 

e soldicrs and sailors of the Mexican war of 1°46 and 1243 suffered incredible 
1ips under a tropical sun and in a malarious climate, and by endurance. valor, 
and indomitable energy vanquished their foes and brought victory to our arms in 
amanner so glorious as to deserve at the hands of the country the recognition 
prayed for in their memorial. 

The fruits of the Mexican war resulted in adding an immense area of rich terri- 
tory to our public domain, out of which new States have been carved and others 

« yet to be added, besides a mineral wealth that has not only given great im- 
petus to, but has enlarged and diversified the industry and commerce of, the western 
continent. 

The war commenced in the spring of 1846, and our soldiers were disbanded in 
July, i848. Thus, in about two years, our troops marched into an enemy's country 
of vast extent, lying more than a thousand miles from the center of our popula- 
tion, containing eight millions of people, subdued them, and dictated their own 
terms of peace. 

What did wegain bythatwar? The great State of Texas was involved. The 
Me icone claimed all that vast territory. This peace enabled us to establish her 

resent lines and sever her forever from that domination. By the treaty of Guada- 
upe Hidalgo of February 2, 1848, and the Gadsden purchase of December, 1853, 
Mexico ceded to the United States the territory now covered by the States of Cali- 
fornia, Nevada, part of Nebraska, also all claim to the territory covered by the 
State of Texas and by the Territories of Utah, Arizona, and New Mexico, by por- 
tions of the Territories of Wyoming and Colorado, and by the unorganized terri- 
tory lying west of the Indian Territory, embracing in all about 937,875 square 
miles. This vast area contained more territory than all the organized States of 
the Union did at the time of its acquisition. To form some estimate of its rich- 
ness and fertility, its value and commercial importance, we have but to examine 
its statistics for the past few years. The entire population of the newly-acquired 
territory in 1850 only numbered 406,657 inhabitants, and in 1870 had increased to 
1,772,000 persons. The total wealth in 1856 was $81,062,+99; but in 1870 it had 
swelled to 965,622,071. But so rapidly have the population and wealth increased 
within the past few years that at least one-fifth may be added to these figures for 
the years since the taking of the census, which will give us over two million in- 
habitants and about $1,200,000,000 of wealth. And in all the industries of the 
country this acquired section will bear a favorable comparison according to popu- 
lation and wealth. In mining resources, however, it outstrips all the balance of 
the Union together; itis literally the great gold-field of America and of the world. 
Take for example, the year 1860, and the total product of gold and silver in the 
United States amounted to $61,500,000, of which sum the following amounts were 
produced, to wit; 

California....... 
Colorado and Wyoming . 
Arizona 














eecewerccceccccccccccees $22, 500, 000 
oO ee weeececceecececees sees 4, 000, 000 





; 1, 000, 000 

New Mexico. 500, 000 
MOUROR vinci te chiviicdectidniaibaill 14, 000, 000 
SUE screticnetintndtenmniadeemmmebenmenmaerentuntseneneere 42, 000, 000 


“And if this should be taken as an average year since 1850, say for the past twen- 
ty-tive years, then we will have a yield of $1,050,000,000, or over one billion dollars 
This enormous sum has been sutticient of itself to give an impetus to the commerce 
of the whole continent, and has had its influence on the civilized world. But the 
mining resources of this section are believed to be inexhaustible. We have but 
Just commenced, as it were, to dig the hidden wealth imbedded in this El Dorado 
of America. A recent discovery of a bonanza in the silver mines of Nevada is 
variously estimated by mining engineers to be worth from $300,000,000 to a sum 
surpassing belief, +tated as high as $1,500,000,000. 

_ But this territory was not only valuable in itself on account of its intrinsic 
Wealth and resources, but it became the great highway to the Pacific Ocean and 
the Orient for the older and more densely populated States of the-Union. In this 
reapect alone it would more than compensate for all the expenditares of the Mexi- 
can war. Who is capable of estimating the value and importance of this acquisi- 
tion or by what method can it be estimated? If we undertake to fix a value upon | 
- _We inust do so by statistics of what it is now and what it was when acquired, 

pmparing the one with the other in all the changes that have been wrought. But 
Vis must fuil te give any just idea of its greatness aud value to the country. We 





| could buy it at all; its value is beyond price ; we could not do without it 
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can form a better idea by asking the question, for what consideration would the 


General Government part with this 937,785 square miles, with its two millions of 


people and untold resources and commanding positron in the content, holdin 


yin 
its arms the great gateway to the empires of the East? 


No money consideration 


we can 
see it in a brightand glorious future of a dense population, containing all the true 
characteristics of wealth, refinement, and a high order of civilization. No war 
with a foreign country has produced such results in so short a time and no troops 
acquitted themselves with more honor and made greater sacrifices during that 
period of their service. Having gained for the whole country that which for value 
cannot be estimated, and having reached a period when many of these veterans 
are in need, many of them in absolute want, and without the privilege of asylum 
in the home established by a fund in which every soldier who served in Mexico 
has an interest, the country should not refuse to reward such faithful and worthy 
— These soldiers who entered service in 1846, twenty-nine years ago, must 
x over fifty years of age, and are too feeble to compete with younger men in 
physical labor. The proceedings of the convention and a report of the efticers of 
the association appointed by the convention to gather statistics in regard to the 
number of surviving veterans have been submitted to the committee, from which 
it appears that less than ten thousand are known to be alive. From the testimouy 
submitted, the committee are of opinion that 10 per cent. of the whole number 
of officers, soldiers, sailors, and marines engaged in the war from beginning to 
end will cover, in round numbers, the survivors. Of this number a large propor- 
tion are now on the pension-rolls for wounds received in Mexico and in later wars. 
Several of the State Legislatures have passed 1esolutions requesting their Rep: e- 
sentatives in Congress to favor the passage of a law granting pensions to these old 
soldiers ; and if the question were left to the decision of the people by a popular 
vote, in view of all the facts, the pension would undoubtedly be allowed by au 
overwhelining majority. ’ 

“ These soldiers have fonght those battles and acquired that territory and, with- 
out regard to past or present political views, shoal be recognized by the Govern 
ment. Such an act would bring about a reconciliation between the two sections 
of our country more happily than any other act upon the part of the Goverument.” 

Hoping your honorable body will give our humble petition sach consideration 
as it deserves, and at an early date, we subscribe ourselves, by authority of the 
national association, : : 


J. W. DENVER, President. 
ALEXR. M. KENavaAy, First Secretary. 


PAY OF LETTER-CARRIERS, 


Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, presented a memorial of Hon. 
Samuel M. Bubier, mayor of the city of Lynn, Massachusetts, with 
all other city officers and 1,000 citizens, approving che system of dis- 
tributing letters by carriers and asking that the pay of the carriers 
may be inereased ; which was referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I ask consent to offer a petition of the mayor 
antl 7,000 citizens of Brooklyn, in favor of increasing the salaries of 
the faithful letter-carriers. 

The SPEAKER. Understanding that quite a number of members 
have such petitions as that which has just been referred, the Chair 
would ask consent that these petitions may all be presented at one 
time. Is there objection? 

Mr. CARLISLE. What is the necessity for the presentation of 
these petitions in open House ? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule they can be presented at the 
Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then I shall object. 

Mr. SAYLER. I hope the gentleman will allow me to present a 
petition. 

Mr. BANNING, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
903) to fix the pay of letter-carriers, and to repeal section 3866 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WADDELL. On behalf of the Post-Office Committee, I wish 
to say, in reference tothese petitions for increasing the pay of letter- 
carriers, that the committee woul! be glad to have them all sent in 
as rapidly as possible. We have now about a ton of such petitions 
in the committee-room ; and we are desirous of reporting on the sab- 


ject at the earliest possible moment. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CLYMER. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at thirty-two minutes 
aftertwelve o'clock. This being Friday the committee will be called 
for private business only. 


Rh. R. DAVIS AND J. C. BACON, 


Mr. BANNING. The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the application of Robert R. Davis and James C. Bacon for 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House their respective dis- 
charges from the United States Army, have instructed me to report 
the same back with a recommendation that such leave be granted. 

The report of the committee was agreed to, and leave granted ac- 
cordingly. 

COMMITTEE CLERKS. 


Mr. ROBERTS, from the Committee of Accounts, submitted the 
following report: 


The Committee of Accounts, to whom was referred the following resolution— 

** Resolved, That the Committee of Accounts be, and they are hereby, instructed 
to designate the committees of this House which are entitled to clerks under the 
act of March 3, 1877, and to report to this House "— 
respectfnily state that they have considered said resolution, and designate the 
following committees as evtitled to clerks, in the manner hereinafter indicated : 

1. To the Committee of Elections, a clerk. 

2. To the Committee on Banking and Currency, a clerk, who shall also act as 
clerk to the Committee on Expenditares in the Treasury Department. 

3. To the Committce on Commerce, a clerk. 
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4. To the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, a clerk. 

5. To the Committee for the District of Columbia, a clerk. 

6. To the Committee on the Judiciary, a clerk. 

7. To the Committee on Indian Affairs, a clerk 

%. To the Committee on Education and Labor. a clerk, who shall also act as 
clerk to the Committee on Expenditures in the State Department and to the Com- 
mittee on the Mississippi Levees 

». To the Committee on Manufactures and the Committee on Agriculture and to 
the Committee on the Militia, jointly. a clerk. 

10. Te the Committee on Naval Affairs, a clerk. 

ll. To the Committee on Military Affairs, a clerk. 

12. To the Committee on Foreign A fairs, a clerk. 


13. To the Committee on the Territories, a clerk, who shall also act as clerk to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining. 


i4. To the Committee on Private Land Claims, a clerk, who shall also act as 
clerk to the Committees on Public Expenditures, 


15. Te the Committee on the Pacitic Railroad and te the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, jointly, a clerk. 


16. To the Committee on Patents, a clerk. 

17. To the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, a clerk, who shall also 
act as clerk te the Committee on Expend*ures on Public Buildings and to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department 


in. ‘Lo the Committees of Accounts, a clerk, who shall also act as clerk to the 
Committee on Mileage. 


iv. To the Joint Committee on Printing, a clerk, who shall also act as clerk to 


the Committee ou Expenditures in the Post-Ollice Department and to the Commit- 
tee on Keform in the Civil Service 


20. Tothe Committeeon the Revision of the Laws of the United States, a clerk, 


who shall also act as clerk to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Depart- 
nent 


21. Toe the Committee on Railways and Canals, aclerk, whoshall also act as clerk 


to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice and te the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the War Department. 


CHARLES B. ROBERTS, 
Chairman Committee of Accounts. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the report of 
the Committee of Accounts. 
Mr. HOOKER. I submit the following amendment : 


Amend by inserting one for the Committee on the Library. 


Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, our duty was clearly assigned under 
the resolution referred to the Committee of Accounts, and it went 
only to the appointment of twenty-one clerks provikled for in the ap- 
propriation bill. Therefore, 1 think this amendment is clearly out of 
order for the reason that the twenty-one clerks provided for by law 
have already been assigned under the report just read, 

Mr. HALE. [hope the gentleman from Maryland will not insist 
in his objection to the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi. 
‘The Committee on the Library this year will have very important 
matters before it, the whole question of the construction of the 
Library building: as to where itshall be; whether part of this Cap- 
itol or outside in one of the squares of this city, and all the adverse 
questions always arising in reference to that institution in which we 
all take such pride. I know from the construction of the committee 
that my friend from New York, [Mr. Cox, ] the chairman, who is mod- 
est enough not to urge this matter, having ample time, will give it 
his attention, and the other members of the committee will follow 
him in this, so that the whole subject matter of the Library and the 
subjects incidental thereto will be thoroughly considered in that 
committee, Ll have no personal interest in this matter whatever, be- 
ing merely a minority member of the committee, 

Mr. MONROE. I should like to ask the gentleman from Maine a 
question. 

Mr. HALE. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. MONROE. I have no disposition to oppose the proposition of 
the gentleman from Mississippi, but I wish to ask a question which 
will enable the House better to understand what the relations of the 
diferent portions of the joint committee are. It has been custom- 
ury heretofore for the Senate committee to furnish a clerk, and that 
clerk would do all the business which the committee formerly had 
before it. But I appreciate the point made by the gentleman from 
Maine. I merely wish to ask, for the information of gentlemen mak- 
ing inquiries, whether it is proposed each branch of this joint com- 
mittee should have a clerk, or whether it is proposed a clerk should 
be appointed here for the whole joint committee ? 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman will readily see while in ordinary ses- 
sions of Congress when the clerk furnished by the Senate might 
answer, when important matters are to come up, as will be the case 
during this Congress when the Houses may be in antagonism and 
when it will be important that the committees should meet sepa- 
rately upon the one side as well as the other, we do not want the 
Senate to have any advantage over this House. I do not think my 
friend from Ohio does, and as this is a small matter I hope there will 
be no further objection to the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, the point of order I make is that the 
act of March 3, 1577, provides for twenty-one committee clerks at $6 
a day each. The report submitted from the Committee of Accounts 
contemplates only the committee clerks provided for by that act, and 
we have assigned in the report just read those twenty-one clerks pro- 
vided for as we thought just and proper. Now, it may be that the 
Committee on the Library are entitled to a clerk, and if so this can 
be accomplished by a resolution introduced to the House and the 
llouse passing upon it. But I am not willing to accept that as an 
amendment to the resolution just reported by the Committee of Ac- 
counts, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not sustain the point of order, for 
the reason that it is not the province of the Chair te restrict the House 





or any member of the House in any degree as to amendments 
be seen that in this instance the House might first add another baa 
_ _ subsequently go on and strike out a clerk in Jieu of A csr 
added, 

Mr. ROBERTS. I respectfally submit that that might be d 
the motion were made in that form; but that is not the 
that is offered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will see that it is not competent 
for the Chair to restrict the House on the subject of amendments 

Mr. ROBERTS. 1 desire to ask a further question in this conne 
tion, because this subject is certainly not properly understood. : 
is provision made in the act of March 3, 1877, for the payine 
twenty-one clerks at $5 adayeach. Ifthe House adds an addition i] 
clerk making the number twenty-two, where is the pay of the addi. 
tional clerk tocome from under that act? If, however, it is proposed 
to have additional clerks without pay, I am agreeable the 
shall have as many as they desire. 

The SPEAKER. This is a matter entirely for the House to deter- 
mine. 

Mr. HOOKER. In answer to the argument offered to the Hons 
by the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Roperts,] the chairman of 
the Committee on Accounts, [ would say it is not at all impossible 
that we may still comply with the law he has referred to by makine 
it the duty of some clerk attached to another committee to act a. 
clerk to the Committee on the Library. As has been well sugvested 
by the gentleman from Maine, (Mr. HALE,] while this committee 
may have been regarded heretofore as having merely formal duties 
to perform, it may be otherwise this session, if it is trae, as | hope 
it is, that they will have to determine the question submitted fro 
the other end of this Capitol, from the Senate, as to the ma 
in which a new Library shall be constructed, as to whether or yot 
there shall be an extension of the old building, as proposed, | believe, 
by the Senator from Vermont, or whether an entirely new building 
shall be constructed. . 

The House is aware of the fact that at the last session of Congress 
there were submitted a variety of plans to the Committee on the 
Library, one of which I was kindly furnished with by the architect 
who drew it; and the others I have also seen. I believe the Library 
of the Congress of the United States is now the third in point of nuu- 
ber of volumes in the world. It has increased at an extraordinary 
rate, so much so that it is impossible to provide for it in the rooms now 
appropriated for the keeping of the Library of Congress. If this 
question, then, should come up for consideration, this committee will 
have a very important duty to perform, and I think it is quite as in- 
portant to have a clerk to aid in the discharge of these duties as in 
the case of many of the committees for which the chairman of the 
Committee of Accounts has provided. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, so far as the necessity for a clerk of 
this committee is concerned, based on the idea that certain duties 
may devolve upon this committee, I think when that shall take place 
it will be ample time for the Committee on the Library to come 
before the House and ask fora clerk for that reason. Only yesterday 
an additional page was added contrary to thelaw. Now to-day that 
is followed with a proposition for an additional clerk to a committee. 
Those of us who were bere in the Forty-third Congress know how 
this when once commenced will grow. During the last Congress we 
went to work on the line of economy and have been boasting about 
it to the country ; andI do hope, sir, that we are not so soon to aban- 
don the reducive policy on which we then entered. For one I am not 
for increasing expeuditure. The Committee of Accounts are here 
opposing it. If there is any necessity for this additiona! clerk, the 
question ought certainly to be passed upon by that committee first. 
I hope the House will not deviate from so reasonable a policy. 

Mr. KELLEY. It is very well known to old members of this House 
that I am not an economist, but there may be measures of extrava- 
gance so flagrant that I feel compelled to revolt against them. Aud 
this is one of them. I havesome recollection of having been on the 
Library Committee when its members were required to travel as ex- 
tensively as my friend from Maine [Mr. HALE] suggests he and his 
colleagues may have todo. We were then charged with the ques- 
tion of extending the Library by incorporating the wings with It, 
which was done. We had charge of the question as to whether cer- 
tain buildings should be eqested in the propagating garden, and, if 
80, in what part of the garden; and it gave us a very active tine. 
Yet we got along without three clerks; and I do not see why, if the 
Senate is to have one and the House one, the joint committee should 
not also have one, because I am sure that the labors will oppress the 
two so much that they will need an auxiliary clerk to get through 
them, especially as the committee meets once a month, if if meets 
regularly. [Laughter.] But during the time I was on the commit 
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| tee there was frequently much difficulty in getting so august a bey, 


composed of leading members of each House, together, and the meet- 
ings sometimes occurred as frequently as once in three months. 
ir. HARRISON rose. 2 

Mr. KELLEY. Upon the whole, therefore, although I am not, like 
my friend who proposes to follow me, a very rigid economist, | must 
vote against this proposition. : 

Mr. HARRISON. Is it permissible at this time to offer an amend: 
ment, or should the pending amendment be first disposed of ! 

The SPEAKER. An amendment to the amendment is in order. 
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Mr. HARRISON. I will wait until the pending amendment is dis- 
ne was put on the motion of Mr. Hooker, and the 
cpeaker announced that the noes appeared to have it. 

“te, COX, of New York. I was about to make a remark when the 
Chair put the question. 7 ‘ r : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair waited for the gentleman ; but he will 
_— NOOK, of New York. I would like to say to the members of the 
House that this Committee on the Library has been considered by 
t! ¢ Speaker and others a very important committee. [Laughter. } 
Nobody who has not served on this committee knows what it has to 
do. The Speaker knows very well what arduous duties are devolved 
wm the chairman of that committee. (Laughter.] Now, I would 
} ke to make that committee respectable. (Laughter. } I would like 
to elevate it in position before the House in this way. We have the 

nestion of the building of the proposed new library before us; we 
a Il have the copyright question before us again. The Senate has 
. clerk at the other end of the committee, and every day almost 
‘ very member of this House comes to the chairman of that commit- 
tee for @ bouquet. {Langhter.] I shall not give up to the chairman 
on the Library what was meant for mankind in bouquets. { Langh- 
ter.] The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] knows very 
well that no man can do his duty here and attend to the bouquet 
business. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KELLEY. Do you propose to delegate that duty to the clerk? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I propose that the clerk shall take a part 
of the labor. } 

Mr. KELLEY. What will the country do for copies of your auto- 
graph, if you allow the clerk to give orders for bouquets? [Laugh- 
“— COX, of New York. My wife always writes my autograph. 
[ Laughter. 

HE PERKER. The Chair will again submit the question to the 

ouse. 

5 Mr. COX, of New York. I have not quite finished yet. The gen- 
tleman from Maryland (Mr. RoBerts] has reported in favor of clerks 
to some committees here which are utterly useless, as I know from 
practical knowledge of the business of the House. He has reported 
a clerk for the Committee on Manufactures, the Committee on Agri- 
culture, and the Committee on the Militia; and those committees 
will not have to do as much labor as will the Committee on the Li- 
brary. That is all I have to say. 


Mr. HUBBELL. I desire to inquire what is the pending amend- 


ment? 


The SPEAKER. It is to adda clerk for the Committee on the 
Library, as proposed by the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. HOOKER. } 

The question was again put on Mr. HOOKER’s amendment; and on 
a division there were—ayes 77, noes 105. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON rose. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I demand the previous question on the adoption 
of the report of the committee. 

Mr. HARRISON. I would like to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state to the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. ROBERTS] that the gentleman from I]linois [ Mr. Har- 
RISON ] Was, as it were, recognized by the Chair, and the Chair would 
suggest that the previous question should be allowed to include his 
amendment, although the Chair is not aware what it is. 

Mr. ROBERTS. 1 will hear the amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON, I movetostrike out in the nineteenth paragraph 
of the report the words “and reform in the civil service.” The clerk 
of that committee is assigned tothree committees. The Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service is far more important than many other 
coumittees in this House that have one and some of them two clerks. 
It intends to be a committee that will do a large amount of duty, 
and to assign to that committee the third of a clerkship would make 
our committee utterly useless, so far as a clerk goes. I hope that 
this will be stricken out, and when the time comes when the com- 
mittee commences to discharge its duties they will be allowed to 
have a clerk for themselves. I will not insist on my amendment 
how, but will give notice that at the proper time I shall ask for a 
clerk to that committee. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I now move the previous question. 

he previous question was seconded and the inain question ordered. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Is any provision made in this report for a clerk 
to the Committee of Claims? 


The SPEAKER. ‘That is one of the five permanent clerks of com- 
mittees under the law. 


ae nein was taken on agreeing to the report, and it was 
ar op ed, 

Mr. COX, of New York. With the permission of the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. RoBerts] I desire to offer an amendment which 
I think will be acceptable to him, and it is that the clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures and Agriculture and on the Militia be also 
the clerk to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr, ROBERTS. I have no objection to that. 

By unanimous consent, the amendment of Mr. Cox, of New York, 
Was entertained, and agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I want to understand this thing. 


VI—15 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is rather too late. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I want to make an inquiry. It is, whether this 
Committee on the Library, which is added to other committees for 
which one clerk is provided, is to be first or last. If it is put at the 
tail-end of the list I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. The report, as amended, has been agreed to. 

Mr. ROBERTS moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 





















ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The call of committees was resumed and coneluded. 

The SPEAKER. The next business in order is the unfinished busi- 
ness of the morning hour of yesterday. 

Mr. EWING. I now withdraw the motion to recommit the bill re- 
ported from the Committee on Banking and Currency, which motion 
was pending at the close of the morning hour yesterday. 

Mr. CONGER. Are we not still in the morning hour of Friday ? 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has not expired, but the call 
of committees for reports of a private nature has been concluded. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to considering the bill from the Committee 
on Banking and Currency at this time, because it is not a private 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The call of committees has been concluded, and 
there are no private bills reported. 

Mr. CONGER. This is a public bill. 

The SPEAKER. It comes up as privileged, being the unfinished 
business of the morning hour of yesterday. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read Rule 123, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of private bills and 


private business in preference to any other, unless otherwise determined by a ma- 
jority of the House. 


Mr. EWING. I had the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognized the gentleman. 

Mr. EWING. I have withdrawn the motion. 

Mr. CONGER. [rise to a point of order. It is that the Honse has 
not determined to proceed to the consideration of public business, 
and therefore this bill is not now in order under the rule whieh has 
just been read, and which says, “ unless otherwise determined by a 
majority of the House.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot accomplish impossibilities. If 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ConGEr} will be kind enough to 
state what private bill there is which this would interfere with 

Mr. CONGER. The Chair is undoubtedly able to understand and 
enforce the rule, which says that on Friday private business shall be 
considered to the exclusion of all other business, “unless otherwise 
determined by a majority of the House.” The House has not deter- 
mined that public business should be taken up, and I make the motion 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot but be aware of the fact that 
there is no Private Calendar yet formed ; there is no private business 
to the consideration of which the House can proceed. The Chair 
thinks that he ought to exercise a little common sense, and proceed 
to the consideration of the next privileged business, which is the un- 
finished business of the morning hour of yesterday. 

Mr. CONGER. If the Chair is making an effort in that direction, 
I certainly should be unwilling to interfere with him. [Great 
laughter. } 































































































































































































REPEAL OF RESUMPTION ACT, 

The SPEAKER. The business now before the House is the bill (M1. 
R. No. 805) to repeal the third section of the act entitled “An act to 
provide for the resumption of specie payments.” The pending ques- 
tion is upon the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ew1nG] to 
recommit the bill to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. EWING. I withdraw the motion to recommit. I am instructed 
by the Committee on Banking and Currency, for the purpose of giv- 
ing the opportunity for debate and amendment for which gentlemen 
seem to be solicitous,to ask unaninious consent that the committee be 
permitted to substitute for its bill the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Fort,] and that the amendment so 
substituted be made the special order for Tuesday the 13th instant 
after the morning hour and from day to day thereafter until disposed 
of, with the understanding that two amendments may be offered 
before the demand for the previous question. 

I may state in making this request that the committee thinks the 
bill reported by it is of precisely the same effect as the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. Fortr.] The bill of the 
committee proposes to repeal the whole of the third section of the 
resumption law. That third section of the law, passed on the l4th 
of January, 1875, repealed all the restrictions upon banking, as to 
the aggregate amount of bank currency and also as to its distribu- 
tion. It repealed section 5177 of the Revised Statutes, which fixes 
the aggregate at $354,000,000; and it also repealed the sections fol- 
lowing down to section 5181, which sections provided for the com- 
pulsory withdrawal and redistribution of bank currency. If that 
section, which by its repealing clauses made banking free, be now 
itself wholly repealed, the former restrictions and limitations repealed 
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by it will not be restored. That is true as a proposition of law. It 
is specially provided by section 12 of chapter 2 of the Revised 
Statutes that— 

Whenever an act is repealed, which repealed a former act, such former act shall 
not thereby be revived, unless it shall be expressly so provided. 

The committee therefore believed when reporting its bill, and still 
believes, and has no doubt about the question, that if its bill should 
become a law banking will still be free. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois was proposed under an apprehension that 
the repeal of the whole of the third section of the resumption law 
might restore the restrictions on the aggregate amount of bank cir- 
culation and on its distribution. For the purpose of quieting any 
fear of that sort the committee is willing to accept the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois as a substitute for its bill. 

I will now restate the request of the committee: It asks unani 
mous consent that the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois be 
accepted in lieu of the committee’s bill; that the amendment so ac- 
cepted be made the special order for Tuesday, the 13th instant, after 
the morning hour and from day to day thereafter until disposed of, 
with the understanding that two amendments may be offered prior 
to the demand for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has a single suggestion to make to the 
gentleman from Ohio: that this proposition be made subject to the 
action of the House on the general appropriation bill, if it should 
not be through by that time. 

Mr. EWING. I consent to that modification. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Ohio 
what two amendments he proposes to allow. 

Mr. EWING. Any two amendments that may be agreed upon by 
opponents of the bill. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Then I ask the gentleman whether he will allow 
a substitute, which I will now send to the desk and have read, to be 
considered as pending as an amendment. It is very short. 

Mr. EWING. The opponents of the bill may agree upon the amend- 
ments they desire to offer, but it is our intention to allow only two 
amendments. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Will the gentleman allow this substitute to be 
read? and then he can determine whether it will be admitted. 

Mr. EWING. We have not time. The morning hour is already 
more than half gone. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Then I shall object to the gentleman’s proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. EWING. Very well. 

Mr. Priciies and Mr. KELLFY rose. 

Mr. EWING. I cannot yield. Objection being made to the request 
of the committee, I yield the floor to the gentleman from Illinois 
[ Mr. Fort] to offer his amendment. 

Mr. FORT. I offer as a substitute the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

That all that portion of the act approved January 14, 1875, entitled “ An act to 
provide for the resumption of specie payments,’ which reads as followa, to wit: 
“And whenever, and so often as circulating notes shall be issued to any such 
banking association, so increasing its capital or circnlating-notes, or so newly or- 
gaulecd as aforesaid, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to re- 
deem the legal-tender United States notes in excess only of three hundred millions 
of dollars, to the amount of 60 per cent. of the sum of national-bank notes 
so issued to any such banking association as aforesaid, and to continue such re- 
demption as such circulating-notes are issued until there shall be outstanding 
the sum of $300,000,000 >f such legal-tender United States notes, and no more. 
And on and after the Ist day of January, anno Domini 1879, the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall redeem, in coin, the United States legal-tender notes then outstand- 
ing, on their presentation for redemption at the office of the Assistant Treasurer 
of the United States in the city of New York, in sums of not less than $50. 
And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and provide for the re- 
demption in this act authorized or required, he is aushorized to use any surplus 
revenues, from time to time, in the Treasury, not otherwise appropriated, and to 
issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less than par, in coin, either of the descriptions of 
bonds of the United States described in the act of Congress approved’ uly 14, 1870, 
entitled ‘An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,’ with like quali- 
ties, privileges, and exemptions, to the extent necessary to carry this act into full 
effect and to use the proceeds thereof for the purposes aforesaid,” be, and the same 
is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. EWING. Mr. Speaker, is it in my power, under the instruc- 
tion of the committee, to accept that amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. EWING. I now demand the previous question on the bill and 
amendment, 

Mr. HALE, are that demand, I move to lay the bill and 
amendment on the table. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask the gentleman from Ohio to allow me to 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. EWING. I cannot yield now for any further amendment. I 
yield the floor for eight minutes to the gentleman from New York 

Mr. CHITTENDEN] for oe paseene of debating this question. 

_Mr. HALE. I understood the gentleman to call the previous ques- 
tion; and pending that I believe I had the right to move, as I did, 
that the bill and amendment be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That is the gentleman’s right. The gentleman 
from Ohio demanded the previous question on the bill and amend- 
ment, pending which the gentleman from Maine has moved that the 
bill and amendment be laid on the table. 










proposition from a committee has the right to oc 
the previous question has been ordered. At the end of that h 
and before the vote is taken, the gentleman from Maine m sts 
to lay the bill on the table, but he has not that right now. 


it is the right of any gentleman to move to lay the bill on the t 


purpose; I held the floor. 





lie on the table, for the previous question, to postpone to a day certain. to 
or amend, to postpone indefinitely ; which several motions shall have } 
in the order in which they are arranged, and no motion to postpone to aday + stain 
to commit, or to postpone indefinitely, being decided, shat “ 

same day and at the same stage of the bill or proposition. 





Mr. FORT. Has the gentleman from Ohio yielded for that purpose ? 


Mr. HALE. I call for the yeas and nays on my motion. 7 


Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that the gentleman reporting 


cupy one hour after 


ay Move 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is clearly in time 
Mr. SPRINGER. I submit that he cannot take the floor from the 


gentleman from Ohio, who has the right to occupy it for one hour 


The SPEAKER. But the previous question having been demai, 


led 
’ 
able, 


Mr. EWING. The gentleman from Maine had not the floor for tj r 


Mr. SPRINGER. At the end of an hour the gentleman may mak, 


such a motion. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the forty-second rule, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


When a question is under debate, no motion shall be received but to adjourn, to 
commit 


receden, 


1 be again allowed on tis 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Sprincer} wil 


see that, under the rule just read, the motion of the gentleman from 
Maine is in order. 


Mr. HALE. I have called for the yeas and nays on my motion. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine moves that the bij] 


and pending amendment be laid on the table, and on that motion calls 
for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 107, nays 140, not 


voting 43; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Bacon, Bagley Ballou, Banks, Bisbee, Blair. Roya 


Brewer, Briggs, Bundy, Burchard, Burdick, Cain, Campbell, Candler, Caswel] 
Chittenden, Claflin, Cole, Conger, Covert, Jacob D, Cox, Crapo, Cummings, (yn 
ler, Danford, Darrall, Horace Davis, Deering, Denison, Dunnell, Eames, Rickhow 


Ellsworth, Field, Foster, Freeman, Frye, Gibson, Giddings, Hale, Hardenbergh, Bon 


jamin W. Harris, Hart, Hazelton, Hendee, Henderson, Abram S. Hewitt, Hiscock 


Hubbell, Hungerford, Frank Jones, John 8S. Jones, Joyce, Keightley, Leonar| 
Lindsey, Loring, Luttrell, Maish, Mayham, McCook, McGowan, McKin\ 
Mitchell, Monroe, Morrison, Morse, Norcross, O'Neill, Overton, Pacheco, Pa 
Patterson, Peddie, Pollard, Powers, Price, Quinn, Rainey, Reed, William W. k 


George D. Robinson, Sampson, Schleicher, Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, Stenger 
Stewart, John W. Stone, Joseph C. Stone, Strait, Thornburgh, Amos Townsend 


Martin I. Townsend, Veeder, Ward, Watson, Welch, Willets. Charles G. Will 


iams, James Williams, Richard Williams, Benjamin A. Willis, Wood, and Wren— 


107. 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Atkins, John H. Baker, Banning, Bayne, Bell, Bick 


nell, Blackburn, Bland, Blount, Boone, Bouck, Brentano, Bridges, Brogden, Brown 


Buckner, Cabell, John W. Caldwell, W. P Caldwell, Calkins, Cannon. Carlis! 
Chalmers, Jobn B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, C.ymer 
Cobb, Cook, Samuel S. Cox, Cravens, Crittenden, Culberson, Davidson, Jos¢ 
Davis, Dibrell, Dickey, Durham, Eden, Elam, Ellis, Errett, James L. Evans, Jo 
Evins, Ewing, Felton, Finley, Fort, Franklin, Faller, Gardner, Garth, Glover 
Goode, Gunter, Hamilton, Hanna, Harmer, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Har 
rison, Hartzell, Haskell, Hatcher, Hayes, Henklo, Henry, Herbert, Goldsmith W 
Hewitt, Hooker, House, Humphrey, Hunter, Hunton, Ittner, James Taylor Jones 
Keifer, Kelley, Kenna, Kimmel, Kuapp, Knott, Lathrop, Ligon, Lynde, Mack« 
Manning, Marsh, Martin, McKenzie, McMahon, Mills, Money, Morgan, Muldrow 
Oliver, Phelps, Phillips, Pound, Pridemore, Randolph, Rea, Reagan, Americus 
V. Rice, Riddle, Robbins, Roberts, Robertson, Milton S. Robinson, Sayler, Scales, 
Sexton, Shallenberger, Shelley, Singleton, Slemons, William E. Smith, Sparks 
Springer, Steele, Swann, Thompson, Throckmorten, Tipton, Richard W. Town 
shend, Turner, Turney, Vance, Van Vorhes, Walker, Walsh, Warner, Michael D. 
White, Whitthotne, Jere N. Williams, Albert S. Willis, Wilson, Wright, Yeates, 
and Young—140. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. William H. Baker, Beebe, Benedict, Bliss, Bragg, 
Bright, Butler, Camp, Alvah A. Clark, Rush Clark, Collins, Douglas, Dwight, L New- 
ton Evans, Forney, Garfield, Gause, Hartridge, James, Jorgensen, Ketcham, Kil- 
linger, Landers, Lapham, Lockwood, Muller, Neal, Potter, Pugh, Reilly, Ross, Ryan, 
Sapp, Smalls, Southard, Starin, Stephens, Tucker, Waddell, Wait, Harry White, 
Alpheus 8. Williams, and Andrew Williams—43. 

So the House refused to lay the bill and amendment on the table. 

During the vote, ; 

Mr. WADDELL stated that he was paired with Mr. Garrirc, 
who, if present, would vote in the affirmative, while he himself would 
vote in the negative. 

Mr. BANNING stated that his colleague, Mr. SourHarp, was de- 
tained at home by sickness in his family. 

Mr. SAPP stated that he was paired with Mr. Lanpers, who, if 
present, would vote in the affirmative, while he would vote in the 
negative. 

ir. JORGENSEN stated that he was paired with Mr. Warr, of 
Pennsylvania, who, if present, would vote in the negative, while he 
would vote in the affirmative. . ‘ 

Mr. FORNEY stated that he was paired with Mr. Waryrr, who, 
if present, would vote in the affirmative, while he would vote 1 
the negative. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH stated that his colleague, Mr. PuGtt, was 
paired with Mr, REILLY. . 

Mr. SLEMONS stated that his colleague, Mr. Gause, was detained 
from the House on account of sickness. ; 

On motion of Mr. FRANKLIN, by unanimous consent, thie reading 
of the names was dispensed with. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CONGER. Has the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has, 














187. CONGRESSIONAL 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. ATKINS. Iask unanimous consent to submit the following 


solution. 
The Clerk.read as follows: 


That when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Tuesday next, 
ierstanding that no business be transacted. 


I understand the Senate has adjourned over until 


Resolved 
with the unt 

Mr. ATKINS. 
Tuesday next. , 

Mr. MILLS. I object. ' . 

Mr. ATKINS. Then I offer the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That when the House adjourns to-morrow it adjourn to meet on Wednes- 
day next 

Mr. GOODE. ' 
on Appropriations when that committee will be able to report the 


pill covering the deficiency in the pay of the Navy? My vote on this 


resolution will depend on the answer to that question. 

Mr. ATKINS. In reply I will state that subject has been placed 
in the hands of a subcommittee. The subcommittee have not had 
time toactuponit. They will, however, act on it soon; but I cannot 

y when. 
~ on )ODE. I should like to inquire of the chairman of fhe sub- 
committee whether that bill cannot be reported by to-morrow? 

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNr] is chair- 
man of the subcommittee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That bill cannot be reported to-morrow, by any 
means. We expect to bring it in before the Army appropriation bill 
is finished. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I demand the yeas and nays on the adoption of 


the resolution. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 83, nays 158, not 
voting 49; as follows: 


YEAS—Messra. Atkins, Bacon, Bagley, Bayne, Bisbee, Blair, Blount, Boone, 
Briggs, Calkins, Campbell, Carlisle, Chittenden, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, 
Clymer, Cobb, Cook, Covert, Crapo, Cravens, Darrall, Durham, Eickhoff, Errett, 
James L. Evans, John H. Evins, Field, Forney, Foster, Franklin, Fuller, Gibson, 
Gunter, Hale, Hamilton, Hanna, Benjamin W. Harris, John T. Harris, Henry, 
Abram 8S. Hewitt, Herbert, Hiscock, Hooker, House, Hunton, Hungerford, Frank 
Jones, Jorgensen, Keifer, Kimmell, Loring, Maish. McCook, Morrison, Morse, Nor- 
cross, O'Neill, Overton, Page, Peddie, Reagan, William W. Rice, George D. Robin- 
son, Sexton, Singleton, Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, Stenger, Swann, Thompson, Mar- 
tin I. Townsend, Turney, Waddell, Walsh, Ward, Watson, Whitthorne, Alpheus 
S. Williams, James Williams, Jere N. Williams, Benjamin Willis, Wood, and 
Wren—s3. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Aldrich, John H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, Banning, Bell, 
Bicknell, Blackburn, Bland, Bouck, Boyd, Brentano, Brewer, Bridges, Brogden, 
Browne, Buckner, Bundy, Burchard, Burdick Cabell, Cain, John W. Caldwell, W. 
P. Caldwell, Candler, Cannon, Caswell, Chalmers, Claflin, Rush Clark, John B. 
Clarke of Kentucky, Cole, Conger, Jacob D. Cox, Samuel S. Cox, Crittenden, Cul- 
berson, Cummings, Cutler, Danford, Davidson, Horace Davis, Joseph J. Davis, 
Deering Dibvrell, Dickey, Dunnell, Eames, Elam, Ellis. Ellsworth, Ewing, Felton, 
Finley, Fort, Freeman, Frye, Gardner, Garth, Giddings, G'over, Goode, Harden- 
bergh, Henry R. Harris, Hart, Hartzell, Hatcher, Hayes, Hazelton, Hendee, Hender- 
son, Hienkle, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hubbell, Hunter, Humphrey, Ittner, James 
Taylor Jones, John 8. Jones, Joyce, Keightley, Kelley, Kenna, Knapp, Knott, 
Lathrop, Leonard, Ligon, Luttre:l, Lynde, Weck. Manning, Marsh, Martin, Me- 
Gowan, McKenzie, McKinley, McMahon, Mills, Mitchell, Money, Monroe, Morgan, 
Muldrow, Neal, Oliver, Patterson, Phelps, Phillips, Pollard, Pound, Powers, Price, 
Pridemore, Rainey, Randolph, Rea, Reed, Americus V. Rice, Riddle, Robbins, Rob- 
erts, Robertson, Milton S. Robinson, Sampson, Sapp, Sayler, Scales, Shallenberger, 
Shelley, Slemons, William E. Smith, Sparks, Springer, Steele, Stewart, John W. 
Stone, Joseph C. Stone, Strait, Thornburgh, Tipton, Amos Townsend, Richard W. 
Townshend, Turner, Vance, Van Vorhes, Walker, Welch, Michael D. White, 
Willeta,' harlesG. Williams, Richard Wi:liams, Albert 8S. Wi.lis, Wilson, Wright, 
Yeates, and Young—158. 

NOT VOTI\G—Messrs. William H. Raker, Beebe, Benedict, Bliss, Bragg, Bright, 
Butler, Camp, Alvah H. Clark, Collins, Denison, Douglas, Dwight, Eden, I. 
Newton Evans, Garfield, Gause, Harmer, Harrison, Hartridge, Haskell, ‘ames, 
Ketcham, Killinger, Landers, Lapham, Lindsey, Lockwood, Mayham, Muller, 
Pacheco, Potter, Pugh, Quinn, Reilly, Ross, Ryan, Schleicher, Smalls, Southard, 
Starin, Stephens, Throckmorton, Tucker, Veeder, Wait, Warner, Harry White, 
and Andrew Williams—49, 

So the resolution was not adopted. 


Mr. CLYMER. I move that when the House adjourn to day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 


The motion was not agreed to. 
DEATH OF SENATOR 0. P. MORTON. 


Mr. HANNA. I offer the following resolutions: 


Resolved, In view of the sad intelligence of the death of Oliver P. Morton, late a 
distinguished Senator in the Congress of the United States from the State of Indi- 
ana, the Speaker of this House, as a mark of respect for the memory of a man whose 


‘leath is the nation’s loss, do appoint a committee of seven members to represent 
this House at the funeral obsequies. 


Resolved, As a farther mark of respect, this House do now adjourn. 

The resolutions were unanimously adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the following committee in 
accordance with the resolution just adopted : 

_Mr. Hanna of Indiana, Mr. Cops of Indiana, Mr. W1Lson of West 
Virginia, Mr. BuRCHARD of Illinois, Mr. Davipson of Florida, Mr. 
Banks of Massachusetts, and Mr. TOWNSEND of New York. 

It is possible that some one of the gentlemen named may desire to 
be relieved of the duty. The Chair would ask the privilege of sub- 
stituting other names for gentlemen who might be unable to go. The 
Chair does not know that any will be unable to go; he presumes they 
all will go; but in case of necessity he thinks he ought to have the 
privilege he has suggested. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 


I would inquire of the chairman of the Committee 
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The House then, in pursuance of the resolution just adopted, (at two 
o’clock and twelve minutes p. m.,) adjourned. 











PETITIONS, ETC. 





The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. BANNING: The petition of Jeremiah Darling, for compen- 
sation for carrying United States mails—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Cincinnati Typographical Union No. 3, to 
have the wages of Government printers restored to their old rates— 
to the Joint Committee on Printing. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Mary Kenneally, for an increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, the petition of William G. Halpine, for compensation for losses 
sustained while in the service of the United States—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOYD: The petition of Brinton Levis, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRENTANO: The petition of Edwin A. Clifford, postmaster 
at Evanston, Illinois, for compensation for property of the United 
States for which he has accounted, stolen from him by burglars—to 
the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. BREWER: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route between Clarkston and Oxford, Michigan—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BUNDY: The petition of Maurice McDonald, for a pension— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. CHITTENDEN: The petition of citizens of Brooklyn, New 
York, that the salaries of letter-carriers be increased—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of Catharine Vaughan, for a pen- 
sioun—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: The petition of David R. Goodwin, for ecompensa- 
tion for property taken by the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FULLER: The petition of Maria T. Proffit, for compen- 
sation for property destroyed by the United States Army—to the 
same committee, } 

By Mr. GUNTER: The petition of F. B. Culver, for compensation : 
for services rendered as special Indian agent and commissiouer—to : 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. i 

Also, the petition of Lieutenant Jacob Cramer’s heirs, that they be ; 4 
invested with the title to certain lands to which they are legally ii ¥§ 

















































































































































































































entitled—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. HALE: The petition of Mary Weed and others, that pen- 
sions be given to the widows of soldiers of the war of 1312 who mar- 
ried after the war—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: The petition of the letter-carriers of Philadel- 
phia, for an increase of their salaries—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. A 

By Mr. HENKLE: The petition of the Roman Catholic clergymen i 
of Maryland, for compensation for the occupation and use of their i 
property by the United States Army—to the Committee on War } 
Claims. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: The petition of W. H. Burns, for compensa- 


































































































: 
tion for a number of Sibley tents used by the United States—to the ) 
Committee on Military Affairs. k 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petitions of Ovid H. Clark and William Lamb, } ¥ 
for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ; 











Also, the petition of Jo’un D, Cummings, for relief—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. MORRISON: The petition of George H. Hancock, for a mod- 
ification of the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. REA: The petition of W. J. and William P. Brady, heirs of 
Captain Samuel Brady, deceased, of the revolutionary army, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. ia 

By Mr. REED: The petition of Samuel L. Paine, for a peusion—to 1H 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. SAYLER: The petition of Sarah Rosenham, for compensa- : 
tion for property taken by the United States Army—to the Commit- t 
tee on War Claims. ; 
By Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania: The petition of Thomas McBride, ; 







































































for compensation for a barge lost while in the United States serv- 
ice—to the same committee, 

By Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia: Petitions and papers on file in the 
Clerk’s office as follows: The petitionof 8. F.Gates, opposing the adop- 
tion of the French metric system; the petitionsof the San Francisco Mi- 
croscopical Society; of the Maine Medical Association; of the Saint 
Louis Academy of Sciences; of the Boston Homeopathic Medical So- 
ciety ; of the Metrological Society of the United States; of the Medical 
Association of Alameda County, California; of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Richmond, Virginia; of the Engineers’ Club of Saint Louis; 
of the Faculty of Dartmouth College ; of the Suffolk District Medical 
Society, of Massachusetts; of the Middlesex Mechanics’ Association, of 
Lowell, Massachusetts; of the Saint Louis Medical Society ; of the 
Boston Society of Civil Engineers; of the Society of Arts of the 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology; of the Boston Society of Med- 
ical Sciences; of Professor C. 8. Lyman and others, of Yule College ; 
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of the Boston Society of Medical Observation ; 


of New Jersey ; 


system of weights and measures; also, a communication from the Sec- 


tary of the Treasury on the introduction of said system; petitions 


fromthe citizensof New York; Washington, Districtof Columbia; from 


the governorof North Carolina, the mayorof Raleigh, and othercitizens 


of said State; from bankersand business men of Baltimore, Maryland ; 
of Brattleborough, Vermont; New York, New York; Newport and Clare- 


mont, New Hampshire, for the adoption of Dana Bickford’s plan of 


international coinage; the petition of F. A. P. Barnwell, for the use 


of the metric system of weights by the Post-Oflice Department; a 


paper from 8. D. Horton, opposing the silver bill of the Forty-fourth 


Congress; a letter from H. R. Linderman, director of the United States 


Mint, with reference to an experimental fifty-dollar gold coin; reso- 
lutions of the Legislature of Wisconsin and of the Chamber of Com- 
merece of New York, relative to silver coinage—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio: 
an increase of the salaries of letter-carriers in Cleveland—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WADDELL: The petition of W. F. Atkinson, for property 
taken by the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WELCH: The petition of the letter-carriers of Omaha, Ne- 


braska, for an increase of their salaries—to the Committee on the 


Post. Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. WHITE, of Indiana: The petition of R. FE. Bryant, for com- 
pensation for services rendered as an officer in the United States 


Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. WOOD: The petition of the refiners and exporters of sugars 


in the city of New York, that the drawback rates may be fixed by 
law—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, November 3, 1877. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. 
JouN Porsa, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


THE SOLDIERS’ ROLL, 
Mr. FOSTER. I ask unanimous consent to offer the following reso- 
lution : 
Resolved, That until otherwise ordered by the Honse the “ soldiers’ roll"’ shall 
remain as constituted at the final adjournment of the Forty-fourth Congress. 
Mr. BLOUNT. 
Mr. FOSTER. 
Mr. BLOUNT. 


I object to the resolution for the present. 
I hope the gentleman will not object to that. 
I insist on my objection. 


REMONETIZATION OF SILVER. 
Mr. PRICE. I ask unanimous consent to offer the following pre- 
amble and resolution : 


Whereas much uncertainty and great anxiety exist in the minds of the people 
of this nation in reference to what action may taken at this session of Congress 
on the subject of our finances; and whereas some settled line of policy is abso 


lutely necessary for the commercial and financial prosperity of all sections of our 
country: Therefore, 

Resolved, That in the judgment of this House the remonetization of silver and 
the restoration of the silver dollar of sufficient weight and fineness to make it an 
honest dollar and a legal tender would be a step in the right direction, productive of 
much good, and should have the necessary legislation to effect that object at the 
earliest possible moment. 

Mr. EDEN. Let the resolution be referred. 

Mr. CLYMER. I demand the regular order. 


REPEAL OF RESUMPTION ACT. 


The SPEAKER. The demand of the regular order is equivalent to 
an objection. The morning hour begins at sixteen minutes past 
twelve, and the business in order is the unfinished business of the 
morning hour of yesterday, being the consideration of the bill (H. 
R. No. 805) to repeal the third section of the act entitled “An act to 
provide for the resumption of specie payments.” The pending ques- 
tion is upon the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. EWING] to 
recommit the bill to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

The gentleman from Ohio is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. KELLEY. LI appeal to the gentleman from Ohio to allow me 
to submit a proposition tohim before proceeding with the unfinished 
business; and I do so with great respect for the gentleman and his 
committee. It is this: That the amplest opportunity shall be offered 
for the discussion of this subject consistent with the general conduct 
of business. The subject involved in the bill is one of vital impor- 
tance to the country, is one in which the views of partisans on either 
side are probably as much misunderstood by the country at large as 
they are on any other question; and I believe that this bill opens a 
discussion which would be more profitable to the people at large than 
any other that is likely to be called forth by any bill of the session. 

I therefore propose to the gentleman that the bill shall be referred 
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of the Saint Joseph 
Medical Association of Missouri; of Charles G. Rockwood and others, 
of the National Board of Trade of Chicago; of the 
president and oflicers of Yale College, for the adoption of the metric 


The petition of citizens of Ohio, for 







to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, majo 
special order to continue from day to day until a day cert ae ca 
it shall be taken up and disposed of; or that it shall pea iiy : 
special order in the House immediately after the morning a 
the debate continue until a day certain, when it shall be take im 
disposed of with the amendments. My complaint was whey t Sim 
sumption act was passed that it was rammed down the throat ‘? 
those who protested against it; that it was passed under the previ a 
question without opportunity for discussion ; and I bring this ee 
ing with me the same distaste to that mode of legislation on 
subjects. 
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My request is that the bill be put either in the oe 


of the Whole or in the House as the special order to continue 
day - day, opening the discussion of the bill and proposed are 
ments. 

Mr. EWING. I yield to the chairman of the committee, the 
man from Missouri, (Mr. BUCKNER. ] 

Mr. COX, of New York. Is this debate proceeding by unanimous 
consent f 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has beon recognized as 
entitled to the floor, and the Chair understands that he ts yielliny to 
other gentlemen. ; = 

Mr. O'NEILL. Does this come out of the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. O'NEILL. This delay? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it is a delay. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I think we had better go to work on the propos 
tion and not waste ten or fifteen minutes in this way for nothi Vw. 

Mr. EWING. I have the floorand have yielded to the chairman of 
the committee. 

Mr. BUCKNER. On behalf of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency I desire to state that there has been no disposition ou the 
part of that committee to force this bill to a vote without ample dis 
cussion. The very object of the first motion that was made here to 
recommit the bill to the committee was in the interest of the diseus- 
sion and not in the interest of repression. 

We were anxious to present this bill to the House and have it 
passed as early as possible, believing that every interest, not only of 
those who are opposed to the bill but of those who favor it, and also 
the interests of the whole country, require its passage, so that we may 
dispel the doubt that hangs over the whole business of the country 
Hence our object was to recommit the bill with the view of giving 
gentlemen an opportunity to present amendments and of fixing a 
time when it would be properly and fairly discussed. We were foiled 
in that purpose, but the proposition made yesterday indicated the 
sentiment of the committee and showed that they desired a fair and 
reasonable discussion of the bill before the Louse. 

Mr. Speaker, I fully concur in the sentiment that the Honse was 
organized not for the purpose of keeping down the sentiment of 
the country, but that all the committees were organized with the 
view of bringing those questions of pablic interest before the House 
and the country, and not to smother them in the comunittees, not to 
repress what is the sentiment of the people, but to give ample 
time for discussion at some time, so that the voice of the people aud 
of its Representatives shall be fairly expressed, and thus to carry 
out the spirit on which I understand the House was organized by the 
distinguished gentleman now in the chair. In this mode alone can 
all questions of public interest be fairly brought to the consideration 
of the House. 

Actuated by this motive the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
while anxious and desirous to press this question at the extra sessio! 
wish also not to interfere with a fair and full discussion of the 
measure presented. So far as that committee is concerned, they have 
no objection to any arrangement that will carry out that object ; but 
I apprehend that the real objection is, that gentlemen who are o 
posed to this bill do not want it to pass under any circumstances. 

Mr. EWING. I yield for a moment to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, (Mr eee) 

Mr. HUBBELL. merely want to state that I have opposed this 
bill so far, not because I do not desire to have it come before the 
House, but because I thought and a great many other gentiemen 
thought that they onght to have a chance afforded to voto on some 
propositions and to present their views. I have no desire whatever 
to do what is called filibustering, but simply to submit an amend- 
ment. I and those who think with me desire to submit amend- 
ments, not for the purpose of delay, but to give all the propositions 
connected with this subject before the House consideration and to 
let them be voted on. I assure the gentleman that if we are allowed 
to submit amendments, for one I will stop filibustering, if they cal- 
it that. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN addressed the Chair. 

Mr. EWING. The gentleman from New York [Mr. CHITTENDES ] 
desires to speak to the merits of the question. There are other gene 
tlemen seeking the floor who desire to make some remarks ou the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ketiey] t 
have this bill set for a day certain and from day to day thereatter. 
The gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. EAMEs] desires to speak upon 
that point, and I will yield to him. . 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ewtxe] dle- 
sire that those gentlemen who wish to speak to that pcint be first ree” 
ognized or the gentlemen who wish to speak to the merits of the bill 


gentle. 
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Mr. EWING. 1 desire that gentlemen who wish to speak to the 
ccition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. KELLEY] shall 
lirst be AMES. F aiid to say as a member of the Committee on 
= ng ‘and Currency but a very few words. I indorse what has 
Banking oe the chairman of that committee as to its disposition in 
been on to this bill. The direction of the committee was that the 
ny nould be reported and recommitted to it, it being distinctly 
-_ haa that when the bill came back in committee there should 
ee opportunity to offer amendments to it; and I presume that it 
= th ‘intention of the committee on a question of this vital im- 
wae’ ec that full time should be given for iis discussion, and, in 
av es to any amendments made by the majority of the committee, 
shat the bill should be open before the House for such amendmeuts 
7 ight be proposed by members on the floor, — 
Now, sir, for one, I think that the proposition as made by the 
entleman from Pennsylvania (Mr, KeLLey] is entirely fair. It 
Grings this proposition before the House. It brings it before the 
House for calm, careful, and thorough consideration. This is one of 
the most vital and important questions that will come before this 
Congress. And if sufficient time Is given for its discussion and in 
uldition to that the bill is open to amendments, I for one think that 
the House would be wise in acceding to the proposition. I am not 
here for the purpose of repressing any opinion that may be given by 
the House on any proposition that may be before it, and 1 should 
most unwillingly resort to any dilatory motion orto any delay unless 
‘+ should be the determination of the gentleman having charge of 
the bill to force us to vote upon it under the choke of the previous 
ouestion. In that event I should feel perfectly justified in resorting 
to any dilatory motion authorized by the rules ot the House, to defeat 
that purpose. The object of the proposition made by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. KELLEY] to-day is that the bill shall be 
brought before the House for full, free, thorough, and complete 
discussion, both upon the original proposition and upon amendments 
that mav be submitted before the previous question is ordered. 
With that understanding I am willing that some day shall be assigned 
for the consideration of the bill, when it may be considered and the 
sense of the House taken upon the various propositions. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Ew1InG] now 
desire the Chair to submit to the consideration of the House the 
proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. KELLey ?] 

Mr. EWING. I would ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
fix next Friday for the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. EDEN. That is private-bill day. 

Mr. EWING. Then I will say next Saturday. 

Mr. KELLEY. Better not say Saturday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to have the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania reduce his proposition to writing, so that there 
can be no mistake about it. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would ask the gentleman from Ohio if he would 
prefer this bill should go into Committee of the Whole or be consid- 
ered in the House after the morning hour. 

Mr. EWING. In the House after the morning hour. I would say 
next Thursday and from day to day thereafter, with the under- 
standing that the previous question shall be demanded on the fol- 
lowing Wednesday, after the morning hour. That will give ample 
time, 

Mr. HUBBELL. The bill is to be open to amendment, I under- 
stand, 

Mr. KELLEY. I will repeat my proposition and ask one of the 
reporters to take it down and write it out for me. 

Resolved, That the bill be made the special order of the day on Tuesday next 
after the morning hour, and from day to day thereafter until the following Tues 
day at three o'clock, when the previous question shall be ordered on it and on any 


amendments then pas, all amendments meanwhile to be in order, subject only 
to the rules of the House. 


Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. Buck- 
NER] has stated to the House that the House and the committees 
were organized for this purpose or for some purpose. Now, I do not 
understand that there is any special necessity for redebating this 
question. This bill was reported from the Committee on Banking 
and Currency of the last House, and it, or its equivalent, was passed 
by the House at the last session. Certainly there can be no need of 
keeping the country agitated on this subject by continued prolonged 
caiscussion, 

My friend from Ohio [Mr. Ew1nG] I think has made a mistake in 
getting into the vocative, in getting into this peculiar morning-hour. 
1 wish we were out of it. Ido not know how he got into it. Per- 
haps he needs a new chairman of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency to get him out of it. 

Mr. KELLEY. Oran old one. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I beg the gentleman not to interrupt me 
until I get through. One thing I know, that while I am alone from 
the State of New York in voting with the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, I say to this Honse that there is no need of redebating this 
question. If we pass this bill the Senate very likely will not pass it. 

Mr. KELLEY. ‘The gentleman is out of order in threatening this 
House with the action of the Senate. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will withdraw that remark. The Presi- 
dent will very likely veto it. 


Mr. KELLEY. That is equally out of order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. And I withdraw that remark also. { Langh- 
ter.] But since the House was organized for a purpose, and since wo 
have got into this position, like my friend from Missouri [ Mr. BLAND] 
on the silver bill at the last session, I do not see what esle can be done 
except to elect a new Speaker of the House or to have a new chairman 
of the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. KELLEY. Or an old one. 

Mr. EWING. As allusion has been made to the subject, I desire to 
state to the House that this bill is lodged in the morning hour, not 
by any inadvertence on the part of the chairman of the committee 
or myself, but by the tactics of the opponents of the bill on the tloor 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to say “under the rules of 
the House.” 

Mr. EWING. Certainly, under the rules of the House. The Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency instructed me to report this bill in 
the morning hour and to move its recommital ; then to wait until after 
the morning hour and move to reconsider the vote by which it was 
recommitted, and that would have brought the bill into the House 
for consideration, and would have given that time for debate and that 
opportunity for amendment which are not permissible in the narrow 
strait and shoal of time which forms the remnant of the morning 
hour each day. Accordingly the motion was made by me in report- 
ing the bill to recommit it to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency and to have it printed, which motion was carried. “Then the 
gentleman from Michigan, (Mr. CONGER,] an opponent of the bill, 
observing that I did not make the motion to reconsider at that time, 
and understanding undoubtedly the purpose of withholding the motion 
until after the morning hour, himself made the motion at once, and 
in that way compelled me to make the motion myself at that time, 
contrary to the express instructions of the committee. That was the 
process by which, under the rules of the House by the action of the 
enemies of the bill, it isnow lodged in the morning hour and debate is 
so much restricted, contrary to the wishes of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that this is not a new 
instance of such a situation of a bill about which there is so much 
public solicitude. The celebrated civil-rights bill was very similarly 
situated in the morning hour, in almost every particular. It is true 
there is a difference, because the sides are reversed, as to the advan- 
tage to be taken cf the situation. Atthat time this side took advan- 
tage of the position of the civil-rights bill, and now it seems that the 
advantage is taken by the other side. The rules are the same, and 
the rules that governed that case also govern this. 

Mr. CONGER. The honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ew1nG] 
apparently finds some fault, and refers to me specially in that con- 
nection, because the House has not permitted him to obey the instruc- 
tions of the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. EWING. The gentleman from Michigan wholly misunder- 
stands me. I tind no fault whatever. 

Mr. CONGER. I understood the gentleman to say that that com- 
mittee instructed him to bring in this bill in the morning honr and to 
make certain requests ; that he obeyed instructions and all was going 
on pleasantly, agreeably, swimmingly; that he awaited as the com- 
mittee instructed him his time to enter the motion to reconsider the 
comnntment; that everything would have been genial and agreeable 
all round, had it not been for the perversity of a member from Mich- 
igan who did what the Committee on Banking and Currency had no 
reason to expect he would do—who, contrary to the wishes and ex- 
pectations of that committee, availed himself of his rights under 
the rules. Therefore my friend from Ohio attributes to the humble 
gentleman from Michigan the tinfortunate result of a conflict with 
the Committee on Banking and Currency and attributes to him the 
blame for placing the gentleman from Ohio and his committee in this 
false position before the country. So, to revenge himself, he asserts 
that the gentleman from Michigan is an enemy to the bill. 

Now I submit that the gentleman has not the least right, from any- 
thing that has occurred, to make that assertion. What is the fact? 
The gentleman from Michigan, in a kind, affectionate manner, [ laugh- 
ter,] with rather more than the ordinary courtesy, asked the gentle- 
man reporting this bill if he would allow amendments to be proposed. 
There was no great presumption in that. That has been done hereto- 
fore, if I have correctly read the proceedingsof Congress. The offer- 
ing of amendments has almost always been allowed in this House. 
There is nothing novel about it. In fact, some of the rules of the 
House recognize the idea that amendments may be made even to a bill 
from the Committee on Banking and Currency! Even my friend from 
New York, [Mr. Cox,] who while he presided over that committee 
moved everything forward with a velocity and ease that astonished 
his friends all over the House, and with a grace peculiar to himself, 
always allowed amendments. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Always allowed amendments and debate. 

Mr. CONGER. And I submit to the House that when the gentle- 
man from New York himself, then a member of the Committee on 
Rules, allowed amendments, it is no great presumption for other 
members to suppose that they might offer amendments, even if the 
Committee on Banking and Currency had instructed their chairman 
not to permit it. But the gentleman from Ohio refused all oppor- 
tunity for amendmentsexcept the amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois, (Mr. Fort.] On behalf of my friends all over this House 1 
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asked him. as the Recorp will show, three distinct times whether 
he would permit some amendments in good faith to be offered to the 
bill. But the gentleman had been told by his committee that they 
had in three days from the time of their appointment perfected a bill 
and made it so exactly the thing required to meet the wants of the 
country that to permit any amendment to be even proposed or dis- 
cussed might endanger the passage of the only form of bill that 
could at all save the country. I admit the superior knowledge and 
excellence of that committee; I admit that they have a right to pre- 
sent whatever bill their judgment dictates, but I still claim that the 
other membersof this House may have some views, some plans, which 
may differ from those of that committee. 

Now, sir, every man who wasin this Honse in the olden days knows 
that, instead of being an enemy to this bill, I opposed day after day 
the resumption bill, when it was proposed to resume first in six 
months, then in a year, then in two years; that I only accepted asa 
compromise the measure which is now a law. In those days I was 
called the enemy of resumption. I have asked here in good faith the 
opportunity for amendment and free discussion on a measure which 
in my judgment affects the material interests of this country more 
than any other measure which can possibly be brought before it at 
this extra session. I might almostsay more than any measure which 
can be presented to Congress at any session, The gentleman has re- 
fused such opportunity for amendment or discussion. Availing our- 
selves of our rights under the rules, we have put the gentleman in 
the “ nine-holes;” and there we intend to keep him until fair play is 
allowed to those who wish to modify his bill. We may not succeed 
in modifying it; it may be passed in exactly the form and words and 
letters in which it has been presented, but it will be a gratification 
to those who differ from the gentleman to have the opportunity of 
presenting amendments and letting the whole case go the country 
for its decision, if we fail here. 

Now I will make the request again, that I may be distinctly under- 
stood. My entire opposition to progress upon this bill has been based 
upon the rejection of those reqnests, which I have made for myself 
and many associates in this House, for opportunity to offer amend- 
ments and to debate the measure. Until such opportunity is allowed, 
I submit to the gentleman that, whether it pleases his committee 
or not, we shall, as we have the right under the rules and under par- 
liamentary usage, adopt such means as we may to compel a recogni- 
tion of the right of amendment and discussion. 

Mr. KELLEY. I now ask that my proposition, which has been 
reduced to writing, may be read. 

Mr. EWING. Before the gentleman's resolution is read, I wish to 
say that the gentleman from Michigan put this bill in the “ nine- 
holes” before one word was said in this House about amendments. 

When the motion was made to recommit and was carried he 
observed that I withheld the motion to reconsider, and knowing it 
was forthe purpose of getting the bill out of the morning hour 
doubtless, he at once made the motion to reconsider in order to get 
the contre] of the bill out of the hands of the committee. And he 
atterward moved to lay on the table my motion to reconsider, and 
called the yeas and nays on it before one word was said whether I 
was willing to allow amendments or debate. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman admit he gave notice that he 
would call the previous question before any of this action? If he 
will, that covers it. 

Mr. EWING. Ido not admit it at all. The order of proceeding 
was precisely this 

Mr. CONGER. I refer to the REcorp. 

Mr. EWING. I made the report. I moved to recommit it to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency and have it printed ; and there 
was an end of my motion; but the gentleman followed me by a 
motion to reconsider, thus to take the bill out of the hands of the 
committee, 

When the Speaker then recognized me to make the motion to recon- 
sider, the gentleman moved to lay that motion on the table and called 
for the yeas and nays on it. That was before one word was said to 
indicate whether the previous question was to be called by us or the 
bill left open for debate and amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. 1 submit—— 

Mr. EWING. Well, let it go as the Recorp shows it. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman refused then to admit even the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Fort. ] 

Mr. EWING. We had made no refusal whatever. I have stated 
exactly the course of proceeding prior to the motion of the gentle- 
man to reconsider. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to say further that I did not at any time state 
to this House, as the gentleman asserts, that the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency had instructed me not to receive any amendments. 
On the day following the report of the bill, 1 stated my whole in- 
struction from the committee was simply to receive the amendment to 
he proposed by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Fort, ] nobody else 
having indicated to the committee that he was going to propose an 
amendment. Icame into the House without any further instruction 
from the committee on the subject of amendments. That is what I 
stated to the House, 

The proposition made to me then by the gentleman from Michigan 
was to throw the bill open to any and all amendments, seeking to 





commit me in the management of the bill to keep it open here for 

























ing hour, and from day to day thereafter until the following Tuesday at thre. 
when the previous question shall be ordered on it and on any ame 
pending, all amendments meanwhile to be in order subject only to the rules of thn 
House. ; 7 


before the House is first entitled to the floor. [So, too, it is an invarial|: practice 
for the Speaker, at every new stage of a bill or proposition, to recognize tips: 

member who has had charge of it, even if another member addressed hin, firs; 
Provided, He is a competitor for the floor.] = 





amendment to the end of the session, if amendment: should hold 
that long. I could not make such a comprehensive agre _ 
question of amendment must be left open, of course, to the I 
the friends of the bill at some stage to demand the previous que Snag 
I now ask that the proposition of the gentleman from Penysy|, ae 
be read. oe 


ement. The 
ght of 


The SPEAKER. The proposition of the gentleman from Peyy.). 


vania will be read by the Clerk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the bill be made a special order for Tuesday next after the mon 


ndments then 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires, as some criticism has been made 


in reference to his recognition of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Ewry¢) 
after the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] had addressed | 
to direct the attention of the House to the following clause. 


4 
iim, 
The Clerk read as follows: 

By parliamentary courtesy, the member upon whose motion a subject is brong} 


t 
t 


the 


Mr. ATKINS. Very likely the discussion of this bill will continue 


formore than oneday, perhaps for several days, and asthe Army appro- 
priation bill has already been made the special order, I trust my friend 
from Pennsylvania will agree to so amend his proposition as to sub- 
ordinate the consideration of this bill to the appropriation bills. 


Mr. CLYMER. That is understood, of course. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to make the motion 


to go into Committee of the Whole to consider the Army appropria- 
tion bill. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to suggest there is another appropriation , 


bill which may be brought before the House, and the proposition 
should be so modified as not to interfere with that appropriation bill, 


Mr. ATKINS. I hope, by unanimous consent, the understanding 


will be that none of the appropriation bills are to be antagonized by 
this proposition. 


Mr. KELLEY. Then, let me suggest that the time had better be 


extended. 


Mr. EWING. Oh, no; that is long enough. 
The SPEAKER. With the understanding that this bill is not to 


interfere with the appropriation bills, is their objection to the adop- 
tion of the resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 


Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, we want to understand what the reso- 


lution is and what is to be the understanding of the House. Is it the 
understanding that this is not to interfere with the appropriation 
bills? 


The SPEAKER. That is the understanding. 
Mr. ATKINS. I do not object, of course, if the understanding is 


that this proposition is not to interfere or antagonize the appropria- 
tion bills. 


The SPEAKER. The chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 


tions would have the right to make the motion to go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole before the morning hour. 


Mr. SAMPSON. I desire to ask whether these appropriation bills 


may not occupy the whole time, the entire week, and thus leave no 
time for the discussion of this bill. 


The SPEAKER. That is a matter within the control of the House. 

Mr. SAMPSON. It appears to me there is great danger of that. 

The SPEAKER. The House has it in its power to extend the time 
if it sees fit. 

Mr. CONGER. If I understand the rules correctly there can be 
under this proposed arrangement but two amendments pending when 
the previous question is ordered. The proposition states that amend- 
ments may be offered subject to the rules of the House. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would interpret that as meaning two 
at a time. 

Mr. CONGER. But when the previous question is called it must, 
according to this proposition, include only those that are legal aud 
proper amendments under the rule, which would be two. 

The SPEAKER. There can be an amendment to an amendment, 
then an amendment in the nature of asubstitute, and then an amend- 
ment to the substitate. But the Chair anderstands the spirit of the 
resolution to be that after those amendments which may be offered 
under the rules are disposed of others may be allowed to be pending 
and may be voted on. 

Mr. CONGER. Let that be put in the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. And that the previous question shall be called on 
Tuesday week on the bill and amendments. ’ 

Mr. EAMES. I trast the time will be extended. It is very ap- 
paces that with the appropriation bills before the House there will 
no opportunity whatever for the discussion of this bill. 

Mr. EWING. I am willing to extend the time if gentlemen think 
they will be cut off by the appropriation bills. , 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman in charge of the bill name the 
day to which he proposes to have the time extended ? 

Mr. EWING. I will name Thursday, the 15th. [ 

Mr. KELLEY. The understanding of the author of the resolution 
is that there shall be the freest opportunity to submit amendweuts. 
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rhe SPEAKER. 8o the gentleman stated. The Clerk will read 
" yposition as modified, after which the Chair will ask for objec- 
the propo 
ma he Clerk read as follows: 

ined. That the bill be made a special order for Tuesday next, after the morn- 
_— nd from day to day thereafter until Thursday, the 15th instant, at three 
Sorgen previous question shall be ordered on it and on any amendments 
all amendments meanwhile to be in order, subject only to the rules 


a 
e Llouse. 

Mr. GOODE. Would it be in order now to amend the resolution by 

adding these words: “ Provided it shall not interfere with the appro- 

priation bill?” 

be SPEAKER. That has been agreed to by consent. 

Mr. CONGER. I am willing to agree to the resolution if it is mod- 
ified so as to read, “and on all amendments which have been pro- 
yosed,” - ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that that might not 
answer, because there might be amendments which had not been 
proposed that members might desire to offer. ! 

Mr. CONGER. The resolution states that the previous question 
shall operate on the bill and all amendments subject to the rules. If 
enlarged so that the previous question shall be on all amendments 
that have been proposed when the previous question is called, that 
will meet the case. ; a 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that to be the very spirit 
of the resolution. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I desire to suggest an amendment to the reso- 
jntion. For the word “shall” let the word “may” be substituted. 
We may not be able now to determine that the previous question 
shall be pnt at that time. ; ’ , 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks that the effect is the same. Is 
there objection to the introduction of the resolution ? 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I understand that this bill is now in 
the “nine-holes,” where I conscientiously believe it ought to be, and 
therefore I object. ; 7 

Mr. KELLEY. I understand the gentleman from New York to deny 
the House the opportunity to discnss this important bill. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. It is an assault on the national credit 
and ought to be kept out of the House. 

Mr. KELLEY. And the gentleman’s judgment is to control the 
people of the United States! 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I act on my own judgment, and not 
on that of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to understand the gentleman 
from New York. Does he object? 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I do, absolutely. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. EW1nG] that his only relief is on Monday, when he can 
move to suspend the rules and pass this resolution. 

Mr. EWING. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. EAMES. What is the pending question? 

The SPEAKER. The third reading of the bill on which the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Ew1NnG] demands the previous question; pend- 
ing which the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Frye] moves that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. FRYE. I understand that the proposition made has been ob- 
jected to. 

The SPEAKER. It has been objected to by the gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. WILLIs. ] 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the House adjourn, and on that I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FOSTER. And pending that motion I move that when the 
House adjourn to-day it be to meet on Wednesday next. 

rhe question being taken on Mr. Foster’s motion, the Speaker 
announced that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. FOSTER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 24, nays 179, not 
voling 87; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bacon, Ballou, Bisbee. Blair, Briggs, Chittenden, Claflin, Rush 
Clark, Horace Davis, Denison, Eames, Field, Foster, Frye, Hardenbergh, Ben- 
jimin W. Harris, O'Neill, Peddie, Reed, Welch, Alpheus S. Williams, Charles G. 
‘Williams, James Williams, and Benjamin A. Willis—24. 

N \YS—Messrs. Aiken, Aldrich, Atkins, John H. Baker, Banning, Bell, Bick- 
nell, Blac kburn, Bland, Blount, Boone, Bouck, Brentano, Brewer, Bridges, Brogden, 
Browne, Buckner, Bundy, Burdick, Cabell, Cain, John W. Caldwell, W. P. Cald- 
well, Calkins, Candler, Cannon, Carlisle, Caswell, Chalmers, John B. Clarke of 
Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cole, Conger, Cook, Covert, 
Jac ob D. Cox, Samuel S. Cox, Cravens, Crittenden, Culberson, Cummings, Cutler, 
Danford, Darrall, Joseph J. Davis, Deering, Dibrell, Dickey, Dunnell, Durham, 
Eien, Elam, Ellsworth, I. Newton Evans, James L. Evans, John H. Evins, Ewing, 
Fe Iton, Finley, Forney, Fort, Freeman, Fuller, Gardner, Garth, Giddings, Glover, 
Goode, Hamilton, Harmer, Henry R. Harris, Hart, Hartzell, Haskell. Hatcher, 
aeges, Hazelton, Hendee, Henderson, Henry, Abram 8. Hewitt, Goldsmith W. 
7 ewitt, Herbert, Hubbell, Hunter, Hunton, Humphrey, Ittner, Frank Jones, James 
Kn lor Jones, John §. Jones, Joyce, Keifer, Keightley, Kelley, Kenna, Kimmel, 
Marin’ Knott, Lathrop, Leonard, Ligon, Lindsey, Luttrell, Lynde, Mackey, Marsh, 
ts Mayham, McGowan, McKenzie, McKinley, McMahon, Mills, Mitchell, 
a y, Monroe, Morgan, Morrison, Morse, Muldrow, Neal, Norcross, Oliver, 
tton, Pacheco, Page, Patterson, Phillips, Pollard, Price, Pridemore, Randolph, 
- Re agap, Americus V. Rice, William W. Rice, Riddle, Robbins, Robertson, 
a ton S. Robinson, Sampson, Sepp, Sayler, Scales, Schleicher, Sexton, Singleton, 
a William E. Smith, Sparks, Springer, Steele, Stephens. Stewart, John W. 
Stoue, Joseph C. Stove, Strait, Throckmorton, Tipton, Amos Townsend, Richard 
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W. Townshend, Turner, Vance, Van Vorhes, Waddell, Ward, Michael D. White 
Whitthorne, Willets, Jere N. Williams, Richard Williams, Albert S. Willis, Wood 
Wright, Yeates, and Young—179 ; 





NOT VOTING—Messrs. Bagley, William H. Baker, Banks, Bayne, Beebe. Ben- 


edict, Bliss, Boyd, Bragg, Bright, Burchard, Butler, Camp, Campbell, Alvah A. 
Clark, Cobb, Collins, Crapo, Davidson, Douglas, Dwight. Eickhotf. Ellis, Errett. 
Franklin, Garfield, Gause, Gibson, Gunter, Hale, Hanna, John T. Harris, Harrison, 
Hartridge, Henkle, Hiscock, Hooker, House, Hungerford, James, 
Ketcham, Killinger, Landers, Lapham, Lockwood, Loring, Maish, Manning, Me- 
Cook, Muller, Phelps, Potter, Pound, Powers, Pugh, Quinn, Rainey, Reilly, Rob- 
erts, George D. Robinson, Ross, Rvan, Shallenberger, Shelley, Siunickson. Smal!s 
A. Herr Smith, Southard, Starin, Stenger, Swann, Thompson, Thornburgh, Martin 


Jorgensen, 


1. Townsend, Tucker, Turney, Veeder, Wait, Walker, Walsh, Warner, Watson, 
Harry White, Andrew Williams, Wilson, and Wren—s7. 

So the motion to adjourn over was not agreed to. 

During the roll-call the following proceedings took place: 

Mr. ROBBINS. I have been requested by Mr. WALSH, of Maryland, 


to state that himself and Mr. SHALLENBERGER, of Pennsylvania, are 
paired on all questions till Thursday next. 


Mr. SAYLER. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 


names be dispensed with. 


Mr. CONGER. I object. 
Mr. DENISON. I am requested to announce that Mr. RoBinson 


and Mr. PHELPs are paired. 


Mr. SAYLER. I will say to gentlemen on the other side that if 


they simply desire delay, I intend when this vote is announced to 
move that the House adjourn. 


Mr. KELLEY. I am requested to announce that my colleague, Mr. 


CAMPBELL, is paired with my colleague, Mr. ERRETT, on the repeal of 
the resumption clause, I am also requested to state that Mr. Wart- 
SON is paired with Mr. BAYNE on the same subject until Thursday, 


November 8. As this vote seems to have gone so irregularly, I cannot 


say on which side either of these gentlemep would have voted. 


Mr. LORING. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. BANKs, is 


paired with Mr. Coss, of Indiana; that my colleague, Mr. Crapo, is 
paired with Mr. BLACKBURN, and that I am myself paired with Mr. 


WILSON, of West Virginia, on political questions. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to say that I stand paired with Mr. 


Crapo, of Massachusetts, upon all questions involving the repeal of 


the resumption law or the remonetization of silver. I did not under- 


stand that this motion was embraced within the scope of my pair, 


but if any colleague of Mr. Crapo will state that he supposes this to 
be a political question I will withdraw my vote, 

Mr. LORING. Ido not at all question the gentleman’s right to 
vote on this motion; I merely make the announcement. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I would ask whether the statement made by 
the gentleman’s colleague who has just addressed the House accords 
with my own? 

Mr. LORING. I made the general statement that my colleague 
was paired with the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to make my action satisfactory to the 
colleagues of the gentleman with whom I am paired. 

Mr. LORING. It is entirely so. I accept the statement of the 
gentleman. : 

Mr. HUNTER. I am paired upon the question of resumption with 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, but this being a matter of adjournment 
I did not suppose that it was involved in that question, and have 
voted. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I desire to say that my colleague, Mr. 
MULLER, is paired with Mr. THOMPSON, of Pernsylvania. I desire 
also to state that my colleague, Mr. BLIss, is confined to his room by 
sickness. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. Frye that the House 
do now adjourn. 

PAY OF POSTMASTERS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Postmaster-General, relating to deficiencies in the pay- 
ment of postmasters’ salaries during the fiscal years ending June 30, 
1876, and June 30, 1877; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


MURPHY, GOODE & CO. AND OTHERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting the claim of Murphy, Goode & Co. and 
J. W. Dodd & Co., for paving on grounds of Indianapolis arsenal; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. BANNING. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw from the 
files of the House the discharge of Henry C. Hirst, late private Com- 
pany I, Third Regiment of Artillery, One hundred and fifty-second 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, in which case there has been an adverse 
report. 

he SPEAKER. Under the rule, the request will be referred to 
the committee making the adverse report. 


RIO SANTA CLARA. 
Mr. PAGE asked consent for the withdrawal from the files of the 
House of papers in the Rio Santa Clara case. 
An adverse report having been made in the case, the request was 
referred, under the rule, to the Committee on Public Lands. 
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LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimons consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Evans, of Indiana, for tive days. 

To Mr. Turney, until November 7. 

To Mr. McCook, for one week, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Harris, of Massachusetts, for one week, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. WitiiaMs, of Delaware, until the 7th instant. 

To Mr. RYAN, for five days, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. Henry, until the 7th instant. 

To Mr. Wart, for one week, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Ganrie.p, for one day. 

lo Mr. Sexton, for ten days, for the purpose of attending the 
funeral of the late Senator Morton. 

To Mr. SINNICKSON, for one week. 

To Mr. Hiscock, for ten days, on account of important business. 

‘To Mr. BaiLey, for one week. 

To Mr. HUNGERFORD, for one week. 

‘To Mr. WALKER, for two days. 

Mr. CONGER,. Has the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

REMGNETIZATION OF SILVER. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(11. R. No. 904) to provide for the remonetization of silver and for 
the coinage of the standard silver dollar of the United States, and 
for making it a legal tender in payment of debts; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measnres, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EAMES. Not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The rale provides for that. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill to 
authorize the free coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore 
its legal-tender character. 

No objection being made, the bill (H. R. No. 905) was received and 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I move that this bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. That bill, under the rule,should go 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and 1 hope it 
will take that direction. Under the rule it belongs to that com- 
mittee, 

Mr. BUCKNER. I think not. 

The SPEAKER. The House must determine that question. The 
Chair will direct the Clerk to read the rule under which the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures is organized. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An additional standing committee shall be appointed at the commencement of 
each Congress, whose duties shall continue until the first session of the cnsuing 
Congress, to consist of seven members, to be entitled a “ Committee on Coinage, 


Weights, and Measures ;"' and to this committee shall be referred all bills, resolu- 
tions, and communications to the House upon that subject. 


The SPEAKER. The practice of the Chair has been, where there 
is a dispute as to the proper committee to which a bill shall be re- 
ferred, to submit the question to the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. That is right. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I ask that Rule 152 be read. 

The Clerk read the rule, as follows: 

It shall be the duty of the Committee on Banking and Currency to take into con- 
sideration all propositions relative to banking and the currency as shall be pre- 


sented or sball come in question and be referred to them by the House, and to 
report thereon by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. BUCKNER. While there may be an apparent conflict as to 
the jurisdiction of these respective committees, it is very clear that 
the Committee on Banking and Currency has jurisdiction not as to 
the mere making of coin, but as to the functions of that coin; and 
all of these bills propose to give a function, a character, an object to 
this coinage. So far as the mere form of the coin is concerned, how 
much it shall weigh, what shall be the inscription or stamp upon it, 
that may properly be referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. But when we come to determine to what extent that 
coin shall be currency, what duty or funetion it shall perform, then 
to my mind it is clear that the subject belongs to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency is the older committee. The Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures is the last will and testament of the House on the sub- 


ject. As 1 understand, the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 


Measures was instituted especially to take charge of all matters re- 
lating to the coinage, to the amount of coinage, to the alloy in the 
coins, whether silver or gold ; all that peculiarly belongs to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. That committee has 
been instituted since the other, as I understand it, and therefore this 
particular subject properly belongs to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, and not to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Mr. KELLEY. As the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] 
has just stated, the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures is 
a more recent committee than the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. It had its origin in the agitation in the country and in this 


House of the question of the adoption of the decimal and met 
system. The first question submitted to it was the application, f = 
metrical system together with the maintenance of the «, mal oe 
tem which had been applied to our coinage. The minutes oj = 
committee will show that in its early years questions relatiy.« sim, 
to the character of the coinage and to the management of t). mit 7 
were referred to it. It has never, tomy knowledge, had coun, a 
by special reference, of a bill touching the measure of coinage to ),. 
made. 7 

It is true that in a bill reported by it, which purported to yo 4), 
for the re-organization of the mints and their better management +), 
demonetization of silver was accomplished by omitting the standar 
silver dollar from the list of silver coins that might be made e 
mints. But it was not on any special reference of that subject t 
that committee. On the coutrary, the Committee on Bankin« und 
Currency was carved out of the Committee of Ways and Meays I 
think in the year 1861 or 1562; I know I was a very young mem se 
of the House at the time. 

The SPEAKER. It was laterthan that; in 1865. 

Mr. KELLEY. Was itso late as that? I did not think it was xo 
late. To that committee was referred all questions of banking ang 
currency. 

Mr. BUCKNER. The currency. 

Mr. KELLEY. The currency. And whenever controversy has 
arisen as to whether any measure should be referred to the Commit 
tee of Ways and Means or the Committee on Banking and Curreney 
it has been steadily held that if the question related to the taxation 
or the debt of the country, the measure should go to the Committes 
of Ways and Means, while if it related to the currency alone, it show)q 
go to the Committee on Banking and Currency. So far as my know!- 
edge extends, the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures }y s 
never put ina claim which justified a dispute between that commit. 
tee and cither the Committee of Ways and Means or the Committer 
on Banking and Currency. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Banking and Currency was 
organized March 2, 1865. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. MAISH. Before the gentleman from New York proceeds | 
wish to ask my colleague [Mr. KELLEY] whether he did not introduce 
last session a bill to remonetize the silver dollar, and have that bil! 
referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures? 

Mr. KELLEY. I have no recollection of such a thing, and do not 
think I could possibly have done so; for having been a member of 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures for several years, 
and for a time its chairman, I have always carried in my mind the 
distinction that its functions related to the character of coinage. the 
devices upon our coins, and the regulation or management of the 
mints; that that committee had no right to have referred to it qnes- 
tions touching what had previousiy been within the jurisdiction of 
either the Ways and Means Committee or the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

Mr. MAISH. My recollection is that my colleague during the last 
session introduced a bill to remonetize the silver dollar and had it 
referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. The 
Clerk informs me that I am right about that. 

Mr. KELLEY. If the bill went to that committee it went there by 
mistake, [laughter,] for I have always carried in my mind the dis- 
tinction I have just stated. 

Mr. COX, of New York. That is merely a matter ad hominem ; it 
goes to the man and not to the subject. 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir. Iam very glad the gentleman has trans- 
lated his Latin. a) 

Mr. COX, of New York. I thonght perhaps the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania was ascholar; but I beg his pardon. [Langhter.] I may 
be allowed to state, as many members are new to the House, that in 
1865, by a resolution which I offered, there was a division of the old 
Committee of Ways and Means into three parts. Three committees 
then took the place of one: the Ways and Means Committee to bring 
the money in; the Appropriations Committee to pay it out; and the 
Banking and Currency Committee to determine questions as to the kind 
of money. But I am inclined now to believe, in accordance with tue 
action of the House heretofore and the decision of the Speaker, that 
the House has entire control of this matter and can send bills wher- 
ever it may choose. This hasalways been done. Whatever commit- 
tee gets charge of a bill can report it back. Inthe last session of Con- 
gress bills as to remonetization, as to silver subsidiary coinage, and 
similar matters, went to the committee of which I was then chairman, 
the Committee on Banking and Currency; and that committee Te- 
ported back the subsidiary-coinage measure. Under a rule passed in 
1857 the Committeeon Coinage, Weights, and Measuresalso took charge 
of the same subject. They got into this morning hour and did not 
do very much, but finally their bill did pass. 

So that after all the discussion comes down to this qnestion : In the 
judgment of the House, which according to the statement of the 
Speaker must decide this question, what is the proper and snitable 
committee for the consideration of this measure? If I can trust, as 
I believe I can, my old friend from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] 07 this 
question, rather than some new men with new-fangled notions, | pre- 
fer to trust him. I hope, therefore, that the House will send this bill 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, for 1 can sce 
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shat the Committee ou a Currency is utterly overweighted 
siness. [Laughter. 

wiND. "Mr. sniahene no doubt under the rules of the Honse 
See committees that have been suggested might properly 
“L. this measure into consideration, but as this proposition goes 
oe chat to the merits of the silver question there is one point 
eb sh juld be kept in mind in this diseussion. Under the Consti- 
wh h seiko United States gold and silver are money and a legal 
= onl Congress has no power to demonetize either. All the 
ad tl at Congress has over this subject is to “coin money ;” and 
pot rations that it is or is not a legal tender are wholly uncon- 
al! ce r and are entitled to no weight. Gold and silver are the 
: capsanon of the Constitution, and it has been held by the judges 
oF Supreme Court that, gold and silver being the money of the 
oe eatitatien, the coin when strack by the mint is by virtue of that 


titution a legal tender, and Congress cannot legally demone- 


Cons 
he ‘ true, sir, that in 1873 the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures took jurisdiction of this subject, and ina bill reported to 
+hie Honse they provided for the coinage of a peculiar silver dollar and 
other silver coins in connection therewith. They provided further that 
the coins mentioned in that act should be a legal tender for only 35. 
Phat measure, Which became a law, studiously avoided any reference 
to the old silver dollar of 4124 grains; and that remained a legal 
tender until the blundering revision of the laws in 1575, which revis- 
‘on declared that and all other silver coins to he a legal tender in 
cums of 8) only. The act is unconstitutional. a here is no power in 
Congress to demonetize the metals of the Constitution, and the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, whe) it provides a coin of a 
certain denomination shall be a dollar containing so many grains, 
it matters not whether it provides that it shall be legal tender or 
not: for, if the Constitution of this country is to be maintained, it is 
a legal tender. ; 

So I say, Mr. Speaker, that point has nothing to do with this dis- 
cussion. It isa question of coinage, that is, of the amount of silver 
to be placed in the dollar; and when it is so coined it is the money 
of this country, and there is no power to demonetize it if we follow 
the line of precedents established by the early founders of this Gov- 
ernment and by the provisions of our own Constitution. 

he gentleman from New York alluded a while ago to the fact that 
at the last session of Congress this silver bill was placed in a similar 
condition to the present bill from the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. Very true, sir; but I remember that bill finally passed 
this House by over a two-thirds vote, the gentleman himself voting 
for it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I said so this morning. 

Mr. BLAND. It seems to me it is such a popular measure that two 
leading committees of this House are contending for jurisdiction of 
it. Leare not where it goes, but I claim as a sufficient answer to 
the gentleman from New York that, although it was filibustered, 
although it was denounced, the country is now demanding it in such 
thunder tones that two leading committees of this House are crying for 
jurisdiction of it and members are ambitious to get positions in which 
their names shall go before the country as the father of the measure. 

And so, Mr. Speaker, it will be, in my opinion, with this repeal of 
the resumption clause. I say so far as the question of coinage is 
concerned, or declaring it to be a legal tender, there is nothing in it. 
I care not where the bill goes, the country demands it and will have it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia moves that the bill 
just read be referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures as anamendment to the motion of the gentleman from Missouri, 
[Mr. BUCKNER 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, let the Clerk read the 
title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


A bill to authorize the free coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its 
legal-tender character. 

Mr. MULDROW. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to say this, that the 
question now before the House is one of justice and fairness toward 
the respective committees as announced by the Speaker. The ob- 
Ject of the effort to have this matter referred to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures is to distribute fairly and justly the 
business which properly comes before the House of Representatives. 
The Committee on Banking and Currency will have many questions 
'o engage its attention during the present session of Congress, while 
the other committees will have but few. ‘Therefore it is one which 
ought to be considered in the light of fairness and justice, looking to 
proper distribution of business coming before the House, whether it 
can be done without detriment to the rights and interests of any one. 

I insist, therefore, sir, considering that but little business will come 
before the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, if it is 
pertinent and proper for this character of business to go before 
‘iat committee it should be sent there, and especially so when we 
rewember there will be a vast deal of business referred to the other 
committee. I trust this House will consider the fact that committees 
take rank with reference to the character of business committed to 
their determination, and I ask the consideration of the House in view 
of that facton the question of justness and f2irness to the committees, 
Whether it is not right and proper that the coinage committee shall 
take jurisdiction of this silver question. This bill involves the ques- 
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tion of the coinage of silver as well as the remonetization of silver. 
The coinage of silver would properly go to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, and in the same connection the remonetiza 

tion of silver should properly be referred to the saine committee. I 
therefore insist, Mr. Speaker, that the Honse shall not act hastily 
in depriving this Committee of Coinage, Weights, and Measures of 
that which seems rightly to belong to it. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

The House then divided ; and there were—ayes 126, noes 34. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The motion, as amended, was adopted; and the bill was referred 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote just 
taken; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


METRICAL SYSTEM OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 

Mr. SAYLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to present 
the petition of the Boston Society of Civil Engineers, for the adoption 
of a resolution of inquiry as to the practicability of the Government 
adopting in its transactions the metrical system of weights and 
measures, for the purpose of moving its reference to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures aud asking that it be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The petition is as follows: 

308TON, October 17, 1877. 
To the honorable the Senate and 
the ITouse of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled 

The memorial of the Boston Society of Civil Engineers respectfully showeth 

That the incongruous weights and measures which have been in general use by 
this nation since its birth are inconvenient in computation, ambiguously named, 
and irregular in their ratios to one another; whereas the metric system, which 
was legalized in the United States in 1866 and has been adopted by nearly all the 
governments of Europe and America, has decimal subdivisions like the Federal 
coinage, a uniform nomenclature, and very simple relations between its several 
units. 

That the following-named seventeen organizations have assured your memorial- 
ist of their co-operation in petitioning your honorable body to make the metric 
standards the only legal standards, after some date to be fixed several years in 
advance, viz: Boston Society of Medical Sciences; Loston Society for Medical 
Observation; The Belles-Lettres Society of the Illinois Wesleyan University, 
Bloomington, Tlinois; Saint Joseph Medical Association, Saint Joseph, Missouri ; 
Saint Louis Medico-Chirurgical Society; New England Association of Gas Engi 
neers; Boston Homeopathic Medical Society ; Engineers’ Clab of Saint Louis 
San Francisco Microscopical Society; Middlesex Mechanics’ Association, Lowell, 
Massachusetts; Saint Louis Medical Society ; Alameda County Medical Associa 
tion, Oakland, Cakfornia; Chamber of Commerce, Richmond, Virginia; Mount 
Saint Mary's Seminary of the West, Cincinnati, Ohio; New Haven Medical Asso 
ciation; Maine Medical Association; Massachusetts Medical Society 

That the following resolution was proposed in the Forty-foarth Congress, as ap 
pears from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for May 8, 1876, but was never voted upon : 

** Resolved, That the heads of the Executive Departments of the Government be, 
and they are hereby, requested to report to this House, at as carly a date as prac 
ticable, what objections, if any, there are to making obligatory in all governmental 
transactions the metrical system of weights and measures, whose use has been 
authorized in the United States by act of Congress; and also how long a prelim 
inary notice should be given before such obligatory use can be introduced with 
out detriment to the public service; and that they are also requested to state what 
objections there are, if any, to making the metrical system obligatory in all trans 
actions between individuals, and what is the earliest date that can be set for the 
obligatory use of the metrical system throughout the United States.” 

Your memorialist therefore prays for the adoption by your honorable body of the 
said proposed resolution. 





THOMAS DOAND, 
President. 
GEORGE S&S. RICE, 
Sceretary 
ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT, 


Mr. FINLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 23) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States so as to elect a President and Vice-President thereof 
by a direct vote of the people thereof; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the select committee on the revision of the 
laws regulating the counting of the electoral votes for President and 
Vice-President, and ordered to be printed. 


WESTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. CHALMERS, by unanimous cousent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 906) to establish a western judicial district of Mississippi; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


METRIC SYSTEM OF COINAGE, 


Mr. MULDROW, by unanimous consent, introdnced a bill (H. R. 
No. 907) to promote the establishment of the metric system of coin- 
age in the gold coin of the United States of America; which was 
read a first and second time, refefred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE QUARRELL. 


Mr. MAYHAM, by nnanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
908) for the relief of George Quarrell, late a private in Company H, 
Fourth New York Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
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THE STANDARD SILVER DOLLAR, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 909) authorizing the coinage of the standard silver 
dollar and restoring its legal-tender character ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and ordered to be printed. 
Several members called for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from Maine [ Mr. Frye] that the House do now adjourn, 
The question being taken, the motion was agreed to; and accord- 
ingly (at one o’clock and forty-five minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions were presented at the Clerk’s desk, under 
the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of William S. Burgess and others, 
that they be refunded the amount wrongfully collected from them by 
the United States revenue officials—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. DURHAM: Papers relating to the petition of W. R. Boice, 
of Danville, Kentucky, for compensation for property taken and 
used by the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Alderson T. Keene, late first 
lieutenant of Company E, First Kentucky Cavalry, for rations and 
forage furnished soldiers and horses of the United States Army—to 
the same committee. 

Also, memorial of Archibald B. Rue, asking compensation for differ- 
ence of pay between sergeant and second lieutenant for one year, 
cight months, and three days—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of George Teupnall, of Harrods- 
burgh, Kentucky, for property destroyed while in the possession of 
the United States Army—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the Christian church, at Dan- 
ville, Kentucky, for use, occupation, and damage to church property 
by the United States Army—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the Baptist church of Crab 
Orchard, Kentucky, for use and occupancy of church property by 
the United States Army—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of John A. Morrison, for services rendered in recruit- 
ing for Twenty-third Kentucky Volaunteers—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of Witherspoon & Saffell, for 
compensation for whisky destroyed by fire while in a United States 
warehouse—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Bidow & Wilson, of Danville, 
Kentucky, for taxes improperly collected by United States revenue 
oflicials—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FENN: The petition of Jenkins A. Fitzgerald, for relief—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of Benjamin C. Webster, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODE: The petition of John S. Braxton, collector of the 
port of Norfolk, Virginia, praying to be reimbursed the sum of 
$1,332.40, advanced by him to cover alleged defalcations by subordi- 
nate officials in the custom-house at Norfolk, Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of E. H. Lively, postmaster at 
Williamsburgh, Virginia, for relief—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of the Mexican Veteran Association of Norfolk and 
Portsmouth, Virginia, that pensions be granted to them without ref- 
erence to political disabilities—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
" By Mr, HARMER: The petition of certain citizens of Pensylvania, 
for the repeal of the stamp tax on friction matches—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENDEE: The petition of H. G. Boordman, postmaster at 
Milton, Vermont, for relief —to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of De Forest W. Carpenter, postmaster at Rich- 
ford, Vermont, for relief—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of D. D. Weed, to be reim- 
bursed for stamps stolen from the post-office at Sheldon, Vermont— 
to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Edgar A. Beach, for pay as a lieutenant in the 
United States Army during the late war—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. JOYCE: Papers relating to the petition of Charles H. Frank, 

; for compensation for subsistence furnished the United States Army— 
: to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. KENNA: The petition of the trustees of the Methodist Epis- 
copal church, South, of Charleston, Kanawha County, West Virginia, 
for compensation for property taken by the United States Army—to 
ii} the Committee on War Claims. 
ts By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of William Deegan and William 

: 8. Dulin, messengers on the soldiers’ roll, for commutation of salary— 
to the Committee of Accounts, 

Also, the petition of Griffin A. Eidson, John N. Campbell, James 
A. Gilmore, and numerous citizens of Eaton, Preble County, Ohio, for 
; a graduated tax on incomes—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
ei’ By Mr. MORGAN : The petition of George W. Butt, of Granby, Mis- 
souri, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Texas, for compensation for property taken by confede 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


North Carolina, for compensation for property wrong 
the United States—to the Committee of Claims. 


Ohio, for an increased compensation—to the Committee 
Office and Post-Roads. 


crease of the compensation of letter-carriers—to the 
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By Mr. MORRISON: The petition of Philip Phoen, for a pension- 





to the same committee. 


By Mr. REAGAN: The petition of N. Frankle, of And 


erson County 
rate soldiers 


By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of G. W. Norwood, of w 


inston, 
fully seized py 
By Mr. SAYLER: The petition of the letter-carriers of Cincinnati 
on the Post. 


Also, the petition of 2,700 citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, for an in. 


Sane cx MM ittee, 


Also, the petition of 1,500 citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, and vicinit 


for pecuniary aid for persons desiring to settle on the public lands 
to the Committee on Public Lands. ; 


By Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia: The petition of the letter-carriers 


of Washington, District of Columbia, for an increased compensation— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, the petition of Mrs. A. E. Hubby, P. A. Devine, and numer. 


ous other citizens from Pennsylvania and the District of Columbia 
for an amendment of the pension laws—to the Committee on Revo. 


lutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Iowa: The petition of the letter-carriers of 
Burlington, Iowa, for increased compensation—to the Comuittee on 
the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Delaware: The petition of Milton S. Barlow 
and 9 other letter-carriers of Wilmington, Delaware, for an increase 


of salary—to the same committee. 


Also, the petition of 1,131 citizens of Wilmington, Delaware, for 
an increase of the salaries of letter-carriers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of the letter-carriers and citizens of 
Memphis, Tennessee, for an increase of salaries of letter-carriers— 
to the same committee. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, November 5, 1877. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 

Joun Porsar, D. D. 

The Journal of Saturday last was read and approved. 
CORRECTION OF THE RECORD. 


Mr. BLAND. I rise to make a correction of the Recorp. 
reported as having said that— 

All the power that Congress has over this subject is to ‘coin money ;" and all 
declarations that it is or is not a legal tender are wholly unconstitutional and are 
entitled to no weight. , 

What I desired to say was that all declarations of Congress that 
the coin is not a legal tender are unconstitutional and entitled to no 
weight. Certainly, that which the Constitution makes a legal tender, 
Congress has the right to declare a legal tender. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CALKINS. I rise to ask unanimous consent to offer the reso- 
lution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must decline at this time on Monday 
to recognize gentlemen to make requests for unanimous consent. 
The morning hour begins at ten minutes past twelve o'clock. This 
being Monday, the first business in order is the call of States and 
Territories, commencing with the State of Maine, for the introduc- 
tion of bills and joint resolutions for reference to appropriate com- 
mittees. Under this call joint resolutions and memorials of State 
and territorial Legislatures are in order. 

Mr. CALKINS. If the House will allow me, I will say that I de- 
sire to move that the House do now adjourn out of respect to the 
memory of the late Senator Morton. 

Mr. KELLEY. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman at the 
proper time. 

r. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
committee ? 

The SPEAKER. Not at this time. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I will ask that by unanimous consent the call for 
bills and joint resolutions be continued until all the States and Ter- 
ritories have been called. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I object. 

CHANGE OF NAME OF SCHOONER. 

Mr. REED introduced a bill (H. R. No, 910) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to issue a register and change the name of (he 
schooner Captain Charles Robbins to Minnie; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or 
dered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF BANKRUPT LAW. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 911) to amend the bankrapt 
law; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


I am 


Is it in order to make a report froma 
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PERSONS CHARGED WITH CRIMES AS WITNESSES. a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 

Mr. FRYE also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 912) to make persons | and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

“te oe with crimes and offenses competent witnesses in the United | HEIRS OF DANIEL M’CURRON,. 

= courts; Which was read a first and second time, referred tothe | Mr, HARDENBERGH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 928) for the 

Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. relief of the heirs of Daniel McCurron; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 


»AVID B. MACOMB. : 
-_ ordered to be printed. 


Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire, introduced a bill (i. R. No. 913) eR eat 
“authorize a change of date in the commission of Chief Engineer ae MPULSOR TAGE. , 
te B Macomb, United States Navy; which was read a first and Mr. HARDENBERGH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 929) to re- 
_ . be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered | lieve certain ships and vessels from compulsory pilotage ; which was 
secon ’ 


inted read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
to be pe JOHN CLARK. and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 914) RACHAEL A. DAVIS. 
for the relief of John Clark; which was read a first and second time, Mr. PEDDIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 930) for the relief Rachael 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be | A. Davis, widow of William E. Davis, of Newark, New Jersey; which 


rinted. was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Inva- 
aes CHARLES H. FORRISTALL. lid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (H.R. No. 915) for the relief of Charles 
IL. Forristall, late private of Company F’, United States Sharp-shooters ; 


whieh was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on | 


TIORACE B. GARDNER. 
Mr. PEDDIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 931) for the relief of 
inted Horace B. Gardner, of Newark, New Jersey; which was read a first 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
ISAIAH PICKARD. | dered to be printed. 


Mr. BLAIR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 916) for the relief of SCHOONER BERGEN. 
Isaial Pickard ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Mr. PEDDIE also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 24) re- 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. ferring to the Court of Claims the claim against the United States 
SIDNEY P. LUTHER. for the loss of the schooner Bergen; which was read a first and see- 
Mr. BLAIR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 917) for the relief of ond time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
sidney P. Luther; which was read a first and second time, referred | printed. 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
OLIVER C. REED. Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 932) authorizing the direct- 
Mr. HENDEE introduced a bill (H.R. No. 918) for the relief of | 0" of national banks to declare quarterly dividends ; which was 
Oliver c “Beet. ot Charleston, Vermont; which was read a first and | read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking 


. ‘ : > and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 
ge = ae referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be Mr. FOSTER. Let the bill be read. 
prin ed. 


QUARTERLY DIVIDENDS OF NATIONAL BANKS, 


salciniteniaenin The bill was read in full. 
’ aD ; PENSIONS. 
Mr. HENDEE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 919) granting a pen- SKEY i ced a bi t. No. 933 ‘i rie 
sion to Lucien Scott, of Johnson, Vermont; which was read a first Mr. MACKEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 933) to provide that all 


; . ; Sta ical | pensions on account of death, wounds received, or disease contracted 
and second time, eee to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and a the service of the United States since March 4, 1861, which have 
ordered to be printed. been granted or which shall hereafter be granted on application filed 
previous to January 1, 1880, shall commence from the date of death 
or discharge from the service of the United States, aud for the pay- 
ment of arrears of pensions; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


JOHN M. GOODHUE. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 920) for 
the relief of John M. Goodhue; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PURCHASE OF LAND IN RHODE ISLAND FOR USE OF THE GOVERNMENT. WILLIAM THOMPSON. 

Mr. EAMES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 921) to authorize the See- Mr. MACKEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 934) for the relief 
retary of the Treasury to purchase a lot of land for the use of the | of the heirs of Brigadier-General William Thompson, of the revolu- 
Government in Providence, Rhode Island ; which was read a first | tionary army; which was read a first amd second time, referred to the 


and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and | Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
lost-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


MONEYS PAID INTO UNITED STATES COURTS. 
AMENDMENT OF SECTION 5574 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. Mr. MAISH intyoduced a bill (H. R. No. 935) to amend certain pro- 
Mr. EAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 922) to amend section | Visions of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the 
5574, title 72, of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and | deposit of moneys paid into the courts of the United States; which 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to | 48 read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
be printed. Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
CONVENTION BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND CHINA, 1858, JOHN NICHTMAN. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 923) sup- | , Mr. MAISH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 936) granting a pen- 
plementary to the act entitled “An act to carry into effect the con- | Sion to John Nichtman; which was read a first and second time, 
vention between the United States and China, concluded on the sth | Teferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
day of November, 1858, at Shanghai, and approved March 3, 1859,” | printed. 





and to give the Court of Claims jurisdiction in certain cases; which MARTHA J. PORTER. 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on For- Mr. MAISH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 937) granting a pen- 
eign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. sion to Martha J. Porter, widow of William M. Porter, late captain 
‘ : ret > ances Yen rivania V 7 
CITIEENS’ GAS-23GRT COMPANY OF DESTRICT OF COLUMBIA. One hundred and thirty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 


ae : . : y Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Mr. ( OV ERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 924) to incorporate the | Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Citizens’ Gas-Light Company of Washington, District of Columbia; | ee sperma 

which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee for | : waee a aver — = : : 

the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. | Mr. MAISH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 938) relating to cer- 


tain brevet appointments; which was read a first and second time, 
CHARLES G. SUMMERS. 


Es referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
Mr. COVERT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 925) for the relief | printed. 


: Charles G. Summers, second lieutenant Seventy-tirst Regiment | THOMAS A. M’LAUGHLIN. 
ni Bagge State Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, | Mr. MAISH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 939) for the relief of 
printed to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be | Thomas A. McLanghlin; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
IMPROVEMENT OF FLUSHING BAY. | 


‘Ur ; E SAMUEL P. FEARON, 
Mr. COVERT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 925) to provide for . os ee a 
the improvement of Flushing Bay in the harbor at Flushing, New Mr. MAISH also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 25) an- 
York ; which was-read a first and second time, referred to the Com- | t#orizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay Mary Fearon and 
wittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed Jessie Cropin, executrices of Samuel P. Fearon, deceased, for certain 
. P : registered United States bonds redeemed by the Government on forged 
Mr. BUNDY introd cchen on os a a ee ee assignments and powers of attorney; which was read a first and 
Mr, a introduced a bi - R. No. 927) for the relief of James 


WG second time, referred to the Committee of Ways aud Means, and or- 
- Glover, postmaster at-Oxford, State of New York ; which was read | dered to be printed. 




































































































































































































































































































































































. 








— 





nics al en aa ener 








236 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. NOVEMBER 5 


i 


WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 940) to provide for the 
recomputation of the accounts between the United States and the 
several States growing out of moneys expended by said States in the 
war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE GROVE. 

Mr. HUNTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 941) granting a 
pension to George Grove; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE POTOMAC. 

Mr. HUNTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 942) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to construct a bridge across the Potomac River at 
or near the Three Sisters Islands; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL SEMINARY, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. HUNTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 943) for the relief of 
the trustees of the Protestant Episcopal Seminary and High School 
in Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF DAN RIVER. 

Mr. CABELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 944) for the survey of 
Dan River between Clarksville, Virginia, and Danbury, in the State 
of North Carolina, and appropriating $10,000 therefor; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

J. R. PACE & CO. 


Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 945) to refund to J. 
R. Pace & Co., of Danville, Virginia, the sum of $236.20, improperly 
collected of them by William M. Fearnald, collector of internal rev- 
enue for the fourth district of Virginia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed, 

TAX ON TOBACCO, 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 946) to reduce the 
tax upon manufactured tobacco and regulate the tax upon dealers in 
and producers of leaf-tobacco; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM A. GRAIIAM. 

Mr. TUCKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 947) for the relief of the 
heirs of William A. Graham; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS IN VIRGINIA. 


Mr. PRIDEMORE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 948) for the improve- 
ment of Powell’s and Clinch Rivers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed, 

He also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 949) for the improvement of 
the Louisa Fork of Sandy from Piketon, Kentucky, to the mouth of 
Dismal, in Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. PRIDEMORE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 950) to amend 
and re-enact section 4884, chapter 1, title 60, Revised Statutes of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


SETTLEMENT WITH RAILWAY COMPANIFS. 

Mr. WADDELL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 951) to 
provide for the settlement of accounts with certain railway compa 
nies; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

J. C. CLENDENNIN. 
Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 952) for the relief of J. C. 


Clendennin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


R. L. M’CONNAUGHEY. 


Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 953) for the relief of 
R. L. MeConnaughey; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


A. B. AND J, J. WELCH. 


Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 954) for the relief of 
A. B. and J. J. Welch; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ALEXANDER COOPER AND OTHERS: 
Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 955) for the relief of 
Alexander Cooper and others; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


JUDSON FEMALE COLLFGE. 
Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 956) 


a ; ) to reimburse the 
trustees of Judson Female College, Hendersonville, North Caro}j,,. 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the C 


Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 
JAMES O. ROBERTSON, 
Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 957) for the relief of 


James O. Robertson; which was read a first and second time, re 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENT IN NORTH CAROLINA, 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 958) to provide 
continuing the improvement of the French Broad River, in North ¢ 
olina; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

TRANSFER OF INDIAN OFFICE. 

Mr. SCALES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 959) to transfer the Ofica 
of Indian Affairs trom the Interior to the War Department ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. THOMPSON. 

Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 960) for the relief of 
William H. Thompson, late collector of internal revenue for the fifth 
district of North Carolina; which was read a first and second 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

B. 8. JAMES, 

Mr. AIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 961) for the relief of 2. s. 
James, for services rendered in transporting the mails over route 5610 
during the years 1869 and 1570; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Comniittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

DISTRICT JUDGE, SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA, 

Mr. HARTRIDGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 962) to amend sec. 
tion 652 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and to provide 
for the appointment of a judge of the district court for the southerp 
district of Georgia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

WESLEY JONES. 

Mr. BELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 963) to grant a pension to 
Wesley Jones, of Pickens County, Georgia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, aud 
ordered to be printed. 
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IMPROVEMENT OF CHATAHOOCHEE RIVER, 


Mr. HARRIS, of Georgia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 954) mak- 
ing an appropriation for continuing the improvement of the Chata- 
hoochee River, in the State of Georgia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CATHOLIC CHURCH, DALTON, GEORGIA. 


Mr. FELTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 965) for the relief of 
the Catholic church at Dalton, Georgia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ESTATE OF NEHEMIAH GARRISON. 


Mr. FELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 966) for the relief 
of the executor or administrator of the estate of Nehemiah Garri- 
son, assignee of Moses Perkins; which was read a first and second 
time, reierred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM HEDGPETH. 


Mr. FELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 967) for the relief 
of William Hedgpeth, of Paulding County, Georgia; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

J. E. PARROTT. 

Mr. FELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 968) for the relief of 
J. E. Parrott, of Gordon County, Georgia ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

B. A. BRIDGES. 

Mr. FELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 969) for the relief of 
B. A. Bridges, of Bartow County, Georgia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

FLEMING JORDON. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama, (by request,) introduced a bill (I. 
R. No. 970) for the relief of Fleming Jordon, of Maysville, Alabama; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MUSCLE SHOALS CANAL, ALABAMA. 

Mr. GARTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 971) to appropriate $900.- 
000 to continue the work of Muscle Shoals Canal, Alabama, on the 
Tennessee River, in the State of Alabama; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
| to be printed. 
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ALABAMA SETTLERS. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H.R. No. 972) for the 
Jief of settlers on lands claimed by the South and North Alabama 
I ‘road Company ; Which was read a first and second time, referred 
te the € ommittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
ota —_ 
WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 973) 
bn fer the claims of certain citizens of the counties of Jefferson, 
Walker, and Winston, of the State of Alabama, therein named, to the 

jymissioners of claims for re-examination and report; which was 
. id afirst andsecond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
aud ordered to be printed. 

. COTTON TAX. 

Mr. SHELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 974) to appropriate the 
cotton tax to school purposes in the States in which it was collected ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDS FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES. 


Mr. SHELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 975) to appropriate 
Government lands in the State of Alabama to the public schools in 
eid State; Which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF WARRIOR AND TOMBIGBEE RIVERS. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 976) making 
appropriation for the improvement of the Warrior and Tombigbee 
Rivers in Alabama; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN GREEN, SR. 


Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 977) to relieve the 
political disabilities of John Green, sr., of Alabama; which was read 
4 first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, MONTGOMERY, ALABAMA, 


Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 978) to provide for 
the erection at Montgomery, Alabama, of a post-office, United States 
court-room, land office, and other offices; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings aud 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ANTONIO PELLETIER. 


Mr. MONEY introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 26) to author- 
ize the President of the United States to request the republic of Hayti 
to indemnify Antonio Pelletier; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DELEGATE FROM INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. HOOKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 979) to authorize the 
election of a Delegate to Congress from the Indian Territory ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHOCTAW NATION. 

Mr. HOOKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 980) for the relief of 
the Choctaw Nation of Indians; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ASSIGNMENT OF CERTAIN LAND SCRIP. 

_ Mr. ELLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 981) defining the manner 
in which certain land scrip may be assigned and located or applied 
by actual settlers, and providing for the issue of patents in the name 
of the locater or his legal representative ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

G. ALEXANDER RAMSAY. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 982) for the relief of 
G. Alexander Ramsay; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TRANSPORTATION ON STAR ROUTES, ETC. 


Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 983) for re-appro- 
priating the unexpended balances of the appropriation for transpor- 
tation on the star routes and by steamboats, and all other than rail- 
roads, appropriated under an act making appropriations for the serv- 
ice of the Post-Office Department, approved July 12, 1876; which 
Was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


OBSTRUCTIONS IN RED RIVER. 


Mr. ELAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 984) for the removal of 
obstructions in Red River; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


He also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 985) for the removal of ob- | 


structions to the navigation of Red River; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Commer ce, and ordered 
to be printed, 


FELIX DANJEAN. 
Mr. DARRALL introduced a bil! (H. R. No. 986) granting a pension 
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to Felix Danjean, of Lonisiana; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NAVIGATION OF THE CALCASIEU RIVER. 

Mr. DARRALL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 927) making an ap- 
propriation for removal of obstruction to navigation of the Caleasien 
River, in the State of Louisiana; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SUPPLIES, ETC., TO VESSELS IN HOME PORT. 

Mr. LEONARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 938) to create a lien in 
favor of material, men, and others, for supplies, materials, and repairs 
furnished to a vessel in her home port, and to make the laws on the 
subject uniform throughout the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ELIZA A. SEMPLE. 

Mr. SAYLER introduced a bill (II. R. No. 939) granting a pension 
to Mrs, Eliza A. Semple; which was read a tirst and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AUGUST MELLON. 

Mr. SAYLER also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 990) granting a pen- 
sion to August Mellon; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM BUCKLEY. 

Mr. SAYLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 991) granting a pen- 
sion to William Buckley, private in Company C, Fiftieth Ohio Volun- 
teers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

EQUALIZATION OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. SAYLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 992) equalizing pen- 
sions of certain officers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ENTERPRISE INSURANCE COMPANY. 

Mr. SAYLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 993) for the relief of 
the Enterprise Insurance Company of Cincinnati, Ohio; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS H. FOULDS. 

Mr. SAYLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 994) for the relief of 
Thomas H. Foulds, late postmaster at Cincinnati, Ohio; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to printed. 

CHARLES E. PIERSON. 

Mr. SAYLER also introduced a bill (I. R. No. 995) for the relief of 
Charles E. Pierson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. G. COLLINS 

Mr. SAYLER also introduced a bil] (H. R. No. 996) for the relief of A. 
G. Coilins: which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Commuittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY ANN STONEFIELD, 

Mr. SAYLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 997) for the relief of 
Mary Ann Stonetield, widow of Benjamin Stonefield , which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TESTIMONY IN CRIMINAL CASES, 

Mr. SAYLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 993) to provide for 
taking testimony in criminal cases on interrogatories; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EXECUTION OF CUSTOM-HOUSE BONDS, 

Mr. SAYLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 999) relating to the 
execution of custom-house bonds; which was read a tirst and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 


ACTUAL SETTLERS ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. 
Mr. SAYLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1000) to secure home- 
| steads to actual settlers on the public lands; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 
LIEUTENANT HENRY Z. EATON, 

Mr. COX, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1001) for the relief 
of Lieutenant Henry Z. Eaton; which was read a first aud second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed, 


JOUN KATON, 


Mr. COX, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1002) for the 
| relief of John Katon; which was read a first and second time, re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

printed. 
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BENJAMIN D. LAKIN, 


Mr. GARDNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1003) for the relief of 
Benjamin D. Lakin, of Point Pleasant, Clermont County, Ohio; which 
was iead a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ROSETTA L. M’KAY. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1004) grant- 
ing a pension to Rosetta L. McKay, mother ef Lieutenant Fred A. 
McKay, second lieutenant, Company E, Forty-first Regiment Ohio 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CARL BRUTCHIE. 

Mr. MCMAHON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1005) granting a 
pension to Carl Brutchie; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 

MICHAEL L, KENNEDY. 

Mr. McMATION also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1006) granting a 
pension to Michael L. Kennedy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be pi inted. 

ALEXANDER KINCAID. 

Mr. MCMAHON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1007) granting a 
pension to Alexander Kincaid, Company B, Sixty-fifth New York 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CUMBERLAND ROAD. 

Mr. KEIFER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1008) relating to the Cum- 
berland road, in the State of Ohio, and to authorize the same to become 
a free road; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DUTY UPON BARLEY IMPORTED INTO THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (11. R. No. 1009) providing for levying 
and collecting the duty upon barley hereafter imported into the 
United States ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed, 

PATRICK GLACKIN. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1010) granting a pen- 
sion to Patrick Glackin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 

WIDOW OF COLONEL LYMAN M. KELLOGG. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1011) for the relief of the 
widow of Colonel Lyman M. Kellogg; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ELIZABETH HALL. 

Mr. VAN VORHES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1012) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Hall; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANDREW B. BATELLE AND GEORGE D. EVANS. 

Mr. VAN VORHES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1013) for the 
relief of Andrew B. Batelle and George D. Evans; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. SEEDS. 

Mr. BANNING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1014) for the relief of 
James M. Seeds; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. HALPINE, 

Mr. BANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1015) for the relief 
of William J. Halpine, for losses sustained while serving in the United 
States Army in 1862 and 1663; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY KENNEALLY. 

Mr. BANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1016) granting a 
pension to Mary Kenneally; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TAX ON CIGARS, 

Mr. BANNING also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1017) 
to amend an act entitled “An act to amend section 394 of the Revised 
Statutes, in relation to the tax on cigars;” which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ENLISTMENT OF COLORED MEN IN THE ARMY. 

Mr, BANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1018) to remove all 
restrictions now existing in regard to the enlistment of colored citi- 
zens in any arm of the United States Army; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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NIOSPITAL STEWARDS, 


Mr. BANNING also introduced a bill (If. R. No. 1019) to gx th 
rank and pay and to promote the efficiency of hospital stewaras it 
the Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to th 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. ” 

REPEAL OF BANKRUPT LAw. 

Mr. BOONE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1020) to repe 
rupt law; which was read a first and second time, ref 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES C. RUSH. 

Mr. KNOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1021) for the relief of 
James C. Rush, late chaplain of the Ninth Regiment Kentucky y,). 
unteers; which was read a first and second time, referred ty tj. 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. e 

NATHAN G. WELLS. 

Mr. DURHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1022) for the benefit of 
Nathan G. Wells, of Russell County, Kentucky ; which was read a ims 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and order) 
to be printed. 


al the bank. 
erred to the 


WILLIAM D, WOLFORD, 

Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1023) for the benesit 
of William D. Wolford, of Russell County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims 
aud ordered to be printed. 

HON, JOHN D. YOUNG. 

Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1024) for the benefit of 
Hon. John D. Young, of Bath County, Kentucky; which was rea 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Accounts, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SALT-WORKS NEAR MANCHESTER, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H, R. No. 1025) for the relief 
of those suffering from the destraction of the salt-works near Man- 
chester, Kentucky, pursuant to the order of Major-General Carls 
Buell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF FALLS OF CUMBERLAND RIVER. 

Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1026) to provide for 
the survey of the falls of the Cumberland River, in Whitby County, 
Kentucky; which was read a tirst and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF RIVERS IN KENTUCKY. 

Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1027) directing a 
survey of the Kentucky, Big Sandy, and Licking Rivers; whiich was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CAPTAIN LOUIS SOWARDS. 

Mr. TURNER also intreduced a bill (H. R. No. 1028) for the benefit 
of Captain Louis Sowards, of Pike County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN ARMSTRONG, JR. 

Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1029) for the relief of 
John Armstrong, jr., county of Kenton, in the State of Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Comuittee ou 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FIRE IN CYNTHIANA, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. CARLISLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1030) for the relief 
of certain citizens of Cynthiana, Kentucky, whose property was 
destroyed by fire on the 11th of June, 1864; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EDUCATION OF THE BLIND. 

Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1031) to 
promote the education of the blind; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM PHILLIPS. 

Mr. HOUSE introdneed a bill (H. R. No. 1032) for the relief of Will- 
iam Phillips, of Nashville, Tennessee; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


SAINT CECILIA’S ACADEMY, NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE. 

Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1033) for the relief of 
Saint Cecilia’s Academy, at Nashville, Tennessee; which was real 4 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. FUQUA. 

Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1034) for the relief of 
William H. Fuqua, of Tennessee; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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ESTATE OF THOMAS HORD. 


Mfr, HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1035) for the relief of 
he estate of Thomas Hord, deceased, of Tennessee; which was read 
va vst and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
SIIELBY MEDICAL COLLEGE, NASHVILLE, TENNESSER. 
Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1036) for the relief 
{ Shelby Medical College, of Nashville, Tennessee; which was read 
; first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
aud ordered to be printed. | 
ANDREW J. DUNCAN. 


Mr. HOUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1037) for the relief of 
Andrew J. Duncan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CESSION OF LAND TO MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. YOUNG introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1038) to cede to the city 
of Memphis, in the State of Tennessee, a certain lot of land situated 
in said city; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 

nted. 

oo ALLUVIAL LANDS OF MISSISSIPPI VALLEY. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1039) to provide for 
reclaiming and protecting from overflow the alluvial lands of the 
Mississipp1 Valley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Mississippi Levees, and ordered to be printed. 

SEIZURES UNDER JUDICIAL PROCESS. 


Mr. RIDDLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1040) to secure reciprocal 
rights of seizure under process of courts of the United States and of 
the several States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MAIL MATTER WITH INSUFFICIENT POSTAGE. 


Mr. RIDDLE also introduced a bill (II. R. No. 1041) to direct the 
transmission of printed matter through the mail when the postage 
thereon is insufficient; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JAMES PENNYCOUGH. 


Mr. RIDDLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1042) granting a 
pension to James Pennycough, of Fentress County, Tennessee, late of 
the Second Indiana Mounted Infantry; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. WALKER. 

Mr. RIDDLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1043) granting a 
pension to William H. Walker, of Fentress County, Tennessee, late 
of Company C, First Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry; whi, h 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

A. M. TINSLEY. 


Mr. RIDDLE also introduced a bill (IT. R. No. 1044) granting a 
pension to A. M. Tinsley, of Transdale County, Tennessee, late of the 
First Regiment Tennessee Volunteers in the Mexican war; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

POPULAR ELECTION OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. RIDDLE also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 27) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution for the election of post- 
masters every four years by the voters of the district, village, town, 
or city in which the duties of their offices are to be performed; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EDEN called for the reading of the joint resolution at length; 
and it was read. 

RAILWAY INVESTMENTS IN MEXICO. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 28) to 
authorize treaty with the Republic of Mexico to secure protection to 
capital and labor of citizens of the United States whic may be in- 
vested and employed in opening railway communications in the 
northern states of said republic; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GEORGE W. BROWNING. 

_Mr. THORNBURGH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1045) to place 
George W Browning on the pension-rolls; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. ELLISON. 

Mr. THORNBURGH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1046) to grant 
4 pension to George W. Ellison; which was read a first and second 
‘ime, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed, 

UNITED STATES MAIL AGENTS. 

_Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1047 


; . ) for the relief of | 
uited States mail agents before the war; which was read a first and | 


second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
UNITED STATES COURTS, JACKSON, TENNESSEF. 

Mr. ATKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1048) to provide for hold- 
ing terms of the district and circuit courts of the United States at 
Jackson, ‘Tennessee ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

H. JOHNSON AND OTHERS. 

Mr. ATKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1049) to refund to 
H. Johnson and certain other citizens of Tennessee taxes illegally 
collected from them ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN G. RANDOLPH. 

Mr. ATKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1050) for the relief 
of John G. Randolph; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF SETTLERS. 

Mr. FULLER introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1051) for the protection 
of settlers on the public lands of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ENOCII L. FOLSOM. 

Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1052) granting a pen- 
sion to Enoch L, Folsom; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


CHARLES G. GALLACIO, 


Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (IL. R. No. 1053) granting a 
pension to Charles G. Gallacio, late a licutenant in the Thirty-tifth 
Indiana Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JEFFERSON KINDER. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1054) 
granting a pension to Jefferson Kidder; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL B. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Indiana, also introdneed a bill (H.R. No. 1055) 
granting a pension to Samuel B. Robertson; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL W. OVELMAN. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of. Indiana, also introdaced a bill (H. R. No. 1056) 
granting a pension to Samuel W. Overman; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EMMETT LANGSTON. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (IT. R. No. 1057) 
restoring to the pension-roll the name of Emmett Langston ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. BICKNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1058) te amend the 
Revised Statutes relating to pensions; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

VENEZUELAN MIXED COMMISSION. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1059) relating to the 
Venezuelan mixed commission; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed, 

JOHN SPICER. 

Mr. SPRINGER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1060) 
for the relief of John Spicer, of Ottawa, Illinois; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEAF-TOBACCO. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1061) 
to amend section 3244 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the sale of 
leaf-tobacco by farmers and planters; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GOLOID DOLLARS. 

Mr. KNAPP (by request) introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1062) to author- 
ize the coinage of goloid dollars and fractions thereof of full equal 
standard value of gold and silver; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SURVIVORS OF WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. HARTZELL introduced a bill(H. R. No. 1063) to amend section 
4735 and section 4738 of the Revised Statutes, granting pensions to the 
surviving officers and soldiers of the war of 1512 and to the surviving 
widows of deceased officers aud soldiers of said war; which was rea 
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a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Peusions, and ordered to be printed. 


GRANTING OF SWAMP LANDS. 

Mr. HARTZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1064) granting 
certain swamp lands to the county of Randolph, State of Lllinois ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Publie Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS OF ILLINOIS. 

Mr. HARTZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1065) to divide 
the State of Illinois into three judicial districts and to provide for 
holding courts therein ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Comunittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

E. AND W. BUDER. 

Mr. HARTZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1066) granting 
relief to KE. and W. Buder, of Cairo, Iinois; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COLONEL JAMES 8. REARDEN. 

Mr. HARTZELL also introduced a bill (1. R. No. 1067) for the 

relief of Colonel James 8. Rearden,of Illinois; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


JAMES Hi. LINN, 

Mr. HARTZELL also introduced a bill (1H. R. No. 1068) for the re- 
lief of James H. Linn, late acting assistant engineer in charge of the 
Mississippi squadron, United States Navy; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SILAS TAGGART, 


Mr. HARTZELL also introduced a bill (IT. R. No. 1069) granting 
an increase of pension to Silas Taggart, of Randolph County, Dli- 
neis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and 6rdered to be printed. 

WILLIAM FRANKEBERGER. 

Mr. HENDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1070) granting a 
pension to William Frankeberger; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COURTS IN UTAITL 

Mr. TIPTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1071) to amend the third 
section of an act entitled “ An act in relation to the courts and jadi- 
cial officers of the Territory of Utah,” approved June 23, 1874; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD ADAMS. 

Mr. LATHROP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1072) granting a pen- 
sion to Edward Adams; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RECOINAGE OF SILVER. 


Mr. LATHROP also introduced a bill (HH. R. No. 1073) to amend 
title 37 of the Revised Statutes and provide for the recoinage of 
silver and restore its legal-tender quality ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1074) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or 
near Glasgow, Missouri; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MANUFACTURE OF BRANDY. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1075) to 
authorize growers of fruit to manufacture the same into brandy under 
certain limitations; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI LEVEES. 

Mr. HATCHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1076) to repair and 
rebuild the levees of the Mississippi River and reclaim the alluvial 
lands thereof, improve its navigation, and promote and protect its 
commerce; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Mississippi Levees, and ordered to be printed. 

LEGAL DISABILITIES OF WOMEN. 

Mr. GLOVER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1077) to 
relieve the legal disabilities of women; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MICHAEL C. HENDERSON. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1078) for the relief of 
Michael C. Henderson; which was read a tirst and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH PAINTER. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1079) for the relief 

of Elizabeth Painter, widow of Johu Painter; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. a; 
ordered to be printed. = 
TERMS OF COURT IN MISSOURI. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1080) to provide f 
holding terms of the district and circuit courts of the United St ~d 
at Carthage, Missouri; which was read a first and second foe 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed, 

BANKRUPT LAWS. : 

Mr. BUCKNER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1081) 4 
repeal all bankrupt laws now in force, and for other purposes ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. , 

NATIONAL EDUCATION OF WOMEN. 

Mr. BUCKNER also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1989) 
for the national education of women; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, ani) 
ordered to be printed. a 

EUGENE LEITENSDORFER. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1083) for the ro. 
lief of Eugene Leitensdorfer ; which was read a first and second time 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed.’ 


ad 


METROPOLITAN POLICE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1084) to abolish the 
board of commissioners of the Metropolitan police of the District 
of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed, 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 29) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United states, 
restricting the application of the fifteenth amendment thereto ; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE M. D. TOUNS. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1085) for the relief 
of George M. D. Touns; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT JEFFERSON CITY, MISSOURI. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1055) provid- 
ing for the erection of buildings at Jefferson City, in Missouri, for 
the use and accommodation of United States courts and other Goy- 
ernment offices; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES SAUNDERS. 

Mr. REA introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1087) granting a pension to 
James Saunders, a soldier of the war of 1812; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Peu- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

COLONEL NAPOLEON B. GIDDINGS. 

Mr. REA also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1033) for the relief of 
Colonel Napoleon B. Giddings, of Savannah, Missouri; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Comimittee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIM OF WESTERN CHEROKEES, ETC. 

Mr. GUNTER introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1089) to refer the claim 
of the “ Western Cherokees” or “old settlers” to the United States 
Court of Claims for adjudication; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1090) to revive and 
amend an act entitled “An act for the final adjustment of private 
land claims in the States of Florida, Louisiana, and Missouri, and for 
other purposes;” which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LOCATION OF LAND SCRIP. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1691) Zefining the 
manner in which certain land scrip may be located; wh ch was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Laud 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SOUTHERN CLAIMS COMMISSION. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1092) to amend the 
act establishing the southern claims commission so as to extend the 
same to the Indian tribes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLAND. Has the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. BLAND. Then I call forthe regular order. i 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business being demanded, 
the House resumes the consideration of the unfinished business 0 










lay last, being the motion submitted by the gentleman from 
= uri (Mr. BLAND,] which is that the rules be suspended and the 
cates authorize the coinage of a dollar of 4124 grains silver standard, 
a dl for other purposes, be passed. s ; 
o\(r. MILLS. Was not the morning hour extended by unanimous 

See 
Coke SPEAKER. It was not; on the contrary, objection was made 
to its extension. aS 

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 

Mr. MILLS. Before the bill of the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAND] is taken up, I ask unanimous consent to submit a resolution 
for reference to the Committee on the Rules. It is a resolution toamend 
Rules 51, 52, 53, and 54 of the House of Representatives. 

” There was no objection, and the resolution was received and re- 
ferred the Committee on the Rules. 


SILVER-DOLLAR COINAGE. 


Mr. BLAND. I now insist upon the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri, [Mr. BLAND,] coming over from Monday last, to sus- 
pend the rules 80 as to enable him to introduce and the House to 
pass a bill to authorize the free coinage of the standard silver dollar 
and to restore its legal-tender character. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read. : . 

The first section provides that there shall be coined at the sey- 
eral mints of the United States the silver dollar of the weight of 
412} grains troy of standard silver, as provided in the act of Junnuary 
18, 1537, on which shall be the devices and superscriptions provided 
by said act; which coins, together with all silver dollars heretofore 
coined by the United States of like weight and fineness, shall be 
a legal tender at their nominal value for.all debts and dues, public 
and private, except where otherwise provided by contract; and any 
owner of silver bullion may deposit the same in any United States 
coinage mint or assay office to be coined into such dollars for his ben- 
efit upon the same terms and conditions as gold bullion is deposited 
for coinage under existing law. 

Section 2 provides for repealing all acts and parts of acts incon- 
sistent with the provisions of the act. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would ask the gentleman from Missouri if he will 
consent to an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Amendments are not in order pending a motion 
to suspend the rules. 

Mr. BLAND. This is the bill which passed the House last win- 
ter—— 

Mr. MILLS. I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. Neither debate nor amendment is in order. 

Mr. EAMES. I ask unanimous consent of the House to ask the 
gentleman from Missouri a question. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to debate. 

Mr. MILLS. I have no objection to a question being asked. 

Mr. EAMES. I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri in the 
presence of the House whether this bill authorizes the coinage of sil- 
ver bullion at the expense of the Government. 

Mr. BLAND. This bill, as I stated just new, is substantially the 
one that passed last winter with free coinage, and is recommended 
by the committee of which I believe the gentleman from Rhode Island 
{Mr. EAMES] is a member. 

Mr. KELLEY. Is debate in order ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. KELLEY. I object to debate. 

Mr. EAMES. I ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. KELLEY. I object. 


Mr. EAMES. Will the gentleman allow a proposition to be read 
to the House ? 


= KELLEY. I object to any debate and call for the regular 
order, 

Mr. EAMES. I do not ask for debate. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Let the bill be again read. 
_Mr. REAGAN. If the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] will 
listen to me, I think he will consent to take the sense of the House 
upon a single int. I desire to offer an amendment, to strike out 
“4124 grains” and to insert “399.9 grains,” so as to make it the same 
“ the French standard and that adopted by the Latin monetary 
Mion, 

he SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain any proposition or 
amendment, pending a motion to suspend the rules. The gentleman 
from Missouri (Mr. BLAND] can accept the amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Let the bill be again read. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was not to. 


aitt BLAND. I call for the yeas and nays on my motion to suspend 
- es, 


Mr. HUNTER. I desire to ask the entleman one question. 

Mr. KELLEY. I object to any question, ; 

she yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONGER. Iwould inquire of the Chair if this motion includes 


the passage of the Dill, or is it simply a motion to bring the bill be- 
fore the House for consideration ? -_ : 
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The SPEAKER. It includes both. 

Mr. DURHAM. I would like to hear the bill again read. 
necessarily detained from the House until this moment. 

The SPEAKER. That requires unanimous consent. Is there objec- 
tion to the bill being read again? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; it has been read twice already. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the Clerk will proceed to 
call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 163, nays 34, not 
voting 93; as follows: 


I was 


YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Atkins, John H. Baker, Banning, Bell, Bicknell, Bland, 
Blount, Boone, Bouck, Brentano, Bridges, Brogden, Browne, Backner, Bundy, Bur- 
dick,Cabell, Cain, John W. Caldwell, W. P. Caldwell, Calkins, Candler, Cannon, Car- 
lisle, Caswell, Chalmers, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Mis- 
souri, Rush Clark, Conger, Cook, Jacob D. Cox, Samuel S. Cox, Cravens, Critteiden, 
Culberson, Cummings, Cutler, Danford, Darrall, Joseph J. Davis, Deering, Dibrell, 
Dickey, Dunnell, Eden, Elam, Ellis, Esworth, John H. Evins, Ewing, Felton, Fin- 
ley, Forney, Foster, Franklin, Fuller, Gardner, Garth, Giddings, Glover, Goode, 
Hamilton, Henry R. Harris, Harrison, Hartridge, Hartzell, Haskell, Hatcher, 
Hayes, Hazelton, Henderson, Herbert, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hooker, House, Hub- 
bell, Humphrey, Hunter, Hunton, Ittner, James Taylor Jones, John 8. Jones, Kei- 
fer, Keightley, Kelley, Kenna, Knapp, Knott, Lathrop, Ligon, Luttrell, Lynde, 
Mackey, Maish, Mauning, Marsh, Martin, McKenzie, McKigley. MeMahon, Mills, 
Money, Monroe, Morga:, Morrison, Muldrow, Neal, Oliver, Pacheco, Page, Patter- 
son, Phillips, Pollard, Pound, Price, Pridemore, Rainey, Randolph, Rea, Reagan, 
Americus V. Rice, Riddle, Robbins, Robertson, Milton 8. Robinson, Sampson, 
Sapp, Sayler, Scales, Sexton, Shelley, Singleton, Slemons, William E. Smith, 
Sparks, Springer, Steele, Stewart, John W. Stone, Joseph C. Stone, Strait, Thorn- 
burgh, Throckmorton, Tipton, Amos Townsend, Richard W. Townshend, Turner, 
Vance, Van Vorhes, Waddell, Welch, Michael D. White, Willets, Charles G. 
Williams, Jere N. Williams, Richard Williams, Albert 8. Willis, Wren, Wright, 
Yeates, and Young—163. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bacon, Ballou. Blair, Brewer, Briggs, Chittenden, Claflin, Cole, 
Covert, Horace Davis, Denison, Eames, Field, Frye, Gibson, Hardenbergh, Hart, 
Hendee, Abram S. Hewitt, Joyce, Leonard, Lindsey, McGowan, Morse, Norcross, 
oa Powers, Reed, William W. Rice, Schleicher, Stephens, Swann, Ward, and 
Wood—34. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Aiken, Bagley, William H. Baker, Banks, Bayne, 
Beebe, Benedict, Bisbee, Blackburn, Bliss, Boyd, Bragg, Bright, Barchard, Batler, 
Camp, Campbell, Alvah A. Clark, Clymer, Cobb, Collins, Crapo, Davidson, Doug- 
las, Durham, Dwight, Eickhoff, Errett, I. Newton Evans, James L. Evans, Fort, 
Freeman, Garfield, Gause, Gunter, Hale, Hanna, Harmer, Benjamin W. Harris, 
John T. Harris, Henkle, Henry, Hiscock, Hungerford, James, Frank Jones, Jor- 
yensen, Ketcham, Killinger, Kimmel, Landers, Lapham, Lockwood, Loring, May- 
= McCook, Mitchell, Muller, O'Neill, Overton, Phelps, Potter, Pugh, Quinn, 
Reilly, Roberts, George D. Robinson, Ross, Ryan, Shallenberger, Sinnickson, 
Smalls, A. Herr Smith, Southard, Starin, Stenger, Thompson, Martin IL. Town- 
send, Tucker, Turney, Veeder, Wait, Walker, Walsh, Warner, Watson, Harry 
White, Whittharne, Alpheus S. Williams, Andrew Williams, James Williams, 
Benjamin A. Wiilis, and Wilson—93. 


So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended 
and the bill (H. R. No. 1093) was passed. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made : 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am requested by my colleague from 
New York, Mr. WILLIS, to state that on this question he is paired with 
Mr. Evins, of South Carolina. Mr. WILLIs, if present, would vote 
“no” and Mr. Evins would vote “ay.” I am also requested to an- 
nounce that my colleague, Mr. MULLER, is paired with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, Mr. TooMPson. If present, Mr. MULLER would 
vote “no,” and Mr. THOMPSON “ay.” 

Mr. ROBBINS. On this question, Mr.Watsu, of Maryland, is paired 
with Mr. SHALLENBERGER, of Pennsylvania. If Mr. WaLsu were 
here, he would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. GOODE. My colleague, Mr. WALKER, is paired with the gen- 
tleman from New York, Mr. Ketcuam. Mr. WALKER, as I under- 
stand, would vote “ay.” 

Mr. DURHAM. I am paired with the gentleman from Maine, Mr. 
HALE, who, if present, would vote “no,” while I should vote “ ay.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN [am paired upon this question with the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, Mr.Crapo. If he were present, he would 
vote in the negative and I should vote in the affirmative. I am re- 
quested to say that the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. CLYMER, 
is paired upon this subject with Mr. OVERTON, of the same State. 
Mr. CLYMER, if present, would vote “ay,” and Mr. OvERTON I pre- 
sume would vote “no,” 

Mr. COX, of New York. My colleague, Mr. Ercknorr, who if here 
would vote “no,” is paired with the gentleman from Arkansas, Mr. 
GAUSE, who would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. MAYHAM. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. STaARLN, who 
if here would vote “no,” while I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. MCMAHON. Iam requested to state that my colleague, Mr. 
SOUTHARD, is paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
O'NEILL. If present, Mr. O’NEILL would vote “ no” and Mr. Souti- 
ARD “ ay.” 

Mr. MACKEY. I am requested to announce that my colleagues, 
Mr. WATSON and Mr. Bayne, are paired. How they would vote, if 
present, I am not advised. 

Mr. BUCKNER. The gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Fort, being 
unavoidably compelled to go home, requested me to obtain a pair for 
him. I have been unable to do so, but I know that if present he 
would vote “ay.” 

Mr. GUNTER. Iam paired with the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. 
BurcHarp, If he were here, he would vote “no,” and I should vote 
“ay.” 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
SHALLENBERGER, is paired with the gentleman from Maryland, Mr. 
Watsu. While on the floor I desire to suggest to the gentleman 




















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































: 
: 





242 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Fh 


from Arkansas [ Mr. es that my colleague, Mr. BuRCHARD, 
who is absent, is favorable to a bill remonetizing silver, and I am quite 
sure that he said to me he would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. GUNTER. Then I withdraw my statement so far as Mr. Bur- 
CHARD’S vote is concerned. 

Mr. ATKINS. My colleague, Mr. BriGut, is absent on account of 
sickness in his family. If present, he would vote “ay.” 

Mr.WHITTHORNE. On this question, as well as upon party ques- 
tions generally, I am paired with Mr. Harris, of Massachusetts, who, 
if here, would vote “no,” while I should certainly vote “ ay.” 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. My colleague, Mr. PUGH, is paired with 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. REILLY. 

Mr. LORING. On this question I am paired with Mr. WILsoN, of 
West Virginia. He would vote “ay” and I should vote “no.” My 
colleague, Mr. BANKS, is paired on this question with the gentleman 
from Indiana, Mr. Coss, who, as Lunderstand from Mr. Banks, would 
vote “ay,” while Mr. BANKs would vote “no.” 

Mr. KELLEY. I am requested to state that my colleague, Mr. 
CAMPBELL, is paired with my colleague, Mr. Errett, and that my 
colleague, Mr. WatTSsON, is paired with my colleague, Mr. BayNE. 
How these gentlemen el vote on this question I am unable to 
say; but from the general correctness of their judgments I presume 
they would all vote “ay.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. In voting “no” upon this question I 
wish to say that I have no opposition to the general object of the bill, 
but simply to some of its details. 

Mr. DENISON. I have been requested by Mr. Robinson, of 
Massachusetts, and Mr. PHELPs, of Connecticut, to say that they are 
paired. Mr. ROBINSON would vote “no” and Mr. PHELPs “ ay.” 

Mr. THORNBURGH. I wish to announce that the gentleman from 
Florida, Mr. BIsBEg, is absent on account of sickness in his family. 

Mr. BROWNE. My colleague, Mr. EVANs, is absent on leave. If 
present, he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. BACON. My colleagues, Mr. Hiscock and Mr. Lockwoopn, 
are paired, and also my colleagues, Mr. Camp and Mr. BENEDICT. 
Mr. Hiscock and Mr. Camp, I presume, as they are men of good com- 
mon sense, would vote “no;” how the other gentlemen would vote I 
do not know. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. My colleague, Mr. RYAN, who is absent on account 
of sickness in his family, would, if present, vote “ay.” 

Mr. HART. My colleagues, Mr. BeNEpicT and Mr. Lockwoop, are 
absent, having paired with Mr. Camp and Mr. Hiscock. I feel war- 
ranted in saying that, if present, those gentlemen would all vote “ no.” 

Mr. BOUCK. My colleague, Mr. BraGG, whoif present would vote 
“ay,” is paired on this question with Mr. PouND, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. FOSTER. My colleague, General GARFIELD, is absent by leave 
of the House. 

Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire. I am paired on all questions with 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. BAGLEY. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


REPEAL OF RESUMPTION CLAUSE. 


Mr. EWING. I move to suspend the rules and adopt the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That the bill to repeal the third section of the resumption law be made 
the special order, not to interfere with any appropriation bills, for to-morrow at the 
expiration of the morning hour, and from day to day thereafter until the following 
Tuesday at three o'clock, when the previous question shall be ordered on it and on 
any amendments then pending, all amendments meanwhile to be in order, provided 
the time shall be extended, if necessary, so as to allow five days after the morning 
hoar for the consideration of said bill and amendments. 


Mr. PAGE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the aflirmative— 
yeas 143, nays 47, not voting 100; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Aldrich, Atkins, John H. Baker, Banning, Bell, Bick- 
nell, Bland, Blount, Boone, Bouck, Brentano, Brogden, Browne, Buckner, Burdick, 
Cabell, Cain, John W. Caldwell, W. P. Caldwell, Calkins, Candler, Cannon, Car- 
lisle, Chalmers, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Rush 
Clark, Conger, Cook, Covert, Jacob D. Cox, Samuel 8. Cox, Cravens, Crittenden, 
Culberson, Cummings, Cutler, Joseph J. Davis, Deering, Dibrell, Dickey, Eames, 
Eden, Elam, Ellsworth, John H. Evins, Ewing, Felton, Finley, Forney, Franklin, 
Fuller, Gardner, Garth, Giddings, Glover, Hamilton, Henry Rt. Harris, Harrison, 
Hartridge, Hartzell, Haskell, Hatcher, Hayes, Henderson, Herbert, Goldsmith W. 
Hewitt, Hooker, House, Hubbell, Hunton, Humphrey, Ittner, James Taylor Jones, 
John 8, Jones, Keifer, Kelley, Kenna, Kimmel, re. Knott, Lathrop, Ligon, 
Lynde, Mackey, Maish, Marsh, Martin, McKenzie, McKinley, McMahon, Mills, 
Money, Morgan, Morrison, Morse, Muldrow, Neal, Oliver, reetes, Price, Pride- 
more, Randolph, Rea, Reagan, Reilly, Americus V. Rice, Riddle, Robbins, 
son, Sampson, Sapp, Sayler, Scales, Sexton, Shelley, Singleton, Slemons, William 
KE. Smith, Sparks, “5 Steele, Stephens, Joseph C. Stone, Thornburgh, 
Throckmorton, Tipton, Richard W. Townshend, Tacker, Turner, Vance, Van 
Vorhes, Waddell, Welch, Michael D. White, Jere N. Williams, Albert S. Willis, 
Wood, Wren, Wright, Yeates, and Young—143. 

NAYS—Meaars. om, Ballou, Blair, Brewer, Briggs, Bundy, Caswell, Claflin, 
Cole, Danford, Darrall, Horace Davis, Denison, Dunnell, Field, Foster, Frye, Gib- 
son, Hardenbergh, Hart, Hazelton, Hendee, Joyce, Keightley, Leonard, Lindsey, 
Luttrell, McGowan, Monroe, Norcross, Pacheco, Page, Patterson, Peddie, Pollard, 
Pound, Powers, ae Reed, William W. Rice, Stewart, Strait, Ward, Willets, 
Alpheus 8. Williams, Charles G. Williams, and Richard Williams—47. 

NOT VOTING—Mesars. Bagley, William H. Baker, Banks, Bayne, Beebe, Bene- 
dict, Bisbee, Blackburn, Bliss, Boyd, Bragg, Bridges, Bright, Burchard, Butler, 
Camp, Campbell, Chittenden, Alvah A. Clark, Clymer, Co 


L. Evans, Fort, Freeman, G 














ders, Lapham, Lockwood, Loring, Manning, Mayham, MeCook, Mitchell Mule 
O'Neill, Overton, Phelps, Potter, Pugh, Quinn, Roberts, George D. Robinson Milne 
8. Robinson, Ross, Ryan, Schleicher, Shallenberger, Sinnick titoa 


Smith, Southard, Starin, Stenger, John W. Stone, Swann, Thompson, 4 
Townsend, Martin I. Townsend, Turney, Veeder, Wait, Walker, Walsh Ww. mts 
Watson, Harry White, Whitthorne, Andrew Williams, James W : 
min A. Willis, and Wilson—1i00. 


and the resolution was adopted. 


paired with Mr. SHALLENBERGER, of Pennsylvania, on all , 
until Thursday morning next. If Mr. WALSH were present, 
vote “ ay” on this question. 


question. If present, he would vote in the negative, while I would 
vote in the affirmative. 


Massachusetts, who would vote in the negative, while he would yote 
in the affirmative; and that Mr. CLYMER, who would vote in th» 
affirmative, was paired with Mr. OVERTON, who would vote in the 
negative. 


York, who would vote in the negative, while he would vote in the 
affirmative. 


was paired with Mr. Gavse, and that one would vote one way and 
the other another. [Laughter.] 


would vote in the negative, while he would vote in the affirmative, 
sylvania, who, he presumed, would vote in the negative, while he 
Virginia, who would vote in the aftirmative, while he would vote in 
the negative; that his colleague, Mr. BANKS, who would vote iy 


the negative, was paired with Mr. Coss, who would vote in the 
affirmative; and that Mr. Harris, of Massachusetts, who would yote 


negative; that Mr. CAMPBELL, who would vote in the affirmative, 





b, Colina, Crapo, Ds. | the relief of Theodore F. Wilson; which was referred to the Com- 


vidson, Douglas, Durham, Dwight, Eickhoff, Ellis, Errett, 1. Newton Evans, James 

arteld, Gause, Goode, Gunter, Hale, Hanna, Harmer, 
Benjamin W. Harris, John T. Harris, Henkle, Henry, Abram 8S. Hewitt, Hiscock, 
Hunter, Hungerford, James, Frank Jones, Jorgensen, Ketcham, Killinger, Lan- 
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s0n, Smalls, 4. Herr 


A... Ww arner 
illiams, Benj 


So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended 


ee the vote, 


Mr. ROBBINS said: Mr. Watsn, of Maryland, I state once more, js 


Uestions 
© Would 


Mr. DURHAM said: I am paired with Mr. Hate, of Maine, on this 


Mr. BLACKBURN stated that he was paired with Mr. Crapo, of 


Mr. GOODE stated that he was paired with Mr. WILLIs, of Now 





































Mr. COX, of New York, stated that his colleague, Mr. Eicknorr, 


Mr. GUNTER stated that he was paired with Mr. Burcnanrp, who 
Mr. BRIDGES stated that he was paired with Mr. Sairu, of Penp- 


would vote in the affirmative. 
Mr. LORING stated that he was paired with Mr. WILSON, of West 


in the negative, was paired with Mr. WHITTHORNE, who would vote 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. KELLEY stated that Mr. HarmMER, who would vote in the 
affirmative, was paired with Mr. O'NEILL, who would vote in the 


was paired with Mr. ErretTT, who would vote in the negative; ani 
that Mr. Watson, who would vote in the affirmative, was paired 
with Mr. BAYNE, who would vote in the negative. 

Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire, stated that he was paired with 
Mr. BAGLry. 

Mr. HUNTER stated that he was paired with Mr. Townsenp, of 
New York, who would vote in the negative, while he would vote in 
the affirmative. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Indiana, stated that he was paired with Mr. 
FREEMAN, who would vote in the negative, while he would vote in 
the affirmative. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


DIFFERENTIAL DUTIES, ETC. 


Mr. WOOD. I am instructed by the Committee of Ways and 
Means to move to suspend the rules and adopt the following resolu- 
tions : 


Resolved, That the President be respectfully requested, if not incompatible with 
the public interests, to communicate to this House the correspondence with the 
Spanish government, and tho orders and directions of the Treasury Department 
to the collectors of customs in relation to the recent imposition of a differential 
duty of fifty cents per ton on Spanish vessels entering American ports, with such 
information in reference thereto as he may deem necessary. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to furnish the House of Representatives, at the earliest practicable 
moment, copies of the contract made with a certain syndicate of American and 
foreign bankers for the negotiation of the 4 per cent. bonds of the United States, 
together with copies of all other papers relating thereto; and also with a state- 
ment as to the present condition of such negotiation, and whether it remains in 
force as ly made without modification or change. 


The rules were suspended (two-thirds voting in favor thereof ) and 


the resolutions adopted. 
ASA WALL. 

Mr. HUNTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1094) to remove the disabilities of Asa Wall, imposed by the third 
section of the fourteenth article of the amendments to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is in the usual form and is accompanied 
by the usnal petition. , 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being ens it was accordingly read the third time and passed, 
two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


THEODORE F. WILSON. 
Mr. GLOVER, by unanimous consent, submitted a resolution for 


mittee on Appropriations. 
POSTAL SAVINGS-BANKS. 
Mr. PHILLIPS, by unanimous consent, introduce. a Dill (H.R. 
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No. 1095) to create postal savings-banks; which was read a first and 


second | ILLIPS. Iask that the bill be referred to the Committee 
Se ag and Currency, and that, as it is a short one and relating 
oe ibject of general interest, it be printed in the RECORD. 
10 CANNON, of Illinois. I do not object to the ne of the 
vill, but | object to the reference he proposes. I think it ought to go 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
The SPEAKER. The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
ave heretofore had that subject ander consideration. 
“Mr. PHILLIPS. I agree to that reference. , 
There being no further objection, the bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and was ordered to be 
printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. It is as follows: 


A bill to create postal savings-banks. 


r ¢ bed the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
eee assembled, That there shall be created and opened at post- 
cfices where the salary of the postmaster is $1,000 per year and upwards savings- 
hanks where the people may deposit sums not less than twenty-five cents, and in 
mount not to excee #20 on account from any one person. 
“src. 2. That where the account of a depositor shall reach the amount of $25 
and when the depositor shall place it subject to call on three months’ notice 
thereof, the depositor shall receive on any and all such sums so deposited interest 
at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum. : : a 

Sec. 3. That where there shall be an amount exceeding or equaling fifty millions 
of money deposited as herein provided, all sums so exceeding such sum may be in- 
vested in a bond to be issued by the Secretary of the Treasury, bearing interest at 
the rate of 3.65 per cent. ; and said bonds shall be issued by the Secretary of the 
Treasury upon notification by the Postmaster-General that there are funds ready 
to be invested therein, and in such amounts as are required, and shall be of the 
denominations of twenty-five, fifty, one, and two hun red dollars, with coupons 
attached, payable every three months; and any depositor in such savings-banks 
may close his account and accept the amount of his account in such bonds. _ 

sec. 4. That the Postmaster-General is hereby directed to issue instructions 
for opening said savings-banks, on application therefor, and that he shall see that 
bond with sufficient security is given by each postmaster for such purpose ; and it 
shall be his duty from time to time to demand aud receive additional bond as the 
public interests may require. , s 

Sec. 5. That the Postmaster-General is authorized to issue all needful rules 
and regulations to carry out the provisions of this act, and the amount of fees 
allowed under the provisions of this act shall not exceed 4 of 1 per cent. on all 
moneys Geposited. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 




























The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. BOONE: Papers relating to the claims of A. Gates Lee and 
R. C. Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Carlisle Bridges, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: The petition of Robért B. Ferguson, for com- 
pensation for damages by reason of a change of the grade of a street 
in Washington, District of Columbia—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CANNON, of Utah: The petition of citizens of Annabella, 
Utah Territory, for aid in the construction of a water-ditch for irri- 
gating purposes—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CASWELL: The petiton of Mrs. Joanna W. Turner, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLE: Papers relating to the claim of H. J. Phelps—to 
the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. COX, of New York: Memorial of A. Snider Pellegrini, pro- 
posing plans for the resumption of specie payment on the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1578, and for the complete redemption of greenbacks and a 
sufficient deposit of gold and silver in the Treasury, even prior to 
that date—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, the petition of the laborers and mechanics on the new War 
Office, in reference to hours of labor—to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, against 
the repeal of the bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRITTENDEN: Memorial of the La Fayette County, Mis- 
sissippi, Grange, for the repeal of the resumption act—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, the petitions of Mrs. Mary Ann Conrow and Mrs. Mildred 
Standish, to have paid to each of them the amount awarded them by 
Sir Edward Thornton, umpire in the Mexican and United States 
claims cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DARRALL: Papers relating to the claim of Rhodes & Bag- 
aley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Celestine and Thomas Dalferes, for compensa- 
tion for property destroyed by fire by the United States Army—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina: Papers relating to the claim of 
N. C. Colter—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, a paper relating to the establishment of a post-route from 
Louisburgh to Carpenter’s Mills, North Carolina—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of citizens of Iowa, that arrearage 
of pension be granted the soldiers of the United States Army of the 
late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Papers relating to the claim of the publishing 
house of the Methodist Episcopal Church, South—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of James A. Hinton, for compen- 
sation for board of certain colored men in the employ of the United 
States on fortitications—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Joint resolutions of the Legislature of Minne- 
sota, asking that pensions be granted soldiers of the Mexican war— 
to the Committee ou Invalid Pensious, 

Also, joint resolutions of the Legislature of Minnesota, asking for 
the relief of settlers on salt-spring lands—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Also, joint resolutions of the Legislature of Minnesota, asking for 
a post-route from Spring Valley, Minnesota, to Chester, lowa—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DURHAM: Papers relating to the claim of E. B. Head—to 
the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. ELAM: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Mansfield to Manny, Louisiana—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers relating to the establishment of post-routes from Green- 
wood, Louisiana, to Carthage, Texas; and from Mansfield to Shreve- 
port, Louisiana—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ELLIS: The petition of the letter-carv ers and others of 
New Orleans, Louisiana, for an increase of the salaries of letter-car- 
riers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FELTON: The petition of James H. Rodgers, to have his 
rejected claim re-investigated by the claims commission—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FIELD: The petition of Lieutenant-Colonel Ward Marston, 
of the United States Marine Corps, to be promoted to the rank of 
colonel, and to be retired with the pay of that rank—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSTER: The petitions of John J. Fox and George W. Pe- 
terson, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRYE: Papers relating to the petition of L. W. Tibbetts 
to be repaid certain moneys lost while in the United States service— 
to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. GUNTER: Papers relating to the claim of J. M. Hobbs—to 
the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petition of citizens of Allen County, Kan- 


RAILING AROUND THE SEATS. 


The SPEAKER announced as the special committee to inquire into 
and report on the propriety of a railing around outer circle of seats, 
Mr. HaRDENBERGH, Mr. TURNER, and Mr. Lorna. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BisBex, for three days, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. CUTLER, until the 7th instant. 

To Mr. Burpick, for two days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. OVERTON, till Friday the 9th instant, on account of im- 
portant business. 


To Mr. Jongs, of New Hampshire, for one week, from November 5. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, leave 
was given to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case 
of J. M. Ward, there ae no adverse report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, by unanimous consent, 
leave was given to withdraw from the files of the House papers in 
the case of C. A. Bliss, there being no adverse report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. BLACKBURN, by unanimous consent, leave was 
em to withdraw from the files of the House papers in. the case of 
Mrs. Rosa V. Jeffrey, W. H. Gray, D. W. Price, and A. S. Bloom, there 
being no adverse report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. FORNEY, by unanimous consent, leave was given 
to withdraw from the files of the House the papers in the case of 
House bill No. 797, 

On motion of Mr. RANDOLPH, by unanimous consent, leave was 
= to withdraw from the files the bill for the relief of Captain R. 

. Bernard, First Cavalry, and the accompanying reports, no adverse 
report being made thereon, and to refer the same to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

SALARY OF ELECTRICIAN. 


Mr. HOOKER, by unanimous consent, submitted a resolution in re- 
lation to the salary of the electrician of the House of Representa- 
tives; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts. 


THE LATE SENATOR MORTON. 
Mr. CALKINS. I offer the following resolution : 


Resolved, That inasmuch as this is the day of the funeral of the late Senatcr 
Morton, in token of respect to his memory, this House do now adjourn. r 


The SPEAKER. The Chair, before putting the question on the 
eostation offered by the gentleman ion in 7th ma to say that 
" = be absent in Pennsylvania to-morrow, and he announces that 

. a LER, of Ohio, will act in his stead as Speaker pro tempore. 

_, the question being taken on the resolution offered by Mr. CALKINS 
‘t was adopted unanimously, 


And accordingly re : . 
lowe aljeunelt y (at, two o'clock and forty-five minutes p. m.) the 
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sas, for the remonetization of silver—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Papers relating to the petition of Thomas W. 
Gough for compensation for property used and destroyed by the United 
States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire: The petition of the Protestant 
Episcopal church of Saint Michael, Charleston, South Carolina, for 
the remission of duties twice paid on the bells of said church—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAISH: Papers relating to the claim of Mary Fearon and 
Jesse Crassin for pay for certain registered United States bonds re- 
deemed by the Government on forged assignments and power of 
attorney—to the same committee. 

Also, a paper relating to the bill to confer brevet rank upon offi- 
cers who served in the volunteer army during the late war—to the 
Cemmittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAYHAM: The petition of Daniel Knower, Charles Holmes, 
and Ralph Brewster, commissioners appointed by the State of New 
York to erect a monument to the memory of David Williams, one of 
the captors of Major André, for an additional appropriation—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of James Riley, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLS: The petition of Champe Carter, for compensation 
for services rendered the United States—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of Charlotte Buck, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRISON: The petition of Caroline Steif, fora pension— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. MULDROW: The petition of Captain J. H. Estis, for re- 
lief—to the Committee of Claims. 

by Mr. PEDDIE: The petition of Abiel Abbott and John L. Mer- 
rill, for compensation for the loss of the steamer Bergen—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Papers relating to the claim of Jodab Spencer 
and J, R. Mead, for compensation for supplies furnished the Kansas 
tribe of Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. POUND: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Pine City, Minnesota, to Grantsburgh, Wisconsin—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. PRIDEMORE: The petition of Daniel Miller and other 
citizens of Lee County, Virginia, for a change in the currency laws— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. REA: Papers relating to the claim of N. B. Giddings, of 
Savannah, Missouri—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SINGLETON: Papers relating to the petition of Albert 
Grant, for relief—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of Mrs. Julia F. Hiscott, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLEMONS: The petition of William Moss, for compensation 
for preserving the public archives of the United States land-oflice at 
Washington, Arkansas—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Georgia: The petition of Samuel Swope, for 
compensation for supplies furnished the United States Army—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THORNBURGH: The petition of John B. Cothran, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Papers relating to the claim of John 
N. Reed—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio: The petition of Rosetta L. McKay, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claims of William Donald- 
eon, A. M. Gudger, Alex. Cooper, Jesse Williams, John MeMerrill, 
Nancy Patton, L. Lytle, N. G. Allman, 8. Hampton, J. H. Plemmons, 
W. H. Moore, W. H. Deaver, A. B. and J. J. Welch, and John Waugh, 
for property taken, used, and destroyed by the United States Army— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claimsof Robert L. McConnaughey for 
carrying United States mails—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the establishment of post-routes from Peach 
Tree to Hanging Dog, North Carolina, from Murphey to Peach Tree, 
North Carolina, and from Casher’s Valley, North Carolina, to Pickens 
Court House, South Carolina—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VAN VORHES: The petition of Elizabeth Hall, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADDELL: Papers relating to the claim of G. H. Ged- 
dings—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of A. Weeks, for compensa- 
tion for services and inventions in torpedo warfare—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLETS: Papers relating to the claim of John H. Rus- 
sell, for compensation for the use, by the United States, of certain 
steamboats—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: Papers relating to the petition 
of Brevet Major-General Robert C. Buchanan, for compensation for 
the use of his inventions by the United States—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the bill to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Alfred Rowland—to the same committee. 











Lc, 

Also, papers relating to the petition of Charles A. Walde 
relief—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of Richard Hawley 

relief—to the Committee of Claims. , 

Also papers relating to the petitions of John Rentz, Johy Ste 

and John Eggeman, for relief—to the Committee on Military Af 


Mar for 


«& Sons for 


Wart 


fair. 


Also, papers relating to the petition of Thomas W. Hewitt ¢, 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. A 
By Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky: The petition of W. C. Smith a), 


other millers and manufacturers of flour in Kentucky, for 
gation into the circumstances connected with the re- 

No. 5841, in favor of Cochran and others; also that the Attomey. 
General be requested to institute a suit for the cancellation of %: * 
patent, and that the patent laws be amended so as to prevent the 
fraudulent issue of patents—to the Committee on Patents, : 

By Mr. WOOD: The petition of sundry claimants who suffered 
losses by the insurgent cruisers Alabama, Florida, and Shenandoa), 
for an additional 2 per cent. interest on their claims—to the (om! 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YEATES: The petition of James Lawrenson, A. W, Lay. 
ton, and other trustees of the North Capitol Methodist Episeopal 
Church, Washington, District of Columbia, for permission to transfer 
certain real estate-- te the Committee for tho District of Columbia 

By Mr. YOUNG: Papers relating to the claim of Lucinda MeGuit e 
for compensation for the use of her property by the United States— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of John Allen, Sallie Jarratt 
and William G. Ford, tor the use and occupation, taking and destroy. 
ing their property—to the same committee. ; 


’ AN investi. 
issue of patent 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, November 6, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. ByroN SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap. 
proved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Postmaster-General, relative to éxisting deficiencies in the payment 
of salaries of postmasters during the fiscal years ending June 3), 
1876, and June 30, 1877, and requesting, as these deticiencies wer 
created by operation of law, and not the result of discretionary 
action on the part of the Department, that Congress appropriate 
$681,680.37 at the present session to enable the Auditor of the Treas- 
ury of the Post-Otfice Department to audit and balance these ac- 
counts; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of James T. Rauson and oth- 
ers, praying Congress to regulate by law the term of retiring Army 
officers ; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MAXEY presented the petition of James T. Craigo, postmaster 
at Paris, Lamar County, Texas, praying that he may be reimbursed 
for loss of property destroyed by the burning of the post-office at that 
place on the 31st of August, 1877; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of B. L. Jackson and others, 
of New York, praying for the passage of a law authorizing the pay- 
ment of arrears of pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. : 

He also presented the petition of Allen Baker and others, of New 
York, praying the passage of a law authorizing the payment of arrears 
of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade and Transpor- 
tation of the city of New York, in favor of the appointment of a joint 
commission of the two Houses of Congress to investigate the working 
of our system of savings institutions ; which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Finance. ; 

Mr. PADDOCK. I present a petition which I should like to have 
read. It isa brief petition and treats of a subject as important as 
any that can be brought to the attention of Congress. eee 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the petition, if 
there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

To the honorable the Senate and : 
House of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled 

We, the undersigned, a committee appointed for the purpose by the American 
Nurserymen’s Association, at their meeting in Chicago, Illinois, June 23, Ie dle 
sire to memorialize you in accordance with the spirit of the following preambl: 
and resolutions, which were unanimously adopted by that body : 

“ Whereas in view of the vast importance of the future forest interests of Am¢ 4 
ica, and in consideration of the lamentable ignorance which, it must be admitte’ 
prevails among us, as to an enlightened system of forestry ; and in view of the rich 
treasures of information that may be gathered by a proper investigation and report 
upon the forests of Europo: Therefore, x . 

“ Resolved, That in the opinion of this society it would be eminently proper fer 
our Government to take speedy action in the matter, and to provide for s — - 
commissioner to examine the present status of the forests of Europe, to study | - 
means by which their perfection has been reached, and finally to give the results t 








1877. 


ee LT een 


ntrymen in a suitable report, with the data furnished by the obser- 
de by scientific men of those countries, as to the influence exerted by 

preg veaker upon the climatic conditions of the land. 
aeneh “ = i " hat a committee be appointed to prepare and present to Congress a 
—? Lor the importance of early action in the appointment of a commission to 
memorial on ‘ua countries of Europe where forestry is studied, to make a thorough 
visit the a ‘the forestry systems of those countries, and to report the results.” 


our fe llow-cou 


ar egy 1088 ing gentlemen were appointed : John A. Warder, president American 
} Mery Asseck ition, North Bend, Ohio ; Leonard B. Hodges, secretary Minnesota 
ores sols ’ 


(asociation, Saint Paul, Minnesota; C. 5. Sargent, director Arnold's Ar- 

Forestry -\swv line, Massachusetts; Professor William H. Brower, Yale College, 
horetum, Bree mjnecticut ; E. Moody, Lockport, New York ; D.C. Seofield, Elgin, 
New I Robert Douglass, Waukegan, Lllino-s ; Professor J. L. Budd, Shellsburgh, 
= . parnet Landreth, Philadelphia, Penasylvania; J. T. Allen, Omaha, Neb- 
— j it. Proctor, Frankfort, Kentucky. 

rs vad ‘wemorialists desire to submit that the subject of forestry and tree-plant- 
a all its bearings upon timber and fuel production, water supplies and climatic 
~— oe ‘« ia a matter of vast importance to the future of our continent. 
~ ‘y soul us who have at all considered the subject realize how sadly this branch 
f ‘i «try bas been neglected in our country, and we feel the necessity for imme- 
pares io and for the fostering aid of the General Government.’ Moreover, 
pombe us who have already made some advances in the great work of reforesting the 
lands that have been stripped of their primeval covering of trees, as well as those 
{us who are making attempts to clothe with woodlands the open plains of our 
: ist interior and western regions, all alike are fally impressed with the magnitude 
of the undertaking, and are discouraged by the ignorance which unhappily pre- 
-ails among us as to the best modes of procedure necessary to bring about the most 
satisfactory results. — i 

We have full faith in the talents and ingenuity of our fellow-countrymen, and 
believe them capable of solving any problem that may be presented for their solu- 
tion, be it even so great a one as the reproduction of the woodlands, that are now 
«o rapidly disappearing, and the development of an enlightened system of for- 
estry adapted to our continent. Some of us believe it may even be possible to 
change the great American Desert into a land of trees and water-courses, thus pro- 
viding for its occupation by a teeming population ; and we think our people will 
some day accomplish these results. Still we are convinced that, unless aided by 
Government, the solution of this forest problem will require a century or more for 
its completion in the results of the necessary experiments that must be carried 
out, and the country in its threatened needs cannot afford to wait so long. 

But we also feel assured that the centuries of observation and practice which 
have been devoted to this subject in Europe have already educed systematic and 
successful results in the broad areas of those countries where forestry has been 
most carefully studied and practiced for so great a length of time. From this rich 
treasury of facts, and the principles deduced therefrom, we feel confident that 
much may be advantageously drawn for the benefit of our country. 

We therefore respectfully beg of you to take such action as may be necessary in 
ithe premises; and that, without unavoidable delay, you will liberally provide for 
the means of sending a commission to observe carefully and fully to report upon 
the subject in all its bearings, for the benefit of the agriculturists and other citi- 
zens of our land. 

Allof which is respectfully submitted, 

JOHN A. WARDER, 
North Bend, Ohio. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I move the reference of the memorial to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I desire to present and have read at the Clerk’s 
desk a communication from his exeellency the governor of Ohio, 
relative to the expediency of an appropriation to provide for the 
connection across the continent of the systems of triangulation ex- 
tending along the Atlantic and Pacilie coasts. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The communication will be read, as de- 
sired, if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Srate oF Onlo, ExecuTIVE DEPARTMENT. 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 

_Asamatter of great importance to this and other interior States, the under- 
signed would respectfully urge that an appropriation be made by Congress to the 
full amount of the estimates submitted for that item under the general head of the 
“Coast Survey,” which provides for the connecticn across the continent of the sys- 
tems of triangulation extending along the Atlantic and Pacific coasts. In the reg- 
ular progress of the work of the Coast Survey the seaboard States are furnished 
with permanent points affording an ample basis for accurate geological or other sur- 
veysin those States. Butin the interior States these points can only be supplied under 
the item of the appropriation providing for the special class of work referred to. 
The restoration of this item is therefore recommended as the only means by which 
this interior State can derive, in addition to the general advantages accruing to all 
the States of the Union from this great work, any direct and immediate benefit. 

THOS L. YOUNG, 
Governor of Ohio. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Mrs. G. P. Moody, mother 
of Elisha Estes, late a private of Company B, Eighteenth Regiment 
Missouri Volunteers, praying for a pension ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented the petition of B.S. Pate, late a private in Company 
D, Second Regiment Kansas Volunteers, praying for a pension ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Albert Ivers, late captain of 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, praying for an increase of pension ; which 
Was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS. I also present certain documentary evidence insup- 
port of the bill for the relief of W. H. Powell, which I introduced a 
ew days ago and which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
I move that these papers take that reference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRUCE presented resolutions of the board of levees of the 
connties of Bolivar, Washington, and Issaquena, Mississippi, in favor 
oF an “ppropriation by Congress for the improvement of the Missis- 
re levees ; which was referred to the Select Committee on the 

4 ces of the Mississippi River. 

<PPNOD eae ‘ - 
ir. SPENCER presented the petition of George V. Hebb, late 
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assistant quartermaster United States Army, praying that he may 
be reimbursed money expended by him while acting in that capacity 
during the Mexican war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. SARGENT. I present the petition of Elizabeth T. Schenck,a 
citizen of the United States, a resident of the State of California, and a 
tax-payer in San Francisco, in which she respectfully petitions for 
the removal of her political disabilities, and that she may be declared 
invested with full power to exercise her right of self-government at 
the ballot-box, all State laws or constitutions to the contrary notwith- 
standing. I also present a similar petition of Laura De Force Gor- 
don, of California. I move that these petitions be referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. THURMAN. I present the petition of Cornelia C. Hussey, of 
Essex County, New Jersey, similar to that presented by the Senator 
from California, [Mr. SARGENT.] I move its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY. I present the petition of Eliza Parker, of Thurston 
County, Washington Territory, praying for the removal of her polit- 
ical disabilities. I move its reference to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM. I present the petition of Mrs. Charles O. Van 
Cleve, a citizen of the United States and a resident of the city of 
Minneapolis, Minnesota, praying for the removal of her political 
disabilities. I move its reference to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I present a similar petition of A. H. H. 
Stuart, of Thurston County, Washington Territory, praying for the 
removal of her political disabilities. I move its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. OGLESBY. I present the petition of Jane Graham Jones, of 
Chicago, Illinois, in which she states that she is the owner of real and 
personal property to an amount exceeding a thousand dollars; that she 
is taxed upon the same for all governmental purposes, and she desires 
to be relieved from this burden of taxation or else to have her polit- 
ical disabilities as a citizen of the United States removed, so that she 
may exercise the right of voting at the ballot-box. I ask that this 
petition take the course of the other petitions on this subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I present the petition of Sarah Burger Stearns, 
of Saint Louis County, Minnesota, praying for the removal of her po- 
litical disabilities, and that she may be declared invested with full 
power toexercise the right of suffrage at the ballot-box. I move its 
reference to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I present a petition of a similar import from 
Medelina Budd, a citizen of Morris County, New Jersey. I move its 
reference to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present the petition of Eliza P. Willard Harned, 
of Thurston County, Washington Territory, »raying for the removal 
of her political disabilities. I move its reference to the Committeo 
on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I appear in behalf of one of the oppressed citi- 
zens of the United States, and present the petition of Abbie L. Stork, 
a citizen of the United States and a resident of the Territory of 
Washington, praying Congress to remove her political disabilities, 
and that she may be invested with the right of local self-govern- 
ment. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 53) for the relief of Albert 
Towle, postmaster at Beatrice, Nebraska, reported it without amend- 
ment; and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GeorGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1093) to authorize the free coinage of the stand- 
ard silver dollar, and to restore its legal-tender character ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1094) to remove the disabilities of Asa Wall, im- 
posed by the third section of the fourteenth article of the amend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ANTHONY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 192) providing for the printing and dis- 
tribution of the Biennial Register; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committce on Printing. 
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Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 193) to amend section 4220 of chapter 3 of 
title 48 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, entitled “ Reg- 
ulation of commerce and navigation;” which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 194) for the relief of Harry Fones; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 195) to declare certain lands subject to taxation ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 196) to further define the rights of persons with re- 
spect to homestead entries on the public domain; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 197) to provide for the payment of clerical and 
other incidental expenses of United States land offices; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. KERNAN. I ask leave to introduce a bill amending the laws 
granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the war of 1212 and to 

their widows. I beg leave to say, on behalf of the very few of these 
surviving people, that I hope the bill will receive the early consid- 
eration of the Committee on Pensions. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 195) amending the laws granting pensions to the soldiers and 
sailors of the warof 1212 and totheir widows; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOWE asked, and by vnanimonus consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 199) for the relief of L. H. and G. C. Schneider; 
which was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on 
the files relating to this case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 200) for the relief of WilliamT. Duvall; which was 
read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on the files re- 
lating to this case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 201) for the relief of John L. Williams, sole heir 
of Eleazer Williams, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and, together with the papers on the files relating to this case, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8S. No. 202) for the relief of D. G. and D. A. Sanford; 
which was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on the 
tiles relating to the case, referred tothe Committee on Indian Affairs. 

‘He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
dace a bill (8S. No. 203) concerning commerce and navigation and the 
regulation of steam-vessels and sailing-vessels; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORRILL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 204) to apply the proceeds of sales of public 
lands to the education of the ple, and for the encouragement and 
support of colleges for the advancement of agriculture and the me- 
chanic arts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 205) granting an increase of pension to Will- 
iam Winans; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 206) for the relief of James Birney; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 207) explanatory of section 1889 of the 
Revised Statutes, and to ratify and confirm certain territorial legis- 
lation; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No, 208) creating certain mail routes in the State of 
Oregon ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post. Roads. 

Mr. WITHERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 209) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Protestant Episcopal Theological Seminary and High School in Vir- 
ginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 210) for the relief of J. A. Stevenson; which 
was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on the files 
relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 211) to appropriate money 
to improve the Mississippi River from the crossing of the Chicago, 
Milwaukee and Saint Paul Railway bridge above the city of La 
Crosse, Wisconsin, to the mouth of Root River below said city; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


Mr. PADDOCK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, Je 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 212) granting a pension to Charles } ey 
erick; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the — 
mittee on Pensions. 7 om- 

He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consen 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 213) to survey the 
vampo Pacific route; which was read twice by its tit 
to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leays 
introduce a bill (S. No. 214) for the relief of George V. Hebi): a1." 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Clain : 

Mr. GORDON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 215) to authorize the Secretary of War to ise, 
certain arms to the Washington Light Infantry, of Charleston Sonth 
Carolina; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Cow, 
mittee on Military Affairs. - 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro 
duce a bill (S. No. 216) for the relief of James A. Heard; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, Jeays 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 217) for the relief of John A. Shaw: whi h 
was read twice by its title, and together with the papers on the tiles 
relating to this case, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Mr. MAXEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leaye ty 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 2) authorizing the appointment 
of commissioners to ascertain on what terms a reciprocal treaty of 
commerce with Mexico can be arranged; which was read twice } 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 


t obtained, 
Austin-Topolo. 
le, and referred 


y 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. INGALLS, it was 


Ordered, That the papers im the application of Ruth Vaux be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Margaret Ireland be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Claima. 


On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Anson K. Young be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


SAVINGS-BOND. 


Mr. WALLACE submitted certain amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (S. No. 106) to authorize a long bond for 
the investment of savings; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I offer the following resolution; and, if there be 
no objection, I ask for its immediate consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed, if not incompatible 
with the public service, to communicate to the Senate a statement of the number 
of miles of railroad completed by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company nnder 
and in pursuance of the acts and resolations of Congress making grants of lan 
to such company, and where constructed, and whether in a continuous line; ani 
also what changes, if any, have been made by such company in the location of th: 
line of their road, or any uort thereof, and when made, and whether such changes 
have been recognized and approved by the Commiasioner of the General Land 
Office or the Secretary of the Interior; and also a full statement of the number of 
acres of land patented to such company under the acts and resolutions making 
os lands in aid of the construction of said railroad, and where such lands are 

jocated. 


Ry unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I suggest that the words “if not incompatible 
with the public service” be stricken out, as this is calling on a De- 
partment, and not on the President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That modification will be made. The 
question is on the adoption of the resolution as modified. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN subsequently said: With reference to the resolu- 
tion just announced as having passed the Senate, it escaped my at- 
tention while being read. I desire to ask that the action be recon- 
sidered, and that the resolution be laid over until to-morrow. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no objection to that course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be the order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let it be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order to print will be made. 


RESCUE OF PRISONERS IN TEXAS. 


Mr. MAXEY. I offer the following resolution of inquiry, for im- 
mediate action: 


Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to communicate t0 
the Senate, if not incompatible with the public interest, any facts in his ae tor 
touching an alleged unlawful and forcible rescue, by an armed band organize o 
the republic of Mexico, of two prisoners lawfully confined in the jal of oo 
County, Texas, in. Rio Grande City, and which prisoners are alleged to nee 
unlawfully and forcibly released from said jail by said armed band on the night i 
the 11th of August, 1877, and carried beyond the limits of tho State of Texas os 
of the United States, and into the republic of Mexico, and which armed - j 
charged with wounding certain citizens of Texas in releasin, said prisovers. _ 
tho President is requested to advise the Senate what steps, if any, have been takea 
to secure the arrest and delivery of said rescued prisoners, and the arrcsi and de 
livery of said jail-breakers, and the result of said efforts. 
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Mr. SARGENT. Has the Senator from Texas any objection to let- 

2 the resolution be privted and lying over one day? 
tT MAXEY. Not at all. I will simply say that at any time the 
Senate desires the reasons which impel me to offer this resolution, 
I shall be prepared to give them. : : 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed, and go 
over under the rule. 

PACIFIC RAILROAD REPORTS. 


Mr. THURMAN. I move to take up the resolution I submitted 
some days since calling for certain reports of the Pacitic Railroad 
Companies. It will take but a moment. | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution comes up as a matter of 
course under the rule. The Secretary will report the resolution. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution submitted by Mr. 
TuCRMAN on the 25th ultimo: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to furnish the Senate 

with copies of all reports made under and in pursuance of the twentieth section of 
the act of Congress, entitled “An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and 
telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the 
Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” ap- 
sroved July 1, 1862. 
: Mr. THURMAN. I will modify the resolution by striking out 
“Treasury” and inserting “Interior;” so that it will read “ Secre- 
tary of the Interior.” I find the law has been construed so that these 
reports are now made to the Secretary of the Interior. It is a very 
doubtful interpretation, I think; but still it has been done and the 
reports are there. . : F ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That modification will be made. 

Mr. THURMAN. I also wish to add at the end of the resolution: 
“except such as have heretofore been communicated to the Senate.” 
I find a number of the reports have been communicated and are 
printed, and it would be useless to ask them to be furnished again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. As thus modified, will the Senate agree 
to the resolution ? 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 


SURPLUS DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the resolution reported from the Committee on Printing on 
the Ist instant, in relation to the distribution of surplus documents. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Resolutions heretofore offered come up 
under the rule without a special motion. The Secretary will report 
the resolution called for by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he hereby is, instructed 
and directed to cause the proper officers under him, as soon as practicable, to care- 
fully collate and numerically arrange duplicate sets of all bills and resolutions of 
the Senate and House of Representatives, now on file in the document-room, down 
to and including the Forty-tirst Congress, (March 4, 1871 ;) and the Public Printer 
is hereby authorized and directed to bind the same ; and that he cause the files of 
all executive and miscellaneous documents and reports of committees for the same 
period to be reduced to ten copies of each document and report, excepting always 
the annual reports of the heads of Departments and bureaus, reports of a scien- 
tific nature, and surveys; and to dispose of the surplus as waste paper, the pro- 
ceeds of the sale of which shall be turned into the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar,] which will 
now be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. The proposed amendment is to strike out the 
last clause of the resolution, in the following words: 


And to dispose of the surplus as waste paper, the proceeds of the sale of which 
shall be turned into the contingent fund of the Senate. 


And in lieu thereof to insert : 


And dispose of the surplus bills and resolutions as waste paper. the proceeds of 
the sale of which shall be turned into the contingent fund of the Senate; but all 
surplus documents and reports he shall turn over to the Secretary of the Interior, 
to enable him to complete, as far as possible, the sets of congressional documents 
distributed to institutions already designated, or that shall hereafter be designated, 
in accordance with the provisions of law, as depositones of public documents. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The resolution, as amended, was adopted, 
ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY. 
On motion of Mr. EDMUNDS, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Thursday next. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1093) to authorize the free coinage of the stand- 
ard silver dollar, and to restore its legal-tender character, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1094) to remove the disabilities of Asa Wall, im- 
posed by the third section of the fourteenth article of the amend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the J udiciary. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


v Several executive messages were received from the President of the 
hited States, by Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

_Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 


eiderstion of executive business. After ten minutes spent in execu- 
“, session the doors were re-opened, and (at twelve o’clock and 
ty minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, November 6, 1877. 
The House met at twelve o’clock m., Mr. SAYLER occupying the chair 
> _ pro tempore. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Joun Potsat, 
» D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. FRYE. I desire to call the attention of the Speaker to the 
Journal. I rise to a matter of its correction, and I would like that 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] should hear the point 
which is made. 

One week ago from Monday last the gentleman from Missonri ob- 
tained the floor for the purpose of offering a bill “to authorize the 
coinage of a dollar of 412} grains silver standard, and for other pur- 
yoses,” and moved a suspension of the rules, pending which the 

{ouse adjourned. Yesterday the Speaker said : 

The regular order of business being demanded, the House resumes the consider- 
ation of the unfinished business of Monday last, being the motion submitted by 
the gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. BLanp,) which is that the rules be suspended 
and the bill to authorize the coinage of a dollar of 412} grains silver standard, and 
for other purposes, be passed. 

The gentleman from Missour: [Mr. BLAND] obtained the floor, hav- 
ing that motion still pending and because it was so pending. I find 
further on in the REcorD this: 

The Spraker. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman from Missouri, 
|Mr. BLANv,) coming over from Monday last, to suspend the rules so as to enable 
him to introduce and the House te pass a bill to authorize the free coinage of the 
standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender character. 

Now, sir, that is not the bill the gentleman had the floor on and 
moved a suspension of the rules the preceding Monday, and by which 
he obtained the floor on yesterday and again pressed the motion for 
a suspension of the rules. If it was the same bill, then the Journal 
is clearly incorrect. I notice that there were two bills alluded to by 
the Speaker, the first, which was offered on the Monday before, “to 
authorize the coinage of a dollar of 4124 grains silver standard, and 
for other purposes,” and the bill which the Speaker had before him 
when he said as I have read, and it is entirely a different bill; it is 
“for the free coinage of the standard silver dollar.” 

Now, I do not know whether the Journal is wrong or not. If the 
gentleman offered the same bill yesterday that he received authority 
for holding the floor to offer, to wit: ‘ A bill for the coinage of a sil- 
ver dollar of 4124 grains in standard silver,” then the Journal clearly 
is wrong and ought to be corrected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Maine[Mr. FRYE] that he is reading from the Recorp 
and not from the Journal. The gentleman manifestly is reading from 
the Recorp. 

Mr. FRYE. I was reading from the Recorb, but using my mem- 
ory as to the Journal as read and prepared by the journal clerk. I 
find that the two accord, and I simply desire the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to state whether or not the bill he offered yes- 
terday, and moved a suspension of the rules under which it was 
passed, was the same bill identically as that offered on the Monday 
before when he first moved a suspension of the rules, and, if not, 
whether, under the rules, the gentleman got any authority whatever 
for thus obtaining the floor for the introduction of a different bill ? 

Mr. BLAND. I had supposed, Mr. Speaker, that the suspension of 
the rules and the passage of tae bill ended the matter in this House. 
If the gentleman knows there were two different bills, let him state 
so. If he does not, I would like to know what he is aiming at. A 
bill may have a different title and yet be the same bill. A title may 
be changed and yet the subject-matter be the same. The gentleman 
voted against the bill and had all his rights in that eae I 
want him to know that I am not here for the purpose of being cate- 
chised by the gentleman or by any oneelse. If he is not satisfied with 
that answer, he can obtain the information in such manner as he sees 
proper. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to say that I asked the gentleman for informa- 
tion; but I have every reason to believe that the Journal is correct, 
and that the bill offered by the gentleman yesterday was not the one 
he presented the preceding Monday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Has the gentleman any motion to 
make as to a correction of the Journal ? 

Mr. FRYE. No, sir; for I believe the Journal is correct, but that 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] was entirely wrong. 

Mr. BLAND. I have no doubt that the gentleman thinks I am 
wrong; but I believe I am right, and the country and the House 
think so too, the opinion of the gentleman from Maine to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No objection being made the Journal 
is approved, 

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 

Mr. POUND. I observe by the Recorp this morning that on yes- 
terday, after the conclusion of the roll-call upon the question of sus- 
pending the rules and passing the bill relative to silver coinage, my 
colleague from Wisconsin [Mr. Bouck] rose and used the following 
language: 

My colleague, Mr. Brace, who, if present, would vote “ay,” is paired on this 


question with Mr. Pounp, of Wisconsin. 
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Now, it is true that General BRaGG, my colleague, is paired with 
myself upon all political questions, but I certainly did not regard 
this question or any of the kindred questions as political in charac- 
ter. If they be, then I certainly have been guilty of two offenses; 
on some occasions I have voted with my colleague, Mr. BraGG, and 
ov others against him. In the one instance I would be guilty of vio- 
lating my plighted faith to a member of this House, and in the other 
instance I would be guilty of voting upon political questions with 
the democrats of this House. Now,the one I think I am incapable of 
doing, and I certainly would avoid the slightest suspicion of the lat- 
ter. I certainly hope it will not be said of one so young as I in 
the tricks and manners of national legislation: “ Another good man 
gone wrong.” [Laughter. ] 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. By the Recorp of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings I am placed in a very unpleasant attitude, and I desire to 
correct it. Upon the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAND] to suspend the rules and put upon its passage the silver coin- 
age bill I was present and voted “ay.” After the call of the yeas 
and nays had been concluded, Mr. Hewitt of New York is reported 
as saying that he had been requested by his colleague, Mr. WILLIs, of 
New York, to state that he, Mr. WILLIS, was paired upon this question 
with Mr. Evins of South Carolina. That isan entire mistake. I was 
not paired with Mr. WILLIs or with any one else upon this or any other 
question, I have no doubt my friend from New York [Mr. Hewitt] 
was mistaken in his information. In all probability if any one of my 
name is paired with the gentleman from New York (Mr. WILLIs] it is 
either Mr. EvANs of Pennsylvania or Mr. Evans of Indiana, both of 
whoin I believe are absent from their seats. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. If the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. Evins] will permit me to explain, I will say that at the 
request of Mr. WiLLIs I did state that he was paired with Mr. Evins 
of South Carolina. I subsequently ascertained that the pair was with 
Mr. Evans of Indiana, and I came to the desk and corrected the error, 
and supposed that the correction would appear in the Recorp. I 
tind, however, that the error is still in the Recorpb, and when the 
yenutleman succeeded in obtaining the floor this morning I was about 
to take it for the purpose of making the correction. 

Mr. AIKEN. Lrise to a privileged question. Yesterday when the 
vote was taken upon the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAND] my name was called twice distinctly, and I answered loudly 
both times; yet I am recorded in the Recorp this morning as not 
voting. You are aware, Mr. Speaker, that when the roll is being 
called, and after the first two or three names have been called, fre- 
quently nothing can be heard in this Hall short of a steam-engine ; 
and | yelled with all my voice “ay.” (Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman was not heard by the 
Clerk. If there is no objection the vote of the gentleman will be 
recorded in the aflirmative. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a question of privilege and send 
up to the Clerk’s desk to be read a small but erroneous extract from 
rather a small paper. 

* The Clerk read as follows: 


It ia said that Mr. Cox, of New York, got wind of this, and, with the aid ofone or 
two friends, induced Mr. Srervens, chairman of the Coinage Committee, to move 
its reference to that committee, well knowing that the veneration of the House for 
Mr. Strervens would not allow a refasal. Had Mr. Cox made the motion to send it 
to that committee he could not have secured ten votes; but a simple indication of 
his desire from Mr. Steruens carried the bill where Mr. Cox desired and Mr. 
Srernens asked it should go, and he cat Mr. Buckner off; but he practically 
retrieved himself yesterday by getting his colleague, Mr. BLAND, to introduce it as 
his bill, and Mr. Cox was forced to vote to suspend the rules and pass it. 


Mr. COX, of New York. This refers to the sending the silver bill 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, instead of to 
the Banking and Currency Committee. 

I desire to say in relation to that statement from the Repnblican 
of this morning, that I had no communication with Mr. STEPHENS, 
except to ascertain from him his particular desire as to the disposi- 
tion of the silver bill, and this after his motion was made. I had no 
desire of a personal nature to take this business from the Committee 
on Banking and Currency, of which the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. BuCKNER]isthe chairman. But knowing that at the last session 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures had had much to 
do with this subject, and that from them originated much discussion 
of the subject, and that the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. BLAND, } 
who was on the commission—which I had reported and had passed— 
hail made a report upon the subject, I was very willing that he should 
receive proper credit for the matter, and that the committee which 
he honored should be again honored. 

So far as this silver currency question was concerned in the last 
Congress, it was divided between the Committee on Banking and 
Currency and the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
The Committee on Banking and Currency reported the subsidiary coin 
bill, the $50,000,000 bill, but another and larger bill upon the subject 
was passed under the auspices of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. Both committees in the last Congress should have 
proper credit in the matter. 

I notice in some of the New York papers, which are connected with 
some scheme or other, in regard to which I shall not now speak, a dis- 
position to ehallenge me for inconsistency on this currency question. 
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Therefore I desire to say further, if it be worth while, that | jay 
ted this session precisely as I voted last Congress. My action j; the oa 
Congress in reporting and voting upon the currency question 7 
resumption and as to silver was entirely consistent with thy ; 
during this session. I voted in harmony with the letters of — 
nor Tilden and Governor Hendricks, and with the Saint Sedinane, 
form. Therefore there has been no special inconsisten een Plat 
I thank the House for listening to my brief explan 
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ADDITIONAL COMMITTEE CLERK. 


Mr. CARLISLE, by unanimous consent, submitted the 
resolution; which was read, and referred to the Com 
Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of the x, 
be, and is hereby, authorized to employ a clerk at the ordinary rate as now prov ay 
by law ; to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House of Repre sentatives , 


Mr. CARLISLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso}; 
tion was referred; and also moved that the motion to reconsider a 
laid on the table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. DUNNELL. I ask unanimous consent that the States and 
Territories which were not called yesterday for bills and joint resolu- 
tions for reference may now be called. I hope there will be no objec. 
tion to this proposition. : 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of States and Territories 
will now be resumed for the introduction of bills and joint resoly- 
tions for reference to appropriate committees, not to be brought 
back on motions to reconsider. Under this call joint resolutions and 
memorials of State and territorial Legislatures will be in order, The 
call rests with the State of Arkansas. The Chair will state that the 
time occupied in the execution of this order, just made by unanimous 
consent, will not come out of the morning hour. 


following 
Mittee of 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS IN ARKANSAS. 


Mr. SLEMONS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1096) making appro- 
priations for the improvement of the Ouachita River, in Arkansas; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1097) making appropriation 


| for theimprovement of the Upper Red River, in Arkansas ; which was 
| read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 


and ordered to be printed, 

He also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1098) making appropriation 
for the improvement of Little River, in the State of Arkansas; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1099) making appropriation 
for the improvement of Bayou Bartholomew, in the State of Arkansas; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee ou 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

HARMON MICKLE. 

Mr. CRAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1100) for the relief of 
Harmon Mickle; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WARREN DRAKE. 

Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1101) for the relief 
of Warren Drake ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HUGH CORE. 

Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1102) for the relief 
of Hugh Core ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES AYLIFF, 

Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1103) for the relief 
of Charles Ayliff; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN PULFORD. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of. Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1104) 
for the relief of John Pulford; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BAKER CANFIELD. ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1105) for the relief of Baker Canfield, of Saint Louis, Michigan; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


RESIGNATION OF OFFICERS ON STAFF CORPS. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1106) to provide for the resignation of certain officers of the staff 
corps of the Army; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HORACE C. HATCH. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (I. R. No. 
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ey 

7) for the relief of Horace C. Hatch ; which was read a first and 
oe time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ak red to be printed. 

TUNNEL UNDER DETROIT RIVER. 
"ILLIAMS, of Michigan, also presented concurrent resolu- 
Rad a Legislature of the State of Michigan, asking Congress 
wall in the construction of a tunnel under the Detroit River at or 
oe etroit, Michigan; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
werce, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN H. RUSSELL. 

Mr. WILLETS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1108) for the relief of 
John H. Russell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ELIZABETH CUSTER. 

Mr. WILLETS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1109) granting a 
ension to Mrs. Elizabeth Custer, widow of the late Brevet Major- 
teense George A. Custer ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


EMANUEL H. CUSTER. 


Mr. WILLETS also introduced a bil! (H. R. No. 1110) granting a 
pension to Emanuel H. Custer, father of the late Brevet Major-Gen- 
eral George A. Custer, and Brevet Lieutenant-Colonel Thomas W. 
Custer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF SAINT JOSEPH RIVER. 


Mr. KEIGHTLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1111) to provide for 
the improvement of Saint Joseph River, in Michigan; which wasread a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


STEPHEN POWERS. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1112) for the relief 
of Stephen Powers ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. BRACKENRIDGE. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1113) for the 
relief of Mary E. Brackenridge ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
wrinted. 

. MRS. ELLA P. MURPHY. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1114) for the 
relief of Mrs. Ella P. Murphy, widow of Patrick Murphy, deceased ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
ludian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW NEWMAN. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1115) for the 
relief of Andrew Newman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1116) to amend 
sections 1244 and 1258 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH THE ARLINGTON PROPERTY. 


Mr. SCHLEICHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1117) to grant 
the right of way through the Arlington property in Virginia to the 
Washington, Cincinnati and Saint Louis Railroad Company; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

TONNAGE TAX. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1118) to amend 
section 2931 of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to 
allow repayment by the Secretary of the Treasury of the tonnage 
tax where it has been exacted in contravention of treaty provisions; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BENJAMIN E. EDWARDS. 
_ Mr. SCHLEICHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1119) to con- 
firm the title of Benjamin E, Edwards, his heirs, assigns, or legal 
representatives, to a certain tract of land in the Territory of New 
Mexico; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee ou Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


E. H. HAPPE. 


Mr. SCHLEICHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1120) for the 
a of E. H. Happe; whieh was read a first and second time, re- 
erred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FERDINAND CAIS. 


PR SCHLEICHER also introduced a joint resolution (H.R. No.30) 
: : aa »le the Court of Claims to hear and determine the claims of 

: me rsonal representatives of Ferdinand Cais, a citizen of France; 
which Was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 








IMPROVEMENT OF GALVESTON HARBOR. 

Mr. GIDDINGS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1121) making appropri- 
ations for continuing the improvement of Galveston Harbor and Gal- 
veston Bay, in the State of Texas; which was read a first and second 
time. 

Mr.GIDDINGS. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriatious and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. REAGAN. That subject belongs to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and I move that reference of it. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I prefer the bill should go to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The usual reference is to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, but the question having been raised it will be sub- 
mitted to the House. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. The bill belongs to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations as it asks for an appropriation of money for the continned 
improvement of Galveston Harbor, and I hope it will take that 
reference. 

Mr. REAGAN. This is a bill for the improvement of a harbor, and 
all such bills go to the Committee on Commerce. It is extraordinary 
that it should be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. I 
trust the House will look at the matter to see whether the bill should 
be taken from the Committee on Commerce, which has always had 
charge of such business, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr.GIDDINGS. This work is recommended by the Chief of En- 
gineers. This is a duplicate of a bill introduced in the Senate and 
referred there to the Committee on Appropriations. The work has 
been considered by the Committee on Commerce, and it is now only 
a question as to an appropriation to continue the work until the reg- 
ular appropriation can be made, 

The question being taken on Mr. REaGAN’s amendment, there 
were—ayes 87, noes 25. 

Mr. CARLISLE. A quorum has not voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum not having voted, the Chair 
will order tellers, and appoints Mr. REAGAN and Mr. GIpDINGs. 

The House again divided ; and the tellers reported ayes 109. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I do not insist on further count. 

So the amendment was agreed to, and the bill was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 1661 OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. GIDDINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1122) to amend 
section 1661, title 16, “The militia,” of the Revised Statutes oi the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MAIL SERVICE BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND BRAZIL. 

Mr. GIDDINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1123) authorizing 
the establishing of ocean-mail steamship service between the United 
States and Brazil; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT GALVESTON, TEXAS. 


Mr. GIDDINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1124) to provide for a 
building for United States custom-house and internal-revenue offices 
at Galveston, Texas; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Bnildings and Grounds, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOIN FRIERY. 

Mr. GIDDINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1125) for the relief 
of John Friery; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM REDUS. 


Mr. GIDDINGS also introduced a hill (H. R. No. 1126) for the relief 
of William Redus; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF CAPTAIN J. G. TOD. 

Mr. GIDDINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1127) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of the late Captain John G. Tod, of Texas; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMISSIONERS OF ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1128) to revive and 
continue the court of commissioners of Alabama claims, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT COUNCIL BLUFFS. 

Mr. SAPP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1129) appropriating money 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a post-office and other 
Government offices in the city of Council Bluffs, State of lowa; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


LANDS LOCATED WITH MILITARY WARRANTS, 


Mr. CLARK, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1130) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain and certify the amount of 
land located with military warrants in the States described therein, 
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and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed 
SALES OF LAND UNDER HOMESTEAD AND PRE-EMPTION LAWS. 

Mr. OLIVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1131) to limit the sale of 
agricultural lands to settlers under the homestead and pre-emption 
laws; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. 

Mr. OLIVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1132) to abolish cap- 
ital punishment; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DURATION OF PATENTS. 

Mr. OLIVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1133) limiting the 
duration of patents; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 

Mr. OLIVER also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 31) to 
invite a joint convention of all civilized nations for the purpose of 
establishing a uniform system of weights, measures, and coinage 
throughout the civilized world; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTION OF PRESIDENT. 

Mr. OLIVER also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 32) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States in 
reference to the term of and eligibility to the oflice of President of 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the select committee on the revision of the laws regulating the 
counting of the electoral votes for President and Vice-President, and 
ordered to be printed. 


second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, ; 
to be printed. ons OE elem 
MARY JANE VEAZIE. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a )i!! (HL RN 
1141) for the relief of Mary Jane Veazie; which was read a first as 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and op ~ 
to be printed. _ 

CRARLES W. WOOD. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introdnced a pj! 
1142) for the relief of Charles W. Wood, late of Company E, F 
Battalion Thirteenth Regiment of United States Infantry; ‘which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mi ; 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. asl 

MATTHEW HULZER. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a )i!! 
1143) for the relief of Matthew Hulzer, late a private Company HI 
Twenty-eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and ordered to be printed. ; 


1 (H.R. No. 


(H. R. No, 


ANN ANNIS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. Ny 
1141) for the relief of Ann Annis, widow of Harvey Annis, Jato 
second lieutenant Company G, Fifty-first Regiment United States 
Colored Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN L. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a Dill (H.R. No, 
1145) for tho relief of John L. Williams, sole heir of Mary Ann Wil! 
iams and Thomas Williams, and the sole heir of Eleazer Williams, 
deceased ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. COOK. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1146) granting a pension to James H. Cook; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. OLIVER also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 33) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States so as 
to elect the President and Vice-President thereof by a direct vote of 
the people thereof; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the select committee on the revision of the laws regulating the 
counting of the electoral votes for President and Vice-President, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CATHERINE BRENNAN. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1147 
granting a pension to Catherine Brennan, widow of John Brennan, 
late a private Company B, Fifty-eighth Illinois Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LUCIUS TAFT. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No 
1148) granting a pension to Lucius Taft, late commissary sergeant 
Company L, First Regiment Wisconsin Cavalry; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensious, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GARRETT F. COWAN. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, alsc introduced a Dill (H. R. No. 
1149) granting increase of pension to Garrett F. Cowan, late sergeant 
Company G, Twelfth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. LUTTRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1150) to amend seec- 
tion 2403 of the Revised Statutes of the United States ; which was 
read a first and second time. referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. ; 

He also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1151) to amend the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 


ELECTION OF SENATORS. 


Mr. OLIVER also introduced a joint resolution (H.R. No. 34) to 
amend the Constitution of the United States so as to elect United 
States Senators by a direct vote of the people thereof; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 


CIRCUIT COURT JURISDICTION. 


Mr. BOUCK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1134) to repeal subdivis- 
ion 3 of section 639 of chapter 7 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, entitled “ Circuit Court Jurisdiction ;” which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BROTHERTOWN RESERVATION. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1135) to 
authorize the issue of a patent to certain lands on the Brothertown 
reservation, in the State of Wisconsin, to the persons selected by the 
Brothertown Indians; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MOSES LADD. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1136) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to adjust the claims of 
Moses Ladd and John L. Williams, half-blood Menomonee Indians, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the amount found due; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 


Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. CAPTURED AND ABANDONED PROPERTY. 


Mr. LUTTRELL also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1152) relating to proceeds of captured and abandoned property 10 
the Treasury of the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FRESH WATER ON DESERT WEST OF FORT YUMA. 

Mr. LUTTRELL also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1153) to encourage the introduction and supply of fresh water on the 
desert west of Fort Yuma; which was read a first and second time, 
< S to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printec. 


JOHN WHITTAKER. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. No.1137) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to adjust the claim of John 
Whittaker against the United States of America; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM T, DUVALL. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1138) for the relief of William T. Duvall; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


: SALE OF TIMBER LANDS. 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. PACHECO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1154) to regulate the 
survey and sale of timber lands of the United States; which = 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pablic 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN SACRAMENTO. 

Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1155) appropriating a 
for the purchase of a site and erection of a building for the _— 
office and other Government offices in the city of Sacramento, “ : 
of California; which was read a first and second time, referred to th 


MATILDA SHIELDS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1139) for the relief of Matilda Shields; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DABNEY WALKER. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 

1140) for the relief of Dabney Walker; which was read a first and 








1877. 


Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 


printed. Cc. N. FELTON. 
Mr. DAVIS, of California, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1156) for the 
slief of C. N. Felton, late assistant treasurer of the United States 
. San Francisco, California; which was read a first and second time, 
saemek to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
PLANTING OF TREES. 


Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1157) to amend section 
2464 ‘of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 7 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. STEWART also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1158) to authorize 
claimants upon even-numbered sections of land within the twenty- 
mile limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad to make proof and pay- 
ment of their claims at the ordinary minimum rate of $1.25 per acre; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. e ’ . 

He also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1159) extending the time in 
which to construct and complete the Northern Pacific Railroad; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Pacitic Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 

SETTLERS ON RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1160) to extend the pro- 
visions of an act approved June 22, 1874, entitled “An act for the 
relief of settlers on railroad lands ;” which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLES THIMONS. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1161) for the relief of 
Charles Thimons; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED MULLER. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1162) for the relief of 
Alfred Miiller, late acting assistant surgeon United States Army; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES B. SMITII. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1163) for the relief of 
the heirs of Charles B. Smith, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PETER G. MILLS. 

Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1164) for the relief of 
Peter G. Mills, his heirs and assigns ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ANNA W. OSBORN. 


Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1165) granting a 
pension toAnna W. Osborn ; which was read a first and second time, 
—— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COMMERCE AND NAVIGATION. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1166) to amend 
section 4220, chapter 3, title 48, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States entitled “ Regulations of Commerce and Navigation” which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


PETER G. MILLS. 
Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1167) for the relief 
of Peter G. Mills; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to bo printed. 


SALMON IN COLUMBIA RIVER, OREGON. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1168) for 
the protection of salmon in the Columbia River; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENT IN OREGON. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1169) 
making further appropriation for the purpose of continuing the con- 
struction of canal and locks at the cascades of Columbia River, in the 
State of Oregon; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPTAIN GEORGE D. HILL. 


VILLIAMS, of Oregon, also introduced a joint resolution (H. 
35) correcting the Army records of Captain George D. Hill, 
States Army; which was read a first and second time, referred 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 


a PHILLIPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1170) to repeal section 
“08 of Revised Statutes, 1873; which was read a first and second 


Mr. W 
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time, referred to the Committeo on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 
DELAWARE INDIANS. 

Mr. PHILLIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1171) for the relief 
of the Delaware Indians in accordance with treaty stipulations; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1172) to authorize the pay- 
ment to the Delaware Indians of the amount awarded to them un- 
der the provisions of the treaty of July 4, 1866; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH R. PRATT. 

Mr. HASKELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1173) for the relief of 
Joseph R. Pratt; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. SMITH. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1174) for the re- 
appointment of George W. Smith, of Kansus, second lieutenant Ninth 
Cavalry, late captain Eighteenth Infantry, to be captain Eighteenth 
Infantry with his relative rank and grade in the Army from August 
5, 1861, provided he is not to receive any pay or allowances for the 
time he was out of the military service, (June 15, 1866, to August 6, 
1873;) which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE SILVERs. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1175) granting a 
pension to George Silvers, private Company E, Fifty-seventh Regi- 
ment United States Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MRS. 0. F. SHORT. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1176) for the relief 
of Mrs. O. F. Short, of Kansas; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1177) to provide 
for the sale of certain New York Indian lands in Kansas; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered tobe printed. 

CHARLES S. WILDER. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1175) for the relief 
of Charles 8. Wilder ; which was rezd a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

KANSAS CLAIMS. 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1179) authorizing 
the appointment of a commissioner and the settlement of the claims 
of certain citizens of Kansas, named therein; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ELKANAH HUDDLESTON. 

Mr. HASKELL also introdneed a bill (H. R. No. 1180) for the relief 
of Elkanah Huddleston ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM HAYDON. 

Mr. WREN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1181) for the relief of 
William Haydon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORY OF LINCOLN. 

Mr. WELCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1182) to establish the 
Territory of Lincoln and to provide a temporary government there- 
for; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


R. M. THOMAS. 
Mr. CANNON, of Utah, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1183) for the 
relief of R. M. Thomas; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LEGISLATION OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 
Mr. JACOBS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1184) explanatory of sec- 
tion 1889 of the Revised Statutes of the United States and to ratify 
and confirm certain territorial legislation, and for other purposes ; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


CALIFORNIA INDIAN WAR BONDS. 

Mr. JACOBS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1185) for the payment 
of certain Indian war bonds of the State of California; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF SNAKE RIVER. 


Mr. JACOBS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1186) to provide for 
the continuation of the improvement of Snake River, in Washington 
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Territory ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
A. D. FISHER. 

Mr. JACOBS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1187) for the relief of 
A. D. Fisher, of Washington Territory ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ENTRY OF COAL LANDS. 

Mr. JACOBS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1188) amendatory of 
the laws relating to the entry of coal lands; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS OF DAKOTA VOLUNTEERS. 
Mr. KIDDER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1129) to extend the time 





one year for presenting the claims of Dakota volunteer forces as ex- 
amined and reported upon by General Hardie, under special act of 
Congress, approved February 20, 1874, to the proper accounting offi- 
cers for approval and payment; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DAKOTA GENERAL INCORPORATION ACT. 


Mr. KIDDER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1190) authorizing the 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Dakota, by general incor- 
poration acts, to permit persons to associate themselves together as 
bodies corporate for the transportation of freight and passengers by 
land or water; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES E. MACHLIN, UNITED STATES ARMY. 


Mr. KIDDER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1191) for the relief 
of James E. Machilin, lieutenant of Eleventh Infantry, United States 
Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PRE-EMPTION, 


Mr. KIDDER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1192) to permit any 
person, except when such person may have'sold or assigned the “claim” 
_— which he has filed his declaration of intention, to use his right 
of pre-emption on different tracts of land until he shall have made 
final proof and payment, and to repeal section 2261 of the Revised 
Statutes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PUNISHMENT OF CRIMES ON INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. KIDDER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1193) to extend the 
jurisdiction of the district and circuit courts of the United States for 
the punishment of crimes over Indian reservations within the limits 
of State or organized Territory ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws of the 
United States, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES A. LUKE, 

Mr. STEVENS, of Arizona, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1194) for 
the relief of Charles A. Luke; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 

COEUR D'ALENE INDIANS. 

Mr. FENN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1195) to provide for negotia- 
tions with the Caur d’Aléne Indians and make appropriation for 
their use and benefit; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 


MISSIONARY STATIONS ON INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. FENN also introduced a bill (I. R. No. 1196) to provide for the 
occupancy of missionary stations on Indian reservations; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SETTLERS ON UNSURVEYED LANDS. 
Mr. FENN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1197) to protect bona 
om settlers upon the unsurveyed public lands in the Territory of 
daho; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT, IDAHO, 


Mr. FENN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1198) to create an ad- 
litional land district in the Territory of Idaho; which was read a 
airst and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


FORT BOISE AND FORT LAPWAI MILITARY ROAD. 


Mr. FENN also presented memorial of the Legislative Assembly of 
the Territory of Idaho asking an appropriation for a military road 
from Fort Boisé to Fort Lapwai, Idaho Territory; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PORTLAND, DALLES AND SALT LAKE RATLROAD., 

Mr. FENN also presented memorial of the Legislative Assembly of 
Idaho Territory in relation to the Portland, Dalles and Salt Lake 
Railroad ; which was referred to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
road, and ordered to be printed, and also printed in the Recorp. 
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The memorial is as follows: 


Council memorial No, 1, 
To the honorable the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United State of America in Contress aseems 


Your memorialists, the council and house of representatives of tho I ~ 
of Idaho, respectfully show that they carnestly desire to promote the iy eeeery 
interests of the residents of Idaho Territory, as well as the special interes. a 
pee le who live upon the route of the proposed Portland, Patios and Salt L Ue 

tailroad ; and that a bill is now pending before your honorable bovdies desis ake 
hasten the constraction of such road; that the bill in question does not all tere te 
subsidy or land grant from the General Government, but merely proposes a any 
tract with the General Government to receive therefrom certain guarantees in Tie 
of services to be rendered in transportation of mails, &c., all of which mare t Ne 
appear by reference to the bill itself, your memorialists respectfully represent thay 
the people living in every portion of the Territory are vitally inter: sted it <0 
construction of the proposed railroad and in the above-mentioned bil! as seeeaal 7 
thereof, and earnestly pray your honorable bodies to consider it fayoral)!y ng 

Your memorialists would further represent that the main settlenents of Idat 
Territory lying upon the tributaries of Snake River are isolated from railroad sm 
munication, at the nearest point, by distances of from two hundred to three h 7 
dred miles. We have no means of demonstrating to the country our great produc 
ing capacity, whether mineral or agricultural, and no prospect in the futur ‘of 
doing so except by being brought into railroad communication with thy rest of 
mankind. The consequence of the isolation above referred to has been that our 
tine climate, rich soil, and great mineral wealth have not been able to attract 
migration, while our own population has oven decreased by the departure of tho 
who are seeking more direct communication with the markets of the world. Your 
memorialists further respectfally submit that the welfare of the ‘Territories of tho 
United States is peculiarly the care of Congress ; made so by the Constitution 
that the powers of Congress ought to be exercised fully to promote the growth and 
development of the Territories and fit them to assume the character of States. \, 
claim that the territorial condition is an unnatural one for any political community 
of citizens of the United States, and only intended, according to the theory ay 
spirit of our system, to be temporary. Over twelve years have passed since the Tor 
ritory of Idaho was formed, and yet with unsurpassed natural advantages, it is pot 
so well qualitied for admission as a State at tke present time, so far as population is 
concerned, as it wes ten years ago. This is the legitimate resultof the isolation |; 
fore referred to; within the past few years railroads have been built to the north 
south, east, and west of us, with sterile wastes stretching between us and the mark 
ets whence our supplies are drawn. Our produced wealth is drained from us an: 
circulated abroad to pay enormous rates of transportation. Nothing but our pro 
lific mines and rich fields vould have sustained us under this burden. While ovr 
wealth is thus constantly going abroad it will be seen that we are powerless to foster 
this great national enterprise with our own means. Your memorialists firmly be 
lieve, and contidently assert, that with a railroad running down the great natural 
highway of the valley of the Snake River, the time will be short when Idaho will 
have the wealth and population to throw off its condition of territorial dependence 
and assume its place among the sovereign States, while, on the contrary, without 
it, the prospect is extremely dim that it will ever be able to do so, 

Resolved, That our Delegate in Congress, Hon. 8S. S. Fenn, be, and he is hereby, re 
spectfully requested to secure the privilege in the House of Representatives of tho 
United States, of which he is a member, to print the memorial as above and place a 
copy in the hands of the members of the Senate and the lower House of Congress 
and to obtain for it an early consideration. 

Passed the house of representatives January 4, A. D. 1877. 

T. J. CURTIS, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


E. T. BEATTY, 
President of the Council. 


M. BRAYMAN, 


SETTLERS IN WIND RIVER VALLEY. 

Mr. CORLETT introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1199) for the relief of 
certain settlers in the Wind River Valley, Wyoming Territory ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on ln- 
dian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY WAGON-ROAD FROM GREEN RIVER CITY. 

Mr. CORLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1200) for the loca- 
tion of a military wagon-road from Green River City, Wyoming 
Territory, to the Yellowstone National Park, and to Fort Ellis, in 
Montana; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LAW LIBRARY IN WYOMING. 

Mr. CORLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1201) making an 
appropriation for the purchase of a law library for the use of the 
courts and the United Btates officers in the Territory of Wyoming; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Comuittee on 
the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

RIGHTS TO LANDS AND MINING CLAIMS. 

Mr. CORLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1202) defining and 
protecting the possessory rights of parties to lands and mining 
claims the title to which is in the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will now recognize gentle- 
men who may not have been in their seats when their States or Ter- 
ritories were called. This nition, however, will be exclusiv ely 
for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for reference. 

JOHN KELLY. 

Mr. TUCKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1203) for the relief : 
John Kelly, of Alleghany County, in the State of Virginia ; whic 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LYNCHBURGII. ’ 
Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1204) making an ap- 


im 


Passed the council January 4, A. D, 1877. 


Approved January 8, 1877. 
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mint of the United States at Saint Louis, Missouri: which was read 





nrt-house, and bonded warehouse, at Lynchburgh, in the State of | afirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights 
cou - ’ 7 , 


which was read ® first and second time, referred to the 


rs on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 


Committee 


printed. ae pas 
MARY N. DE HAVEN. 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio, (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1205) for 
the relief of Mary N. De Haven; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

TOURO ALMSHOUSE, NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1206) for the relief of the 
Touro Almshouse in New Orleans; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES E. MERIFIELD. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1207) for the relief of 
James E. Merifield, late masician in the Fifteenth West Virginia 
Volunteers; Which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Comittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP PENDLETON 

Mr. MARTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1298) for the relief 
of Philip Pendleton, late paymaster, United States Army; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

PRESIDENTIAL TERM. 

Mr. HOUSE introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 36) so to 
amend the Constitution as to limit the Presidential term to a single 
term of six years; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the select committee on the revision of the laws regulating the 
counting of the electoral votes for President and Vice-President, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF JOHN W. GALL. 


Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1209) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of John W. Gall, deceased, late of Company 
A, One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Illinois Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES VALIER. 


Mr. MORRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1210) for the re- 
lief of Charles Valier, late of Company M, Seventh Regiment of Illi- 
nois Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BROWN. 


Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1211) to place the name 
of John Brown upon the pension-rolls; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALLEN, WEST & CO. 

Mr. MULDROW introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1212) for the relief of 
Allen, West & Co., of Mobile, Alabama; which was read a first and 
eoeeet Aiea, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed, 

ANTE BELLUM MAIL CONTRACTS. 

Mr. BLOUNT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1213) making an appro- 
priation available for ante bellum mail contracts; which was read 
a tirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT C. MURPHY. 


Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1214) for the 
relief of Robert C. Murphy, of Washington, District of Columbia, 
late United States Consul at Shanghai, China; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE COOSA RIVER. 

Mr. LIGON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1215) making an appropri- 
ation of $250,000 for the improvement of the Coosa River between 
the junction of the Coosa and Tallapoosa Rivers and the point where 
the Selma, Rome and Dalton railroad crosses said River in the State 
of Georgia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON LIGHT INFANTRY, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

— EVINS, of South Carolina, introduced a joint resolution (H. 
&. No. 37) to. authorize the Secretary of War to issue certain arms 
to the Washington Light Infantry, of Charleston, South Carolina; 


Which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
ou Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF ASBURY DICKINS. 
. BALLOU introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1216) for the relief of 
ne heirs of Asbury Dickins; which was read a first and second time, 
telerred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
BRANCH MINT AT SAINT LOUIS, MISSOURL 
Mr. COLE introduced a bill (HL. R. No, 1217) to establish a branch 





and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, 


The call of States and Territories is 
now completed. 


CLERK TO THE COMMITTEE ON COINAGE, WEIGHTS, AND MEASURES. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, submitted the 
following resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee 
of Accounts. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures be, and it is 
hereby, authorized to employ a clerk at the usual rates of compensation, to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was referred ; and also moved that the motion to recon 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN C. CHAUNCEY,. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, submitted the 
following resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That John C. Chauncey be continued in the service of this House as 
heretofore until otherwise ordered, and that he be paid as heretofore. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CREDENTIALS OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, from the Com- 
mittee on the Rules, reported back the bill (H. R. No, 282) preserib- 
ing the form of credentials of Representatives-elect and directing the 
manner in which the roll ef the House of Representatives shall be 
prepared, with a recommendation that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the same and that it be referred to 
the Committee of Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was referred to the Committee of Elections; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LEONARD. I rise to a question of order. The gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] did not make the motion to recon- 
sider, and I desire now to make it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman made the motion and 
it has already been voted on. 

Mr. LEONARD. Iam quite sure he did not make it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
STEPHENS] indicated to the Chair his desire that the usual formal 
motion should be put, and in accordance with the universal practice 
of the Chair it was put, and ths gentleman from Louisiana is now 
out of order. 

Mr. LEQNARD. I cannot consent to be put down in this way, 
and I insist that I have the right to make the motion and to be heard 
upon the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is willing to hear the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. LEONARD. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] did not make the motion to reconsider 
nor did he indicate in any way to the Chair a desire to make it, and 
that the Chair had no right to assume that the gentleman had made 
the motion. Isubmit now to the gentleman from Georgia himself 
that he did not make the motion nor indicate that he wished to make 
it, and it was out of order for the Speaker to put the motion on his 
own suggestion. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Ireply tothe gentleman from Loui- 
siana [Mr. LEONARD] that Y dia desire the usual course to be taken ; 
but at the same time I had no wish to preclude debate, and if the 
gentleman wishes to be heard upon this question I have no sort of 
objection that he should be heard. The Committee on the Rules have 
nothing to do with this bill; it does not come within the purview of 
their duty ; but it does come clearly within tie duties of the Com- 
mittee of Elections. The unanimous opinion of the members of the 
committee present was that this bill should be reported back for ref- 
erence to the Committee of Elections, and I accordingly made that 
report. If the gentleman wishes to debate it I have no sort of objec- 
tion. 

Mr. LEONARD. I wish to be heard, because it was upon my mo- 
tion 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can hear no further dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. LEONARD. [ask for a decision on my point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair stated that the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS ] indicated, as the gentleman from Geor- 
gia now states, that he desired the usual motion put by the Chair. 
The Chair put the usual motion, and there is no question of order 
before the ey 





COMMITTEE ON IMPROVEMENTS AND COMMERCE ON MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. CHALMERS, by unanimous consent, introduced a resolution vo 
create an additional standing committee on the improvement and com- 
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merce of the Mississippi River and its tributaries; which was referred 


to the Committee on Rules. 
The resolution.is as follows: 


Whereas the vast importance of the improvements of the Mississippi River and 
its tributaries, now in progress and in contemplation, and the ever increasing com- 
meree of said rivers entitle them to separate consideration; and whereas the gen- 
eral commerce of the country, outside of these rivers, is sufficient to occupy the 


attention of any one commitiee: Therefore, 


Be it resolved, That an additional standing committee shall be appointed now, 
and at the commencement of each Congress, whose duties shall continue until the 
first session of the ensuing Congress, to consist of nine members, to be entitled a 

Committee on the Improvements and Commerce of the Mississippi River and its 
Tributaries,” and to this committee shall be referred all bills, resolutions, and 


commupications to the House upon these subjects. 


Mr. CHALMERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was referred ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 


laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


OSAGE INDIAN COMMISSION. 
Mr. NEAL. 


the Osage Indian Nation in 1875. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Be it resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Secretary of the Interior 
be, and is hereby requested, to talorm this House, at his earliest convenience, first, 
when and for what purpose said commission was appointed and what persons com- 
posed the same; second, what compensation was agreed to be paid the members of 
said commission ; third, what was the character of the labors performed by them 


and the amount of compensation charged and received by them. 
There being no objection, the resolution was adopted. 


Mr. NEAL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 


was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
FORESTRY AND TREE-PLANTING. 


Mr. KEIFER. I ask unanimous consent to submit for reference to 


the Committee on Agriculture and to have printed in the REcorD 


the petition and memorial of John A. Warder, president of the Amer- 
ican Forestry Association, and others, a committee of the American 
Nurserymen’s Association, appointed at its meeting in Chicago, IIli- 
nois, June 23, 1877, on the subject of forestry and tree-planting in the 
United States. 


There being no objection, the petition was received and referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

The petition is as follows: 

To the honorable the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States, in Congress assembled : 

We, the undersigned, a committee appointed for the purpose by the American 
Nurserymen's Association at their meeting in Chicago, Lllinois, June 23, 1877, 
desire to memorialize you in accordance with the spirit of the following preamble 
and resolutions, which were uvanimonusly adopted by that body : 

Whereas, in view of the vast importance of the future forest interests of America, 
and in consideration of tho lamentablo ignorance which, it must be admitted, prevails 
among us as to an enlightened s stem of forestry ; andin view of the rich treas- 
ures of information that may be gathered by a proper investigation and report 
upon the forests of Europe : Therefore, 

“ Resolved, That in the opin on of this society it would be eminently proper for 
our Government to take speedy action in the matter, and to provide for sending a 
commissioner to examine the present etatus of the forests of Europe, to study the 
means by which their perfection has been reached, and finally to give tho results 
to our tellow-countrymen in a suitable report, with the data furnished by the ob- 
servations made by scientific men of those countries, as to the influence exerted 
by the sorests upon the climatic conditions of the land. 

“ Resolved, That a committee be appointed to prepare and present to Congress a 
memorial on the importance of early action in the appointment of a commission 
to visit the various countries of Europe where forestry is studied, to make a 
thorough examination of the forestry systems of those countries, and to report 
the results.” 

The following gentlemen were appointed: John A. Warder, president American 
Forestry Association, North Bend, Ohio; Leonard B. Hodges, secretary Minnesota 
Forestry Association, Saint Paul, Minnesota; C. S. Sargent, director Arnold's 
Aboretum, Brookline, Massachusetts; Professor William H. Brewer, Yale College, 
New Haven, Connecticut; E. Moody, Lockport, New York; D.C. Scofield, Elgin, 
Illinois; Robert Douglas, Waukegan, Lilinois; Professor J. L. Budd, Shellsburgh, 
lowa; Buruet Landreth, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; J. T. Allen; Omaha, Ne- 
braska; J. R. Procter, Frankfort, Kenteshy. 

Your memorialists desire to submit: That the subject of forestry and tree plant- 
ing, in all its bearings upon timber and fuel production, water supplies and climatic 
intiuences, is a matter of vast importance to the future of our continent. 

Those of us who have at all considered the subject, realize how sadly this branch 
of industry has been neglected in our country, and we feel the necessity for imme- 
diate action and for the fostering aid of the General Government. Moreover, those 
of us who have already made some advances in the great work of reforesting the 
lands that have been stripped of their primeval covering of trees, as well as those 
of us whoare making attempts to clothe with woodlands the open plains of ourvast 
interior and western regions, all alike are fully impressed with the magnitude of 
the undertaking and are discouraged by the ignorance which unhappily prevails 
among us as to the best modes of procedure necessary to bring about the most sat- 
isfactory results. 

We have full faith in the talents and ingenuity of our fellow-countrymen, and 
believe them capable of solving any problem that may be presented for their solu- 
tion, be it oven so great a one as the reproduction of the woodlands, that are now so 
rapidly disappeariug, and the development of an enlightened system of forestry, 
adapted to ourcontinent. Some of us believe it may even be possible to chango the 

reat American Desert into a land of trees and water courses, thus providing for 
ts oecupation by a teeming population ; and we think our people will some day 
accomplish these results. Still we are convinced that, unless aided by Government, 
the solution of this forest problem will require a century or more for its completion 
in the results of the necessary experiments that must be carried out, and the coun- 
try in its threatened needs cannot afford to wait so long. 

But we also fecl assured that the centurics of observation and praetico which 














I ask unanimous consent to submit for consideration 
at thia time a resolution asking for information from the Secretary 
of the Interior, relative to the commission sent by that Department to 


have been devoted to this subject in Europe have already educed syste 
successful results in the broad areas of those countries where forestry me and 
most carefully studied and practiced for so great a length of time. Frew hi been 
treasury of facts and the principles deduced therefrom, we fecl confident th ais Tich 
may be advantageously drawn for tho benetit of our country. iat much 
We therefore respectfully beg of you to take such action as may be neos 
the premises ; and that, without unavoidable delay, you will liberal] y provi eter io 
means of sending a commission to observe carefully and fully to report fe or the 
subject in all its bearings, for the benefit of the agriculturists and other oe the 
of our land. Pr citizens 
All of which is respectfully submitted. 


JOHN A. WARDER 
North Bend, Ohi 
Mr. KEIFER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (1. R. y 
1218) to authorize the appointment of a commission to Europe ts 
report on forestry and tree-planting in that country ; which wags read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and ordered to be printed, ’ 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to submit for 


consideration at this time the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. : 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy report to this House any bills resented 
to his Department under any contracts or supposed contracts made by his prede. 
cessor; the amounts due or claimed to be due, and what amounts, if any have 
been paid, and under what appropriation, and what deficiencies should ha pro 
vided for by Congress, if any. 

Mr. FRYE. I object to the adoption of that resolution. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then I ask that it be referred to the Com. 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PAGE. It seems to me that it should be referred to the Com. 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will withdraw the resolution now and 
offer it after the morning hour isover. I will ask the Chair if it wij} 
be in order then for me to offer it? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be in order on the second cal! 
of States in the morning hour. 


OATH OF OFFICE OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. PATTERSON, by unanimous consent, snbmitted the following 


resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of so amending the law that but one form of oath shall be administered 


to Representatives in Congress, and that they report by bill or otherwise on or 
before the first Monday of Deccaber next. 


Mr. PATTERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 


lution was referred ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


BOARD OF ADMIRALTY FOR MERCHANT MARINE. 


Mr. WADDELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1219) to establish a board of admiralty for the merchant marine, 


and to improve the efficiency of the same; which was read a first 
and second time. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I ask that the bill be read in full. 

Mr. WADDELL. I would like to have it read, and then I will ask 
that it be printed, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill to establish a board of admiralty for the merchant marine and improve 
the efliciency of the same. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Navy to select from the list of retired rear-admirals of the Navy three officers. 
who shall be designated ‘‘The board of admiralty for the merchant marine; 
and to fill any vacancy which may occur in said . . . 
Sec. 2. The board of admiralty shali be located in the city of Washington, Dis 
trict of Columbia, and shall have a secretary, to be selected by the board from the 
list of retired officers of the Navy not below the grade of lieutenant. i 

Sec. 3. The duties of the said board shall be the same as those now prescribed for 
the supervising inspector-general of steamboats by title 52, chapter 1, Revised Stat- 
utes United States in regard to the administration of the inspection laws and the 
receiving and making reports to the Secretary of the Treasury, and such other 
duties as are hereinafter prescribed. . 
Src. 4. The member of the board holding the oldest commission shal! be pres!- 
dent of the board, and shall determine any question upon which the other mem- 
bers may not agree. a 

Sec. 5. The board shall have jurisdictian by appeal from all decisions made by 
the “supervising merchant marine board,” horeluafter established, and their decis- 
ions shall be final in all cases. ; = 
Sec. 6. Thero shall be in each collection district named in section 4414, title 52, 
chapter 1, Revised Statutes United States. a board, to be selected from the retired 
list of the Navy by the Seeretary of the Navy. consisting of two officers not below 
tho rank of captain and one passed assistant engineer, who shall be called the 
“ supervising merchant marine board " for said collection district. 
Sec. 7. The duties of said “supervising merchant marine board” shall be ” 
examine orally all candidates for certificates as master or mate of any vesse 
now in, or hereafter applying for admission to, the merchant marine service of the 
United States, and all applicants for the position of engineer or assistant engineer 
of any steam vessel in said service. If, upon examination by said board, the appli- 
cant for such position shall be considered qualified, the board shall issuc to ue 
license to that effect, which shall be valid until said board shall suspend or a : 
the same, in which case the holder thereof shall have the right to appeal tot ° 
board of admiralty for a reconsideration of his case, and their judgment in - 
case shall be final ; and no license from any other authority than one of the sau 
supervising merchant marine boards for the position of master, mate, engineer, Of 
assistant engineer shall be valid. . ’ 

Sec. 8 The office of supervising inspector-general, supervising inspector, 0 
local inspector, as now established, are abolished. 
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” . the collection districts named in section 4414, title 52, chapter 

5m 9. Ia cach © Salted States, there skall be a local inspector of boilers and a 
a Teopecter of hulls, to be appointed by the board of admiralty from the re- 
eae et of the navy, whose duties shall be the same as those now prescribed by 
tires is ) , 


lows 8 8 s. : 
law for Se vessels carrying the United States mails there shall be, at 


oa = three watch officers besides the chief mate, or executive officer; and 
- wid “oasels it shall be unlawfal to employ Chinamen, or persons who cannot 
a “om English language, a8 seamen, coal passers, or firemen ; and any master, 
speak ¢ * agent who shall violate the provisions of this section shall be guilty of a 
= i < aanae and be subject to a tine of not less than $100 for each offense. 
a et Each member of the supervising merchant marine board shall be enti- 
aa ore ais e his traveling expenses, while in the performance of his duty, at the 
ane of ten cents per mile; which shall be certified under oath. 
a 12. All laws inconsistent with the provisions of this act are hereby re- 
waled. 5 
The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL-SERVICE REFORM. 

Mr. BRENTANO, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution: which was read and referred to the Committee on Civil- 
Service Reform : 

Resolved, That it is in the interest of good government and a reformed system 
of ee i] service that all officers in the civil service of the United States who in com- 
ensation for their services as such receive a salary of at least $2,500 and upward, 
re all de vote their whole time to the performance of their official duties, and shall 
ash be permitted to carry on any other business of any nature whatsoever. 

GOLD IN THE TREASURY. 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio, by unanimons consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, respectfully 
directed toreport to this House, within ten days from the passage of this resolution, 
the exact amount in detailof actual gold coinand gold bullion now in the Treasury ; 
the kind and amount, in detail, of all outstanding obligations payable on demand in 
gold; the kind, character, and amount, in detail, of all items counted as coin in the 
Treasury, as published in the public debt statement for November 1, 1277, with the 
actual gold owned by the Government available for the resumption of specie pay- 
wents, after deducting all such demand obligations, together with the accrued inter- 
cat on the public debt up to and including the date on which such report is made 
to this House. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
jution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. . 


TRADE WITH BRITISH PROVINCES, 


Mr. MORSE. I ask unanimous consent to offer for consideration 
aud adoption the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to communicate to the 
House of Representatives, as carly as possible, full and complete statements of the 
trade and commerce, on land and by sea, of the United States with the British Pos- 
sessions in North America in the years 1875 and 1876, with information of the 
amount of duties levied on articles the growth and product of said territories on 
their entry into the other; and such information as may bein his power of the effect 
of such duties on the trade and commerce and on the internal carrying trade of the 
United States by land and water, and such otherinformation as to the effect of such 
existing duties on the commerce of the great lakes and the Saint Lawrence River, 
and on the navigation interests of the United States on the high seas; whether, as 
compared with the former reciprocity system between said territories, or a more 
extended or modified application of a reciprocity system, as he may be able to furnish. 
_ Mr. CONGER. I object to the adoption of that resolution because 
it asks for the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury. I have no 
objection to the resolution if it be modified so as merely to call for 
information. 

Mr. MORSE. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution may 
be referred to the Coramittee on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred accordingly. 


REFUNDING INTERNAL-REVENUE TAX. 


Mr. EDEN. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on War 
Claims be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. No, 428) to provide for refunding internal-revenue tax illegally 
ene, and that the bill be referred to the Committee of Ways and 
eans, 
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. Y OUNG. Task unanimous consent to present for reference-—— 

Mr. BL CKNER. I demand the regular order. 

a SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order being called for, 
the morning hour now begins at two o’clock; and reports from com- 
mittees are in order. The call rests with the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads, 

PROTECTION OF PUBLIC LIBRARIES. 


a FRYE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
; ‘thout amendment a bill (II. R. No. 4) to provide a penalty for wan- 
on injury to the public libraries in the District of Columbia and in 
the T. erritories of the United States. 

wien was read. It provides that any person who shall steal, 
hele ully mutilate, tear, or destroy any book, or any portion thereof, 
a ahine to the Library of Congress, or to any Department or bureau, 
ewe ic library, in the District of Columbia or in the Territories of 
a hited States, or any manuscript, print, engraving, medal, news- 
a or work of art belonging to the United States, shall be held 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be pun- 





ished by a fine of not less than $10 nor more than $1,000 for every such 
offense. . 

Mr. FRYE. There cannot possibly be any objection to this bill, 
and as it explains itself without any discussion, I will move the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I suggest to the gentleman that the 
language of the bill should be modified so as to embrace libraries at 
forts and arsenals. There are many libraries of that character. 

Mr. FRYE. I understand there is a provision of law which covers 
all libraries at forts and arsenals. The military law covers them. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. If that be so, let it go. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ars and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. KNOTT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
the following petitions, and moved that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice; which mo- 
tion was agreed to: 

Petition relating to the fees of United States marshals in Arizona 
Territory ; and 

Petition of Thomas J. Durant, for leave to present his claim for 
service as United States attorney for the district of Louisiana to 
the Court of Claims for adjustment. 

Mr. KNOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the petitions 
were referred; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

INVESTIGATION OF NAVAL EXPENDITURES. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I am instructed by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs to present the resolution which I send to the Clerk and to ask 
its adoption. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and they are hereby, instruct- 
ed to make a therongh investigation into the matters of deficiency, and the diver- 
sion of appropriations from the special objects to which they were applied by law 
and the expenditure of them for other and different objects, as mentioned by the 
Secretary of the Navy, in his report to the President of the United States, of date 
October 9, 1877 ; with power upon tho part of said committee to send for persons 
and papers, examine witnesses if necessary, and with leave to report by bill or 
otherwise. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. TheCommittee on Naval Affairs unanimously 
directed the reporting of that resolution to the House, and I hope it 
will be adopted. 

Mr. FRYE. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, the House not 
having referred any measure, bill, petition, or resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, that it is not competent for .he committee to 
report this resolution at this time. 

The SPEAKER pvo tempore. The point is well taken, and the report 
can only come from the committee in this form by unanimous consent 
of the House. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I wish to call the attention of the Speaker 
to the rule which confers jurisdiction upon the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. I think on reading the latter clause of that rule the Speaker 
will see it is eminently within the jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs to report this resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will direct the rule to be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

89. It shall be the duty of the Committee on Naval Affairs to take into consider- 
ation all matters which concern the naval establishment, and which shall be re- 
ferred to them by the House, and to report their opinion thereupon ; and also to 


report, from time to time, such measures as may contribute to economy and ac- 
countability in the said establishment. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. It will be seen by the Speaker upon reading 
the rule that the latter portion is distinct: “and also to report from 
time to time such measures as may contribute to economy and ac- 
countability in the said establishment.” It is not dependent upon 
nor does it relate to the preceding part of the rule; and under that 
distinct power conferred upon the committee, I respectfully submit 
to the Speaker, it is eminently right and proper for the committee to 
report the resolution now before the House. 

r. FRYE. I do not understand this resolution of inquiry is in 
any sense a “measure” covered by the word as used technically, of 
course, in this power given to the Naval Committee. I do not see how 
such a construction can be given to the word “ measure ;” that means 
bill, something for positive action ; and this is a simple resolution of 
inquiry. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I ask the Clerk to read so much of Rule 102 as 
relates to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department, 
and also Rule 103. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

102. Seven additional standing committees shall be appointed at the commence- 
ment of the first session in each Congress, whose duty shall continue until the 


first session of the ensuing Congress.—March W, 1216. 


To consist of five members each : 
. - a * . . 
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4. A committee on #0 much of the public accounts and expenditures as relates 
to the Department of the Navy. 
. . . * . . . 


103. It shall be the duty of the said committees to examine into the state of the 


accounts and expenditures respectively submitted to them, and to inquire and re- 
port particularly— 


Whether the expenditures of the respective Departments are justified by law; 

Whether the claims from time to time satistied and discharged by the respective 
Departments are supported by suflicient vouchers, establishing their justness both 
as to their character and amount; 


Whether such claims have been discharged out of funds appropriated therefor, 


and whether all moneys have been disbursed in conformity with appropriation 
laws; and 


Whether any, and what, provisions are necessary to be adopted, to provide more 
perfectly for the proper application of the public moneys, and to secure the Gov- 
ernment from demands unjust in their character or extravagant in their amount. 

And it shall be, moreover, the duty of the said committees to report, from time 
to time, whether any, and what, retrenchment can be made in the expenditures of 
the several Departments without detriment te the public service; whether any, 
and what, abuses at any time exist in the failure to enforce the payment of moneys 
which may be due to the United States from public defaulters or others, and to 
report from time to time such provisions and arrangements as may be necessary 
to add to the economy of the several Departments and the accountability of their 


officers. 

Mr.CARLISLE. Now I submit, sir, that the effect of the resolution 
just reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs would be to change 
this rule and take from the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy 
Department that work which belongs to it under that express rule of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is clearly of the opinion 
that the resolution in the form in which this comes under instruc- 
tion from the Committee on Naval Affairs, is not such a “ measure” 
as may originate in that committee and be reported by it to the House 
without reference on the part of the House. The gentleman from 
Tennessee may offer it in the morning hour after the call of the com- 
mittees has been gone throngh with. The Chair sustains the point 
of order, and rules the resolution out. 


METRICAL SYSTEM. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, reported the following resolution for adoption at this 
time: 

Resolved, That the heads of the Executive Departments of the Government be, 
aud they are hereby, requested to report to this House, at as early a date as practi- 
cable, what objections, if any, there are to making obligatory in all governmental 
transactions the metrical system of weights and measures whose use has been 
authorized in the United States by act of Congress ; and also how long a prelim- 
inary notice should be given before such obligatory use can be introduced without 
detriment to the public service; and that they are also requested to state what 
objections there are, if any, to making the metrical system obligatory in all trans- 
actions between individuals, and what is the earliest date which can be set for the 
obligatory use of the metrical system throughout the United States. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that the reso- 
lution comes from the Committee on Coinage, Weights and Measures, 
and merely calls upon the Executive Departments for information. 

Mr. CONGER. The resolution calls for objections, and I ask the 
gentleman to modify it so as to ask also for any reasons on the part 
of ‘the heads of Departments for using the metrical system. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. That is covered already, the resolu- 
tion merely asking for information; and if there be any objection to 
the use of the metrical system it will of course be stated. 

Mr. CONGER. If there be any objections, why not also inquire if 
there be any reason for using the metrical system? 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I have been instructed by the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures to report that resolution and 
ask for its adoption without amendment; and I now demand the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The call of committees for reports having been completed, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore said: The Chair will now call for the 
presentation of resolutions, beginning with the State of Maine. 

Mr, DAVIS, of North Carolina. I did not hear the Committee of 
Claime called. I ask leave to report back from that committee some 
bills which were referred to it inadvertently, and I ask to have them 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Committee of Claims was called, 
but if there be no objection the gentleman will be permitted now to 
make reports from that committee. 

There was no objection. 


JOSIAH CUNNINGHAM. 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, from the Committee of Claims, re- 
“soneg: back the bill (FH. R. No. 586) for the relief of Josiah Cunning- 
1am, and moved that the committee be discharged from the further 


consideration of the same, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


The motion was agreed to. 


GUARD-HOUSE IN LEXINGTON, NORTH CAROLINA. 
Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also, from the Committee of Claims, 


————_ 


reported back the bill (H. R_ No. 215) to provide for payment for » 
guard-house in Lexington, North Carolina, destroyed by fire w} i - 
cupied by United States officers and soldiers in the fall of tam 
moved that the committee be discharged from the farther contin. 
tion of the same, and that it be referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. ‘ - 

Mr. CONGER. I would like to have that bill read, 

The bill was read. ~ 

The motion was agreed to. 


ELI PERRY. 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also, from the Committee of ¢ 
reported back the bill (H.R. No. 219) for the relief of Eli Perry and 
moved that the committee be discharged from the further consider : 
tion of the same, and that it be referred to the Committee oy w “ 
Claims. : 

The motion was agreed to. 


EDGAR BEACH. 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also, from the Committee of Claiyys 
reported back the petition of Edgar A. Beach, of Essex, Vermoy:' 
for relief, and moved that the committee be discharged from the fur. 
ther consideration of the same, and that it be referred to the ¢ 
mittee on War Claims. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask to have that read. 

The petition was read. 

The motion was agreed to. 


laims, 


ol)- 


DAVID M’CLELLAND. 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also, from the Committee of Claims 
reported back the petition of David McClelland, for himself apd 
others, asking compensation for map of the District of Columbia, 
plates, &c., seized in 1861 by order of the War Department. 

Mr. CONGER. I would like to have that petition read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a bill here of the last Con- 
gress with other papers, but there does not seem to be a petition. 
The Chair does not know precisely what the gentleman from Michi- 
gan desires to have read. He supposes the gentleman wants anything 
read. 

Mr. CONGER. Iwasa little uncertain what the reference shouldbe, 
and could not tell until the paper was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the- gentleman designate what 
he wants read? 

Mr. CONGER. The petition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, So far as the Chair can ascertain, there 
is no such petition. 

Mr. CONGER. If there be no petition, then the papers sent up by 
the gentleman from North Carolina are wrongly indorsed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The clerks have been unable to find 
any petition. 

Mr. CONGER. If it should happen that by a wrong indorsement 
some paper, not a petition, should be sent to the wrong committee, 
we should feel very badly about it. 

The motion of Mr. Davis, of North Carolina, was agreed to. 


CHARLES H. FRANK. 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported back a memorial of Charles H. Frank, asking to be rein- 
bursed for moneys paid by him for subsistence of recruits, and moved 
that the committee be discharged from the further consideration of 
the same, and that it be referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to have that memorial read. 

The memorial was read. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move to amend the motion of the gentleman from 
North Carolina by substituting for the Committee on War Claims the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I have no objection to the change 
of reference en by the gentleman. 

Mr. CONGER. I object. nt 

Mr. BANNING. I object, also. I understand that this is a claim, 
and claims ought not to go to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is unquestionably correct; but 
the Chair will be compelled to submit the question of reference to the 
determination of the House. 

Mr. FOSTER. This memorial refers to military matters, and ought 
to go to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mir. EDEN. I would like to have the bill read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no bill before the House. 
This is a petition that was wrongly referred to the Committee of 
Claims. It belongs properly, under the rules, to the Committee on 
War Claims. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Foster] moves that 
it should be refe to the Committee on Military Affairs. The pet! 
tion has just been read. 

The question being taken on Mr. Foster’s amendment, — 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced that the “ noes seemed to 
have it. 

Mr. FOSTER. I call for a division. : 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, what is the questo" 
ov which the division is demanded ? — he 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the amendment substituting ™ 
























smittee on Military Affairs for the Committee on War Claims as 
ee mittee to which this memorial shall be referred. 
ar - auestion being taken, there were—ayes 19, noes 53—no quorum 
! i 






‘rhe SPEAKER pro tempore under the rule, ordered tellers; and 





anted Mr. FOSTER, and Mr. Davis of North Carolina. 
Mr. BANNING. Iam willing to withdraw my objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection has been made by other 
ert i os again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 19, noes 58. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. A quorum has not voted. I move 
that the House do now adjourn. a. : 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were— 

es 73, noes 68. 
wvaereral members called for tellers. ’ : 4 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint tellers, as the 
count is so close. 

Mr. FOSTER. Icall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 5 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
30, nays 155, not voting 105; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bacon, Ballou, W. P. Caldwell, Cook, Samuel S. Cox, Culberson, 
Danford, Denison, Ellsworth, Fuller, Gibson, Gunter, Knott, Lindsey, Luttrell, 
Mills, Money, Morrison, Morse, Page, William Ww. Rice, Robbins, Shelley, Stephens, 
Thompson Throckmorton, Jere N. Williams, Richard Williams, and Wren—30. 

VA YS—Messrs. Aiken, Aldrich, Atkins, John H. Baker, paouneg, De Bicknell, 
Plackbarn, Blair, Bland, Boone, Bouck, Boyd, Brentano, Brewer, Bridges, Briggs, 
Bro len, Buckner, Bundy, Cabell, Cain, John W. Caldwell, Candler, Cannon, Car- 
ile Caswell, Chalmers, Chittenden, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, 
r., of Missouri, Rush Clark, Cole, Conger, Covert, Jacob D. Cox, Cravens, Crit- 
tenden, Cummings, Horace Davis, Joseph J. Davis, Deering, Dibrell, Dickey, Dun- 
ull, Durham, Eames, Eden, Elam, Ellis, John H. Evins, Ewing, Field, Finley, 
Foster, Franklin Frye, Gardner, Garth, Giddings, Glover, Goode, Hamilton, Har- 
denbergh, Henry R. Harris, Harrison, Hart, Hartridge, Hartzell, Haskell, Hatcher, 
Ha) “Hazelton, Hendee, Henderson, Abram S. Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, 
ert, House, Hubbell, Hunter, Humphrey, Ittner, James Taylor Jones, John 
: ies, Jorgensen, Keifer, Keightley, Kenna, Lathrop, Leonard, Ligon, Lynde, 
Manving, Marsh, Martin, Mayham, McGowan, McKenzie, McKinley, McMahon, 
Mitebell, Monroe, Morgan, Muldrow, Neal, Norcross, Oliver, Patterson, Peddie, 
Phillips, Pollard, Pound, Price, Pridemore, Rainey, Randolph, Rea, Reagan, Reed, 
Americus V. Rice, Riddle, Robertson, Milton S. Robinson, Sampson, Scales, Schleich- 
er, Sexton, Slemons, William E. Smith, Sparks, Springer, Steele, Stewart, John 
W. Stone, Joseph C. Stone, Strait, Thornburgh, Tipton, Amos Townsend, Richard 
W. Townshend, Tucker, Turner, Vance, Van Vorhes, Waddell, Michael D. White, 
Whitthorne, Willets, Alpheus S. Williams, Charles G. Williams, Albert S. Willis, 
Wood, Wright, and Yeates—155. 

NOT VOLING—Messrs. Bagley, William H. Baker, Banks, Bayne, Beebe. Bene- 
dict, Bisbee, Bliss, Blount, Bragg, Bright, Browne, Burchard, Burdick, Butler, 
Calkins, Camp, Campbell, Claflin, Alvah A. Clark, Clymer, Cobb, Collins, Crapo, 
Cutler, Darrall, Davidson, Douglas, Dwight, Eickhoff, Errett. I. Newton Evans, 
James L. Evans, Felton, Forney, Fort, Freeman, Garfield, Gause, Hale, Hanva, 
Ilarmer, Benjamin W. Harris, John T. Harris, Henkle, Henry, Hiscock, Hooker, 
Ilunton, Hungerford, James, Frank Jones, Joyce, Kelley, Ketcham, Killinger, 
Kimmell, Knapp, Landers, Lapham. Lockwood, Loring, Mackey, Maish, McCook, 
Muller, O'Neill, Overton, Facheco, Phelps, Potter, Powers, Pugh, Quinn, Reilly, 
Roberts, George D. Robinson, Ross, Ryan, Sapp, Sayler, Shallenberger, Singleton, 
Sinnickson, Smalls, A. Herr Smith, Southard, Starin, Stenger, Swann, Martin I. 

wnsend, Turney, Veeder, Wait, Walker, Walsh, Ward, Warner, Watson, Welch, 
Harry White, Andrew Williams, James Williams, Benjamin A. Willis, Wilson, and 
Young—105. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

REPEAL OF THE RESUMPTION CLAUSE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour having expired, 
the regular order is the consideration of the bill reported by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Ew1nG] from the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, being the bill (H. R. No. 805) to repeal the third section of 
the act entitled “ An act to provide for the resumption of specie pay- 
ments.” 


Mr. EWING obtained the floor. 


Mr. HUBBELL. I ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ew1nc ] to 
yield to me to offer an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
Mr. EWING. I yield for that purpose. 


; - HUBBELL. I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
@8K. 


The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Amendment in the nature of a substitute : Strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert the following, to wit: 

That so much of section 30f an act to provide for resumption of specie pay- 
ments, approved January 14, 1875, as provides for the redemption in coin, by the 
United States, of all legal-tender notes outstanding on the Ist day of January, 1879, 
embraced in the clause of said section of said act in the language following, to wit, 

And on and after the Ist day of January, A. D. 1879, the Secretary of the Treas. 
ury shall redeem in coin the United States legal-tender notes then outstanding, on 
their presentation for redemption at the office of the assistant treasurer of the 
United States in the city of New York, in sums of not Jess than $50," shall be so 
construed as not to authorize or require the Secretary of the Treasury to retire and 
cancel said notes, redeemed as aforesaid, but to anthorize and require said Secre- 
—_ — said notes in the Treasury of the United States, whereupon said 
7 shal be re-issued, at gee value, in payment of all claims and demands against 
- hited States or in exchange for coin; and said notes are hereby made a legal 
~ er, and receivable, at their face value, (in payment of duties on imports or 
other dues to the Government, and for all debts,) except where coin payment is 


stipulated by contract or . isi j ; : : 
are hereby repealed statute ; and all provisions of law in conflict with this act 


Amend the title so as to read : 
section 3 of an act entitled 
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“A bill to declare the construction af so much of 
caleehe ‘An act to provide for the resumption of specie pay- 
» approved January 14, 1875, as provides for the redemption of the United 


— legel-tender notes outstanding on the Ist day of January, 1879, and toamend 
46 said act of January 14, and other acts.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be considered as 
pending, and will be printed. 
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Mr. MORRISON. I ask the gentleman from Ohio to yield to me to 
offer an amendment, for the purpose of having it printed and consid- 
ered as pending. 

Mr. EWING. I yield for that purpose. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. Morrison, as follows: 


Sec. —. That during the existence of any national-banking association, and until 
the resumption of payment in specie of its circulating notes, it shall annually set 
aside and retain as a resumption fund from the coin receivable as interest on the 
bonds deposited with the Treasurer of the United States as security for its cireu- 
lation, an amount equal to 3 per cent. of its circulating notes issued to such asso 
ciation and not surrendered, and which resumption fund shall be counted and used 
as part of the lawful money reserve which said banking associations are by exist- 
ing laws required to maintain. 


Mr. CONGER. I ask that all the amendments be printed in the 
RECORD and also in bill form. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. POUND. I desire to offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order. I understand that 
under the rules of the House but two amendments can be pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the rules 
of the House were suspended yesterday and a special order made in 
reference to this bill, which allows all amendments to be printed for 
the information of members and considered as pending. That order 
was made under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In what order will they be voted onf 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the order of their presentation. 
The Chair knows of no other method, and believes that that is the 
method ordinarily adopted. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. Pounp, as follows: 


That the third section of the act entitled ‘ An act to provide for the resumption 
of specie payments,” approved January 14, 1875, be, and tho same is hereby, 
amended so as to read as Rillow 8, to wit: That section 5177 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, limiting the aggregate amount of circulating notes of 
national-banking associations, be, and is hereby, repealed ; and each existing bank. 
ing association may increase its circulating notes in accordance with existing law 
without respect to said aggregate limit; and new banking associations may be 
organized in accordance with existing law without respect to said aggregate limit ; 
and the provisions of law for the withdrawal and redistribution of national-bank 
currency among the several States and Territories are hereby repealed. And when 
ever and so often as circulating notes shall be issued to any such banking associa 
tion so increasing its capital or circulating notes, or so newly organized as aforesaid, 
it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to redeem the legal-tend r 
United States notes in excess only of $450,000,000 to the amount of 80 per cent. of 
the sum of national-bank notes so issued to any such banking association as afore- 
said, and to continue such redemption as such circulating notes are issued until 
there shall be outstanding the sum of $350.000.000 of such legal-tender United 
States notes, and no more. And on and after the Ist day of January, A. D 
1879, the Secretary of the Treasury shall receive, on their presentation for such 
yurpose at the office of the assistant treasurer of the United States in the city of 
New York, the United States legal-tender notes then outstanding, in sums of net 
less than $50, and exchange therefor gold and silver coin of the United States at 
yar, such legal-tender notes so received to be again paid out in the same manner as 
aes issued and paid out ; and shall be, together with all outstanding legal- 
tender notes, lawful money and a legal tender in payment of all debts, public and 
private, within the United States, except where otherwise expressly provided by 
contract. 

And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and provide for the ex- 
change in this act authorized or required, he is authorized to use any surplus rev 
enues, from time to time, in the Treasury, not otherwise appropriated, and to issue, 
sell, and dispose of, at not less than par in coin, either of the descriptions of bonds 
of the United States described in the act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, enti 
tled *‘ An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,”’ with like qualities, 
privileges, and exemptions, to the extent necessary to carry this act into fulleifect, 
and to use the proceeds thereof for the purposes aforesaid. And all provisions of 
law inconsistent wih the provisions of this act are hereby repealed 

Amend the bill so as to read: “A bill to amend the third section of the act en- 
titled ‘ An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments.’"’ 


Mr. COX, of Ohio, offered the following amendment : 


Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert : 

That section 3 of the act passed January 14, 1875 entitled ‘An act to provide 
for the resumption of specie payments,” be so amended as to read as follows, to wit: 

Sec. 3. That section 5177 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, limitin 
the aggregate amount of circulating notes of natioual-banking associations be, an 
is hereby, repealed ; and each existing banking association may increase its cireus 
lating notes in accordance with existing law, without respect to said aggregate 
limit; and new banking associations may be organized in accordance with existing 
law without respect to said aggregate limit; and the provisions of law for the 
withdrawal and redistribution of national-bank currency among the several States 
and Territories are hereby repealed. And on and after the Ist day of January, A. 
D. 1878, the Secretary of the Treasury shall, on their presentation for redemption 
at the office of the assistant treasurer of the United States in the city ot New 
York in sums of not less than $50, redeem the United States legal-tender notes then 
outstanding, at the rate of ninety-seven cents on the dollar, in coin. And on and 
after the Ist day of July, A. D. 187%, the Secretary of the Treasury shall, under 
the same limitations, in like manner redeem said notes at the rate of ninety-seven 
and a half cents on the dollar, in coin. And on and after the Ist day of January, 
A. D, 1879, the Secretary of the Treasury shall, under the same limitations, in like 
manner redeem said notes at the rate of nincty-eight cents on the dollar, in coin. 
And onand after the ist day of July, A. D. 1879, the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall, under the same limitations, in like manner redeem said notes at the rate 
of ninety-eight and one-half cents on the dollar, in coin. And on and after 
the 1st day of January, A. D. 1880, the Secretary of the Treasury shall, under 
the same limitations, in like manner redeem said notes at ninety-nine cents 
on the dollar, in coin; and on and after the Ist day of July, A. D. 1580, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall, under the same limitations, in like manner re- 
deem said notes at ninety-nine and one-half cents on the dollar, in coin; and 
on and after the Ist day of January, A. D. 1881, the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall, under the same limitations, in like manner redeem said notes at par in 
coin. And the said legal-tender notes which may be in excess of the sum of 
€300,000,000 shall, as the same may be redeemed, be canceled and destroyed, as 
shall also the paper fractional currency named in the first section of this act, as 
it shall be redeemed. And after the issue of said legal-tender notes shall be 
reduced by such redemption as aforesaid to the sum of $300,000,/00 any further 
sums of said notes which way be redeemed under the provisions of this act shall 
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mat be canceled and destroyed, but may be re-issued under any appropriation made 
»y Congress 

And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and provide for the 
redemption in this act authorized or required, he is authorized to use any surplus 
revenues from time to time in the Treasury and not otherwise ap wy re and to 
ixsue, sell, and dispose of, at nes less than par, in coin, either of the descriptions of 
bonds of the United States described in the act of Congress, approved July 14, A. 
1D. 1870, entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,”’ with 
like qualities. privileges, and exemptions to the extent necessary to carry this act 
into full effect. and to use the proceeds thereof for the purposes aforesaid; and all 
provisions of law inconsistent with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 


Mr. CUMMINGS offered the following amendment: 


That whenever, in the opinion of the President of the United States and the 
Secretary of the Treasury, the coin reserve held iu the Treasury of the United 
States, amnsing either from receipts of revenue, by purchase under this act, or 
otherwise, is sufficient to authorize the Government of the United States to com- 
mence the redemption of United States legal-tender notes, then the Secretary of 


and the legal-tender notes so received shall be added to the gold reserve he 
fore provided for. nereinke 
Sec. 5. That all provisions of law inconsistent with the provisions of th; 
hereby repealed ; and to the extent of the gold and legal-tender notes acc. 
in the Treasury in accordance with the provisions of this act, the ob|j 
purchase bonds for the sinking-fund is hereby repealed. a 
Strike out the title and insert the following : 
To amend the act entitled “An act to provide for the resum 
ments,” approved January 14, A. D. 1875. 


Mr. EWING. I ask that the bill of the committee and also thy 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. FORT] be 
printed in the REcoRD to-morrow. The bill of the committee hay. 
yet been printed in the Recorp. — 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill and the proposed amendments are as follows : 









































are 
acenmalated 


Pption of specie pay 


: ars A bill to repeal the third section of the act entitled “An act to ride 

the Treasury shall give official notice thereof, and a shall redeem, in 1 —— : sumption of specie payments.” provide for the re 
States gold or silver coin, or both, such legal-tender notes as may be presented for . a : ey 
redemption, provided said notes shall be presented in sums of not less than 850, at Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


the oflice of the assistant treasurer of the United States in the city of New York. 
And so much of section 3 of the act of Congress approved January 14, 1875, en- 
titled “An act to provide for the resumption of specic payments,” as requires such 
redemption to commence on the Ist day of January, A. D. 1879, is hereby repealed. 
The legal-tender notes redeemed pursuant hereto shall not be destroyed, but 
remain in the Treasury, to be re-issued as the needsof the Government may re- 
quire. And said legal-tender notes, whether re-issued or remaining outstanding, 
eball continue to be legal tender to the same extent as before the passage of this 
act, notwithstanding the Government shall Lave commenced their redemption as 
herein provided. 

Sec. 2. That section 3516 of the Revised Statutes probibiting the coinage of the 
silver dollar be, and is hereby, repealed; and the second subdivision of section 3694 
of the Revised Statutes, providing for the setting apart a sinking fund, is hereby 
suspended until such time as the Government of the United States shall com- 
mence the redemption of United States legal-tender notes as herein provided. 

See. 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury is directed, with any and all surplus 
revenue there may now or hereafter be in the Treasury of the United States, not 
otherwise appropriated, to purchase silver bullion, and have the same coined into 
the silver dollars provided by this act, and said coins shall be set apart and held as 
a special fund until the Secretary of the Treasury shall commence the redemption, 
in co.n, of the United States legal-tender notes outstanding. And after said com- 
mencement of redemption the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed 
to use such otber and further revenue, or so much ther >of as may.be required there- 
for, in the purchase of silver bullion for coinage, or silver or gold coin, as the same 
may be needed to maintain such redemption. 

Sec. 4. That there shall be. from time to time, struck and coined, at the Mint of 
the United States and the branches thereof, silver dollars of the weight of 4124 
xrains troy, of standard silver, as provided in the act of January 1s, 1837, on 
which shall be the devices and superscriptions provided by said act. 

Sec. 5. That said silver dollar, coined in conformity with the foregoing section, 
and all silver dollars of said weight and fineness heretofore coined by the mints of 
the United States, shall bea legal tender of payment, according to their nominal 
value, for all debts, public and private, except where otherwise provided by con- 
tract or where payment of gold coin is required by law. 

Sec. 6. That national-banking associations, orgamzcd ander the national-bank- 
ing law, are hereby required to keep and maintain such reservesas are now or may 
hereafter be required by law, as well as the fund deposited with the Treasurer of 
the United States for the redemption of their circulation, wholly in United States 
legal-tender notes. and under the penalties and regulations now provided by law, 
sball redeem in United States legal-tender notes or in lawful coin of the United 
States, as they may elect, such portion of their circulation as may be presented for 
redemption at the counter of the association issuing the same. But this section 
shall not prevent clearing-house cerciticates or the certificates of the Secretary of 
the Treasury from being counted as part of such reserve, as provided in sections 
5192 and 5193 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Sec. 7. That all provisions of law inconsistent with the provisions of this act 
are hereby cena. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill making provision for the gradual resump- 
tion of specie payments and for other purposes.” 


America in Congress assembled, That the third section of the act entitled An act 
to guevite for the resumption of specie payments,” approved January 14, 1575, b. 
and the same is hereby, repealed. F ‘ 

Amendment proposed by Mr. Fort to the bill (H. R. No. 805) to repeal the 
section of the act entitled “An act to provide for the resumption of 5 
ments,” viz: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following 

Thatall that portion of the act auanewet January 14, 1875, entitled “An act to 
provide for the resumption of specie payments,” which reads as follows, to wit 
“And whenever, and so often as circulating-notes shall be issued to any such bon! 
ing association, so increasing its capital or circulating-notes, or 80 newly organi ved 
as aforesaid, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to redeem tha 
legal-tender United States notes in excess only of $300,0 50,000, to the amount of «) 
per cent. of the sum of national-bank notes so issued to any such banking association 
as aforesaid, and to continue such redemption as such circulating-notes are iss ed 
until there shall be outstanding the sum of $300,090.000 of sueb legal-tender United 
States notes, and no more. And on and after the Ist day of January, A.D. ist) 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall redeem, iu coin, th United States legal-te nder 
notes then outstanding, on their presentation for redemption at the oflice of the 
assistant treasurer of the United States in the city of New York, in sums of not Jess 
than $50. And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and provide for 
the redemption in this act authorized or required, he is authorized to use any sur 
plus revenues, from time to time, in the Treasury, not otherwise appropriated, and 
to issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less than par, in coin, either of the descriptions 
of bonds of the United States described in the act of Congress approved July 14 
1870, entitled ‘An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,’ with likes 
qualities, privileges, and exemptions, to the extent necessary to carry (his act into 
tull effect, and to use the proceeds thereof for the purpose aforesaid,” be, and (he 
same is hereby. repealed. 

Ament the title so as to read: “A bill to repeal all that part of the act approved 
January 14, 1875, known as the resumption act, which authorizes the Secretary of 
the Treasury to dispose of United States bonds and redeem and cancel the green 
back currency.” 


third 
pecie pay 


Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, I was willing, even anxious, that the 
bill now pending before the House should have proceeded to a vote 
without saying a word upon it. Through all itsstages [ have pressed 
action looking to an immediate issue and an immediate vote. [ think 
I can say for the majority of the committee that, without attempting 
to gag or refuse reasonable time for consideration or debate, they 
have realized the importance of immediate action and the responsili!- 
ity thrust upon them by having the bill in their charge. We were not 
insensible to the fact that the bill in question was antagonized by a 
formidable party, knit together by strong interests. We also were 
sensible that the distractions of debate and insidious character of 
amendments proposed or to be proposed might lead the real friends 
of the measure to vote for plausible amendments which might com- 
mend themselves to their individual views, so as to load down the bill 
until it would not receive the support of a majority of this House. 
Therefore the committee desired to demand a vote, believing it was 
due the House to have the privilege of so determining. It has other- 
wise been ordered, and I am here to present briefly on behalf of that 
committee the leading features of the bill, the history of the legisla- 
tion it proposes to repeal, and the situation of the bill now beiore 
this House. 

Those members of the present House who were in that Congress 
will remember when the Senate bill came down to this body, the 
bill known asthe resumption act, that there was a clamor and au 
effort to force it to a vote without debate or amendment. It was a 
Senate bill and was on the Speaker's table; it had never been re- 
ferred to any committee of this House. On motion of the thea 
chairman of the Committee on Banking and Currency, after a pro- 
tracted discussion, all of which looked to discussion and amendments, 
the bill was taken from the Speaker’s table and made the special 
order for the 7th day of January, 1875, and from day to day until 
disposed of. 

A single objection would have carried the bill over, and the under- 
standing of those who consented to the arrangement was that the 
bill should be open to amendment and debate. 

When the day arrived the bill was read, and the chairman of the 
committee, having the tloor conceded to him on this understanding; 
moved the previous question, thereby cutting off all amendment and 
debate. I say this in vindication of the present committee, whieh 
has been assailed by the press and elsewhere for endeavoring © 
press this measure with undue haste and accused of refusing the 
supposed minority the privilege of being heard. I wish to call the 
attention of this House and those who oppose this bill to the record 
showing the manner iv which that bill was passed through Congress. 

At that time the chairman of the Committee on Banking ant —. 
rency accorded to the members of this House the poor privilege . 
having printed in the Recorp the amendments they would have ma 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York, offered the following amendment : 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following : 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and required to accu- 
mulate in the Treasury of the United States, from and after the Ist day of Janu- 
ary next, in addition to the gold which may then be in the Treasury, not less than 
650,000,000 annually, in aa nearly equal quarterly installments as may be prac- 
ticable, in gold coin or gold bullion, and keep the same as a special fund, for the 
purpose of redeeming the United States legal-tender notes, separate and apart from 
all other money or bullion in the Treasury, whenever, in his discretion, it may be 
expedient to redeem the said notes, after the gold so accumulated shall amount in 
the aggregate to 50 per cent. of the outstanding legal-tender notes; and it shall 
be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, at some time in his discretion before 
the gold so accumulated shall exceed the anount of outstanding legal-tender notes, 
to give public notice that the said legal-tender notes will be redeemed in coin on 
their presentation at the office of the assistant treasurer in the city of New York, 
and after such notice the said notes shall cease to be a legal tender tor the payment 
of debts, exeept to the Government of the United States. 

Sec. 2. That to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and provide for 
the redemption of the legal-tender notes in this act authorized and required, he is 
hereby prohibited trom felling any gold in the Treasury after the Ist day of Janu- 
ary next, except in excess of the annual reservation of $50,000,000 herein pro- 
vided for; and in order to accumniate the gold fund herein provided for, he is 
authorized to use any surplus moneys from time to time in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, and, 80 far as may be necessary, to issue, sell, and dispose of, 
at not less than . in gold coin, either of the descriptions of bonds described in 
the act entitled “ An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” ap- 
proved January 14, A. 1D. 1875, and to use the proceeds thereof for the purposes 
aforesaid: Provided, however, That he may, in his discretion, make the said bonds 
payable in not exceeding forty years from the date thereof, and bearing such lower 
rate of interest as may, in his judgment, be expedient. 

Sec. 3. That in order to provide for any temporary deficiency of currency in the 
Treasury to meet the current expenses of the Government, it shall and may be 
lawful for the Secretary of the Treasury to make and issue, from time to time as 
may be needful, Treasury notes having not more than one year to run, and bear- 
ing snch rate of annual interest, not exceeding six per cent.,as be may fix: 
Provided, however, Yhat the total amountof such Treasury notes outstanding at 
any one time shall not exceed $5 ',000,0000. 

Src. 4. That the Secretary of thé Treasury is hereby further authorized and 
empowered, whenever, in his judgment, the state of the money market may be 
favorable, to exchange the bonds of the United States hereinbefore described by 
public tender to the highest bidder for the legal-teuder notes of the United States ; 








1877. 


and the speeches they would have delivered if the opportunity had 
yon accorded them of making them areal portion of the proceedings 
a the House. For them it was like the feast of the Barmecide. They 
were to go down to posterity as men who would have done so and 80 
f the understanding had been carried out in good faith, and who, in 
> senting the inevitable, were willing that the world should know 
a hat t hey would haveliked to do. The bill was passed in the manner 
I have indicated. Let me compare that action with the action of the 
present committee. Thrice a proposition had been made from the 
committee for debate and amendment ere it was accepted. They found 
the opponents of the measure ready to filibuster at every step, and 
conceded to them such privileges as are rarely accorded to the enemies 
of any measure. a. y ; 

What was that bill? It had three sections. The first section pro- 
vided for the issue of subsidiary silver coin to replace the fractional 
currency. The fractional currency at that time incirculation amounted 
to $45,300,173.70, although of that sum it was estimated that more 
than eight millions had been worn out, destroyed, and lost. However 
men may differ as to the question of using subsidiary silver coin, or 
printed fractional currency, it is not a subject in the pending bill, 
which does not propose to disturb that section or the action taken 
under it, the design being not to load the proposition before us with 
questions on which its friends may differ. ‘ 

The second section provided for the free coinage of gold. For- 
merly a percentage had been charged for coinage, and in consequence 
of that charge, as was ascertained, our gold went into the British 
mints of Canada and elsewhere, where no charge was made for coin- 
ave. This second section was not objected to by any one, because it 
yas deemed expedient to relinquish this small charge and retain the 
coinage of our bullion in oar own country. The second section of 
the resumption act the pending bill dues not propose to touch. 

The third section of the bill, the section, a portion of which it is pro- 
posed now to repeal by the amendment of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois, {Mr. Fort,] which I will state here has been accepted by the 
committee, was and is a contradictory one. 

That thirdsection seems to have admitted of many constructions and 
seems to have been either contrived to conceal its own provisions, or 
to have been admirably successful iu confounding all opinions as to 
what it was designed for. The theory is that for each $100 of 
national-bank notes issued in addition to the amount then in cireu- 
lation, $80 of legal-tender notes shall be retired. Those who wished 
to smooth its passage through the House endeavored to convince its 
opponents that the volume of circulating medium would be increased 
by 20 per cent. of any additional amount of national-bank notes, that 
was issued, and that there would be no change if the national- bank 
paper was not increased, 

While the bill was pending in the Senate, Mr. Sherman, then a 
Senator and chairman of the Committee on Finance, who reported 
this bill, was asked what was the purpose of this third section; whether 
it would give to the Secretary of the Treasury power to cancel and 
destroy the legal-tender notes or were they to be re-issued ? 

I will send to the Clerk’s desk to be read some extracts from that 
debate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Scnurz. T think that the Senator from Ohio has probably not understood 
my question. What I meant to ask was whether, whenever aay greenbacks were 
retired by the Secretary of the Treasury or as the bill styles it are redeemed in 
consideration of so many thousands of dollars of bank-notes having been issued, 
the greenbacks so retired shall be canceled and destroyed, never (o be re-issned 
again The Senatér will remember very well that we had a protracted struggle 
alent a similar question once, aad that the framing of a law gave rise to much 
controversy on that identical point. Now, what I am after is to understand 
whether the provisions of this bill will in their practical operation work in the 
direction of specie payments or not, and for that it is a very essential question 
whether the greenbacks so retired shal! be destroyed, never to be re- cael again, 
or whether they shall be held as a reserve, as the forty-four millions were, cer- 
tainly to be put into the market again. 

Mr. SuerMAN. The honorable Senator from Missouri and I agreed perfectly 
some years ago when the question about the $44,000,000 reserve came up. I should 
rather put that question to him. At all events I say to him frankly that we do 
hot propose to decide that question in this bill. I have no doubt that when the 
time arrives when the question becomes material, it will be met. Undoubtedly 
until the reduction of the United States notes to $300,000,0000 they cannot be re-is- 
sued. The process must go on pari passu until the amount.of legal-tender notes 
is reduced to $300,000,000. Before that time will probably arrive in the course of 
human affairs, at least one or two Congresses will have met and disai peared, and 
we may leave to the future these questions that tend to divide us ond dssendt us, 
rather than undertake to thrust them into this bill and thus divide us and prevent 
us from doing something in the direction at which we aim. 

* . * * * * 

Mr. Mrrrimon. I will put the question, and the honorable Senator can an- 
swer or not, at his posems. It is whether, when the Secretary of the Treasury, 
after the Ist day of January, 1879, shail redeem Treasury notes in coin, he will 
have the right to re-issue such notes ! 

Mr. SuenMaNn. That question I said distinctly that I left to the fnture. I 
Suswered that a moment ago, and stated that this bill did not propose to answer 
that question, but would leave it to be determined by the future between this and 
the time when the redemption is to take place. i 


Mr. PHILLIPS, Mr. Speaker, it will be observed that in the bill 
as passed through the Senate the question as to the re-issue was sup- 
a to be left open. In endeavoring to collect data, (and I only 
earned yesterday afternoon that I would be expected to speak here 
to-day,) I went to the Treasury Department this morning and saw 
Mr. Secretary Sherman, from whom I learned that the amount of 
legal-tender notes withdrawn on account of the issue of national- 
bank notes is $27,509,108. This amount, as the Secretary informed 
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me, has been canceled and destroyed. The question of its destrue- 
tion was not left to the future. It was not left to the Congresses 
which should meet, but as fast as the circulation of the money of the 
people could be withdrawn under the third section of the resumption 
act it was promptly destroyed to prevent its re-issue. 

Now, as I have said, the theory of that section was that it would 
increase by 20 per cent. the currency of the country. If such was 
the purpose, what has been the result? There were outstanding 
at the date of the passage of the act $332,000,000 of legal-tender 
notes and of national-bank notes $349,894,182. Of the national-bank 
notes, there are to-day outstanding $316,775,111. OnlastSaturday, the 
3d instant, there were outstanding of greenbacks $354,490,992. There 
has been, therefore, under this third section of the resumption act, a 
decrease of national-bank notes amounting to $35,026,339. The reduc- 
tion in legal-tender notes, which, as I have stated, have been canceled 
and destroyed, has been $27,509,108. Thus there has been a reduc- 
tion of $52,595,447 in the volume of the currency under the operation 
of this section of the resumption act. 

This result was brought about by an adroit process. When a mill- 
ion of national bank-notes were issued eight hundred thousand legal- 
tender notes were canceled and destroyed. When national banks 
surrendered their circulation, say of a million, eight hundred thou- 
sand legal-tender notes were not re-issued. Indeed, under this cun- 
ning machinery a national bank could surrender its notes one day for 
a million dollars and then next day apply for a fresh circulation; and 
every time they went through this process caused the cancellation 
and destruction of eight hundred thousand legal-tender notes. By 
this arrangement it was possible for a syndicate of bankers to pump 
the legal-tender system dry ; and thus we witness the result that with 
a contraction of national-bank notes amounting to upwards of thirty- 
five millions there is also a contraction of legal tender of twenty- 
seven millions and a half. 

But that, Mr. Speaker, is not all. At the date of the passage of 
that act there were outstanding in fractional currency $45,300,173.73. 
This was a non-interest-bearing debt, as the legal-tender notes were. 
Now I wish to call attention to a fact I ascertained at the office of 
the Director of the Mint that considerably surprised me; it was that 
silver subsidiary coin has been issued in exchange for the fractional 
currency to the extent of $23,156,162.22. Then, as I learn from that 
officer by a statement which I have here in my hand, there have been 
coined up to the first of the present month of these subsidiary coins, 
which are a token coinage, $39,118,000. At the date of the passage 
of the resumption act there was upwards of four millions of this sub- 
sidiary coin in the Treasury of the United States, thus making 
upwards of $43,000,000 of silver coin then on hand and since coined. 
This coin—halves, quarters, and dimes—is of less value than our 
standard dollar by about 4 per cent., the small change of nearly 
all civilized nations being so debased to keep it from going out of 
the country. 

It will be remembered that the joint resolution of 1876 authorized 
this subsidiary coinage to be issued to the extent of $50,000,000, 

I learn that there has been submitted to the Attorney-General a 
question as to the amount of this issue of subsidiary silver allowable 
by law and that his decision is to this effect, that under that resolu- 
tion there can be issued of this subsidiary silver coin 352,103,513. The 
commission appointed to examine this subject reported that $3,083,000 
had been lost or destroyed in circulation, and could be replaced by an 
additional issue of subsidiary silver, which, together with the four 
millions in the Treasury before this coinage began under the resump- 
tion act, makes the sixty-two millions. For the purpose of redeem- 
ing the remainder of old fractional currency, upwards of $9,000,000 
of legal-tender notes have been virtually retired, having been placed in 
the Treasury to meet that amount of fractional currency if ever pre- 
sented. 

It will thus be seen that, taking into consideration the fractional 
currency, the legal-tender notes, and the national-bank notes, there 
has been a contraction of $94,595,000, if we include the 39,000,000 re- 
tired into the Treasury to meet the fractional currency not sent in. 

There is, in addition to this, a very considerable amount still on 
deposit for the withdrawal of national-bank notes on transactions 
not yetcompleted. The amount of legal-tender notes withdrawn from 
circulation and held in the Treasury on account of the liquidation, 
settlement, and resignation of national-bank notes is made up as 
follows: 


For reducing ..... Piiwine Youkue qui — +debadebes tet $8, 218, 000 
Failed ..... b cseie isd sidendsscbens chee veandatinatleban 831, 000 
SRO i ois 5. oi ie ccedncdbve cucdeesedete «sus's 3, 956, 000 


In all there are held inthe Treasury upwards of $13,000,000 of legal- 
tender notes withdrawn from circulation under the provisions of this 
third section of the resumption act, making in all a contraction in 
the volume of currency during this length of time of nearly $107 ,000,000 
upon a circulation of §$750,000,000 in national-bank notes and legal- 
tenders. This has occurred under the operation of the third section 
of the resumption act. It will be seen, therefore, that the avowed 
purpose of that act to increase the volume of the currency has not 
been realized; that, on the contrary, there has been a contraction 
almost unparalleled in the history of any commercial country, amount- 
ing in that brief time to one-sixth of the entire volume. 

Before I dismiss this question I wish tostate a fact which although 
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not immediately involved in the present discussion, vitallv affects 
the general question of our currency, and shows the gross misstate- 
ments resorted to in order to prevent the remonetization of silver. 
Statements have been made formerly in this House from misconcep- 
tion of the facts, and in the public prints, that the silver had been 
declining in value rapidly before it was demonetized. Examination 
roves this not to have been the fact. As the House is well aware, 
in 1871 Germany demonetized silver. In 1873, by a provision adopted 
in an appropriation bill, and which members of the House and the 
Senate have said repeatedly they did not know they were enacting, 
the silver dollar was demonetized in these United States, or rather 
stricken from the coinage, for it was a money prescribed by the Con- 
stitution. This was done on the plea that silver was declining, or 
rather its remonetization is resisted on the ground that the decline 
in silver no longer makes it useful as money. What were the facts? 
Up to the date of the passage of that act silver for many years had 
ranged at about sixty pence on the ounce in London—not lower than 
tifty-nine. In February of that year it was a small fraction under 
sixty, although quoted at fifty-nine and a quarter for the year ending 
in June, It had not been declining when the act demonetizing the 
silver dollar took effect more than it had sometimes declined pre- 
viously. Since we demonetized it, and the Scandinavian countries 
have demonetized it, it has fallen, and has been at forty-eight pence, 
and even forty-six pence. It will thus be seen that our demonetiza- 
tion had great effect in producing this result, for its use as coin is 
what gives silver its chief value. We have thus stripped our silver, 
one of oar most important productions, of mach of its value. The 
improvements in machinery in our westerr mines have actually 
doubled the present silver production of the world. We have it in 
our power by preserving its value to pay our debts more easily, even 
if the balance of trade should turn against us. We have it in our 
power through our silver and gold to dictate terms to the money 
magnates of Europe and become what we may be, the ruler in finance. 
But by that wretched act we threw away a facility to pay our debts, 
weakened our political power, and tried to belittle our own produc- 
tions. 

As it has also been stated in the public prints, and I believe often 

upon this floor, that as a practical business fact the silver dollar had 
not been coined for nearly twenty years, I received the other day from 
the office of Dr. Linderman, which I visited for the purpose, this state- 
ment: that of the old silver dollars of the standard which we voted 
yesterday to restore there were coined during the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1872, $1,112,961. The act or demonetizing section was passed 
in February, 1873, and the amount coined up to the passage of the 
act in 1873 was $977,150—almost $1,000,000. From 1833 up to the 
vesent time there has been only $9,000,000 of silver dollars coined. 
tn other words, under the law as existing prior to the demonetization 
of silver there was an active circulation of this silver dollar and 
an active demand for it, Nearly one-fourth of the whole amount 
coined subsequent to 1538 was coined in the last sixteen or eighteen 
months prior to the passage of that demonetizing act. Although 
statements to the contrary have been made, it is the fact that upward 
of $2,000,000 of these silver dollars were coined during the sixteen 
months immediately preceding the act of demonetization. Could this 
increased demand and increased production have stimulated the act 
that attempted to drive the old American dollar from our coinage ? 

We have seen, Mr. Speaker, that this third section did not increase 
the volume of circulation. We have seen this third section, on the 
contrary, decrease that circulation almost one-sixth of its entire 
volume, and not only leave power with the Secretary to destroy the 
best mopey we had, but to saddle us with an additional debt of one 
hundred and seven millions aud a burden of interest of six millions 
a year. 

Now, there is one fact to which I wish to call your attention. The 
national-bank notes, as you will have observed, have been reduced 
in volume, and any man might have foreseen when that bill was 
pending before this House it could not result in an increase of the 
national-bank notes on any rational hypothesis. The national-bank 
notes cannot do without the legal-tender notes. So long as the vol- 
ume of legal-tender was greater than the volume of the national- 
bank notes, as the national-bank notes were redeemable in them, 
there were always means in the country to redeem them without the 
banks going into liquidation. The moment it became apparent they 
would have to redeem their notes in gold that instant the soundest 
of the banks began to relinquish their circulation, That circulation 
reached its lowest point July 1, 1877, when it was $315,370,000. 
Since that time, while there has been some bank-note circulation 
relinquished, there has also been an increase. There has been a de- 
mand to move the immense produce of the country, which prompted 
bankers to increase their circulation, even with a possibility of bank- 
ruptcy amid the confusion of this forced resumption. 

Vith the possibility that they must redeem in gold staring them in 
the face, the demand for currency was so great that even the national 
banks have increased their cirenlation nearly one million and a half 
in the last few weeks. Therefore, with all the drawbacks on the 
national-bank-note cirenlation, it has increased to $316,775,000 up to 
date, being now $35,096,339 below its volume on January 14, 1875, as 
stated. 

Now, it has been said on this floor that this is a revolutionary 
measure. We have been told to let it alone; that to change it would 


$435,427,270, while our exports were $619,173,350. 


ending September, 1877, and that our exports for this year Sen 
$667,000,000 ; imports, $463,131,778. We have exported i, 


owing to the European war. If is this, and not the resum 
act, that has given to this country a balance of trade which it , 


gold in our market. We have been able to pay our debts and are 
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be breach of faith; that it would be repudiation; that we 
been brought near resumption, which would be postpon 
ae of this bill. Let me tell you, sir, that the only thing wh), 

as carried this country to its present financial position is its ex), — 
You will find in a table submitted by the Secretary of the — 
that our imports for the year ending September 30, 


have now 
ed yy the 


Treasury 
1276, wer 


The next column shows our exports had increased for the year 


a ore j ; 
year ending September 30, than during the preceding year, Wel 


advanced in our export trade this year, ending September 30, |<>> 
by $50,000,000; and, sir, every member on this floor knows that the 
immense crops of this season, much superior to the last, now moviny 
had only begun to be moved September 30 last, and that many of 4). 
articles command 50, 60, and 70 per cent. more than last ve ” 


ption 


before had in its history. And that is the secret: that the aot emat 


to this country to meet those obligations has reduced the value of 
paying them. We have shown our resources and our Sieeendin 
powers. Coin is worth less here, and our credit is worth more in the 
markets of the world. 

It was not the third section of this resumption clause, now pro. 
posed to be repealed, which brought gold down to within 2 per cent, 
of greenbacks; but, as I have already stated, the gold sent to this 


country in payment of our immense exports; the balance of trade iy 


our favor. 

One of my colleagues on the Committee on Banking and Curreney, 
(Mr. CHITTENDEN, } whois listening to me, stated that to tix the date 
of the 1st of January, 1879, for resumption was a piece of legislative 
folly. I think I once heard him state that he thought it very doubt. 
ful if we could resume at that date, and no more sustain resumption 
by the provisions of this bill alone than a steamer could sail up the 
Niagara Falls. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. One moment, sir. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Certainly. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. It is of great importance to me that the gen- 
tleman should not misunderstand what I[ said. I have never said 
that resumption on the Ist of January, 1579, was not practicable. I 
simply insisted that additional legislation 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York must 
address the Chair. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Did not the gentleman state he did not think it 
was likely to occur under the bill? 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I will answer the gentleman when I have an 
opportanity ; I will not interrupt him now. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I think I did not misunderstand the gentleman, 
although I have no desire to misrepresent him, and I leave him to 
make the statement in his own way. 

I do not hesitate to say no legislation of this kind can ever bring the 
country to resumption unless it has the necessary resources. Our pros- 
perity comes from industry, production, thrift. The gentleman from 
Ohio, when he was in the United States Senate and was introducing the 
resumption bill, said there was power in the third section of the bill 
to execute its purposes, and intimated that if we could not do it 
any other way that we could sell bonds of the United States paya- 
ble in coin; that 44 and 5 percents could be put in the market in 
order to buy gold to keep up this artificial resumption. 

I say, sir, that such a thing was never seriously contemplated by 
many members, and should never have been contemplated by any. 
There is no member of this House—at least I hope there is notone— 
who would consent for one moment, if we could, to maintain artiticial 
resumption by a sale of our coim-bearing bonds. Why should we 
further burden oug people by an additional debt which neither the 
letter nor thespirit of our contract calls for? That the Secretary of tle 
Treasury should have the power to sell coin-indebtedness of the Uni- 
ted States to buy gold to keep our paper at par is a monstrous fallacy. 
I say we shall have resumption when the country is peuemem ene 
to carry us to resumption. I say tothe gentleman from New York, as 
I say to this House, that no legislation can bring us there unless the 
legitimate business of the country will justify it. I do not believe 
one single gentleman who argues on the other side would agree that 
the resumption act, by any virtue and power in it, would carry us 
there if we did not have the means legitimately to resume and legit- 
imately to maintain resumption. I do not believe an intelligent man 
in this House, who has given the subject attention, believes that 
legislation can give a nation solvency if it is bankrupt, or give 4 
bankrupt nation solvency. I believe the most serious objection enter- 
tained against the repeal of the resumption act is a sentimental one, 
founded on supposed moral effect. That it might be construed to 
mean that we would not resume if we could, which is absurd. As I 
have stated, there has been a reduction of currency equal to one-sixth 
of itsentire volume. What has been the result? It has increased the 

ower of money and the value of money. Look at real estate; It 

Ce fallen 50 per cent. Is money now invested in building railroads 
as before? It cannot be done under such stringency of the money 
market. a 

The first thing that you touch when ycu contract the currency |S 
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nyestments in real estate and investments in improvements. When 
on aon improvements you touch the workingmen who make im- 
rovements. When you arrest the progress of improvement you turn 
ri lions of laborers idle. And that, sir, has been the legitimate and 
the inevitable result of this resumption act, and it is a blow that 
cripples and has crippled the only producing interests in the country. 
| ask, sir, if the condition of the country does not amply justify 


you tone 


mil 


vated? Task you to-day, with the greatest crop ever harvested in 


, Would increase by legislation or by any means in their power their 


gains. But I did expect, sir, that they would be the accomplished 
gentlemen, the men of brain and thought we have reason to expect 
the business men of our nation and time to be, and who while they 
might be selfish would not be stupid and would not wish to kill the 


| goose that laid the golden egg; that they would have some regard 


these United States, with unparalleled wealth of production which | 


in God’s providence pours its richness over the country, why are we 
poverty-stricken ? Why are laborers idle on account of hard times? 
The war in Europe has given us high prices. I ask you if under these 
eireumstances there ever was known anything so anomalous as mill- 


ions idle and hundreds of thousands starving? In this era of pros- | 


perity why is labor so crippled? What has done it? I say, sir, that 
all that legislation could do was done in that third section of the re- 
sumption act. Of all causes that was the most potent and mischiev- 
ous, for while legislation cannot enrich it may help to impoverish. 


In France, where they havea population much smaller than our | 


own, they have a volume of circulating medium more than twice, 
yea, more than thrice as great as ours. 


of five-frane pieces of between five and six hundred millions. The 


They have a silver currency | 


| 


pank-note circulation of the national bank of France is much greater | 


in volume than ours. 
times as great as ours, and there is to-day no more prosperous country 
in Enrope. Her productive industries are all employed 

Mr. HAZELTON. I would like to ask the gentleman one question. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I wish to ask the gentleman what a common 
laborer gets per day in France? 

Mr. PHILLIPS I am not now in possession of sufficiently definite 
data to assume to answer the question as to the price of labor there 
at this time. 

Mr. HAZELTON. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. 
his figures are much too low I will not attempt to answer him with- 
out sufficient certain data, but I would remind him that labor in Eu- 

rope has never been paid as high wages as in this country. 

Mr. HAZELTON. But the gentleman stated a moment ago that 
France was the best place for labor. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. What I said was that France wasin a more pros- 





Well, sir, it is twenty cents. 


Their circulation is, for the population, three | 


‘ , ify | for protecting that labor from which all their wealth legitimately 
what every intelligent gentleman might very readily have antici- | 


sprang and from which all its increase must spring. 

And when those interests come before us to-day, and come demand- 
ing forced resumption to increase the power of money and its value, 
I warn them that they endanger the very interest on which they 
feed; and I say to them that there is no repudiation in this measure, 
although charges of repudiation are made against men who would 
never sacrifice the good faith of the United States. We stand nere 
to-day to give Shylock his pound of flesh, but not one drop of Chris- 
tian blood. 

Mr. Speaker, Iam admonished that this House has been delayed 
too long. I rose at the request of some of my colleagues upon the 
committee to present this measure to the House. I have shown you, 
I think, sirs, that the resumption bill was passed in a manner which 
could scarcely commend a measure of such importance to the conti- 
dence of the people; Ihave shown that those who favored the meas- 
ure before us were willing to give a full chance for discussion. 

I wish now to say to the friends of this bill that we have many 
amendments offered, and doubtless many more will be offered; but I 
warn those who wish to repeal this section of the resumption law, 


| beware how you load the bill with amendments which will kill it. 


| this floor. 


I will state to the gentleman that while I think | 


perous condition as to her development, as to her progress; that she | 


was now the most prosperous country in Europe. 

Mr. HAZELTON. What do you mean by development? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I mean by the development of the country the 
improvements of its towns and of its farming districts—-everything 
that gives the country material value. Everything that keeps its pro- 
ducing industry employed. 


Mr. HAZELTON. At the expenge of the common laborer, who re- | 


ceives wages of twenty cents a day. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. HAZELTON. You ean look them up. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I will doso. But there is this fact,of which the 
gentleman cannot be ignorant, that to-day France is in a more pros- 
perous condition than any otber nation in Europe. It will not > to 
compare the wages of laborers in Europe with those in this country. 

Mr. HAZELTON. That is precisely what I complain of. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. The gentleman must know that since 1868 labor 
has been constantly depressed in our country. I say to the gentleman 
that this has been the case ever since Mr. McCulloch adopted his 
schemeof contraction. At that time we had the old 7.30 bonds greater 
in volume than our present legal-tender circulation, and they really 


were used as money ; we had theold compound interest notes, and they | 


were used as money; we had the volume of four hundred millions of 
legal-tender notes with a reserve of fifty millions. Since that time this 
contraction has been going on, and since it has been going on, as the 
gentleman knows, the country has constautly suffered. 
have been more poorly paid. ‘It has been more difficult to live. The 
pauper classes have been increasing. -The gentleman from Wisconsin 
cannot deny, and no other gentleman can deny, what I have stated. 
I conversed with one of the most accomplished editors in New York 
city three or four weeks ago. He told me that to-day in the city of 


| more than before the bank failed. 
I do not think the gentleman’s figures are correct. | 


On the question of national-bank notes I have nothing at present 
to say. I differ in regard to them with many of my colleagues upon 
I believe that the legal-tender currency is better and 
safer than the national-bank currency; I believe that the Govern- 
ment is the best custodian of its own coinage and currency. If France 
borrowed at 1 per cent. from the national bank of France, with the 
right to issue notes when money commanded 3 and 4 per cent., surely 
we can turn to good account this just function of the Government. 

Mr. PRICE. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. He asserts 
that legal-tender notes are better to bill holders than national-bank 
notes. I want to ask him this question: Is not the security for the 
national-bank notes identically the same as that of the legal-tender ? 
That question will admit of a categorical answer. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I will state to the gentleman that the Govern- 
ment, of course, has its individual liability on its bonds, and if a bank 
goes into liquidation it has to sell those bonds to redeem them. 

Mr. PRICE. Which are worth more than par. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Very well; but I will state to the gentleman that 
what makes and keeps these bonds worth more than par is because 
there are not too many of them at once in the market. 

Mr. PRICE. Let me say one thing more. Never before in the his- 
tory of the world did this thing occur until we ha«l the establishment 
of national banks that when a bank fails its promises to pay are worth 
That has been the trath of the 
national banks for years. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Iam very well aware of tuat fact, and as I have 
already stated the amendment offered by the gentleman from Lllinois, 
[Mr. Fort,] providing for free-banking, has been aceepted by the 
committee. Whatever we may think of the national-bank sys- 
tem, it does not legitimately enter into this discussion. We leave 
them where we find them. Under the free-banking system a bank 
will not bid for special banking privileges, and it is better there 
should be no special banking privileges, and since there wiil be no 
special banking privileges at the present time a broken national bank, 
however good, is not better than a sound one. 

I do not wish to detain the House, although there are many things 
which I would wish to bring before the House ; but I wish to say to the 
friends of this measure that the Secretary of the Treasury, under this 


| bill, has the power to-day to sell United States coin-bearing bonds to 


| destroy this non-interest-bearing debt. 
Its laborers | 


I have shown you to-day that 
$107,000,000 of the Government non-interest bearing debt has been 


| canceled, and that we have paid more than $5,000,000 a year in coin 


New York there are no fewer than 400,000 people who live by begging | 


and by plunder, or have to be sustained by others who live with- 


ont having any means of getting labor or support. I admit that 
many of them may be vicious. is 


that the number reached at least that amount. 


man? 


Mr, PHILLIPS, Four hundred thousand. 
Mr. ( HITTENDEN. Nearly half the population. 
Mr. HAZELTON, Are they in Brooklyn ? 


district, including Brooklyn, Williamsburgh, &c., for all which I be- 


lieve there is claimed a »pulation of a million and a half. 
Mr. HAZELTON. Al 


are not in his district. 


ue t. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, Ihave anticipated that those moneyed 


the gentleman wants to know is that they 


ut this gentleman stated to me | 


Mr. CHITTENDEN. What was the figure stated by the gentle- | 


interest besides the disaster to commerce to accomplish this purpose. 
I wish to say to gentlemen, in regard to these amendments, that if 
you load this bill with further amendments on the question of national 
banks, the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fort] 
having been accepted, you will endanger its passage. The question 
between national-bank notes and legal-tenders is not touched by the 
bill in its present form, for the amendment of Mr. Fort provides for 
free banking. Whether I would touch that question or whether other 
gentlemen here would do it is not the question now before the House, 
and I warn members to weigh well the danger of complicating this 
measure by that question or any other. As the bill stands it can 


| command a majority. 


} 
| 


terests would wish to increase the power of their wealth, I did | 


hot expect from them any forbearance. I did not expect but they | 


I desire to call the attention of members to the fact that it will 


Mr P | require a united vote of the friends of the repeal of this section to 
Mr. PHILLIPS, That is the number in the city and surrounding 


pass the bill, and there will probably not be a majority of more than 
20 or 25 in its favor. 

Mr. Speaker, I have not attempted to give you a disquisition upon 
finance. I did not think that any discussion of this question was 
needed upon the floor of the House. The question has been discussed 
ever since the resumption bill has darkened the pages of our statute 
books; it has been discussed in every city, town, and hamlet of the 
country. The laboring men, who could feel but could not realize the 
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causes of the business depression, have been driven to become students due to the United States from public defaulters or others ; 
of our monetary system which measures their labor and weighs their | time, such provisions and arrangements as may be necessary to a 


' ad ye : omy of the several Departments and the ac ability sj 
bread. ‘They have studied it ont and have sent a voice that resounds | — offices Cotemetoer be oe eed oe ee eoce 


through the whole nation to those who represent them. They have | whose expenditures it is their duty to inquire, have become useless o 


a ete -- 


and to report. from ti 

WY 
1d 10 the econ 
cers 
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Whether 
ly concerning 
5 . , T unnecessary, 
and to report, from time to time, on the expediency of moditying or abolishin nt 


argued it, and it does not need that we should argue it here. The ' 
resumption measure has only been mischievous in its effect; it cannot | 88m; alse to examine into the pay and emoluments of all offices und 


aa ; : the United States; and to report, from time to time "7 Peet tepals, 
give us and no other similar measure can give usresumption. Noth- | theroof as a just economy A the pablic: service oth ot guereey or increase 
ing but the prosperity of the business interests of the country can give | pose of enabling the several committees to fully comprehend the workings of ts 
us resumption. I am here +o urge the repeal of the resumption act ae + wren edad Departments = a respectively, the investigations 

i os asl . 2 : el ae : of said committees may cover such period in the past as each of said commis, 
bec —— as is de mande d by the popular voice and needed to give us may deem necessary for its own guidance or information, or for the oma 
prosperity and security. ined 7 the public interests, in the exposing of frauds or abuses of any kind in said Do, of 

Lam not in favor of continuing the power which T contend was | ments; and said committees are authorized to send for persons and papers. ani 
given under these provisions to the Secretary of the Treasury to can- a wr by — ——— sttee on Public E : oe 
cel and destroy legal-tender notes. I say to you that the legal-tender solved, further, That the Committee on Public Expenditares be instructed to 


. . ah investigate and inquire into the matters set forth in the foregoing resol ytinn «. 
notes constitute the best currency we ever had. It is a legitimate | legislative department of the Government, except in so far an the nee 
function of the Government to issue its non-interest-bearing evidences | sively concerned, and particularly in reference to the public printi: : 


. : ; ig and binding 
of debt and give them the property of money. That has commended | 2"4 — have the same authority as is conferred upon the other ae 
itself to the jndgment of the people. | ome, 

As | have already said, I wish to say to this House and to those Mr. GLOVER. I move that the resolutions be referred to the Com. 
moneyed interests of the eastern borders of the country, remember | mittee of Ways and Means. ~ 
that while the West speaks very earnestly, while she demandsthrough Mr. PRICE. I think they had better go to the Committee on Ciyi| 
all her people appealing through her representatives that her just | Service. 
interests shall be considered, it is not for eastern money interests Mr. CONGER. I object, and call for the regular order. 
to be insensible to their appeal, which is a just one. If they increase The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the motion of the 
the value of their bonds and money by making war on western inter- | gentleman from New York [Mr. MayuHaM] that the House do pow 
ests, they will make enemies to themselves among the people who | adjourn. 
have always been their best customers. The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o'clock and 


I appeal to them to let business settle this question. By repealing | thirty minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. 
this section of the statnte-book thisGovernment will not stand in an 


attitude cf humiliation before the world if it should happen to be ne’ 
unable to resume on the Ist of January, 1879, or of promising a day PETITIONS, BEC. 

for resumption without having the means provided to secure it. The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk's desk, 
This Government should leave this question of resumption as it ought | under the rule, and referred as stated : 

to have been left, as it ought now to be left, to the legitimate business By Mr. BREWER: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
inflnences of the country. route between Clarkston and Oxford, Oakland County, Michigan—to 

Mr. MORSE. Wi'l the gentleman state, jndging by the present | the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
value of money in the market, what is likely to be its value in case By Mr. CORLETT: A paper relating to the establishment of certain 
this bill shall pass? post-routes in Wyoming Territory—to the same committee. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Of course no one can conjecture what money will By Mr. COX, of New York: Remonstrance of merchants of Nev 
be worth. But I say that if the balance of trade continues to be as | York against the repeal of the bankrupt law, and a petition for amend- 
it has been the value of money will diminish; if not, it will | ments thereto—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
increase. By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of J. H. Cooper and others, of 

Let me again entreat the friends of this measure not to jeopardize | Minnesota, for an amendment of the tree-cultare act—to the Commit. 
it by voting for amendments on which a majority may be unable wo | tee on Public Lands. 
agree thereby defeating the bill. By Mr. ELLIS: Papers relating to the claim of J. W. Arthur & Co. 

Mr. MAYHAM. I move that the House now adjourn, for compensation for property taken by the United States Army—to 

ss BWR the Committee on War Claims. 
' FRUSTSONS RETERRED, By Mr. FENN: The petition of Jane D. Cotton, for a pension—to 
Pending the motion to adjourn, the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. BLACKBURN, by unanimous consent, presented the following By Mr. FULLER: The petition of Jonathan R. Tilman, for a pen- 
petitions, which were referred to the committees indicated : sion—to the same committee. 

The petition of A. 8. Bloom, of Lexington, Kentucky, praying for Also, the petition of the heirs of Capt. Lambert Wickes, for prize 
an allowance of pay a8 major in the cavalry service of the United | money and pay during the Revolution—to the Committee of Claims. 
States from January 24, 1564, until November 1, 1564—to the Com- By Mr. GIBSON: The petition of Flora 8. Miller and others, for 
mittee on Military Affairs. compensation for property destroyed by the United States military 

Petitions of D. W. Price and Thomas Akers—to the Committee of | authorities—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Claims. By Mr. GOODE: The petition of Mrs. Mary A. Hughes, for compen- 

Petition of Rosa Vertnor Jeffrey, of Lexington, Kentucky—to the | sation for the use of her property by United States authorities—to 
Committee on War Claims, the same committee. 

Petition of W. H. Gray—to the Committee of Claims. By Mr. GUNTER: The petition of Elias B. Moore, to be reimbursed 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, for ea taken by the United States Army in 1552—to the 
TR : : . : ommittee of Claims. 

Mr. FIELD obtained unanimous consent for the withdrawal from | © By Mr. HENDERSON: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel 
the files of the House of the papers in the case of Lieutenant-Colonel Noble for cotton wrongfally seized by United States authorities—to 
Ward Marston, of the United States Marine Corps, no adverse report. Sis Cucamnties Gate Feliaaes. y 

ECONOMY AND REFORM. By Mr. HOUSE: Papers relating to the claims of Shelby Medical 
its Mr. GLOVER. Pending the motion to adjourn, I ask consent to | Coliege for rent and for property taken therefrom by the United 
bul submit a resolution to enforce administration economy and reform. | States Army; of Thomas Hord for supplies taken by tie United 





iy Mr. CONGER. Let the resolution be read. States Army; and of A. J. Duncan for property taken by the United 
i The resolution was read, as follows : States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. — ; 
Bi eiay Resolved, That the several committees of this House having in charge matters By Mr. HUNTON: Papers relating to the petition of 8. B. ( orbett 
tthe pertaining to Indian affairs, military affairs, naval affairs, post-office and post-roads, | for compensation for the use of his property by the United States 


; — lands, public buildings and grounds, claims and war claims, be, and they are | anthorities—to the Committtee on War Claims. 

f ereby, instructed to inquire, 80 faras the same may properly be before their a sas oO n- 
respective committees, into any errors, abuses, or frauds in the administration and By Mr. MARTIN: The petition of Joseph Anderson, for th em : 
excoution of existing laws affecting said branches of the public service, witha view | Sation for property taken by the United States Army—to the * 

to ascertain a eee be made a ot a —_y. committee. f Jeff 
economy, and efficiency therein; that the Committees on Expenditures in the State iti ers, of Jefferson 
Department, in the Treasury Department, in the War De ment, in the Navy Cc Also, = ae of oe. Suey oes that shall be a 
Department, in the Post-Office Department, in the Interior Department, in the De- | County, West Virginia, for ) Issue OF & i. ven ittee ov 
partment of Jastice, and on Public Buildings, be, and they are hereby, instructed | legal tender for all dues, public and private—to the Comm 

to —— at once, - aes by oe of the —_ to annie fate, the — Banking and Currency. 70K ' 
of the accounts and expenditures of the respective Departments submitted to them, , . iti . nd 300 other 
and to examine and report perdionlerty whether the expenditures of the respective |. B 7 mt. fa AM : by Borers * 7 Se ew Toek for the 
Departmsente are justitied by law; whether the claims from time to time satistied | Citizens of Scoharie an ontgomery Vountics, Ne Sate a the 
and discharged by the respective Departments are supported by sufficient vouch. | extension of post-route 1455 to Cobleskill—to the Committee 0 

ers, establishing theirjustaess both as to their character and amount; whether | Pogt-Office and Post-Roads. 

such claims have been discharged out of funds appropriated therefor, and whether By Mr. POLLARD: Papers relating to the petition of Van B. Bow- 
all money’ have been disbursed in conformity with soprepsigties laws; whether : "ors 7 pes ig { th t-office at Buck- 
any, and what, provisions are necessary to be adopted to provide more perfectly | €TS, to be reimbursed for property taken from the pos 

for the proper application of the public moneys and to secure the Government | lin, Missouri, by robbers—to the Committee of Claims. 


from demands unjust in their character or extravagant in their amount; whether ys y :P i the claim of R. F. Bernard, 
any, and what, retrenchment can be made in the expenditur +s of the several De- By Mr. RAN DOLPH : Papers relating to 


: i j States Army— 
partments, without detriment tothe public service ; whether any, and what, abuses for services rendered as a lientenant of cavalry, United Stat 
at any time exist in the failure to enforce the payment of moneys which may be | to the Committee on Military Affairs. 












Ry Mr. SCHLEICHER: Papers relating to the claim of George H. 
Giddings, mail contractor—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

toads. 

: 7 Boa PRINGER: The petition of Daniel Clary, for a pension— 
to the ( ‘ommiuttee on Invalid Pensions. i ss : 

By Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia: The petitions of V. Richards & 
Brothers and A. L. Maxwell, for stores urnished and supplies taken 
py the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

“Also, the petition of Bernard Rice, for compensation for property 
deatroved by the United States Army—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SWANN: The petition of F.C. Latrobe, mayor, and 5,000 
citizens of Baltimore, for an increase of the salaries of letter-carriers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ) 

Also, the petition of George Wolf, for arrears of pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ‘ 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Goldsborough, widow of Rear- 
Admiral L. M. Goldsborough, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. . : 

Also, the petition of John H. Bond and 25 other mechanics and 
laborers of Baltimore, that the salaries of Government employés be 
equalized and that unjust discriminations be destroyed—to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. . hase 

By Mr. TIPTON : Remonstrance of the Letter-Carriers’ Association 
of Bloomington, Ilinois, against making the salaries of one class of 
letter-carriers larger than those of another—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: A paper relating to the establishment of 
a post-route between Whitten’s Stand and Wayland’s Springs—to the 
saine committee, 

‘tien, the petition of John Barclay and other beneficiaries of the 
Naval Asylum at Philadelphia, for a change of their relations to the 
Government by granting them pensions—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: The petition of the workmen on 
Poverty Island light-house, for relief—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of John Pulford to be restored 
to his former rank as a lieutenant-colonel United States Army on the 
retired list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Sawyer for compensation for property 
lost while in the service of the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Thomas W. Hewitt, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky: The petition of Rev. W. H. Miles, 
bishop of the colored Methodist Episcopal Church of America, repre- 
senting a membership of 100,000, for govermental aid for the educa- 
tion of the colored people of the South—to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Papers relating to the claims of Indiana Hughes, 
Charles C. Burke, Francis Molitor, trustees of La Grange College, 
Tennessee, Mrs. Elizabeth Toof, and Rosetta Freel, for property 
taken and destroyed by the United States Army—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

_ Also, papers relating to the claims of Mrs. Lucie A. Jameson, John 

Morrison, Ezekiel T. Keel, Mrs. A. G. Bankhead, R. Dudley Frayser, 
La Grange Synodical College, and Mrs. Sarah E. Norton, for use, 
occupation, and damage to property by United States authorities— 
to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Benjamin Bibb and others, of 
Memphis, Tennessee, to be reimbursed the amonnts wrongfully col- 
lected from them by United States authorities as tax for rope and bag- 
ging—to the same committee. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, November 7, 1877. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Joun Poisat, D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
RESIGNATION OF THE CHAPLAIN. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has received a communication which 
he desires to submit to the attention of the House. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To the honorable the Speaker and House of Representatives : 


GENTLEMEN: Having been unexpectedly called to fill another position, which I 
must regard as providential, I hereby tender my resignation as Chaplain to the 
House, to take effect after Wednesday next. 

. Ww a I remember the cordial support and the complimentary manner in which 

ms aplainey was conferred upon me, I confess I retire from the position with 
- signed regret. Be assured, gentlemen, never while memory holds her seat, by 
: hi I mean the memory of the heart, shall I forget your kindly interest and coar- 
cous bearing toward me during the brief period of my official and social relations 
— Forty-tifth Congress, 

*raying God's blessing upon our common : w st wi 
all personally, I am, qutbinee. aU ap Fg eer eae 


Faithfully, your friend and servant, 


NOVEMBER 5, 1877. 


JOHN POISAL. 
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_Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I ask consent to submit the resolu- 
tion which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heart the letter ‘ust read with feelings of deep 
regret ; and in parting with Dr. Poisal we return him our sincere thanks for the 
manner in which he has discharged his duties. The best wishes of the House go 
with him in his new sphere of usefulness. 


There being no objection the resolution was received, and was 
adopted unanimously. 


a 


GEORGE V. HEBB. 


_ Mr. WHITTHORNE, by unanimous consent, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations: 


_ Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized and directed to pay George 
V. Hebb, out of the contingent fund, the amount which may be due him for serv- 


ices rendered as doorkeeper to the diplomatic gallery from the 5th of January, 
1877, to the Ist of November, 1877. s 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the special order fixed for 
to-day immediately after the reading of the Journal, the Army ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to say that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions wish to postpone the consideration of the Army bill to-day and 
to take it up to-morrow morning immediately after the reading of 
the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee, chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, gives notice that he will not exercise 
his right to-day to bring up the Army appropriation bill, but will do 
so to-morrow immediately after the reading of the Journal. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. EwInG] is recognized. 

Mr. CONGER. I would inquire whether the regular order this 
morning is not the call of committees. 

The SPEAKER. The regular orderis the unfinished business com- 
ing over from yesterday, which was made a special order by the 
action of the House. 

Mr. CONGER. My point is that the special order to which the 
Speaker now refers was to come up after the morning hour, and not 
immediately after the reading of the Journal. I think that is the 
tenor of the resolution making the special order. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution, according to 
the terms of which the Chair must of course decide. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill to repeal the third section of the resumption law be made 
the special order, not to interfere with any appropriation bills. for to-morrow at the 
expiration of the morning hour, and from day to day thereafter until the following 
Tuesday at three o'clock, when the previous question shall be ordered on it and on 
any amendments then pending, all amendments meanwhile to be in order, provided 
the time shall be extended, if necessary, so as to allow five days after the morning 
hour for the consideration of said bill and amendments. Y 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will see that this bill was made a 
special order for yesterday after the morning hour, but that in its 
continuance as a special order it interrupts the morning hour, subject 
only to the priority of appropriation bills ; and the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] has stated that this morning he does not 
wish to exercise his right as to the appropriation bill. 

Mr. CONGER. But the Chair will observe that the last clause of 
the resolution speaks of “ five days after the morning hour.” 

The SPEAKER. That applies in case of an extension of the time 
for the special order. The Clerk will read Rule 56. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The consideration of the unfinished business in which the House may be engaged 
at an adjournment shall be resumed as soon as the Journal of the next day is read, 
and at the same time each day thereafter until disposed of; and if, from any cause, 
other business shall intervene, it shall be resumed as soon as such other business is 
disposed of. And the consideration of all other unfinished business shall be resume: 
whenever the class of business to which it belongs shall be in order under the rules. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan will see that under 
the rule this order necessarily interrupts all business not excepted by 
the wording of the resolution; and the only exception was in favor 
of appropriation bills. 

Mr. CONGER. A part of my understanding in assenting to the 
resolution was that the morning hour should not be interfered with 
by this business. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution does not state so. 

Mr. CONGER. The resolution says “after the morning hour.” 

The SPEAKER. It says that it shall be taken up as the special 
order after the morning hour on Tuesday. The gentleman from 
Michigan having called attention to the matter, enables the Chair, 
after re-exawination, to be further satisfied the course he has taken 
is the right one. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. LEONARD. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LEONARD. I desire to make a personal explanation, and if 
there be no objection will ask leave to have it printed in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection and the gentleman 
will proceed with his explanation. 

Mr. LEONAKD. I prefer to print my personal explanation in the 
Recorp if there be no objection. 

Mr. SAYLER. I hope the gentleman will make his explanation in 
the House. 


i 
‘ 
Re 


sates OE 
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Mr. LEONARD, Mr. Speaker, I regret that I am obliged tomake 
the explanation orally; it is simply this: My attention has been 
called bya number of gentlemen, friends of mine, to what they seemed 
to consider an exhibition of temper on my part during the proceed- 
ings yesterday, and 1 deem it due to myself as well as to the Speaker 
pro tempore (Mr. SAYLER] and the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
STEPHENS,] for whom I entertain the profoundest respect, that I 
should set the matter in its true light. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] reported from the 
Committee on Rules the bill (H. R. No. 282) with the recommenda- 
tion that his committee should be discharged from its farther consid- 
eration and that it should be referred to the Committee of Elections. 
That bill had been introduced by me and referred to the Committee 
on Rules at my request. When the motion was made by the gentle- 
man from Georgia, I claimed the tloor, but I presume the Speaker pro 
tempore did not see me, As soon as the motion to refer had been car- 
nied, I again immediately claimed the floor with a view to move a 
reconsideration, but the Speaker pro tempore stated that the gentle- 
manu from Georgia had moved to reconsider and to lay that motion 
upon the table, which latter motion had prevailed. And it was then, 
and then only, that I rose to the question of order that the gentleman 
from Georgia had not made any motion to reconsider and lay on the 
table; and [ made that point of order not from any spirit of captious- 
ness, as seems to have been understood by some gentlemen on the 
floor, but because a measure of mine was being disposed of, as I 
thought, wrongly, and because I wished to be heard on it. I believe 
a few words from me would have set the matter right, but I was not 
permitted to utter them, although claiming my right to do so at every 
stage of the proceeding. 

As a matter of fact the gentleman from Georgia had not actually 
made any motion to reconsider and lay upon the table. He had in- 
dicated doubtless that this matter should take the usual course, but 
he had made no motion whatever, and I submit that while this cus- 
tom prevails here by unanimous consent it ought not to prevail if 
there be any objection to it. The motion to reconsider is for the pur- 
pose of preventing the final passage of immature measures, and to 
enable the House to correct its errors, but the motion is practically 
abolished here; we have no motion to reconsider whatever, but a 
formula is rashed through at the end of every proceeding which cuts 
off reconsideration, I desire to say that, so far ss I am concerned, I 
have no objection to this mode of proceeding except when I am in- 
terested, but when I am interested Iam not willing to acquiesce in 
it. I trust gentlemen will understand now that what I said yester- 
day arose from no desire to make a display or interfere with the cus- 
tom of the House, but that I objected to a measure of mine being 
wrongly disposed of. It has gone to the Committee of Elections, 
where it does not belong, and I cannot get it before the proper com- 
mittee, all by reason of this custom, which is an abuse and should not 
be tolerated, 

Mr. SAYLER. Mr. Speaker, I certainly was not disposed at all 
yesterday, while occupying the chair, to regard the gentleman as 
acting toward the Chair in a captious spirit, and had no feeling what- 
ever in regard to the matter. He has made two statements this morn- 
ing, however, which I think demand a little attention. The gentle- 
man from Louisiana says he was not permitted to say what he desired 
to say, although claiming the attention of the Chair. The Speaker 
pro tempore will state that the gentleman from Louisiana did not ad- 
dress the Chair from his eeat until after the entire proceeding had 
closed, and the motion to lay on the table the motion to reconsider 
had been acted on. The gentleman states now, or has said to me, 
and I suppose I may say it here, from some other portion of the 
House he attempted to call the attention of the Chair. The Chair 
did not hear the gentleman at all, and be did not appear until, as I 
have already stated, the entire proceeding had terminated. 

Now, as to the matter of fact, I deem it just to say that I put the 
usual formal motion to reconsider and lay that motion upon the table 
after receiving the recognition of the gentleman from Georgia that 
he desired the usual course to be pursued. It is a course which the 
permanent occupant of the chair has always pursued, and it is the 
course which the gentlemen who have oceupied the chair in former 
years have always pursued, and it is precisely the course I had been 
pursuing the entire morning with all the business before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has never known any other course to 
be pursued, and it is right that it should be pursued becanse the gen- 
tleman who has charge of a report has the right to test the sense of 
the Honse on the question of cutting off all dilatory action. 

Mr. SAYLER. I desire further to state, Mr. Speaker, that several 
minutes elapsed in the presentation of this question; that it came 
up in the usual form of a repert; that it was distinctly stated to the 
House by the Chair, and no attempt so far as the occupant of the 
chair conld see was made on the part of any gentleman to object to 
the report made by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I hope the House by 
unanimous consent will allow the motion to reconsider to be made 
now, and that the bill be referred to the Judiciary Committee, which 
I understand will satisfy the gentleman from Louisiana. 


Mr. LEONARD. That is where it ought to go. . 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I hope that direction will be given 


to it. 
The SPEAKER. The motion will be to discharge the Committee 





of Elections from the farther consideration of this bil! The 
man from Georgia asks unanimous consent to move that tl C 
mittee of Elections be discharged from the further ceihoes ane 
the bill and that the same be referred to the Committee oy the Ju i. 
ciary. mca 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georg 
to make the usual motion. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move to reconsider the action of 
the House just had, and move to lay that motion on the table dy 
Mr. LEONARD. I simply wish to say what I intended to say w) 

I made my personal explanation, that I do not desire to tind fault 
with the course pursued by the Speaker pro tempore. 1 ain mae 
that he pursued the customary method, but I find fault wiih the 
method. The gentleman who has charge of a bill has the right - 
make the motion to reconsider, but the Speaker cannot put that 
motion until it has been made. ‘ 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has his remedy, if the House con- 
eur in his jadgment, by referring to the Committee on Rules any. 
thing relating to this matter. % 
Mr. LEONARD. There isa rule already in existence that no mo- 
tion can be entertained unless the gentleman making it addresses 
the Chair. 
The motion of Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, to lay on the table the 
motion to reconsider was agreed to. ; 


Seutle- 


14 13 NOW recognized 


CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON MISSISSIPPI LEVEES. 


Mr. ROBERTSON, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: 
Resolved, That a clerk be allowed to the Committee on the Mississippi 1 vees, 


whose salary shall be fixed by the Committee of Accounts and who shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of this House. 


REPEAL OF THE RESUMPTION CLAUSE. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of the bi!] 
reported by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ew1nG] from the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency, being the bill (H. R. No. 505) to repeal 
the third section of the apt entitled “An act to provide for the re- 
sumption of specie payments.” 

Mr.GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, the legal construction which I think 
must be given to the provisions of the so-called resumption act in- 
duces me to vote for the repealing bill now under consideration. 

I will not presume to discuss the general questions of finance and 
political economy, but I may be permitted to examine the provisions 
of that act and draw my own conclusions as to its construction and 
the effect of its enforcement. 

The resumption act consists of three general propositions : 

1. The redemption and cancellation of the fractional currency by 
issuing subsidiary silver coins in its stead. 

2. Removing the restrictions and limitations upon national bank- 
ing as imposed by the national-bank act, and the retiring and can- 
cellation of legal-tenders to the amount of 80 per cent. of the increased 
national-bank circulation, providing, however, that the legal-tenders 
by this means shall not be reduced below $300,000,000, 

3. The final redemption and cancellation of such legal-tenders a4 
may be outstanding on the Ist day of January, 1879. (See Statutes 
at Large, volume 14, page 296.) 

The second and third propositions are contained in the third section 
of the act. 

I have stated these propositions in their legal effect as I understand 
them. 

Section 5157 of the Revised Statutes limited the total issue of cur- 
rency by national banks, under the national-bank act, to $354,000 000. 

Sections 5178, 5179, 5180, and 5181 of the Revised Statutes prov ided 
for the apportionment of this sum among the States and Territo- 
ries, &c. ; 

It will be observed that the national-bank act is complete without 
these several sections, and but for them there would be no restric- 
tions or limitations upon either the number of banks to be created 
thereby, the amount of circulation to be issued, or the location of 
such banks. 

The third section of the resumption act repealed these several sec- 
tions of the bank act, and thereby made banking free and unre- 
strained. No other legislation was necessary, and none other had, to 
effect this yey : 

Taking all these provisions together I am led to the conclusion that 
the object of the resumption law was to provide a means for the ex- 
tinction of the fractional currency and legal-tenders, and substitute 
instead thereof the subsidiary silver coin, national-bank currency, and 
such coin as could be put in circulation on and after January 1, 1°79. 
The several sections and provisions of the act must be taken and con- 
strned together, and the terms and words used are to have their known 
legal signification. eset 

take it that but little difficulty will be encountered in giving 4 
construction to the first section of the resumption act. It provides— 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and required, as rap- 
idly as practicable, to cause to be Galen at the mints of the United States silver 
coins of the denomination of ten, twenty-five, and fifty cents, of standard —_ 
and to issue them in redemption of an equal number and amount of fractiona : - 
rency of similar denominations, * * * and upon such issue, he is here by author 


ized and nired to redeem an equal amount of such fractional currency until 
the whole coeuns of such fractional currency outstanding shall be redeemed. 








1877. 
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This fractional currency as well as the legal-tender notes were 


. ‘ > 
jasued as obligations of the Government. 


Jedeem, says Webster, is “to purchase back, to regain possession of 


by payment of the stipulated price.” 


odes receive back by paying the obligation, as any promissory note 
aa al debt given by the State, by a company or corporation, or by 


an individual. 


These obligations of the Government are, by the terms of this sec- 
tion, to be redeemed ; that is, “received back by paying the obligation,” 


and the Government is no longer a debtor on account thereof. 
The whole amount of such fractional currency outstanding shall be redeemed. 
None left outstanding, all received back. 


Did it ever oceur to any person that the Secretary of the Treasury, 


under this first section, could re-issue any of this fractional currency 
so redeemed by this act? + : . : 
He has not so construed it, but has given it the same construction 
that I contend for, and has retired and canceled the fractional cur- 
reney so redeemed, and as fast as it is presented for redemption 


-athering it in for the same purpose, and will continue so to do 
until the whole amount of such fractional currency outstanding 


shall be redeemed.” None left outstanding. 
- The third section of the act, after providing for free banking as I 
have already stated, contains this provision, namely : 
And whenever, and so often, as circulating notes shall be issued to any such 


banking association, so increasing its capital or circulating notes, or so newly 
organized as aforesaid, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to 


redeem the legal-tender United States notes in excess of $300 ,000,000 to the amount 


of 80 per cent. of the sam of national-bank notes so issued to any such banking 
association as aforesaid, and to continue such redemption as such circulating notes 
are issued, until there shall be outstanding the sum of $300,000,000 of such legal- 
tender United States notes, and no more. 


Here the same words are used to indicate the duty of the Secretary 
of the Treasury in reference to the United States notes in excess of 
$00,000,000. He shall “redeem them,” and continne “such redemp- 
tion” until there shall be outstanding but $300,000,000. He shall 
discharge the obligation of the Government by paying off the excess 
of $300,000,000, so that it will owe but this sum of legal-tender notes. 
He cannot re-issue them and at the same time reduce the outstand- 
ing amount to $300,000,000. Certainly no other construction can be 
given to this language, nor has any other interpretation been at- 
tempted. By virtue of the provisions of this act $27,509,108 of legal- 
tenders have been retired by being redeemed upon the new issue of 
$34,356,385 of national-bank currency since the date of the resump- 
tion act. 

So far, in this act, the same words are used to direct the Secretary 
of the Treasury in the redemption of the whole amount of outstand- 
ing fractional currency and the outstanding legal-tenders in excess 
of $300,000,000. In both cases he retires from circulation the redeemed 
currency or notes. 

The evident purpose of Congress was by making banking free to 
encourage the banks then existing to ony increase their cireula- 
tion and induce such an increased number of banks as would not 
only reduce the legal-tenders to $300,000,000 by the Ist day of Janu- 
ary, 1X79, by their increased issue, but also furnish such an additional 
supply as would be equal to the legal-tenders to be retired January 
1, 1579, and thereafter. 

Congress had legislated out of existence all circulating notes 
except the legal-tenders and national-bank notes. The Government 
for years before the passage of the resumption act had controlled 
the currency of the country in these twoforms. The entire business 
of the country and people had conformed to the kind and amount of 
currency thus provided, and values were regulated thereby. 

_The largely increased volume of currency thus thrown in circula- 
tion by the act of the Government had contributed greatly to the 
general advance in prices of real estate, merchandise, and labor, 
and the people were compelled to transact the general business of 
the country and make their necessary investments for the conduct 
of their business in the markets and on the inflated prices incident 
to the state of the currency, as made by the Government. There was 
no alternative, 

The business of the country is and always has beep done toa great 
extent on credit. Hence many debts were contracted on the strength 
of the value of property as enhanced by this increased circulation, 
property bought on credit on these values depending on the Govern- 
_ to maintain the volume of currency to which it had advanced 

ices, 

With this state of affairs before Congress, the friends of the re- 
sumption act certainly supposed they had made sufficient provision to 
supply the country with enough currency in the form of national- 
sank notes to justify the retiring of the legal-tenders without con- 
traction. And thus this supply would be ample by January 1, 1879, 
for this purpose. 

' Was necessary, also, to induce a largely increased circulation of 
hational-bank notes, to protect the banks, by insuring a sufticient 
amount of legal-tenders for their necessary reserves, under the bank 
act; for as this circulation increased legal-tenders would be propor- 
tionally withdrawn from cireulation to supply the banks with the 
ten ea reauired by law to redeem their circulation and pay depos- 
iters. This they are required to do with legal-tenders; hence the 
provision which prevented the reduction of legal-tenders below 











$300,000,000 by increased bank circulation. It would be necessary to 
use this sum by the banks for theirprotection. Having thus provided, 
as was evidently then thought, ample provisions for all the currency 
necessary for the country, and, as the friends of the resumption act 
believed, guarded against contraction, the Secretary of the Treasury 
could with safety begin on the Ist of January, 1879, to redeem the 
legal-tenders then outstanding. 

The act then provides that— 


On and after the 1st day of January, A. D. 1879, the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall redeem, in coin, the United States legal-tender notes then outstanding on 
their presentation for redemption at the office of the assistant treasurer of the 
United States in the city of New York in sums of not less than $50. 

Here the Secretary of the Treasury is required to do the same 
thing with reference to the then outstanding legal-tenders as he is 
required to do with “the whole amount of outstanding fractional 
currency,” and with the legal-tenders in excess of three hundred mill- 
ions. Nor is there any perceptible difference in the language used 
in these several provisions of the act. 

With reference to the fractional currency, he is directed to redeem 
“until the whole amount of such fractional currency outstanding shall 
be redeemed.” With reference to the excess of three hundred mill- 
ions of legal-tenders, he is required to continue their redemption— 

As such circulating notes are issued until there shall be outstanding the sum of 
$300,000,000 of such United States notes, and no more. 

And on and after January 1, 1879, he shall redeem, in coin, the United States legal- 
tender notes then outstanding, &c. 

They are to be redeemed, in the same sense that the fractional cnr- 
rency is redeemed. The requirement is as broad and comprehensive 
in one case as the other. These obligations of the Government are to 
be discharged; it is no longer to be a debtor by reason of them. This 
requirement is as far-reaching as it is possible to conceive; it follows 
all the legal-tenders ever issued, until the last solitary wandering 
one outstanding shall be redeemed, paid, and retired. Whatever 
might have been the hopes and even sanguine expectations of the 
friends of this act when passed, it has certainly failed in its operations 
torealizethem. Instead of encouraging and inducing many new banks 
or increased circulation of old banks, it has had the opposite effect. 
The banks with a circulation of ninety cents only to the dollar of 
their bonds, these bonds being then at a handsome premium, the cer- 
tain depreciation of them as resumption approached, the scarcity of 
coin in the country, the necessity of the banks after resumption to 
redeem their circulation and pay depositors in coin if required, and 
the constant calling in by the Government of higher-interest-bearing 
bonds to be supplied with ones bearing lower rates, have conspired to 
aa what was so confidently expected by the friends of this act. 

nstead of an increased bank circulation, we have $35,086,339 less of 
bank circulation than when this ait was passed, and we have 
$27,509,108 less of legal-tenders. 

The banks at once after the passage of this act began to sell their 
bonds, realizing therefor the full sum of dollar for dollar, instead of 
ninety cents to the dollar of circulation, and in addition the large 
premium that they were worth, and retire their own circulation. 

If the provisions of this act were thought in January, 1875, to be 
necessary to prepare the way for resumption in 1879, by providing a 
volume of currency that would justify retiring the legal-tenders 
without contraction, which as I have shown has utterly failed to 
accomplish the end desired, why should we insist upon its execution ? 
The only tendency of this act is to more rapid and certain contrac- 
tion. This means rapid and certain depreciation of values, and this 
means general bankruptcy of the active business men of the country. 

I take it that it can not be claimed that section 3579 of the Re- 
vised Statutes is in force as against this resumption act. The lan- 
guage of that section is as follows: 

When any United States notes are returned to the Treasury they may be 
re-issued from time to time, as the exigencies of the public interests may require. 

This was enacted as early as 1562, and for the purpose of author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to do what under the legal-tend- 
er act he supposed he had no authority to do. But the quantity of 
legal-tenders having been authorized and no provision for their re- 
demption having been made, their flowing into the Treasury in the 
course of business was not redemption in the proper sense of that 
word ; and, until legislation for their redemption was made, this pro- 
vision is perfectly consistent with the legal-tender act. 

But the resumption act is for the purpose of the redemption of the 
legal-tenders, and all its provisions are inconsistent with the above 
section; and if it were not expressly repealed by the act it would 
certainly be so by implication. 

Certainly it will not be claimed that it is operative as against the 
provisions for the redemption of the fractional currency or the legal- 
tenders in excess of three hundred millions. It is equally inconsist- 
ent with the last clause of the act: 

Every statute is by implication a repeal of all prior statutes so far as it is con- 


trary and repugnant thereto and without any repealing clause.—Sedgwick on Stat- 
utes and Constitutional Law, page 125. 


But the resumption law in terms repeals this and all other incon- 
sistent laws. 
The last paragraph of the statute is as follows: 


And all provisions of law inconsistent with the provisions of this act are hereby 
repealed. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, entertuining these views of the resumption act 
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and believing, as I do, that an attempt to enforce its provisions will 
result in a great and speedy contraction of the legal-tenders, and that 
ruinous results to business and property will of necessity follow, I am 
in duty bound to vote for its repeal; and therefore support the bill 
now before the House. 

In doing this I do not oppose resumption, nor am I in favor of in- 
flation. Iam unalterably opposed to any new issue of legal-tenders, 
and look hopefally to the short future when legal-tenders and coin 
will be of the same value; when the legal tender in the bands of the 
people will be as valuable as gold coin. And if in the future coin 
may circulate with the legal-tenders and it may then be shown that 
we may retire legal-tenders with safety to the business interests of 
the country, it will be time enough to legislate for contraction. 

And if the resumption act could be legally and fairly construed to 
be simply an act to make interchangeable coin and legal-tenders, 
without the contraction of the latter, it would very materially alter 
the case. But such, in my judgment, cannot be the legal construc- 
tion of that act. 

On and after the Ist day of January, A. D. 1279, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall redeem in coin the United States legal-tender notes 
then outstanding, on their presentation for redemption, &c. 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall then pay the obligation of the 
Government in money, just as he is required to redeem the whole 
amount of outstanding fractional currency. There is no authority for 
him to re-issue them. And if the legal-tender act can only be main- 
tained, as the courts have indicated, as a war measure, the attempt 
to issue them again after redemption, either with or without au- 
thority of law, for that purpose, would be restrained by the courts. 

If this act is to be enforced, I can see in the future the rapid with- 
drawal from circulation of the legal-tenders, no provision for cur- 
rency to take their place, the inevitable depreciation of values, gen- 
eral bankruptcy, and all the evils that of necessity follow these 
things. 

Mr. DEERING. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GARDNER ] one question. Are we to infer that by enactment we could 
not so legislate as to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to re- 
issue those legal-tender notes? I simply ask the question for infor- 
mation. 

Mr. GARDNER. I onderstand, Mr. Speaker, that our courts have 
held, in fact have so declared, that the legal-tender notes were issued 
and allowed to be maintained simply as a war necessity, and that 
their legality consists in that fact. If they are redeemed by the pro- 
visions of this act, the purposes of their issue have been completed ; 
if Congress conld not pass for that exigency a law for their issue, 
certainly no act that they can pass for their re-issue could be main- 
tained if the other could not be maintained. Therefore I have main- 
tained that there is no means by which we may legislate for their 
re-issue, if that is the law as declared or indicated by the Supreme 
Court. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I find myself agreeing in many of 
the propositions which my colleague from Ohio [Mr. GARDNER] has 
just stated, bat differ from some of the conclusions he would draw 
from premises he has laid down. I agree with him in believing that 
the only sound currency any country can have is one which is intro- 
convertible with coin. I agree with him in desiring a resumption of 
specie payments in this country as early as it may be practicably 
accomplished. 

Starting from these premises and being willing to admit the ambigu- 
ity which was contained in the law of 1575, which has been referred to, 
and the repeal of the third section of which is before us, I, however, 
draw the conclusion, being a resump)ionist in principle, that it would 
be wiser to amend the law so as to reach the end we are aiming at, 
rather than to repeal it entirely, and thus remove from the statute- 
book every pretense of an attempt or purpose at any time to resume 
specie payments. 

Let us, sir, distinctly meet this issue. I know very well the power 
of a mivority to obstruct legislation or prevent the affirmative enact- 
ment of any statute. The question now before this Honse is: Shall 
we put it in the hands of a minority which we know to exist, and who 
are not iv favor of specie ae gees at any time or under any cireum- 
stances, to prevent any law from being passed which shall ever 
accomplish that result? It seems to me that is what we have to 
meet. 

I offered, sir, on yesterday, an amendment which I thonght would 
remove such objections as my friend has urged against the law of 
1875, and which would embody those things which appeared to me 
essential, if we intend to resume specie payments at all. It is to that 
amendment that I desire particularly to call the attention of the 
House, so that we may see whether those of us who agree in believing 
that we ought to resume at some time cannot agree upon a measure 
like this, which will at least offer us a way out of our difficulty. 

I will state in brief what it is and will not tronble the House to 
hear it read. The third section of the act which it is now proposed 
to repeal consists of several clauses. The first enlarges the bank- 
ing act, so as to make free banking. The second clause of the section 
provides for the retiring of 80 per cent. in volume of the legal-tender 
notes, for every increase of circulation by the national banks. I do 
not propose in the amendment I offered to interfere with this first 
clause; I leave the national banks as they are left by the original 
law of 1°75; but in place of the second clause of the section I would 


substitute a provision which I will refer toin a moment. n 
canceling of legal-tender notes"in excess of $300,000.00y) . 
as they are presented at the Treasury of the United States a ; 
deemed. The quantity in excess of that amount is set tenes - 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PHILLIPs]) told us yesterday th: The 
amount in circulation is not more than from thirteen to {iit = 
ions in excess of $300,000,000, and consequently that port 
amendment is of comparatively little moment. The : 
is that we propose to keep the $300,000,000 of gove 
now known as legal-tenders in circulation. 

We propose, also, outside of that, to have free banking under the 
national-bank law ; to have both Government carrency aud bank ¢ - 
rency as being in accord with what may be regarded the settled o . 
ion of the country. The amendment is in the nature of a « ne : 
which proposes to limit the issue of legal-tenders to $300,000.00) por 
then return by gradual approaches to specie payments. It is by he 
ing this principle of beg.nning at the point where we are to-day . i 
going step by step, making each month carry us over some portion of 
the distance to the point which we desire to reach, that we are ost 
likely to succeed. We desire to increase the value of the paper dol- 
lar 1 per cent. per annum until we bring its value up to the point that 
we all wish to attain, namely: topar in coin. The amendment pro- 
poses to begin on the Ist of January next by paying ninety-sevey 
cents on the dollar for our Treasury notes, in coin, and to proceed by 
adding a half cent every six months, bringing them to par in coin by 
the Ist of January, 1ss1. P 

I desire to present some reasons why this proposition should be 
adopted. I think we have hitherto found that in discussing the 
question of resumption of specie payments this question has troubled 
the public mind, “ What assurance have we that when the time fixed 
upon for the resumption of specie payments comes the Government will 
be prepared to carry out and the national Legislature will adhere to 
that policy?” The country asks whether, after having declared that 
resmnption shall take place at a given time but failed to provide any 
detinite means of reaching the result, it can be regarded certain that 
any earnest effort is intended. 

The great political party represented on my left have bronght it 
as one of the charges against the party to which I belong that we 
have really done nothing toward resumption; that we have never 
accomplished anything in that direction. Now, I am willing to admit 
that there is some weight in that objection in so far as we have failed 
to provide definite and fixed steps toward the desired result; and if 
there are gentlemen upon the other side of the House who really wish 
the Government to resume specie payments, I think they can meet 
me and those who believe with me upon the ground proposed in my 
amendment. How shall we reach resumption? Not by saying that 
we will resume in 1879 or 1881, but by providing intermediate steps 
leading to that result, and calculated to secure it. 

When an outcry against contraction is made, I think it has weight 
only so far as it is a protest against a forced contraction by the act 
of the Government, or by the national Legislature. The Secretary 
of the Treasury some years ago, under authority of act of Congress, 
began to retire the legal-tender currency, and the result was a sense 
of pressure in the money market, which was soon reflected here, and 
resulted in a repeal of the authority for contraction. Why did it 
thus atfect the money market ? Simply because, as is always the cas: 
a contraction thus forced is like the process of lifting a weight by 4 
screw. It must be done by the mere force of a pressure applied so 
as to bring the currency nearer to the value of coin than it would or- 
dinarily come. My method would be to redeem our currency at what 
it is now worth in coin, and by reducing the premium on the coin 
make it day by day, month by month, and year by year, raore valua- 
ble. Then you do not bring a pressure on the money market, but the 
process has rather the effect of easing it. If the holder of currency 
can see that the Government of the United States will make his Treas- 
ury notes more valuable next year than they are this year, by redeem- 
ing in coin at a lessrate of premium such notes as may be presented, 
his confidence in the currency itself will be increased. If at the same 
time this increase in value is so slow as to remove the temptation to 
hoard the legal-tender notes, their return to the Treasury for redemp- 
tion will oceur only in case the quantity in circulation shall be found 
in fact larger than the business of the country will naturally and 
easily float. . 

This is no forced contraction ; it is applying the test of actual ex- 
periment to ascertain whether you have more paper curcency in the 
country than youcan float at a given rate of premium on coin. Your 
steps in the process, then, should be far enough apart to give a test 
of this at each interval by letting the supply settle to the amount 
actually demanded. We want simply to test whether the existing 
amount of currency will float or not; and the only satisfactory 
method I can conceive of is this of bringing it to the test of actual 
redemption as we go along. Of what use is it to inquire whether we 
have as much or less currency per capita than other nations, when by 
such an experimentum crucis we can demonstrate whether our supp'y . 
equal to or in excess of the demands of the business of the country 

Therefore, if on the Ist day of January, 1878, we say we will redeem! 
our national currency in coin at a rate of 3 per cent. premium op the 
coin, we thereby apply the direct test whether or not there be wl 
paper currency in the country than the business of the country W! 
tloat at that rate of premium. Who objects to this? We have cou- 
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tly said that we did not want inflation and did not want forced | paper money as against money convertible into coin. I believe we 
stantiy 8¢ , . 


‘ion. We want simply to apply the experiment naturally. 
conse - it I propose to do by this amendment, and I think it will | 
ele it if passed. d 2 ht 
: com may say, Why not go on more rapidly? The reason is plain. 

~ must not proceed so rapidly that the mere increase in the valne 
Wem .r by the promise of the Government to make it worth more 
. ee in coin will be a sufficient motive to hoard it. If you make 
ee appreciate in value 3 per cent. per annum, inasmuch as 
ve ew all the year past that was about the average rate at which 
oe tee could be placed in Wall street, of course the people will 
call poe this currency is just as good as any loan on securities which 
ol could get; copseqnently the notes might be hoarded. We might 
find to our cost that at the end of our attempted resumption the cur- 
reney which had been thus hoarded would be crowded upon us for 
redemption so fast as to exhaust all our hoarded coin and force a new 
suspension. ails es ace . 7 

Consequently it is indispensable in every such system that we 
should proceed 80 slowly as to test fairly at each step the question 
whether or not the quantity of currency in the country is in excess 
of the actual demands of trade ; and in that way only can we settle 
the question how much currency will stay afloat. 

When, therefore, any gentleman complains to me that the national 
banks have been retiring their currency voluntarily, my answer is 
that the men engaged in banking are supposed to be looking after 
their interests; and when it is no longer profitable to loan money as 
the national banks loan it, it only proves that there is too much 
earrency in the country; so much that it is no longer protitable, as 
compared with other uses for money, to put their Government bonds 
into the form of national-bank-note circulation, and then to loan the 

sirculation. 

“Theremay be another reason for contraction by the banks, but I think 
its force would be annulled by what I have already stated. There 
might be a contraction on the partof the national banks growing out of 
the fear that a very early resumption of specie payments on the part 
of the Government would make it necessary for them to anticipate a 
rapid return of their own notes for redemption ; and it consequently 
might appear to cautious bank managers to be the part of prudence 
to reduce the amount of their circulation prior to the time fixed for 
resumption and to avoid the possibility of a “ran” upon their banks 
as soon as coin payments may be begun. This is one of the possible 
disturbances of the natural process of adapting the supply of cur- 
reney tothe demand which can only be removed, as 1 think, by making 
the approach to coin payments at par so slowly and by such definite 
and fixed steps as shall enable all intelligent business men to caleu- 
late with some confidence on the probable effect of the plan we may 
adopt, and to take away the feeiing of timidity and uncertainty which 
might otherwise cause an unnecessary contraction of the bank-note 
circulation. 

f, then, our operations be so moderate and so slow that we cun 
see, step by step, whether the currency we have will remain afloat, it 
seems to me every sound objection against resumption will be re- 
moved. Our mouths will be stopped unless we take the ground that 
we do not believe in a currency redeemable in specie at all. These 
are the general principles I have attempted to embody in the amend- 
went I have offered. This plan will, as I sincerely believe, give us a 
safe resumption, and if not a speedy one, at least one which will be 
iu accordance with the real interests of the country, and of which 
neither the debtor nor the creditor class can complain. 

I desire to say very little more on this subject. We can, as I think, 
afford to say that we will, in addition to the three hundred millions 
of Treasury-note currency, allow the national banks to be free. We 
may safely allow them to issne as much currency as the country 
desires, a8 much as the business interests of the country require. 
Those wants create the demand, and the certainty of suppl ywill be 
determined simply by the profit which men will tind in establishing 
pew national banks, if they have the capital on which to found them. 

Ido not see why we may not go forward on a basis like this. An 
approximation to specie at the rate of 1 per cent. per annuin is cer- 
tainly slow enough to insure that the currency will not be hoarded 
for the increase of value ; and it will give a little more time than is 
now provided to adapt the business interests of the country to the 
condition of specie payments, and to prove what may be the effect 
which is to follow the remonetization of silver. The history of the past 
few years has shown that we need not fear a reckless inflation from 
free banking, for the proverbial caution of capital has prevented any 
het increase of bank-notes, in view of the probable return to coin pay- 
ments within a comparatively short time. 

The question will be asked, why not resume on the Ist day of Jan- 
vary, 1579, as the law now provides? I answer that I am inclined 
to yield as far as I have already indicated to the arguments which 
have been based upon the fact that in the plan we have followed 
hitherto there has been no actual test of the amonnt of paper money 
Which could be kept in circulation in the presence of protfered coin 
redemption, and that the practical solution of this problem would 
e worth the delay which my amendment contemplates. 1 am there- 
fore disposed to yield so far to that argument as to say that we will 
take a little more time within which we will apply a proof of the kind 

have spoken of, and thus settle the question. 
I do not propose to discuss at all the question of irredeemable 


are all agreed upon this, that whether we ever resume specie pay- 
ments or not, and whether we have Treasury notes in circulation or 
not, the bulk of the ordinary currency of the country will be in 
paper. All with whom I expect to act believe that this paper must 
be redeemable in coin, and kept at the value of coin by such redemp- 
tion. Therefore, it does not seem to me that it is worth our while to 
go into the discussion of paper curreney which is not redeemable, 
which nobody intends to redeem—a currency based upon any of the 
exploded theories of which the world has been full—a currency which 
should be merely token currency, whether of paper or base metal, or 
anything else. I do not imagine that I could change the opinion of 
any gentleman who believes in such a currency. Therefore I frankly 
state my position as one of those who desire to see a return to specie 
payments by means of successive steps, which are really calculated 
to bring it about. Then, at the end we may come to the question 
which my friend and colleague [Mr. GARDNER] has already stated. 
Then, when the legal-tender quality of the Treasury note has served 
its purpose, when we are actually back at redemption in coin, we 
can take up this question of the war power of the Government to 
issue legal-tender notes at all, and declare whether the Constitution 
permits that the legal-tender quality of this currency shall still 
remain in it. 

In order that I may be perfectly frank here, I will say that my own 
preference wonld be to declare now that when we have reached specie 
payments by the steps which I have indicated, the legal-tender qual- 
ity of the notes should cease ; because I agree with my colleague that 
to give such legal-tender quality is possible only under one of the 
war powers of the Government, the exercise of which should not be 
continued beyond what is necessary. But we have meanwhile time 
within which we may thus seek to make an honest, rational approach 
to the end we profess te desire. Within that period we may discuss 
the question I have just stated. It seemed to me, therefore, that I 
might, in deference to the views of some of my friends on this side of 
the House, waive that discussion at present. Still I preferred to 
state my own position in order that there might be no doubt about 
my attitude in regard to any phase of the subject. 

Party lines no longer indicate the opinions of the people with regard 
toa question of currency. There are gentlemen here on bothsidesof the 
House who are thoroughly honest and in earnest in desiring a return 
by proper means to specie payments within a reasonable period. To 
all such I offer this amendment as a means of coming to an under- 
standing. There are those also who do not believe in such a return 
to specie payments at any time or in any manner, and with these we 
must frankly differ. Cannot those of us who agree as to the object 
to be sought agree upon some method by which to attain it? 

For one, I am willing to abide by the result of a fair experiment as 
to the demand for currency, insisting only that the experiment shall 
be upon conditions that may be a touchstone to insure the preserva- 
tion and gradual increase of the value of the circulating medium. 
If under such conditions the amount of the currency should run up 
to five thousand millions, absurd as the supposition seems to me, I 
would have no objection te it. The question is what we need; and 
this question should be determined by something that is really atest, 
not by the mere opinion of any theorist that twenty dollars or thirty 
dollars a head is the proper limit, nor by any comparison with coun- 
tries of the Old World. In saying this,I 4m very far from wishing to 
be understood as contemning theory or despising the lessons of his- 
tory. Few men have more faith in them. I am only bringing into 
stronger relief my belief that actual, present convertibility, at all 
stages of the process of resumption, may be made the demonstrative 
proof of the safe and proper quantity of our circulating medium, and 
that consequently it is a mistake to resort to arguments from analogy 
or comparison when the simpler and indisputable test may be so easily 
applied. 

A few more words and I have done. I believe that one of the 
greatest evils that can ever happen to a country in its financial rela- 
tions is a rapid finctuation in the value of its currency; and it does 
not matter whether the fluctuations are upward or downward. What 
we need, in my judgment, is something that shall be as nearly as pos- 
sible a stable, continuous, even value. I believe we cannot get it in 
any other way than such as I have indicated. Consequently I also 
believe that we should regard it as one of the most solemn duties 
that can be imposed upon us as legislators to see to it that there shall 
not be created unnecessary fluctuations by anything we may do. As 
we have now a currency worth within 3 per cent. of par in coin, let 
us be exceedingly careful lest by letting down the bars, by encour- 
aging inflation withont stint, we cause vibrations which shall over- 
turn all values. I believe, as I have said, in proceeding cautiously ; 
by slow steps; trying to keep what we have already gained, and not, 
after we have approached within a few feet of shore, lannching out 
again upon the deep stream. Consequently I look with great alarm 
upon a proposition to annonnee to the world, by an unconditional 
repeal of the act of 1875, that the United States has taken down all 
the bars against inflation ; that it shall now depend simply upon the 
eaprice of Congress whether there shall be a great addition to the 
national legal-tender currency, unchecked by any effective means of 
preserving its value. 

Under the present law your bankers are conservative, because they 
are looking forward to the necessity within a few years of meeting 
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their notes in coin; but if you take off that safeguard, if you say to 


them you shall never resume, or even that you have no definite or 
abiding purpose of resuming, you directly and most powerfully encour- 
age intlation. It is therefore in the interest of steady progress toward 
an end, which I believe a majority of this House and the country de- 
sire, that I have offered the amendment which has been read. 

Mr. RIDDLE rose. 

Mr. SAMPSON. 
his seat I should like to ask him a question. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I should be glad to hear the gentleman’s ques- 
tion. 

Mr. SAMPSON. 
be that after legal-tenders may be redeemed in coin there is no con- 
stitutional power to re-issue them? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. No,sir; I believe that after the Government 
notes are redeemed in coin there is no constitutional difficulty in 
their re-issue, except as it arises under the question whether or not 
you will issue them as legal-tenders. I believe that if we have the 
right under the Constitution to issue legal-tender notes at all, we 
have also the right to prolong the legal-tender quality of the notes 
so far as we may find it necessary in order to reach the end we aim 
at, namely, a permanent return to specie payments; but I believe 
that when we have fully reached this result, when we have got to the 
point where it is no longer a doubtful question whether the Govern- 
ment can redeem its notes in coin at par, then it will be our duty 
(although that is not included in my amendment) to take away their 
legal-tender quality. 1 do not believe the issue of legal-tender Treas- 
ury notes can be made a perpetuity under the Constitution. But I 
wish distinctly to be understood ; that proposition is not included in 
the amendment I have offered, because I am willing to leave it to 
be settled by the discussions of Congress and the growth of public 
opinion in the country for the next few years. 

Mr. SAMPSON. The gentleman has not clearly answered my ques- 
tion. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I desire to do so. State it again. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Iwilldoso. When weshall have redeemed legal- 
tender notes in coin, will we then have the consvitutional power to 
re-issue them as legal tender? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Does the gentleman mean from time to time, 
during a limited period ? 

Mr. SAMPSON. I mean hereafter. 
for complete redemption after 181. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAMPSON. That is, as I understand, his amendment. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I mean to be explicit. I believe we have the 
power to continue the legal-tender quality of the note so long as in 
good faith we may deem it necessary as part of the process of getting 
out of the condition in which we were put during the war; but after 
we are fairly out of it, I do not say whether in one, two, or three 
years, but within a reasonable period thereafter, when we have got 
back into the full relations of a time of peace and into full redemp- 
tion at par, then the legal-tender quality of the note ought to cease, 
and we have not the constitutional power thereafter to continue it. 

Mr. SAMPSON. The gentleman believes it ought to cease, but the 
question is whether we have the constitutional power to continue it 
at all. 

Mr.COX,of Ohio. Ido not know that Icananswerthe question more 
clearly. We have the constitutional power to get out of the condi- 
tion which was created under the war powers of the Government, 
and to do this in such a way as not to destroy the interests of the 
country; and it is a matter of little practical moment whether it 
takes one or two, or ten years, so that we are really doing in earnest 
what we can as part of the process of getting back to the normal 
conditions and relations of a time of*peace. Is not that sufficient? 
I do not see how I could say anything more. 

Mr. SAMPSON. As I understand the gentleman he takes the posi- 
tion in his amendment that after 1881 we shall be in condition to 
redeem in coin all outstanding legal-tender notes. Now, with the 
notes at that time redeemed in coin, can we after that period, under 
the Constitution, re-issue and make them legal tender? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Clearly enough, I think, fora brief period. But 
I believe that period must have a limit which it isin the discretion of 
Congress to determine. The continuance of the legal-tender quality 
of the notes being prolonged during the successive steps of our 
approach to specie payments, we may regard the process as lasting 
for some brief time thereafter. It is not necessarily true that we 
shall be able to continue specie payments steadily under all cir- 
cumstances that may arise, and it may be wise to preserve the legal- 
tender quality for a little while, concurrently with the redemption 
of the notes at par in coin, when payment is demanded at the counter 
of the Treasury. I can conceive that this might be the case for a 
year or more, though as I have already distinctly said, I am myself 


willing to fix the limit of all paper legal-tenders at the time when we 
reach coin payments at par. 


The gentleman has provided 


I simply say I believe it to be the constitutional duty of Congress, | 


after it shall have reached the period when it can redeem at par its 


legal-tender notes at all, then within some other reasonable period to | vate contract in this matter, except so far as the egal-tender note 18 


put an end to their legal-tender quality altogether. 


I cannot make 
it more definite than that. 


Before the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] takes | 


Do I understand the position of the gentleman to | 





| dollar. 





Mr. SAMPSON. The latter part of the amendment provides 


And after the issue of said legal-tender notes shal 


1 be reduced by 
tion as aforesaid to the sum of $300,000,000— ednced by 


Buch redemp. 

And that I believe is at the commencement of the year 188] - 
any further sums of said notes which may be ; ; 
this act shall not be canceled and destroyed, b 
propriation made by Congress. 

Even after we arrive at that period, the commenceme 
have made full provision for the redemption of the legal-tende 
coin, then there is still here a provision that they may be re coma 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. So far as the amendment is concerned ites 
presses no opinion and makes no rule. It leaves the ge ; 
believe they may continue these legal-tender notes in cireulatioy . 
safe as they can be under any proposition they may themselves or og 
But while the question is thus left open, I have for the sake of fr a 
ness expressed my own opinion that we must within some reasyn, sble 
period after that time put an end to the legal-tender quality, and ther 
if they are re-issued, it must be as United States Treasury notes pac. 
able on demand. Fe “I 

Mr. SAMPSON. Is not this amendment open to the same uncer. 
tainty in this respect as the act of January 14, 1875? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Notatall. The amendment has no uncertainty 
about it. It says that until something further is done by Conyrecs 
these notes may be re-issued as legal tender. There I leave it, It 
will need a future act of Congress, dealing with the subject de novo 
to change that. 5 F 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand the proposition of the gentleman from 


redeemed under the I 
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mt may be re-issue — 


d under any a 
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nt of 1881, ang 


ex 
ntlemen who 
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| Ohio to be this: He starts with the principle that the Government 


should pay its promises in coin. As the law now stands, the legal- 
tender note is worth ninety-seven cents on the dollar. The gentleman 
~~ to pay the legal-tender note, from the Ist of January, 1x7 
at the rate of ninety-seven cents on the dollar in coin. From subse. 
quent dates he proposes to pay it in coin at ninety-seven and a half, 
at ninety-eight, at ninety-nine, and at one hundred, reaching com- 
plete resumption or payment in full in gold in the year Iss1. I would 
like to ask the gentleman if it would not have been proper to apply 
the same principle when the legal-tender note was worth fifty cents 
in gold; if we should not have begun then to buy in the promises of 
the United States at a discount of 50 per cent? If the principle is 
good, so that its application can be commenced now, would it not 
have been so then ? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I will answer the gentleman’s question with 
great frankness. I think all practical business men will admit this: 
that there is a time when everybody recognizes so plainly the fact 
that fluctuations are extraordinary that they will not take sucha 
period as a sample of an ordinary current of events; that conse- 
quently, when gold was at 280, it was our duty to wait a little and 
see what would be the rate of relative values to which paper and 
coin would settle when we should reach something like a normal con- 
dition of things. We have waited for that. We have got beyond 
the extraordinary, the abnormal condition. We have got where we 
can look back and see for a period of years a gradual improvement. 
Having thus passed the period of a great flood and freshet, as it were, 
and having resumed something like the ordinary condition o. the 
current, we may now take the premium on coin as we find it, and 
decide upon the steps which we could not have taken when the tluct- 
uations were so extraordinary. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I understand the distinction in the gentleman's 
mind as to obligations to keep a contract is only between ordinary 
and extraordinary circumstances. I would ask the gentleman, then, 
how he would have applied that principle at the time when a legal- 
tender note was worth eighty cents on a dollar, a time long after 
the period of extraordinary fluctuations had passed ? : 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I will answer the gentleman. As an actual 
matter of history, I began the advocacy of the doctrine I have now 
stated in the year 1867, when gold was at a premium of 16, a point 
of time sufficiently near for practical effect to that supposed by the 
gentleman, when legal-tender notes were worth eighty cents on the 
But I wish also to answer the innuendo so often made, that 
we propose to break contracts. I wish to be understood as saying 
that I do not believe in any such logic in regard to the currency. 

The governmental currency, in whatever view you take it, is sub- 
stantially a loan by the people of the country to the Government. 
In this case, as it happens, it is a loan under special circumstances. 
I am entirely free to say, resumptionist as I am, that if the people of 
the United States who hold the whole of this currency, (no part of 
it being beyond our borders,) after full public discussion, declare 
through their Senators and Representatives in Congress assembled 
that the Government should pay the circulating notes in 1530, 1", 
or at any other definite time, they have the absolute right so to o. 
As to the time, in short, the question is a political one, and not one 0 
contract. 

It is between the people and their own Government, and, conse- 
quently, I never will make the argument based upon the law of pri- 


in terms a contract on its face to pay in coin. The question wh it 
shall be paid has been distinctly delegated by the people to Con 
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The payment in coin is the only explicit covenant in the con- 
—_ wind therefore I cannot understand this logic about a breach 
(rac -ract in regard to the time of resumption. If we look at the 
= ‘th note, we shall find that a dollar legal-tender is a promise 
fat ca overnment to pay one dollar. For the definition of a dollar 
c= ‘ look to the statute fixing the United States coinage, which 
oF only authoritative dictionary that can give us the meaning of 
= oe 4. The contract extends so far, but it does not contain on its 
poe ee time when it is to be paid, nor is there any distinct or im- 
wy eet with the Government to pay at any stated time. The 
pliec le left the question indefinite as to when the Government should 
ne its promises ; but the implication as to time is fairly to be 
pear yreted so as to make it the duty of the Government to provide 
+ ceaplete redemption within as short a reasonable time as may be 
aa eae with the general weal of the country. k 

Mr. BLAIR. I would like to ask the gentleman this question : Is 
not his proposition simply and purely one to postpone the day of re- 

imption until 1881? And in this view he offers to pay in coin what 
the paper of the Government is worth. No one will ask for coin, 
since paper is more convenient. In another year the paper of the 
Government will be worth 1 per cent, more, and then who will ask 
for coin? What reason is there to suppose that the redemption of a 
single dollar of legal-tenders will be called for until the time has 
arrive a when actual payment of the debt is to be made? ; 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. The gentleman seems to give only an addi- 
tional reason in favor of my argument. If he finds that the people 
of the country, to use a common phrase, **diseount” the approach of 
the notes to coin, so much the better, because it will afford the Gov- 
ernment the opportunity to test at each point, year by year, and half 
year by half year, whether or not the paper currency is in excess of 
the business wants of the country. If it is not in excess and the 
people prefer the paper dollar to coin, there will be ro occasion for 
redemption, and I shall not object to that at all. I leave that to the 
action of the laws of business and trade. - What I desire, as I have 
so often repeated, is to test the wants of the people as to currency. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then, I would ask at what rate the gentleman pro- 
poses to re-issue the $300,000,000 of legal-tender which may be called 
for under the appropriations of Congress; whether at the rate at 
which they have been paid by Congress, or at par? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. That question is never an embarrassing one. 
Every business man understands the difference between coin con- 
tracts and eurrency contracts, The Government will pay currency 
contracts in currency and coin contracts in coin, as private business 
men Go. 

Mr. BLATR. I understand, then, the general principle upon which 
the gentleman bases his amendment is that there is no such thing as 
an obligation on the part of the Government to pay specie unless it 
finds it to be convenient so to do? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Not at all. I amendeavoring in good faith, by 
steps that nataraly lead to it, to get back to specie payments within 
arcasonable time, doing all that the Government is called upon to 
do in fulfillment of its contract. The alternative is repudiation. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to know whether the gentleman recognizes the 
obligation of a contract on the part of the Government when it gives 
a promise to pay. 

Mr, COX of Ohio. I have answered that inquiry explicitly. Our 
legal-tender note is a contract to pay in coin within a future period 
not fixed upon its face and which the people have purposely left in- 
definite. I am trying to perform that contract, and, the time being 
left thus indefinite to make it definite, it is not in law or in morals 
the case of an overdue note. No lawyer for a moment can have any 
doubt in regard to the meaning of a contract payable in such a way. 
The Government is bound within a reasonable period to pay it. I 
am endeavoring to find a succession of steps which will bring us to 
such payment within a reasonable period, and to test from year to 
year, by the actual redemption of notes at their current value, what 
are the monetary wants of the country. 

Mr.RIDDLE. Mr. Speaker, I propose to discuss the resumption law 
and to advocate its repeal in connection with a review of other legisla- 
tion which has inflicted irremediable disaster and irreparable losses 
upon the people of this country, and at the same time to enter an 
earnest plea in favor of substantial equality in the imposition of the 
burdens and the distribution of the benefits of the Government in 
future legislation; and I will at once proceed to the discharge of the 
duty I have imposed upon myself, 

lhe establishment of justice and the promotion of the general 
Welfare were among the primary objects had in view by the people 
of the United States when they ordained and established their Con- 
olcuton. The delegation of authority by that Constitution to Con- 
- for the execution and enforcement of its provisions was made 
oan to the limitations of the preamble, and with the manifest 
saa that the legislation of Congress should establish justice, 

P aa equality, and promote the general welfare. 
ea - ity and law are contradictory terms. That government, and 
of its er is @ perfect government which produces by the exercise 
ae e rk © power an equilibrium between the two supreme 
i ne : hich influence the actions of men—selfishness and benev- 
abies’ ~ as the former is so much stronger than the latter, the 

Ject of all proper legislation should be to check selfishness and 





encourage benevolence. We have the highest authority for the asser- 
tion that— 


Law has two and only two foundations—equity and utility, and that they are con- 
ditions without which nothing can give it any foree. . 


And this definition is but another statement of the heroic declara- 
tion of Sydney: 


ae which is not just is not law, and that which is not law ought not to be 
obeyed. 


Edmund Burke, whose expansive and catholic mind gave him so 
profound an insight into the philosophy of jurisprudence, lays down 
for our instruction and guidance these axiomatic principles : 


All human laws are merely declaratory ; they may alter the mode and applica- 
tion, but have no power over the substance of original justice. The other founda- 
tion of law, which is utility, must be understood, not of partial or limited, but of 
general and public utility, connected in the same manner with, and derived directly 
from, our rational nature ; for any other utility may be the utility of a robber, but 
cannot be that of a citizen ; the interest of the domestic enemy, and not that of a 
member of the commonwealth. This present equality can never be the founda- 
tion of statutes, which create an artiticial difference between men in order to induce 
a consequential inequality in the distribution of justice. Law is a mode of human 
action respecting society, and must be governed by the same rules of equity which 
govern every private action. 





























And this, in substance, is but the definition of Sir William Black- 
stone: 


Law is a rule of civil conduct ponies by the supreme power in the state, com- 
manding that which is right and prohibiting that which is wrong. 


Congress bas no right to pass a law which will be prejudicial to 
the whole community, for in all forms of government the people are 
the true legislators, and— 

Whether the immediate and instrumental canse of the law be a single person or 
many, the remote and efficient cause is the consent of the people, either actual or 
implied, and such consent is absolutely essential to its validity. 

I have not the least doubt that the elementary principles just 
enunciated command the assent and cordial approval of the states- 
men and of the people of this country ; and my present purpose is to 
review as briefly as possible some of the legislation of the Congress 
of the United States enacted since 1865, and to submit to the country 
the question whether such legislation was wise, beneficial, and just 
when examined in the light of those principles. 


THE PUBLIC-CREDIT ACT OF MARCH 18, 1869. 

The legal-tender currency of the country down to March 18, 1269, 
consisted of gold, silver, and Treasury notes; but at that date there 
began a system of financial legislation unprecedented in the unfair- 
ness, injustice, and partiality which it has inflicted upon the masses 
of the people and upon the business interests of the country. The 
public-credit act of March 18, 1869, declared— 

That the faith of the United States is solemnly pledged to the payment in coin 
or its equivalent of all the obligations of the United States not bearing interest, 
known as United States notes, and of all the interest-bearing obligations of the 
United States except in cases where the law authorizing the issue of any such 
obligations has expressly provided that the same may be paid in lawful monuy or 
other currency than gold and silver. 

When this bill was under consideration in the Senate on the llth 
March, 1869, Mr. THURMAN moved to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall apply to the obligations commonly 
called 5.20 bonds. 

Every democrat in the Senate voted for this proviso and a large 
majority of the republicans voted against it. The bill was a repub- 
lican measure, was passed by republican votes, sanctioned by a repub- 
lican President, an the republican party is wholly responsible for the 
great wrong and injury which have resulted from its adoption. 

The great wrong of that law arose from the fact that the 5.20 bonds, 
which constituted three-fourths of the interest-bearing debt of the 
country, were payable in United States notes according to the con- 
temporaneous construction of the law by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means (Mr. Thaddeus Stevens) and who had 
charge of the legislation under which these bonds were issued. And 
to show that he was not mistaken, it is only necessary to read the 
contract made by the Government with every holder of every United 
States note in circulation, as that contract is printed on the back of 
each one of said notes, as follows: 

This note is a legal tender at its face value for all debts public and private, ex- 
cept duties on imports and interest on the public debt. 

All these notes were an unlimited legal-tender at their face value, 
with only two exceptions, and they were “ duties on imports and in- 
terest on the public debt.” The 5.20 bonds donot come within either 
of these two exceptions, and as the law under which they were issued 
did not expressly provide that the principal thereof was payable in 
coin they were beyond all question payable in legal-tender notes pre- 
vious to the passage of the public-credit act of March 18, 1869. 

The 10.40 bonds, which amounted only to $196,000,000, were made 
payable, both principal and interest, in coin by the law under which 
they were issued, but the law under which the 5.20 bonds were issued 
provided only that the interest should be paid in coin, while the prin- 
cipal was payable in money; and Mr. Thaddeus Stevens unbesitat- 
ingly declared at the time that if legal-tender notes were ae then 
the principal of these bonds was payable in such money, while the 
interest only was payable in coin. 

Now, the objection to the “ public-credit act” is not that it wae 
intended to strengthen the public credit, but that it changed the 
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contract after it was made and changed it in the interest of the 
creditor and against the interest of the debtor. It was a law that 
benetited a few and inflicted an irreparable and irremediable injury 
and loss on the many. It was in the interest of the bondholder, who 
pays no taxes on his bonds and at whose dictation it was enacted, 
and was against the interest of the people, who were not consulted 
as to its enactment and who were then and are now oppressed under 
the weight of every kind of taxation. It was the worst form of class 
legislation and in direct violation of the sound old Jeffersonian maxim, 
“ Equal rights to all, exclusive privileges to none.” It was a cunning 
device by which a domestic debt was converted into a foreign obli- 
gation and by which the field of the domestic and foreign bondholder 
was for an indefinite period to be enriched by the sweat of the labor 
of the country, which in its last analysis is the fruitful parent of all 
wealth and of every form of individual and national prosperity. 

As the laws creating our national debt stood at the date of their 
enactment, they should have remained without change or modifica- 
tion until that debt was fully discharged. The contract under which 
the debt arose should have been changed neither in the interest of 
the creditor nor of the debtor. If these 5.20 bonds had been paid at 
the expiration of five years from the date of their issuance in legal- 
tender notes, as the Government had the legal right and as it was its 
duty so to pay them, the people would have been spared the immense 
and the irreparable loss which has resulted from the payment of the 
interest thereon, which has amounted in ten years to very nearly if not 
quite $1,000,000,000. This sum, if saved, would have so reduced the 
volume of the national debt as to have rendered its burden lighter 
with each successive year, and would have insured its certain and 
speedy extinction, Our Government has been characterized as “a 
government of the people, by the people and for the people ;” but it 
must be a violent presumption that the people ever gave their con- 
sent to that legislation of their representatives in Congress by which 
such immense losses and such monstrous wrongs were intlicted upon 
them. 

The payment of these bonds in legal-tender notes would have im- 
posed no hardship and no injustice upon the creditors of the nation, 
jor the reason that the bonds were not paid for in gold at “ par” but 
in greenbacks at “par,” and when gold was ata premium of from 145 
to 230. I here insert a table showing in what years the Government 
disposed of its securities, the amount disposed of, and the prices 
realized for them in gold : 


! Rate 
| in gold. 


Amonnt of 
bonds sold. 


Realized in 


| 
When sold. gold. 


$0. 61 | 
44 | 
43 | 
70 } 
g3 | 
73 | 


$337, 
26, 
55, 900, 000 
3-5, 910, 000 
315, 400, 000 
31, 025, C00 


$552, 595, 000 
196, 000, 000 
1330, 000, 000 | 
551, 300, 000 | 
| 380, 000, 600 | 
| 42, 500, 000 | 


OF2, 910 


| 
© 


1, 852, 395, 000 
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This debt of $1,852,395,000 therefore represents only $1,211,557,910 
in gold received by the Government, or an average price of about 
sixty-six and two-thirds cents on the dollar. The “ par” sale of the 
bonds cost the people a loss of $640,437,000, or one-third the whole 
amount of the bonds issued. For these figures I am indebted to 
the Saint Louis Republican, a journal known throughout the country 
as a hard-money advocate, as quoted by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND] in a speech made in this House on the silver bill, 
Angust 8, 1°76. 

The payment of the bonds in greenbacks or legal-tender notes, for 
which they were sold, was the only means by which the people could 
have avoided the loss of the $640,437,000 sustained in the original 
sale of the bonds. By the passage of the public-credit act of March 
It, 1869, therefore, it is clearly seen that the people have not only 
lost the $1,000,000,000 of interest already paid on the bonds, but also 
the $640,837,000 in their first negotiation, which is the difference be- 
tween the face value of the bonds in greenbacks and the amount 
realized for them in gold. 

In these transactions the republican party is justly chargeable with 
two enormous political sins ; one of omission in not paying the bonds 
in legal-tender notes, and the other of commission in the passage of 
the publie-credit act, by which the most of the debt was changed 
wrongfully from a currency debt to a coin debt; and these two great 
a blunders, which have justly attained the dignity of crimes, 
2ave robbed the people under the forms of law of the tremendous 
sum of $1,600,000,000, which would very nearly pay the whole amount 
of the publie debt of the United States now carrying interest. 

Another grievance in this connection which the people justly lay 
to the charge of the republican party is the failure to maintain the 
volume of the currency in circulation in 1865 until the vast debts 
then and previously contracted had been fully met and discharged. 
The reduction of the amount of the cirenlating medium in the face 
of the overwhelming and crushing indebtedness of individuals, munici- 
palities, corporations, States, and of the nation, has been deservedly 
denouneed by such an approved financier as Peter Cooper as an act of 
gross injustice and wrong to the debtor class of the country. 

It is alarming to contemplate the immense indebtedness which is 
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suspended as a mortgage over the property and labor of ¢ 
and there can be no true prosperity until it is diminished 


The assessed wealth of this country in 1860 was 
Its indebtedness, State and national, was 


he country 


Net wealth in 1860 


Ita assessed wealth in 1890 was........................... 
lts indebtedness, State and national, was 


Net wealth in 1870 
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Our wealth per capita in 1860 was oo 
Our debt per capita in 1560 was 7 ) 


205 
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Our wealth per capita in 1°70 was 
Our debt per capita in 1570 was 


Net wealth 


240 09 
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The taxation of the country in 1870 was 


a : = 730, 000, 00 
The net earnings of the country in 1570 was oe 


546, 000 


ee 


154, 000. boy 
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Taxation exceeded net earnings by 


Our taxation per capita in 1850 was 
Our taxation per capita in 1260 was 
Our taxation per capita in 1870 was ................. seersahvexeecs 1 

It is a melancholy fact that the taxation of the country in 1870 ex. 
ceeded the net earnings of the people by the sum ot $184,000 ,000, and 
that the net wealth of each individual in the country was $0 Jess jy, 
1870 than it was in 160. When the Government of any country 
demands in taxes all the income which property produces, the value 
of property is in a great measure destroyed and the confidence of the 

veople in the integrity of their legislators and in the wisdom of their 
egislation is seriously impaired, and ought to be. 

Governments, though absolutely necessary, are the most frightfu! 
oppressors and do most wrong, and often with the very best inten- 
tions. The crime of individuals is small when compared with t!y 
wrong done by governments. For every dollar stolen by the crim- 
inal, the tax-gatherer takes about two thousand dollars. In corrob- 
oration of what has just been said I will here cite some remarks of 
Thomas Buckle, which are contained in the first volume of his re- 
markable History of Civilization in England : 

For no government having recognized its proper limits, the result is that every 
government has inflicted on its subjects great injuries; and has done this nea 
always with the best intentions. ° ” * The most valuable additions ma 
to legislation have been enactments destructive of preceding legislation ; and the 
best laws which have been passed have been those by which some former laws were 
repealed, * * * 

The whole scope and tendency of modern legislation is to restore things to that 
natural channel from which the ignorance of preceding legislation has dri 
them. This is one of the great works of the present age; and if legislators do it 
well, they will deserve the gratitude of mankind. But though we may be t! 


30 
4° 
3 91 


| grateful to individual lawgivers, we owe no thanks to lawgivers, considered as a 


class ; for, since the most valuable improvements in legislation are those which 
subvert preceding legislation, it is clear that the balance of good cannot be ou 
their side. It is clear that the progress of civilization cannot be due to those w 
on the most important subjects, have done so much harm that their successors ar 
considered benefactors, simply because they reverse their policy and thus restor 
affairs to the state in which they would have remained, if politicians bad allowed 
them to run on in the course which the wants of society required. 

From these extracts we may readily learn the important lesson 
that the Forty-fifth Congress has it within its power to gain the 
thanks and the benediction of the country by the immediate repeal 
and modification of all the bad and mischievous legislation which 
has been enacted to the great detriment of the people during the last 
decennium, and in no other way can we become the benefactors of 
our constituents. 

And not only have the people lost the $1,600,000,000 heretofore 
stated by the failure of Congress to direct the payment of the 5.20 
bonds in greenbacks, but by the passage of the public-credit act, 
and the contraction of the currency at least 25 per cent. was added 
to the amount of the national debt and of all other debts, or, what 
practically amounts to the same thing, the property of the people 
was depreciated at least 25 per cent. by the measures above indi- 
cated, and their ability to pay their vast indebtedness was diwin- 
ished of course in the same proportion. A debt of $1,000, contracted 
when the currency amounted to $1,500,000,000, becomes $2,000, prac- 
tically, when the currency is reduced to $750,000,000, because the 
purchasing power of the currency is thereby doubled. Such contrac- 
tion should never have been superinduced until the indebtedness, 
incurred when the currency was abundant, had been fully paid off 
and discharged. If there had been no indebtedness the policy of 
contraction would have been perfectly defensible, for it would have 
made no difference whether the values and the property of the coun- 
try were measured by the triple standard of gold, silver, and paper, 
or the bimetallic standard of gold and tilver, or the single standard 
of gold, because new debts and all purchasable commodities would 
have been measured by the same standards. 

The additions to the public debt by these flagrant blunders of the 
republican party have been at least $250,000,000 ; and the addition to 
the private, municipal, and State debts of the country has been at 
least $1,000, 000,000 more ; and these enormous sums are clear losses to 
the people, without any compensating advantage whatever. It we 
not at ali strange that the debts of Tennessee and other States have 
become so burdensome aud unmanageable as to invite from — 
creditors propositions of compromise when considered in the light o 
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Insses of the people superinduced by the bad policy and mischiev- 
~alation of the National Government for the last twelve years. 
mat there has been an unWise | and improvident extension of the 
a sal indebtedness of individuals, corporations, municipalities, 
wor, grades during the past twelve years cannot be successfully de- 
hut this unwise and improvident acenmulation of debt was a 
ful argument in favor of such a policy and such legislation as 
Pow have mitigated and not aggravated the hardships of the finan- 
— Sa of a country is to the community what the blood is 
= human system; and its diminution below the amount required 
pi ain business in a state of healthy activity is just as repre- 
hensible ‘= would be the attempt of a physician to so reduce the 
esa tof his patient’s blood as to impair his natural energy and 
na and permanently endanger his health. When the organs of 
Se hed become diseased, 80 that they sluggishly perform their 
sroper functions, their mobility should be stimulated by the employ- 
oan of adequate remedial agencies. In like manner was it the im- 
perative duty of the Government, by wise legislative intervention, 
to afford to its distressed citizens every available facility to enable 
them to overcome the disadvantages of their financial situation, and 
to triumph over their pecuniary troubles. 


Tha 


and 


to maint 


THE SILVER DEMONETIZATION ACT OF FEBRUARY 12, 1873. 

Another law, almost as injurious to the people of this country as the 
public-credit act of March 18, 1869, is the act demonetizing silver, 
passed February 12, 1873, or approved by the President at that date 
and adopted at the urgent request of the Secretary of the T reasury. 
Gold and silver, in very nearly equal quantities in value, had circu- 
lated interchangeably among mankind from the days of Abraham 
and from the dawn of civilization, and they had been the coustitu- 
tional currency of the United States from the establishment of our 
Federal Governmentin 1789. I willremark, by way of parenthesis, that 
these metals were never constant in relative value forlong periods, and 
no attempt to equalize them by coinage laws can meet with more than 
temporary success. A change in the purchasing power of either so 
reacts upon the purchasing power of the other as gradually to restore 
the equilibrium. 

There was no demand from the people for the demonetization of 
silver, for such a measure lay directly across the path of their true in- 
terest. The demand came from the money power of this country and 
of Europe, as is abundantly shown by the record made up at the time 
the bill was under consideration in Congress. It has been published 
to the world, and it has not been denied, that after the demonetiza- 
tion of silver in France, Germany, England, and Holland a capital 
of $500,000 was raised, and Erne +t Lloyd, of London, was sent to this 
country with this fund as the agent of the foreign bondholders and 
capitalists to effect the sane object, which was successful. 

Mr. KELLEY. I ask the gentleman to yield to me to correct an 
error into which he has been misled, as I was. I know that he wants 
to state the facts, and that a misstatement injures a cause. The Er- 
nest Lloyd referred to by the gentleman is Ernest Seyd, and his 
name has been published as Ernest Lloyd. The record is that Mr. 
Seyd is and always has been an opponent of the demonetization of 
silver, Therefore the story is an invention put afloat to his preju- 
dice, and I think to the prejudice of the cause in which I Lave used 
it, as the gentleman has, supposing that it was Ernest Lloyd. I know 
Ernest Seyd by his writings to be now and to have been uniformly 
an opponent of the demonetization of silver. Therefore the gentle- 
man will not care to give publicity to a statement which can be ex- 
ploded by our enemies. He would sooner be corrected by one who 
agiees with him in opinion. 

Mr. RIDDLE. I thank the gentleman for his correction. I have 
seen the statement circulated all over the country, and have never 
seen itdenied. This extract from the speech of Mr. Hooper, however, 
will not be denied, for I have taken the pains to verify it. Mr. Hooper, 
of Massachusetts, who was the chairman of the Committee on Coin- 
age, in a rather lengthy explanation of the provisions of the original 
measure, for which the act of February 12, 1873, was finally passed 
as a substitute, used the following language, as appears from the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of April 9, 1873, page 2024: 

Ernest Seyd, of London, a distinguished writer and bullionist, who iv now here 


and has given great attention to the subject of mints and coinage, after examining 
the first draught of this bill, made various sensible suggestions, which the committee 


adopted and embodied in this bill. 

When the reading of the bill was demanded by the late Speaker of 
this House, (Hon. Michael C. Kerr,) Mr. Hooper declined to permit it 
to be read under the ruling of the Speaker, (Mr. BLAINE,) saying 
that those interested in it were perfectly familiar with its provisions. 
And when asked by Mr. Holman, of Indiana, to explain if the bill 
made any changes in the existing law, and “ especially with reference 
10 coinage,” the House was assured by Mr. Hooper that it made no 
change in the existing law in that regard, and the bill was forced through 
the House, without being read, under a suspension of the rules. Itis 
clear that President Grant was not aware of the meaning and extent 
of this surreptitions and stolen legislation; for the fact of his igno- 
Talice ou the subject is manifest from expressions used by him in a 
letter to Mr. Cowdrey, in the month of October, 1873, nearly a year 
aiter he signed the bill, 

The double standard of gold and silver prevailed in this country 
from the days of Alexander Hamilton until Ernest Seyd, of London, 

made various sensible suggestions” to the Committee on Coinage, 
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which were “ adopted and embodied in the bill.” Very soon after that 
event the legal authority to coin the silver dollar of 371} grainsof pure 
silver and of 412} grains of standard silver ceased, and gold was left 
as the only standard by which the value of the property of the people 
was to be henceforth measured aud in which the vast bonded debt of 
the country was to be paid. 

To understand fully the practical operation of these laws requires 
but a moment’s reflection. If gold, silver, and Treasury notes were 
each equal in amount and were all unrestricted legal-tenders, prop- 
erty and labor would command higher prices than if one or more of 
these articles were stricken from the list of legal-tenders, and debts 
would be more easily paid if all three were legal-tenders instead of 
one or two of them. If the legal-tender circulation of the country 
were $900,000,000, ($300,000,000 of gold, $300,000,000 of silver, and 
$300,000,000 of Treasury notes,) the business of the country would ad- 
just itself accordingly and prices would be regulated by that volume 
of currency, and it would measure equitably the property, the labor, 
and the indebtedness of the country. There would be no preponder- 
ance in the scale in favor of either the creditor or the debtor class. 

Suppose, however, Treasury notes are eliminated by law and the 
legal-tender currency thereby reduced by the sum of $300,000,000— 
say from $00,000,000 to $600,000,000—then what would be the result ? 
Why, simply this: A debt of $1,000 previously contracted would re- 
main the same in amount, while the property or labor required to pay 
it, by the one-third reduction of the currency, would be reduced iu 
value one-third ; and therefore it would take one-third more property 
or one-third more labor to pay the debt than it would have done at the 
date of its creation. If the $360,000,000 of silver were also taken by 
law from the legal-tender currency, a similar result, and one propor- 
tionally disastrous to the debtor class, would follow. 

And such has been the legislation of this Government within the 
last ten years. By the coin act of 1869 the people were deprived of 
the legal right to pay off any portion of the national debt in Treasury 
notes, which right was worth to them at least $600,000,000; and by 
the silver-demonetization act of 1873 they were deprived of the right 
to pay off any portion of it in silver, which right was worth to them 
nearly as much more ; so that there remains only one legal tender in 
which that debt can be paid, and that legal tender is gold. And we 
are informed by the Secretary of the Treasury that all bonds negoti- 
ated while these odious laws are in force are not to be paid “in coin 
of less value than the coins authorized by law at the time of the issue 
of the bonds.” The silver act, by depreciating still further the value 
of labor and property and limiting the legal-tenders to gold alone, 
has added at least $500,000,000 to the actual indebtedness of the 
country ; and this additional loss has been unjustly imposed upon the 
people by the republican party, for that party, being in the majority 
in both Houses of Congress when the act was passed, is responsible 
for its great injustice and iniquitous consequences. 


THE RESUMPTION ACT OF JANUARY 14, 1875. 


This law has been justly denounced as a hinderance to resumption. 
Its enactment and attempted execution have created an artificial 
scarcity of currency and have alarmed the public mind into a partial 
withdrawal of that vast machinery of credit by which 95 per cent. 
of all business transactions are performed. There are only two 
methods by which resumption can be achieved, and they are, contrac- 
tion of the currency and the accumulation of gold in sufficient quanti- 
ties for that purpose without any contraction. The policy of con- 
traction is suicidal and oppressive in the extreme, and it will be no 
longer tolerated by an outraged people. Gold is now our only legal 
tender under the ill-starred legislation to which I have referred, and 
its accumulation in sufficient quantities for resumption on the Ist 
day of January, 1879, is a physical impossibility. In 1832 Mr. Harley 
Palmer, governor of the Bank of England, testified as follows: 

The average proportion, as already observed, of coin and bullion which the bank 
deems it pradent to keep on hand is at the rate of one-third of all her liabilities, 
including deposits as well as issues. 

The business experience of this country has abundantly demon- 
strated the fact that no such accumulation of coin can be secured by 
the Government and the banks as the governor of the Bank of Eng- 
land testified to be pradent and necessary to insure a continuous re- 
sumption of specie payments. The following table is given to show 
the ratio of circulation to specie (both gold and silver) for some twenty 
years before the war began: 


Year. | Circutation. Specie. 


$149,185,890 | $37,915, 341 
, 999,214 | 34, 813, 958 
28, 440, 423 

563, 33, 515, 806 

75, 167, 646 49, 898, 269 
£0,608,711 | 44,241,242 
105, 552,427 | 42, 092, 095 
105, 519, 766 35, 132, 516 
128, 506, 091 5, 369, 765 | 
114, 74%, 415 3, 619, 368 | 
L31, 366, 526 ), 379, 345 | 
155, 165, 251 171, 048 
204, 629, 207 59, 4 253 | 
na6 

185, 747, 050 0, 314, 063 
214, 77m, Swe Se, 349, 838 
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The average of these ratios is about 2.88, from which it may be in- 
ferred that to maintain specie payments there must always be on 
hand $1 of specie for every $2.85 of paper to be redeemed. And 
it will be observed that whenever the ratio has exceeded $3.70 of 
paper for $1 of specie, as happened in the years 1837 and 1857, 
there has been a suspension of specie payments. There was only 
about $170,000,000 of specie (gold and silver) in the United States in 
1874, and it is manifest that on the Ist day of January, 1879, there 
cannot possibly be more than that amonnt of gold in the country 
with which to redeem the $700,000,000 of United States notes and 
national-bank notes which will then be in circulation. During the 
year 1876 the proportion of the reserre to the deposits in the Bank of 

2ngland was fully 52 per cent. and the proportion of the bankers’ 

balance to the reserve was nearly 75 per cent. The average reserve 
of notes and coin for 1876 was about $30,000,000, the average bank- 
ers’ balance was about $60,000,000, and the average deposits were 
about $150,000,000. 

The deposits in all the banks of this country amount to more than 
$1,000,000,000, and the attempt to pay these deposits in gold on the 
Ist day of January, 1879, as well as the $700,000,000 of currency that 
will then be outstanding, would be the culmination of financial 
absurdity. The attempted enforcement of the resumption act will 
necessitate the surrender of the charters of a large number of the 
banks and will greatly aggravate our financial difficulties by the 
unavoidable contraction of the currency; and this enforced contrac- 
tion, in the face of an indebtedness already alarming, will result in 
the virtual confiscation of a very large portion of the property of the 
people. The policy of resumption under existing circumstances is 
one which discourages production on the one hand and limits con- 
sumption on the other. It is a policy of repression and prostration, 
and not one of development and expansion, and its results are with 
veri-similitude set forth by Sir Archibald Alison in that part of his 
History of Europe in which he treats of the murderous attempt of 
England to enforce resumption in 1819: 

































that the proper impression may be made by the contemplation of ¢ 
he 


fearful aggregate result: 


Loas of interest for over ten years by failure to pay the 5.20 bonds 

in United States Treasury notes.........................00.. 1, 000. 0 . 
Loss in the original sale of bonds ............................. aoe ; 0, 000, 009 
Loss by the addition to the national debt by the passage of the WY), 000, G00 

STE IE cokcmabhinnestan6>25tehtedunnsheneeiin <nin aca. 250. 000 ov 
And to individual, corporate, and State debts. ...... fay . Leen 
Loss by the silver demonetization act — 500 10, 000 
Loss from shriakage of values and panic caused by the resumption » 000, Ovo 

BOB ecetccasces agsec coven PTT TT eee eee ee wer ewwwewnwer ee cecens 1, 000, 000. on. 
Loss by extravagant expenditures.................. 0.20.2... 400: 000' can 
Loss by failure to collect one-fourth of the public revenue 1, 000 pe on 








I am sure that I have rather underestimated than overestimated 
these losses. The aggregate loss, above shown, of $5,750.00) po. 
amounts to more than one-half of the net assessed wealth of the 
country in 1870, and would have fully paid off the whole amount of 
our national debt and all the indebtedness of every State in the 
American Union. The authors of the policies which have resulted 
in such a tremendous loss and the imposition of so great a tax and 
burden upon the labor and property vf the people should be and will 
be held to the most rigid accountability. 


REMEDIAL LEGISLATION. 

It is the imperative duty of the Government to re-establish justice 
and to repair the injury its unauthorized and improvident acts have 
done, and to correct by revisionary legislation, so far as it is possible 
to do so, the manifest wrongs fastened upon the people by our prede- 
cessors. An overwhelming majority of the American people demaud 
the repeal of all the partial and mischievous legislation to which | 
have referred, so far as it can be done without impairing vested rights 
or the obligation of contracts; and it is somewhat discouraging to 
the true statesman, as he pursues the path of remedial legislation, to 
find many original injustices which have become vested rights and 
entitled to his consideration and protection. 

The repeal of the resumption law and the passage of a law provid- 
ing for the restoration of the legal-tender quality of the silver dollar 
of 412} grains of standard silver and for its recoinage are clearly 
within the competency of Congress during its present session. The 
demand for this legislation is not the effervescence of a mercu- 
rial people, but the deliberate expression of a well-matured public 
opinion; and it is but just to this House to say that it shows a com- 
mendable readiness to respond to the demand by the faithful execu- 
tion of the will of the people. These measures tend in the right 
direction, but they fall far short of meeting the exigencies of the 
financial situation. 

The substitution of Government notes for those of the national 
banks and the conversion of those banks into banks of deposit and 
discount operated under wise regulations and restrictions, and the 
removal of the stamp of inferiority from the notes of the Govern- 
ment by requiring their reception in payment of customs dues (and 
the failure to do this has been the chief hinderance to resumption of 
specie payments and has cost the people by the enforced depreciation 
of the notes at least $100,000,000) are all measures that would be 
supremely beneficent in their operation ; so much so that the agita- 
tion for their adoption by the people and their Representatives in 
Congress should never cease until they are every one incorporated 
into the statute-book of the country. Great obstacles lie in the way 
of their adoption, but they should stimulate to effort aud activity 
and not create apathy and discouragement. 

I take this occasion to repeat what I said in this high foram Febru- 
ary 26, 1876, and subsequent reflection has strengthened the opinion 
then expressed, which is as follows : 


If the entire currency consisted of legal-tenders, a redundancy could be very 
easily prevented by appropriate legislation, even if that currency amounted to 
$1,200,000,000. The convertidility of the legal-tenders into a Government stock car- 
rying a rate of interest that would always render it equal to goldor superior to it as 
has just been shown to be the case with the “ currency sixes,” would complete! y solve 
this most difficult problem in the arithmetic of the American statesman. This con- 
vertibility was secured by the promise and contract on the back of the greenbacks 
issned during the war, which provided that they were “exchangeable for United 
States 6 per cent. twenty-year bonds, redeemable at the pleasure of the United 
States after five years,” but it was taken away in 1864. If that contract hai not 
been changed, greenbacks would long since have been of more value and better thau 
gold itself. 

Mr. Chase, in his last report as Secretary of the Treasury, said of s 
similar measure : 


Such an arrangement, the Secretary inclines to think, would operate beneficially 
by increasing the amount of currency when unusual stringency shall require 12- 
crease, and reducing its amount when returning ease shall allow restriction. 
Such a measure would provide for the people a system of tempo- 
rary loans by which an absolutely safe savings-bank would be estab- 
lished for their benefit, and by which our foreign interest account 
would be reduced, and by which, in addition, a cireulation would be 
provided so supported as to be equal in value at least, if not superior, 
to a metallic currency at once, without any unwise and mischievens 
legislation fixing the date for the forced resumption of specie pay- 
ments. And then the tremendous power of contracting and expand- 
ing the currency of the country would be taken from Congress and 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, and contided to the people to 
whom it properly and legitimately belongs. 

In this connection, I must beg the indulgence of the House to read 


Everything turned to the profit of capital and the depression of industry, and 
#0 strongly were the interests magnified by these changes intrenched in the legis- 
lature that the cause of humanity seemed hopeless. Every effort of industry, 
every triumph of art, every inerease of population, tended only te augment the 
general distress, because it enhanced the disproportion between the decreasing cir- 
culation and increasing numbers and transactions of mankind; and propbetic 
wisdom, resting on the past and musing on the fature, could anticipate nothing 
but a decline and fall, similar to that of ancient Rome, for modern Europe. 


The repeal of the resumption law is demanded by every consid- 
eration of public equity and public utility; for the shrinkage of 
values, caused by the apprehensions it has excited, has already en- 
tailed upon the people a loss of not less than $1,000,000,000. If the 
law should be executed, the actual loss to the people would be the 
difference bet ween the value of the $5,000,000,000 indebtedness of the 
country at the date of its passage and the date of its execation, which 
would be 17 per cent., or $850,000,000, and, in addition, the interest 
on the $400,000,000 of United States notes, which would be destroyed 
as circulation by resumption and which had cost the people nothing, 
but which by the process of resumption would have to be converted 
into a bonded debt still further to burden the people. 

The responsibility for the actual and prospective losses superin- 
duced by the passage of thislaw belongs to the republican party, for 
the record shows that not a single democrat in either House of Con- 
gress voted for it. 


EXTRAVAGANT APPROPRIATIONS. 


The untiring and indefatigable efforts of the democratic majority 
in this House during the Forty-fourth Congress met the public de- 
mand and the public expectation, by an average annual reduction of 
the expenditures of the Government of more than $30,000,000, which 
saved to every adult laborer in the country at least $5 of annual 
direct and indirect taxation. The New York Tribune said in its issue 
of August 18, 1876, “ that the whole credit of them”—thereducfions of 
ex penditures—“ is due to the democratic House.” 

The final consent of the republican party in the Senate and the 
House to this amount of reduction and retrenchment, was a confes- 
sion on their part that the expenses of the Government had been unneces- 
sary and excessive to that extent ever since the close of the war in 
1865. Their wasteful extravagance during the period of the last 
twelve years has cost the people, as a simple arithmetical calculation 
will show, very nearly if not quite the sum of $400,000,000. 

But their responsibility for loss does not stop here. They have been 
incharge of the Government and of the public revenue for a long series 
of years. Our federal taxation since 1865 has amounted to more than 
$4,000,000,000; and we have the authority of Mr. George William 
Curtis for the declaration that one-fourth of the public revenue has 
been lost in the process of collection. It will be seen at a glance 
that through the inefficiency and dishonesty of the civil service of 
the country, as organized by the republican party, the people have 
been subjected to a farther loss of more than $1,000,000,000, being one- 
fourth of the revenue, not collected by the proper public functionaries. 

RECAPITULATION OF LOSSES. 

In order that the people of the country may see the enormous losses 

which they have sustained by the bad legislation and bad adminis- 


tration of the Government since it has been in the hands of the repub- 
lican party, I will tabulate them for their careful consideration and 
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he following remarks made by John C. Calhoun in the United 
siates Senate, September 19, 1837, on the bill authorizing the issue 
of Treasury notes: 


many respects, it [a paper currency] has a vast superiority over a metallic cur- 
In ng be walls in great and extended transactions, by its greater cheapness, 
E nie fee, and facility of determining the amount. — ® ie. i. 
vein cars to me, after bestowing the best retlection I can give the subject, that 
It oP tible paper, that is, no paper whose credit rests upon a promise to pay, 
nitable for ¢ urrency. It is the form of credit proper in private transactions be- 
» man and man, but not of a standard of value to perform exchanges gener- 
which ean constitute the appropriate functions of money orcurrency. * * 
On what, then, ought a paper currency to rest? I would say on demand and 
sic simply, Which regulates the value of everything else; the constant demand 
oe he Government has on the country for its necessary supplies. A medium, 
cipe on this demand, which simply obligates the Government to receive it in all 
yr ta dues to the exclusion of everything else, except gold and silver, and which 
tl il be optional with those who have demands on the Government to receive or 
aye it seems to me, be as stable in its value as those metals themselves: and 
= as little hable to abuse as the power of coining. It would contain witlun itself 


cae 
a self-regulating power. 
.— 









* * * * : 
Nothing but experience can determine what amount and of what denomina- 
ions wight be safely issued; but it may be safely assumed that the country would 


t ata : 
rh an amount greatly exceeding its annual income, 
: . *. * . * 


aus . * 

It may throw some light on this subject to state that North Carolina just after 
the Revolution issued a large amount of paper, which was made receivable in dues 
to her. It was also made a legal-tender, but which of course was not obligatory 
after the adoption of the Federal Constitution. A large amount, say between four 
and tive hundred thousand dollars, remained in circulation after that period, and 
continued to circulate for more than twenty years at par with gold and silver dur- 
ing the whole time, with no other advantage than being received in the revenue 


of the State, which was much less than $100,000 per anuum. 
* * * * e 


But whatever may be the amount that can be circulated, I hold it clear that to 
that amount it would be as stable in value as gold and silver itself, provided the 
Government be bound toreceive it exclusively with those metals in all its dues, and 
that it be left perfectly optional with those who have claims on the Government to 
receive it or not. 

Mr. Jefferson has thrown the weight of his great name in favor of 
such a currency as that so ably advocated by Mr. Calhoun, and gave 
it as his opinion that a country so populous as ours is at this time 
could carry $1,200,000,000 of such a currency at par with gold and 
silver, agreeing most fully with Mr. Chase in the opinion that ‘the 
support of note circulation was not its limitation, but its receivabil- 
ity.” In his letters to Mr. Epps he says: 

Treasury bills, bottomed on taxes, bearing or not bearing interest, as may be 
found necessary, thrown into circulation, will take the place of so much gold and 
silver. Bank paper must be suppressed, and the circulation restored to the nation, 
to whom it belongs. 

THE CONTRACTION OF THE CURRENCY. 

On the 18th of December, 1865, the following resolution was passed 
by the House of Representatives : 

Resolved, That this House cordially concurs in the views of the Secretary of the 
Treasury in relation to the necessity of a contraction of the currency, with a view 
to as early a resumption of specie payments as the business of the country will per- 
mit, and we hereby pledge co-operative action to this end as speedily as practicable. 

And ou April 12, 1866, a bill was passed to carry out this resolution. 

in August, 1565, the circulation of the country amounted to nearly 
$2,200,000,000, but in obedience to the demands of the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury it was reduced over $1,000,000,000, and $1,200,000,000 of Treas- 
ury notes and bonds, bearing currency interest, which were distrib- 
uted, like the debt of France, among our own people, were withdrawn 
fromcireulation by being converted into gold bonds and sold in Europe 
so that the interest thereon is now paid to foreigners, and not to our 
own citizens. To show the effect of such a policy I state below the 
number of failures in business and their amount for four years before 
contraction began and for four years afterward, when the country was 
menaced by enforced resumption in 1379: 


Year. Number. Amount. 


485 | $6, £64, 700 
520 | 8,579, 000 
530 | 17, 625, 000 
632 | 47,333, 000 

5, 383 | 228, 499, 000 

5, 830 | 155, 239, 000 

7, 740 | 201, 060, 353 






4,749 | 99, 606, 171 





And as a further result of this policy we have $2,000,000,000 of rail- 
road stock and bonds which return no earnings whatever. The pol- 
icy of contraction connected with the baneful legislation of the last 
twelve years has inealeulably augmented the indebtedness of the 
country, fearfully depreciated the value of labor and of every specics 
of property, and now threatens continuons ruin and bankruptcy to 
‘very business interest of the country. That policy and that ae Pag 
tion have been beneficial alone to the creditor class of our fellow- 
ee that class whose property has been in the form of money, 
bonds, and evidences of indebtedness. Their property has been doubled 
in value, while every other species of property has been fearfully de- 
preeiated, ‘ 
the Government; and the true remedy is in the removal of the griev- 
suees and the redress of the inequalities imposed by previous preju- 
dicial legislation. 

The communistic element in labor can be most effectually destroyed 


VI——18 















9, 092 | 191, 117, 786 | 


The late strike was precipitated by the bad policies of | 
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by the removal of the undue advantages gained by the creditor class 
through the unjust and pernicious legislation of the Government, and 
to which advantages it too often clings with an insatiable creed and 
pertinacity. 







REVISION OF THE TARIFF AND THE EXCISE. 

Our present tariff has been justly denounced by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] as a “ masterpiece of injustice and ine- 
quality, which obstructs production and wastes the fruits of labor.” 
And the great statesman, Mr. John Bright, at the unveiling at Brad- 
ford, in England, of a statue of Richard Cobden, a few mouths ago, 
expressed the following opinion as to the causes of our financial aud 
commercial troubles: 
















TI suspect that tho extraordinary distress—greater tenfold than anything we have 
endured for tho last two or three years in England, a distress which has been felt 
throughout all the manufacturing industries of the United States—is almost en- 
turely to be attributed to their mistaken protective system, to their having misii- 
rected so much capital ; to their having, on the strength of high tariffs, promoted a 
great extension of business which could not be permanently sustained; but the 
result has been a state of suffering infinite ly surpassing anything we have known 
in this country. "At this moment you read in the papers of the terrible scenes that 
have occurred in some parts of the State of Pennsylvania. Those terrible scenes 
come very much froin the same cause. There is the prostration of the iron indus- 
try, this collapse arising from the impoverishment of the capitalists, necessitating 
a great fall of wages, and the attempt to resist the fallof wages by those who had 
very high wages for a long time, so that there springs up a riot which approaches 
to the dimensions of a local insurrection—one of the most deplorable and discredit. 
able things which have happened in the Northern States, so far as my knowledge 
goes. 

It is a very significant and suggestive fact that those interests, 
such as iron and wool, which have been most muniticently favored 
by protective bounties, are now laboring under the greatest diflical- 
ties, and it is high time that those protective bounties which utterly 
fail to protect should be discontinued. Our country has long since 
passed that period of infancy when, in the language of the author of 
the “ American system,” (Mr. Clay,) it should submit to “ present 
inconvenience for permanent future advantage.” It has now reached 
that vigorous manhood when “ no special interest should be built up 
before its time,” and when no “ industry should be protected by leg- 
islation which cannot thrive in the free air of competition.” It would 
exert a very salutary influence upon the public mind of the country 
if all the money necessary to meet the interest on the public debt 
and the legitimate expenses of the Government could be raised for 
just one year by direct taxation. The adoption of such a policy 
would most effectually put an end to every form of protection. 

Our system of excise or internal-revenue taxation is equally liable 
to objection. Tobacco is a staple grown chiefly in Virginia, Maryland, 
Missouri, Kentucky, and Tennessee, and it is the only product of the 
soil which is taxed in the handsof the producer. The tax imposed on 
retail dealers in leaf-tobacco is enormous, being $500 for sales up to 
$1,000, and fifty cents a dollar on all over $1,000; and the tax on every 
pound of tobacco prepared for use is twenty-four cents, regardless of 
its quality. Spirits, which are chiefly distilled and fermented in the 
South and West, are excessively taxed; and the statistics presented 
to Congress by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue show that 
more revenue has been collected from a fifty-cent tax than any 
other. More than 94 per cent. of the whole interna! revenue is paid 
by spirits and tobacco, and it was well said by the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] in his report to the last Congress recommend- 
ing a reduction of the tobacco tax: 

Looking to the nature of the products (tobacco and spirits) to the fact that they 
aro produced chiefly in one section of the Union and not in others, it becomes a 
question whether the section so burdened does not bear infinitely more than its fair 
share of the weight of internal taxation. 

























































The revision and modification of the internal-revenue laws and of 
the tariff, so that the burdens of the Government shall be equitably 
apportioned and distributed, and so that there shall be no discrimina- 
tion in favor of any producer or manufacturer, whether his means be 
large or small, are demanded by every consideration of justice, fair- 
ness, and common honesty. 


THE CLAIMS OF THE SOUTH. 

The bad legislation and bad policies, which I have been discussing, 
have been potent in the infliction of calamity and misfortune upon 
every portion of our common country. In every locality their oper- 
ation has been in open violation of the principle that the art of gov- 
ernment is the art of being honest and that there should be perfect 
| equality in the imposition of the burdens and in the distribution of 
the benefits of the Government. Their invariable and uniform re- 
sult has demonstrated the fidelity of our law-makers to the creditor 
class and their hostility to the debtor class; for every financial 
measure passed by Congress since 1865 has been in the interest of the 
creditor class and against the interest of the debtor class, and is well 
calenlated to engender the suspicion that there was a concerted union 
between the political and the money power of the country, a union 
pronounced by Mr. Calhoun te be more dangerous than the union of 
church and state. 

Capital and labor are the Siamese twins of all true progress, wealth, 
| and prosperity, and any antagonism between them is sincerely to be 
deplored. Perfect equality should be maintained in all legislation 
affecting their relative rights and duties, with no preferences and 
with no advantages in favor of the one or the other. If that equi- 
poise and equality have been disturbed, let it be at once restored and 
| their natural equation be re-established, and all clamor, which never 
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exists without some reason, will instantly cease. Whenever griev- 
ances are redressed, dissatisfaction will subside and disorders will ter- 
minate. 

But the South has been pre-eminently a sufferer from the perni- 
cious legislation and policy which I have reviewed, on account of the 
great poverty of her people and the severe pressure of the misfor- 
tunes of the late war and of the odious measures of reconstruction. 

For twelve long years our legislaters gave us a system of govern- 
ment that led to a political union, which, in the graphic language of 
Macaulay, “‘can only be compared to that which is the subject of a 
wild Persian fable:” 

* King Zohak "— we tell the story as Mr. Southey tells it to us—“ gave the devilleave 
tokiss hisshoulders. Instantly two serpents sprang ous. who, in the fury of hunger, 
attacked his head and attempted to get at his brain. Zohak pulled them away and 
tore them with his nails; but he found that they were insepoable parts of him- 
self, and that what be was lacerating was his own flesh.” renee we might be 
able to find, if we looked round the world, some political union like this—some 
hideous monster of a state, cursed with one principle of sensation and two princi- 
pes of volition, self-loathing and self-torturing. made up of parts which are driven 
»y a frantic impulse to inflict mutual pain. yet are doomed to feel whatever they 
inflict, which are divided by an irreconcilable hatred, yet are blended in an indis- 
soluble identity. 





The North has recently been made keenly to feel that an injury to 
the prosperity of Louisiana and South Carolina very soon reacts most 
disastrously upon the prosperity of New York and Massachusetts ; 
and it is a subject for sincere congratulation that the whole country 
has awakened to the realization of the fact that all its members are 
inseparable parts of one great nationality and that the self-hating 
and self-torturing policies of the past must be henceforth and for 
ever abandoned, 

The South needs such legislation as will foster her industries and 
such just and liberal appropriations as will develop her slumbering 
resources and her untold latent wealth. She asks no exclusive privi- 
leges and no excessive or unequal expenditure of the public money 
within her borders. She only asks equality and justice. She would 
be perfectly satisfied with a present equalization of the bounties and 
benefactions of the Government in the light of their distribution 
under the legislation of Congress from 1729 to 1273. During that 
period there was appropriated for public works, railroads, canals, 
rivers, &c., in the— 


Cy SOME 5: wvon consbu/se beasties douseeuned $208, 000, 000 
And in the Southern States only ....................-- 15, 500, 000 
Set CEE 1. cos eneune wecnse kasd uneeee wee 189, 500, 000 


In favor of the Northern States, which is greatly out of proportion to 
the wealth and population of the two sections. 
There was donated during the same period for railroad construc- 








tion in the Northern and Southern States the number of acres of the 
public lands and of the value stated below: 

Northern States, 155,000,000 acres, valued at............ $93, 000, 000 
Southern States, 32,000,000 acres, valued at............ 6, 600, 000 
IEE. o.ccsenn 123,000,000 acres, valued at............ $37, 000, 000 


I here insert a table showing the various items, which prove the 
substantial correctness of the general statement made above : 
Table showing grants of land by United States Government to Northern 
and Southern States for Pacific railroads and internal improvements. 
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Lands granted to Pacific railroads, Northern 

States and Territories 


posccccccesvosscssecess | 135, 486,766.00 | 129, 531, 766. 00 


Lands granted to Northern States for internal 
improvements : 

ST .cswitronsnse oe 

PDL otees sbessee 

Michigan 

Wisconsin 


2, 595, 053. 00 
4, 215, 328. 65 
3, 343, 125. 75 
3. 
7 





3, 343, 458. 00 




















Minnesota ....... 5.000000 esvnessecccses | 9, 992, 041.95 , 776, 638. 95 
SIE bth. dneseccangevews cipecsinannaawetinats | 9, 370, 000. 00 4, 947, 000. 00 
III, ics disctlinoniiaieincelen | 173, 760,304.62 | 155, 752, 370. 30 
Lands granted to Southern States and Terri- | ree ae eee 
tories, deducting amount to Atlantic and | 
TOE inctosceisecragrscbrose sees 22, 000,020.00 | 20, 750, 000. 00 
EE one cancasctinepnscsevesiencsesnnsees 2, 062, 240. 00 1, 137, 130. 00 
Alabama arenes meee apnetneanimddiniaedinns on 3, 597, 120. 00 2, 708, 135. 00 
¥F lorida eueceuheenshecteendsnonssoccnccaseundse | 2, 360, 114. 00 1, 760, 467. 00 
NGS Sn Deiencenncheskvovesdconsetussioens | 1, 57x, 720. 00 660, 411. 70 
Arkansas bibSObSS0wSe 2 ccnens meconsebaneseasebess | 4, 878, 149.14 2, 754, 171. 00 
Shins badsGebede esis enkacvdesnienteenekt | 1, 949, 175. 00 
UT ei i aa 


Excess granted to North....................-- 
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Comparative statement of expenditures by the United States Goteremens 
account of railroads, wagon-roads, and canals from 1779 to haa 
NORTHERN BTATES. a 


SN ccitsoslnd nsudereesbekheiseseobdebenestwabdadkedenes 
Delaware 


Maryland 
Ohio 


on 










lilinois 
Michigan . 
Wisconsin 
eS ee ee 
Minnesota 





Washington ..... pees abedeneseebas sence 
MEE. hii. ckuhcddtwtikes Sabenbenbkenede 
Central Pacific Railroad 
Union Pacific Railroad 


ooo 00 
7, 704 4 
703 70 
21 


2121 
2 703 3a 














i ee 538 oF 
North Carolina. 000 00 
South Carolina ............ 9.961 w 
ccdbapukthntiegs rateeoenntn ween telnnhnh eteness patigsendnvecan es 230 013 43 
Alabama......... R73 879 ua 
Mississippi 994.936 14 
Louisiana ........ 296, 96% 04 
ST ceeteh cama e dpb REaE hha bar knees biased 573, 390 84 
TE :-Jtcs odin canaksmiwtng ana uaee Rees Sanaa bes abnaiinne as 049, 800 38 
Kentucky ......... 1#* 511 00 
Arizona Territory . wee 246, 415 99 
EEE TN Kit chhabbatnees 7.920 00 
New Mexico Territory 217, 072 42 
I ik atte seria ack a elincnimaapecalenenth Si vidsaa beni cueae denedeuns 0 
a DCM hE Niven cbhonwes 
Total amount to Mortherm Bintes ......c.ccccccccccccccccccccoccces 
Total amount to Southern States ............ pees EhNEbesueieentwene 





Excess of amount granted to Northern States 


An equitable adjustment of these appropriations between the two 
sections would construct the Southern Pacitic Railroad, the Missis- 
sippi levees, and every meritorious national work demanded by thy 
necessities of trade and commerce, and for the construction of which 
the combinations of private capital and individual enterprise ar 
wholly inadequate. 

We have the authority of the late Secretary of the Treasury (Mr. 
Morrill) that the public debt had been reduced, from July 1, 1-62, to 
June 30, 1876, $223,144,011.07 more than was required by the terms 
of the law of February 25, 1562. If the public works and improve- 
ments now required for the development of the resources of the coun- 
try and for the restoration of its prosperity can be provided for in no 
other way, it could be easily done by a discontinuance of the pay- 
ment of the national debt more rapidly than the law requires and 
an appropriation of some of the means heretofore applied in that way 
for the improvement and development of the country. 

A policy on the part of the Government that would at the same time 
stimulate production and increase consumption, that would insure 
employment to the labor of the country and prevent enforced idle- 
ness and consequent poverty and crime, and that would cause the 
wealth and population of the country rapidly to increase, is demanded 
by every consideration of pifblic utility and national advantage. If 
the wealth and population of the country shall rapidly increase under 
a beneficent policy and by wise economies, the public debt and all 
other public burdens will as rapidly diminish with increasing busi- 
ness, employment, and prosperity. There is great force in the follow- 
ing remarks made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. KeLLry) 
in this House on the 3ist of January, L866: 

The pte of the debt must be paid, but, as it was contracted for posterity, 
its extinguishment should not impoverish those who sustained the burdens of the 
war. lam not anxious to reduce tho total of our debt, and would in this respert 
follow the example of England, and, as its amount has been fixed, would not, for 
the present, trouble myself about its aggregate, except to prevent its increase 

And equally suggestive are the following remarks, made before 
the Committee of Ways and Means by Mr. J. D. Hayes, of Detroit, 
Michigan, on the 7th of February, 1877: 

The Government can imitate the example of England to advantage in the man 
agement of the public debt. When England came out of the war with France and 
America her national debt was 52 per cent. of her assessed valuation. Bat by ber 
sound policy, and fostering care and attention to her great commercial and manu- 
facturing industries, she developed her resources so rapidly that substantial —_ 
perity and wealth followed to such an extent that about fifty years after, the debt 
without being decreased in amount, only stood at about 12 per cent. of the assessed 
value. Should this nation increase as rapidly in population and wealth for tifty years 
to come as we have for the past, the ratioof the national debt in proportion to the 
population and property would be very small indeed. 


SOUTHERN CLAIMS. 7 
Since the restoration of peace to the South by the subordination of 
the military to the civil authority and the substitution of autonomic 
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construction for the orderly anarchy which had so long prevailed 
ie tl - Southern States, it has been charged by some of the foremost 
= a of the republican party that the large majority of the white 
- , -of the South are, with intense earnestness, revolving plans 
Per covering from the losses inflicted by the rebellion, and will 
sosial upon the payment for property taken or destroyed by the armies 
of the Union, and that in the end payment for the emancipated slaves 
will be demanded, , A af, 

In reply to an accusation so sweeping, it is only necessary to say 


that the peliey of payment for property taken, used, and destroyed | 


in the South during the late war was inaugurated by the republican 
party, when the southern people were very imperfectly represented 
in Congress; and for that policy they are in no wise responsible. 
Every law for the payment of claims, introduced by democratic 
members of Congress, had in view simply the execution of laws 
already upon the statute-book by the procurement of the republican 
Pre southern people contemplate no raid on the National Treasury 
for any purpose; but they will insist upon the execution of all laws 
without partiality by the executive authority of the country as those 
jaws have been construed by the Supreme Court of the United States. 
They have no policy on the subject of the payment of southern 
claims to propose in hostility to the spirit of the laws enacted before 
the democratic party obtained its majority in the House of Repre- 
sentatives; and they can surely afford, without any impeachment of 
their fidelity to the Constitution or loyalty to the National Govern- 
ment, to ask the impartial enforcement of every law of the land as 
expounded by its highest judicial tribunal or its immediate and un- 
conditional repeal. 

Ican confidently declare my honest and sincere conviction that 
Ihave no policy on the subject of southern claims to advocate in 
opposition to that sense of justice, equity, and magnanimity which 
animates the great heart of the American people and directs its pulsa- 
tions. Give us that which is just, equal, and right and we are con- 
tent. And if that much should be denied us we are well aware of 
our utter inability to enforce a more liberal policy in the face of a 
large adverse numerical majority, so that acquiescence would be the 
only alternative. 

As the vexed political questions which have so long agitated the 
country have been at last settled, and every State of the American 
union restored to local self-government, so that the great economic 
questions of the country can be entertained free from the excitement 
of partisan politics, may we not with confidence indulge the hope 
that those great enterprises which so manifestly involve the future 
wealth and prosperity of the South and of the entire country, and 
which so strongly appeal to the Government for recognition and sub- 


stantial aid, may be considered by Congress and the American peo- 
ple in the clear sunlight of reason, justice, and ae and not in the 


glamour of partisan and sectional prejudice and political animosity ? 
The expression of this hope is but the presage of its fulfillment. 

Mr. PRICE. I voted to take this bill out of the morning hour so 
that the friends of the measure might have an opportunity to discuss 
it. I voted for that proposition, not because I believed in the doc- 
trines contained in the bill, but because I am opposed to anything 
like a gag, to anything like suppression of discussion. In addition 
to what I have said, I voted in that way because I have always be- 
lieved that truth has nothing to fear in discussion with error. I do 
not mean by that remark to say here and now positively upon which 
side of this questior all the truth is or all the error is; that i®not 
the object of making that remark. But this question is one that 
agitates the country to a considerable extent ; it needs discussion. I 
think it wants some light shed upon it; and in all human probability 
some light will be shed in this discussion upon the question that has 
not heretofore been seen by the people. 

I wish to say but a few words to correct, more than anything else, 
some wrong statements that have been made since the discussion of 
this question began. It has been alleged, particularly by the gentle- 
man who opened the discussion, [Mr. PHILLIPs, ] that the contraction 
of the currency led to the difficulties in our part of the financial 
world and was brought about by this resumption act, and that the 
retirement of the national-bank notes would not have taken place 
but for the passage of the resumption act. 

I think if that gentleman or any other who holds that opinion will 
examine the history of the country for the last two years he will 
change his opinion in reference to that matter. I appeal to any gen- 
tleman upon this floor who knows anything about the internal oper- 
ations of the national-banking system whether I am not correct when 
I assert that those national banks have retired their circulation and 
have wound up their business and gone out of it simply and entirely 
because the taxation upon the national banks is burdensome. I think 
I might make that assertion and challenge contradiction without 
fear of its being successfully done. 

lam glad my friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY, ] who is a 
eulogist of the national banks, is now sitting near me. Two hun- 
dred and thirty-three national banks of this Union have voluntarily 


surrendered their charters, given up their circulation, and gone out | 


of the business, not because of the resumption act being passed, but 
because the taxation upon those national banks is greater than upon 
any other species of property in this land. I am authorized so to 
state from the report of the Comptroller of the Currency. 





Mr. KELLEY. As the gentlemen from Iowa [Mr. Price] aftet 
appealing to any gentleman on this floor has pointed so directly to 
me, I beg leave to say that the taxation of national banks has not 
driven a single banking institution out of existence. My attention 
was called by a colleague who agrees in opinion with the gentleman 
from Iowa, and not with me, upon this subject, on my way from 
Philadelphia to this city this morning, to the fact that our national 
banks in Philadephia had just declared their semi-annual dividends, 
ranging from 5 per cent. to 10 per cent. They had been adding to 
their surplus, and, as I intimated the other day, one of our national 


| banks recently made, not an annual dividend (I have been corrected 


in that) but an extra dividend of 100 per cent. I say that a system 
of taxation that allows such profits is not an oppressive one or one 
calculated to drive capital out of employment. ‘The gentleman must 
look elsewhere for the cause, and were I speaking in my own time I 
would point it out. 

Mr. PRICE. Now, Mr. Speaker, that is all very well; and I do not 
call in question the correctness of the statement just made by my 
friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY.] But he knows and you 
know and this House knows that there are exceptions to all rules; 
and I believe it is correct to say that it takes an exception to prove 
arule. There may be, I doubt not, a bank in the city of Philadel- 
phia—there may be a half dozen of them in that city—there may be 
banks here and there throughout this country that can declare such 
dividends as my friend refers to. But I speak of the system gen- 
erally; I speak of it as it has operated in years past; I speak of it as 
it exists to-day; and I challenge contradiction when I say that the 
national-bank capital of the country pays more taxes than any other 
species of property in the land. 

Mr. KELLEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I desire to apply 
his principle that the exception proves the rule. In the history of 
national banking about two hundred and thirty of these institutions 
have retired for some cause or other; but there is left a survivorship 
of over two thousand national banks to-day. The banks that have 
retired are exceptional; and let the cause be what it may, the cir- 
cumstance that so small a proportion of these institutions have re- 
tired proves the fact that the banking business is among the most 
profitable branches of business in the country. 

Mr. PRICE. Iam afraid that my friend from Pennsylvania will 
compel me to extend my remarks further than I had intended. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then do not challenge me personally. 

Mr. PRICE. Yes, [ challenge contradiction, and I do so because I 
have the ground for doing it. T'wo hundred and thirty-three banks 
have gone out of business voluntarily, and a great many others have 
gone out from different causes. But my statement that the national 
banks pay more taxes than any other species of property has not been 
contradicted. That is the declaration of which I challenge contra- 
diction. In addition to all the taxes that every other species of prop- 
erty pays, these institutions since their organization have paid—I 
do not give the figures exactly—about $80,000 000 into the Treasury 
of the United States, not one dollar of which would have gone there 
but for the establishment of the banks. 

In this connection I wish to add that while only two hundred and 
ninety-two of these banks have gone out of existence, two handred 
and thirty-three voluntarily, this House is loaded down to-day with 

titions from the national banks setting forth their grievances in 

apguage that cannot be misunderstood or mistaken, and asking to 
be relieved, for the purpose of saving them from winding up their 
business and retiring their circulation, and thereby contracting the 
currency of the country. 

Mr. KELLEY. The banks, according to the gentleman, have paid 
$80,000,000 of taxes. Now [ ask him whether they have not paid 
this out of the gold paid to them by the Government for putting in 
circulation notes which the Government prints, and which are re- 
deemable in “worthless, lying greenbacks?” In other words, have 
not the banks received 600 or 800 per cent. in gold for every dollar 
of the $30,000,000 they have paid in taxes? 

Mr. PRICE. Now, Mr. Speaker, before my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania interrupts me again, I want to say that I am perfectly willing 
to be asked a question by him or any other person; but I do not 
want him to make my speech. [Lauglhter. } 

Mr. KELLEY. Oh, there is no danger of my making your speech. 

Mr. PRICE. These greenbacks that my friend talks about have 
been printed by the Government, but they have been paid fr by the 
banks; and these institutions have paid in addition (I do not give 
the exact figures, for I have not them here) about $30,000,000 into 
the Treasury of the United States; and no other banking institu- 
tions have ever paid such taxation as this. And in further answer I 
say that the interest paid on these bonds upon which circulation has 
been issued to the banks would have been paid by the Government— 
every dollar of it—if no banks had been organized. Consequently 
the $80,000,000 paid by the national banks is a clear gain to the Gov- 
ernment. 

These extra dividends which are spoken of as having been paid by 
certain banks can only be found in the large cities, with probably 
here and there at long intervals an exception outside of the large 
cities. But I affirm what I know, and testify what I have seen, when 
I say that I know a large majority of the national banks in the West 
(and I see no reason why the remark should not apply to the East 
outside of the large cities) are laboring under a burden that they 


So 
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feel too grievous to be borne; and I know that many more of them 
will go out of business unless these burdens are relieved. 

I would not have extended these remarks in reference to the na- 
tional banks so far, if I had not been interrupted. I intended merely 
to reply to the argument made by my friend from Kansas, [ Mr. 
Piitiirs,}] whom Iam glad to see in his seat, that the contraction of 
the curreney was largely owing to the resumption act. Iwant to | 
say (and this is mainly what I intended tosay upon this point when 
I arose) that the contraction is attributable to another cause almost 


entirely, and not to the resumption act. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. Will the gentleman allow me—— 
Mr. PRICE. I will yield to the gentleman for a question. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. I merely wish to ask the gentleman whether the 


reason in the first place why many of the western banks are unwill- 
ing to retain their circulation is not because they have to publish a 
statement of their condition, I know that in my section of the coun- 
try the banks refuse to issue national-bank notes subject to that 
requirement. There is another reason: They loan their money 1 2 per 
cent. a month, while under the national-banking act these institutions 
are only allowed to charge 10 per cent. per annum. I ask my friend | 
whether these are not sutticent reasons to account for the retirement 
of bank cireulation ? 

Mr. PRICE. If the banks loan money at 2 per cent. a month they 
are violating the law and are amenable to it. Iam not here to de- | 
fend any violator of the law; that is not my business. I only say | 
that outside of the national-bank system men can make more money | 
with their capital than inside of it, in the majority of cases, and that 
is the reason why the banks are abandoning the system. 

But one reason given by my friend from Kansas was that we were | 
not following in the line of precedents; that other nations older by 
centuries than we are had pursued a different line of policy and were 
prosperous under that line of policy, and he gave us as evidence of it 
I’rance, the most prosperous nation of Europe, as he termed it; and 
in that connection he stated to this House and to the country that | 
France—but I will read from his remarks, that I may not do him in- 
justice, for that is the last thing I want to do: 


In France, where they have a population much smaller than our own, they have 
a volume of circulating medium more than twice, yea, more than thrice as greatas 


ours 

I wish to call the attention of the House to it especially, for if those | 
things are true then Lam wrong and those who act with me are wrong ; 
but if those things are mistakes, then they should not goto the country 
as true. Let me continue: 





They 
million 


Aud this is the point to which I wish to call the attention of the 
llouse: 


have a silver currency of five-franc pieces of between five and six hundred 


ia 


The bank-note circulation of the national bank of France is much greater in vol- 
nme than ours. Their circulation is, for the population, three times as great as 
ours, and there is today no more prosperous country in Europe. 


As I said before, if that statement is trne, if France has that kind 
of civenlation, if France is prosperous and still has that circulation, 
the presumption is it is because she has that circulation, and that 
is the arguinent sought to be made. If these statements be true, then 
it would be folly for us to pursue any other course, for we ought to 
be governed by those precedents and ought to learn sonrething from 
the expel ience of France. 

Now let me call the attention of the House to what are the facts 
in reference to that matter. I have taken the trouble to look them 
up, and here they are. In 1874 France had a paper currency of 
2,007,768,025 frances, which, reduced to our money, is $561,539,925. 
‘That was in 1574. Those are the latest figures I have been able to 
But what was our cirenlation? The argument is that they 
have more circulation to population than we have, and that being 
prosperous consequently we ought to be prosperous in the same 
direction. 

Mr. PHILLIPS rose. 

Mr. PRICE, Not just now. 


pret. 


At the eame date the Government of 
Shall I repeat the figures? 
France bad $561,000,000 while we had §777,000,000, so that we had 
$216,000,000 of paper currency more than France had at that time, 
the declaration of my friend from Kansas to the contrary notwith- 
standing. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Does the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. PRICE. For a question, certainly. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Was not that circulation the circulation of the 
Bank of France only f 

Mr. PRICE. It was the paper circulation of the Bank of France, | 
of course. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. But the gentleman refers only to the paper circu- | 
lation of the Bank of France. 

Mr. PRICE. I will appeal to any gentleman here who has traveled 
in France whether he ever saw any other paper money in France than 
the paper money of the Bank of France 

Mr. PHILLIPS. That is the paper money of the Bank of France, 
in this country represented by the legal-tender 

Mr. PRICE. I claim that the Bank of France issues all the paper 
money of France, as the Bank of England issues all the paper money | 
of England. 








| their currency system does not resemble ours. 


Mr. PHILLIPS. The United States issues the legal-tende 
the United States. 

Mr. PRICE. Yes, sir, and all other notes of the United st 
stantially. Now, I wish to say the paper money in the Un 
to-day is six hundred and seventy-one million, while the paper mor 
in France is five hundred and sixty-one million, leaving a balane. 
our favor of one hundred and nine millions of paper money, Sott a 
we have in this country, taking the population of France at'37.1<;, — 
the last figures I have been able to get, and our population at ¢., 
four millions—we have to-day this state of facts existing, 
France has $15.11 per capita of paper circulation, we 
capita. Now, then, if redundancy of paper money in France give 
them prosperity and peace, I should like to know how much mane 
prosperity and peace America should have under the Stars and Stripes 
with more paper money per capita than France has. If the arguy = ¢ 
is in that direction, we ought to be the most prosperous country in 
the world, and I am not sure but we are. sil 

Mr. PHILLIPS. The gentleman’s misapprehension arises jn this 
that ours is the only country in the world where they print paper for 

wrivate banks. 

Mr. PRICE. There are no private banks in this country, or at least 
comparatively very few. 7 ies 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Yes, sir; the Crédit Foncier and others issue paper 
that really meets the exigencies of business, which is redeemed in 
notes of the Bank of France which is redeemed in gold. The yoy. 
ernment does not print them, and it is not a correct statement to as. 
sume that the only paper is the paper of the Bank of France, becayse 
We have taxed State 
banks out of existence by the 10 per cent. tax, and we have in liey 
of them national banks, and ours is the only country in which tless 
conditions exist. France has a circulation outside of the Bank of 
France. But it has what we have not, an immense coin circulation, 
We drive out of circulation the little coin there is in it. 

Mr. PRICE. The answer to that is this; and I am glad I have 
brought here with me a statement which answers me in good stead 
just now. It shows that the paper money of the kingdom of France, 
or the republic of France, or the empire of France—we can scarcely 
tell what it is to-day, we only know what it was yesterday—is 
2,807,689,625 francs, which reduced to our money makes $561,000.00, 
1 take, then, the paper money of France and I take the population of 
France and [ divide the one by the other, and I find that they have 
got just $15.11 per capita of paper currency. And now, if I take the 
population of the United States, and the amount of the paper money 
of the United States, without counting any State-bank paper that 
may be in circulation—I give you the benetit of all that circulation, 
and take only the paper of the national banks and the legal-tenders 
of the Government—the amount is $17.67 per capita of the people of 
the United States. Now, if paper money gives the people prosperity, 
peace, and happiness, and they have these blessings in lrauce be- 
cause they have paper money to the amount of 515.11 per capita, 
because they have got so much of it, I want to know why we ought 
not to be the most prosperous, and happy, and peaceful nation on the 
globe; for we have got nearly two dollars per capita of the people of 
the United States more than they have in the boasted country of 
France, and that is not all of it. 

Why are these arguments made on this floor?’ Why are they pub- 
lished throughout the county if it be not to satisfy the laboring 
classes who make up the large majority ef the voters of this country— 
to @tisfy them that they are oppressed and burdened and that there 
is a war between the interests of labor and the interests of capital! 
For what other purpose can these statements be made? Do gentie- 
men upon this floor want the laboring classes of this country reduced 
to the condition of the laboring classes of France? Is that the 
object 1 Where men work for from twenty to sixty cents a day and 
where bread and meat are dearer than they are in the United States? 
Do gentlemen want that? Is that the object? Let me put it on 
record, I declare it in this presence and in this place that there is no 
country on the globe to-day from the rising of the sun and the going 
down of the same where the laboring classes are so well fed aud so 
well clothed as they are under the Stars and Stripes of the United 
States. 

Mr. GLOVER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. PRICE. For a question, certainly. 

Mr. GLOVER. Is it fair in making this contrast between the cir- 
culation of France and that of the United States to contine it entirely 
to the paper circulation without any regard to the metallic circulation 
of France? Will the gentleman state what is the comparison be- 
tween the metallic circulation in France and that in the United States! 

Mr. PRICE. It will be a sufficient answer to that to say that | 


r hotes of 


ates, an). 


if + 
ited States 


1 at forty. 
that While 
have $17.67 per 


| supposed we were talking here about the resumption of specie pay- 


ments and how to get rid of this paper money and replace it with 
coin, and the argument had been that we must not get rid of it, be- 
cause the more we had of it ihe better we were off, and we had not 
enough of it now; and the example of France was held up to us to 
show us a country whieh bad so much of it and which was so pros- 
perous. And now when we hayo remonetized silver we will have 


| plenty of silver, and then we will have of silver, of gold, and of paper 


as much as we want, and, according te the view of my friend, we 
will then be on the high-road of prosperity, 
I want to say this, that I do not understand, when you take in & 
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r dollar and pay out a silver dollar ora gold one, you have con- 
ee eed the currency. If Smith has $100 in gold and Jones $100 in 
eer and if they trade, I do not see they have contracted the cur- 
oe or inflated it either. If the Government has a hundred 
a 1 A in gold and I have a hundred dollars in paper, I take the paper 
dew » to the Treasury and get the gold or the silver, as the case may 
be | do not think we have contracted the currency. We have got 
«'+ ag much money in cireulation as before. But I have heard the 
 enment made that somebody will hide away the gold and the sil- 
ver. They Will not hide it away if it does not belong to them; and 
if they W ant to buy any labor or materials they will have to pay it 
out, and that puts it in circulation. ‘ 

Mr. PHILLIPS and Mr. HARRISON rose. ; 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield? : 

Mr. PRICE. IL yield for a question to the gentleman from Kansas, 
[ Mr. Puittars. } . a ; 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Accepting the gentleman’s figures of five hundred 
and sixty millions—— : 

Mr. PRICE. Make it a question. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Iam stating my question. Accepting the gentle- 
man's figures of tive hundred and sixty-one millionsand a half of paper 
of the Bank of France, eight hundred millions of silver, and one thou- 
<spd millions of gold, all this makes upwards of twenty-three hun- 
dred millions. Taking the same statement of the population as the 
eeytlenan from lowa, I gave the figure of the cirtulation there as 
being three times as great as ours. This proves it by the gentleman’s 
own figures to be three times as great. 

Mr. PRICE. That is not a question. My friend is making a speech. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. The whole amount of gold in this country is one 
hundred and seventy-five millions, as I learn from the Director of the 
Mint. It does not enter into our ciredlation, does it? Iask the gen- 
tleman the question, 

Mr. PRICK. Yes, sir; there is the gold in our circulation to-day 
and silver. Now the answer to that is 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I wish to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. PRICE. I want to answer one question at atime. When you 
count the gold, the silver, and the paper circulation of France, you 
vive them a little more circulation than we have, counting the me- 
tallie currency ; but nothing like the three times mentioned by the 
ventieman from Kansas. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I think that is shown by the figures. Our circu- 
lation of legal-tenders and national-bank notes is a little over 
€700,000,000. The little gold coin cannot be said to circulate. 

Mr. PRICE. I have the figures before me. The circulation in 
France, per capita, is $82.52 in gold, silver, and paper. The cireula- 
tion of this country is $21.90 per capita. Now, + on is three times 
$21.00, $32.52? Then I want to say in this connection, that if any one 
has thonght, and some gentlemen may not have thought of it, that 
everbody knows, who has ever given any attention to this subject, 
that there is not a civilized country on the globe to-day bat what has 
less coin, gold, silver, and paper, per capita, taking them together, in 
circulation, excepting France alone, than has the United States. 
Great Britain, Germany, and most of the other countries of Europe 
have less money in circulation, per capita, in coin, gold, and paper 
than the United States. I repeat, that there is no other country in 
the world, excepting France, that has a larger per capita circulation 
than the United States. ; 4 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. Is ‘he 
not aware that in France the paper money has never been dishonored 
by not being received for all dues of the government, and therefore 
that it has kept side by side with the coin, whereas on the other hand, 
in this country we have driven the coin out by dishonoring our own 
paper money ? 

Mr. PRICE. If we resume we shall honor our paper money and 
restore it to its proper place. 

Mr. HARRISON. They have always honored theirs. 

Mr. PRICE. I want to say in answer to that that we now seek to 
reach that very point by indicating that the country shall take no 
step backward on this question of resumption. Its faith was pledged 
for the resumption of specie payments two years since, and, thank 
God, we are nearer to it now than we have ever been since the first 
gun was fired on the flag at Sumter. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him ? 

: ~ PRICE. I do not want to be discourteous to my friend from 
AANSAS. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I desire to ask the gentleman a question merely. 
If his figures of one thousand millions of gold and eight hundred mill- 
tons of silver and five hundred and sixty millions of potes of the 
Bauk of France are correct, it makes considerable over twenty-three 
millions for a population of thirty-seven millions and our forty-four 
willions population have less legal-tender and bank-notes, in all 
making seven hundred and seventy-five millions; and, taking into 
consideration the greater een, we have less than one-third the 
iroalation possessed by France. Besides, France in 1874 had just 
ee ing her war indemnity and has been increasing her coin act- 
na we medium ever since, the paper she has being at par 
_Mr. PRICE, 
cireulation of t 
lous—th 


and bullion in circulation did not make the circulation of that coun- 
try more than $32.52 per capita; that is, taking into consideration 
everything they counted as money. I want to say in this connection, 
before I forget it, that the gentleman knows very well, and any man 
who has anything to do with commerce or the finance of the country 
knows, that not more than one dollar in twenty, nay not more than 
one dollar in thirty dollars, of the business of this country is done 
with any kind of money. Ninety or ninety-tive per cent. of the busi- 
ness of New York is done without money. I only refer to this mat- 
ter to show that the figures made by the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. PHILLIPS] are not to be relied upon, and we do not stand in that 
relation with the country that his speech would indicate. 

_ PHILLIPS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. PRICE. The gentleman from Kansas submitted to an inter- 
ruption from me when he was speaking yesterday, and I have yielded 
to him to-day half a dozen times. I think the account is square. 

I have but a few words more to say; but I want to say here 
what I think every gentleman on this floor and on every side of this 
question, and of every shade of politics, will agree with me in, that 
we would not want to advertise ourselves tothe world by going back 
upon our promises. It was truly said by the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Cox] that we have not fixed a time when we will redeem 
these notes; but they are our due bills out in the world as the pledges 
of the Government for payment, and we have agreed by an act passed 
in the high council chamber of the nation two years ago that at a 
certain time we would pay them. 

I want to call the attention of gentlemen to another fact in this 
connection, that when this promise was made gold was worth about 
116. I am not certain, but I think it was about that value. There 
has been some contraction of the currency since that time, because 
the national banks were taxed out of existence, but not enough to 
make a difference on the premium on gold. The law-making power 
of the country said that we would redeem these notes and the world 
knew that we were able todoso. That has brought the price of gold 
down to 102% to-day—specie value; and when we have reached specie 
value we have in fact reached specie payments ; the step from that 
is not long nor difficult. 

I want this people, this Congress not to go back upon its promises ; 
I want them to stand firmly by them. I do not want the word to go 
out to the world that we cannot do anything. What have we ever 
tried to do that we did not do? Can any gentleman put his finger 
upon a single transaction from 1776 to this present good hour in 
which this Government was concerned were we have agreed to do 
anything that we did not accomplish it to the very letter? Let us 
continue to stand to-day upon the highest pinnacle of honor, the peer 
of the proudest nation on the globe in point of honor and financial 
ability. 

They have said in the past that we could not do a great many 
things, but we have done them all; they have all been done. I want 
to say that if a nation that has existed for but one hundred years, 
coming up as it were from nothing and successfully striving to attain 
a position equal to that of the proudest on the earth—if we have done 
things which it was said were impossible during those one hundred 
years, I want to know whether we are not prepared to-day to say 
that we can do what we promised to do two years ago ? 

It is no news to members of this House that some years ago every- 
body said that we ought to have a road to the Pacilic ; everybody 
said that an iron band should unite the Atlantic with the Pacitic 
Ocean; but everybody said that we could not do it because it would 
bankrupt the nation. At that day we had a national debt of only 
about $30,000,000, and yet people stood upon the banks of the Missis- 
sippi, so to speak, and trembled for fear of the approaches to it, and 
said that we could not do it. Yet, when we got into debt, through 
influences which it is not necessary to name here—when we got into 
debt over $2,000,000,000, we went to work and built that Pacific Rail- 
road, and it is an accomplished fact to-day. We built it up into the 
clouds and across the desert; and to-day there is an iron band con- 
necting the Atlantic with the Pacific, because we said we would do 
it and we did it. 

And another thing; when the bill was under discussion in this 
House, the great commoner of Pennsylvania, who has now gone to the 
land of the hereafter, said that the road should not be built unless it 
was built of American iron. Everybody said that that would not do, 
that it would give a monopoly to American manufacturers of iron 
who would put the price up so high that the work could not be 
accomplished. But that provision was put into the law, and the 
Pacitic Railroad was built under that law, two thousand miles of 
road. The American iron-masters had a monopoly of that business, 
and the first ton of iron laid down upon that road cost $105, but the 
last ton cost less than $35. Therefore, in place of our not being able 
to accomplish it, and in place of that being an obstruction in the 
way of putting up the price of iron, it put down the price of iron, 
and we built that road, all the obstructions made to it to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. 

We can do this that we have promised to do, for in the lexicon of 
this young giant of the west there is no such word as “ fail.” If we 
are true to ourselves we will accomplish it. I hope that hereafter we 
will continue to be as we now are, the admiration of the civilized 
world, and accomplish what we put our hands to, doing in good faith 
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I thought I had answered that question before. The 
of the Bank of France was not in 1574 a thonsand mill- 
at is where the gentleman from Kansas errs—and the coin 





poe 


————— 


A nee 


scien shag SN 


\ 
Ls 

if 
t 

: 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


NOVEMBER 7, 





what we agreed to do, going back on none of our promises, but perform- 
ing all that we have promised to perform. 

Mr. KELLEY. IL ask the gentleman to yield to me for a single ques- 
tion, or perhaps two. 

Mr. PRICE. Very well. 

Mr. KELLEY. Does the fact that this nation has accomplished 
that which was possible prove that itcan accomplish impossibilities? 

Mr. PRICE. I would like to know what sort of a question that is? 

Mr. KELLEY. Well, it is a very direct one, that can be answered 
categorically. 

Mr. PRICE. When the gentleman shows me anything impossible, 
I will be prepared to answer the impossible part of his question. 

Mr. KELLEY. One other question. Was it not the argument of 
Peel and Ricardo, when they passed the act of 1519, that as gold and 
paper were then at a difference of less than 5 per cent., it was a mere 
question of from 3 to 5 per cent. to be divided over four years? If 
the gentleman cannot answer that question I will answer it in the 
allirmative. What was the result? In overcoming that alleged dif- 
ference of from 3 to 5 per cent, values were reduced 60 per cent.; and 
the elder Peel said to his son, “ Robert, you have made the fortune of 
your family, but you have ruined your country.” Three per cent. 
was enough to do that. 

Mr. PRICE. Well, if I am to answer that question—— 

Mr. KELLEY. And furthermore, having found no more trouble 
during the first three of the four years than we have, yet fearing an 
effort to overthrow the throne in the fourth year, thirty-five thou- 
sand volunteers were added to the available force of the British realm 
to enforce the overcoming of the difference from 3 to 5 per cent. 
And the terrible stories of Peterloo, Bristol, and other manufacturing 
towns in which the starving people resisted the troops of England 
tell the terrible result of the experiment. 

Mr. PRICE. That may be true in reference to England. I am not 
standing upon the floor of the House of Commons; I am not endeav- 
oring to represent any part of the English nation. But while the 
gentleman's statement may be true, I want to call his attention to 


another fact, that under our process of operations on this side of the | 


Atlantic the price of gold has fallen from away up at 280 to 102%. 
Now, I do not know anything about Sir Robert Peel’s opinion ; and I 
do not care much about his son. [Laughter.] I live in the afternoon 
of the nineteenth century; we are to legislate, if at all, for people 
who live in the afternoon of the nineteenth century under a repub- 
lican form of government, and when I have the lamp of experience 
to guide my feet in the path of the future, I feel pretty safe so long 
as 1 follow that guidance. While values in England may have gone 
down 60 per cent., ours have gone up, because gold which was at one 
time 2-0 is to-day LOZ. 

Do not compare this country with any other. There is no other 
country to compare with this. There is no other place to make a 
country out of fit to compare with this. Why, sir, in that country 
which the gentleman has just mentioned, if you take a railroad-car 
in the morning and run in a straight line you will run off the other 
edge before the san sets. 

Mr. KELLEY rose. 

Mr. PRICE. Iam answering the gentleman’s question. 
must not compare this country with any other. You cannot compare 
mole-hills with mountains; you may contrast them. Why, sir. if 
you step out yonder on our eastern coast you may see the king of day 
lift himself from his ocean bed, and shaking the waves from his 
locks take his course westward, not six hundred miles only, not one 
thousand miles, not two thousand miles, not three thousand miles, 
but after entering upon the last of four thousand miles, sink to rest 
beneath the golden gates of the Pacific. Or, if you choose, you may 
pass down the degrees of latitude from the frozen north until you 
reach the land of the orange and the palm. You have traversed a 
country that for diversity of soil, climate,and productions has no 
equal on this globe; and, as I said, you cannot make acountry tocom- 
pare with this, for there is no place to make it out of. [Laughter.] 

This is our country, and we are legislating for the people of our 
country. It has one Constitution, thank God, one flag, and one des- 
tiny ; and so far as I and my people are concerned, we propose to 
keep it in the pathway of duty until it shall arrive at the goal and 
the capstone shall be placed upon its completed greatness. [Ap- 


plause. } 
I want to say to the gentleman, before asking him 


I say he 


Mr. KBLLEY. 


a, question, that, vast as your country is, the American eagle can flap | 


its wings overevery acre and scream defiance to all creation. [Laugh- 
ter.] The American eagle is a great bird! But, as the gentleman 


says we have raised values, I want to ask him how much the price of | 


Iowa wheat has gone up in the last three years. 

Mr. PRICE. It is worth more than it was three years ago, I am 
happy to say. 
mbore money. 

Mr. KELLEY. Worth more measured by what standard ? 

Mr. PRICE. By the silver dollar we remonetized here the other 
day. [Laughter. } 


Mr. KELLEY. Is it worth more measured by cotton, by wool, by 


iron, or by any other product of industry than the precious metals? | 


Mr. PRICE. Iwill let my friends from the South answer as to the 
cotton and my friend from Pennsylvania can answer the iron ques- 
tion bimself. 








' accept this statement. 


We have a better crop and it is worth a/good deal | 


ee 


Mr. KELLEY. How has the price increased? In British cia 


eigns or French francs? 

Mr. PRICE. I am not speaking of British soverei 
frances, but of American dollars. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Wheat is worth more than ity 
three years ago or sixteen years ago, measured in francs or Seeumeien 
or our own gold. os 

Mr. KELLEY. 
Iowa? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I do; for I have wheat 
Iowa, and bullocks, too. ee 

Mr. KELLEY. I am beat. I had supposed that the gentleman 
was really from New York; I had never suspected that he was 
“ecarpet-bagger.” [Laughter.] o 

Mr. PRICE. I give my friend from Pennsylvania credit for being 
straightforward; and the very best thing he can do after he z 
is to acknowledge it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Ket- 
LEY] is inaccurate as to a matter of history, and I wish to correct kin 
statement, as it may leave a wrong impression upon the mind of tho 
House. He has stated that the effort of Great Britain to resume 
specie payments during a period of four years, the difference between 
gold and paper being not more than 5 per cent., resulted in actual 
ruin to the kingdom. Now, sir, my recollection of that matter, and 
I think it is fully explained in Francis’s History of England, is more 
like this: An act was passed providing for the resumption of specie 
payment in 1822. The time was fixed after there had been a long 
period of suspension. Under the operation of that act Great Britain 
was able to resume specie payment in gold one year in advance of the 
time. The Bank of England, one year prior to the time when she was 
required to resume specie payment by law, did so, that is, on the Ist 
of May, 1821. The condition of speculation and resulting ruin to 
which the gentleman alludes did not commence until after the actual 
resumption of specie payment in 1821, and it arose in consequence of 
causes which had no connection with the resumption of specie pay- 
ment. , , 

And it is not precisely the thing to leave upon the minds of the 
House the impression that the resumption of specie payment caused 
the financial ruin of England to which he alludes. It grew out of 
other causes, and the gentleman will find them set forth in the par- 
liamentary investigation, of which there is a full account in the his- 
tory of the Bank of England to which I have referred. Specie pay- 
meuts had been resumed one year prior to the time when by law it 


gus or French 


Does the gentleman from New York speak for 


to sell in 


is beaten 


| should be, and the period of speculation and inflation did not com- 


mence until subsequently to that. 

Mr. KELLEY. I beg leave to say to the gentleman that I am by 
no means mistaken ; that if he will consult Doubleday’s history, if 
he will consult the volumes of Sir Archibald Alison, if he will go 
to a small book, Greville’s Memoirs, a diary kept by George Gre- 
ville, clerk of the privy council of England, he will find that the act 
of 1817 to which he refers was repealed or annulled by an order in 
council, and that the privy council believed the throne to be in 
danger by reason of the discontent of the people, and he will find, 
sir, that the resumption act, after having wrought the ruin of all 
industries, was ameliorated—I cannot say repealed. 

It provided that all notes for less than £5 should be withdrawn ; 
and he will find, I think, that, at the instance of the privy council, 
a bill passed both houses of Parliament on the same day, without a 
word of debate, authorizing the issue of one-pound notes to enable 
the banks to relieve the stress upon the business community. And 
he will find, further, this curious fact, that it was then discovered 
the Bank of England, the business of which is done with such pre- 
cision that it is said to have carried on its books a balance of a half 
penny it could not account for, for scores of years, discovered it had 
managed its business so loosely that a package containing a million 
one-pound notes, which had been lost sight of, was found in the vaults 
of the bank. So history writes it; but when Walpole was asked 
by the kind friend who visited him, on what proved to be his dying 
bed : “What shall I read you, Sir Horace—history ? ‘No, my friend ;’— 
said he—‘I know that to be a lie. Read me fiction, by which I may 
see something of human nature.’ ” 

And history is less veracious than fiction when it tells us that 4 
million one-pound notes had been overlooked in the adjustment of the 
current accounts of the Bank of England. When you remember that 
every note when received is never re-issued, but destroy ed, you will 
The bank itself had discovered that revolu- 
tion or modification of the resumption act, one or the other, was 
inevitable, and while the conncil and Parliament were debating and 
passing relieving provisions, the bank had the package of notes se 
opportunely discovered prepared, and Alison and Doubleday and 
half a dozen other as distinguished writers will tell you that when 
the announcement went forth that the odious and oppressive act had 
been thus modified the hope and confidence of the country and gov- 
ernment were restored. 

Mr. BLAIR. The point is this period of inflation—— ie 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. H ARRISON ] 18 
entitled to the floor; does he yield? s 

Mr. BLAIR. Lask him toexcuse mea moment. A!l this happened 
subsequent to the resumption of specie payment and was the re eult 
of causes with which that resumption had no connection whate ver. 
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That parliamentary investigation did not take lace until subse- | 

at the disasters which occurred in 1826. The inflation did | 
quently 


cour until subsequent to 1822. That investigation showed that 
nt eee ealation OF inflation originaged in the fact that the Bank of 
the = "1 had reduced its rate of interest so that investments sought 
~~ direction, in South America and elsewhere. There were a 
a wriety of corporations of a speculative nature. That period 
- lation was succeeded finally by a state of distress such as we 
of — have passed through. The resumption of specie payment 
eee connection with the disasters to which he has referred. 

Mr KELLEY. I beg the gentleman—— 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish now to make a few remarks myself. 


Mr. KELLEY. I ask leave of the gentleman to produce a work | country where you can start from London and go to Inverness and 


which will not take three minutes. 

Mr. HARRISON. I will yield for that purpose. ; 

Mr. KELLEY. I happened to have gone, while my friend from 
lowa (Mr. Prick] was speaking, to the library, and I have in my 
hands Tallis’s illustrated Atlas of Modern History of the World, edited 
py R. Montgomery Martin, esq. ; published for John Tallis & Co., Lon- 
don and New York, 1851. I read from it the pertinent portion of a 
table showing the year, the volume of bank paper in circulation, and 
the effects. 1 find myself sustained by these figures and statements, 
whieh are as follows: 


, 727, 000 | Prosperity. 
41, 358, 945 | Distress. 
35, 129, 405 | Distress. 
28, 699, 500 | Great distress; county 
26, 743, 260 | } meetings calling for relief. 
29, 502, 422 
33, 124, 658 
34, 220, 738 
30, 911, 323 | 


| Bank paper. Effects. 
| 
' 


, Great prosperity and spec 
ulation. 


Mr. BLAIR. I wish to ask the gentleman when specie payments 
were resumed in England. 

Mr. KELLEY. In 1823. The act passed in 1819 but went into effect 
in Ins. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr. HARRISON. I really cannot yield further. 

Mr. BLAIR. It went into effect in 1822 by its terms, but the bank 
resumed May 1, 1821. Prosperity and then inflation followed until 
1x25 and 1226. Prosperity followed resumption, and the collapse five 
years later grew wholly out of causes arising subsequent to resump- 
tion. 

Mr. HARRISON. I did not intend to make a speech, but after the 
speech to which we have listened from the gentleman from lowa 
[Mr. Prick] I feel constrained to answer some of his arguments. The 
gentleman let his eagle fly from the Atlantic to the Pacitic, and takes 
the position that this country is not to be measured by other lands. 
Mr. Speaker, that is the misfortune in this country. We have been 
constantly putting ourselves upon high places, and thanking God we 
are not as other men; that we, the great American people, are not to 
be governed by the rules that govern the people of other lands. We 
imagine that we are a different people from other people, and that 
the system of finance which is proper in ‘other lands is not proper in 
this. He tells us our land could hold any one of these foreign lands 
and net miss the space it occupies; that a railroad train can run 
from one end of one of these lands to the other in a day, while here it 
would take ten days to perform the same feat. 

Sir, France, with an area so small that a locomotive can run from 
one end of it to the other between sunrise and sunset, yet has a bank 
circulation of five hundred and sixty-one millions, a paper never 
dishonored by the government that issued it; a paper that has been 
receivable from the first for every due that the government demanded 
from the people; not a paper that a debtor may pay to his creditor 
outside, but is refused by the government for its own dues; a paper 
that the government took and takes for its own debts, a paper, 
which, honored by the government that put it afloat, has been all 
the time nearly at par with coin, and has for two years been abso- 
lutely at par. There is in the Bank of France to-day two thousand 
aud odd millions of francs in coin, over $400,000,000; and circulating 
among the we in coin between five hundred and eight hundred 
millions of dollars, making in all between one thousand and twelve 
hundred millions of coin and five hundred and sixty-one millions of 
paper; a grand total of from fourteen hundred and sixty-one mil- 
lions to seventeen hundred and sixty-one millions of circulation in 
that little country of France, where you can go from one end of 
it to another with your bill of exchange in one day’s time. And 
yet we are asked here in America to resume specie payments, with 
six hundred and seventy-one millions of paper to be redeemed and 
one hundred and 
it with; with the acknowledgment by the Secretary of the Treasury 
that we may have—ay, may have! He thinks we will have by 1879 
two hundred and twent 
in this country, this vast country over which the gentleman’s eagle 
we as long a flight, so wearisome a flight, from the Atlantic to the 

acitic; and he says it will bring no distress! Ab, no! No distress 





y-five millions of coin, we are going to redeem | 
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to his friend, the bondholder. 
men already in distress. 

Sir, look again at France ; five hundred and sixty-one millions of 
paper the same as coin; four hundred millions in the vaults of 
the Bank of France; eight hundred millions among the people; 
making seventeen hundred and sixty-one millions of money in 
France, that little country. And yet France does not resume, and 
France prospers as no other nation on earth does prosper. 

Now go to England, and you will find there are two hundred and 
twenty-tive millions of paper one hundred and eight millions of coin 
in the vaults of the Bank of England, between five hundred and six 
hundred millions circulating among the people in coin, in that little 


He sees not the army of begging 


back again in less than forty-eight hours. 

Mr. PRICE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question f 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PRICE. I wish toask the gentleman whether I have misstated 
the amounts per capita in England and in this country. 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir, I will show you how. In England they 
have two hundred and twenty-five millions of paper, one hundred 
and eight millions in the vaults of the Bank of England, five hun- 
dred and twenty-five millions circulating among the people. And 
that, sir, is considered as a very moderate estimate. You can divide 
that amount by the population of England and find the circulation 
per capita far greater than here. In this country we have six hun- 
dred and seventy-one millions of circulation, for our coin cannot 
count in this country. Our gold is not money; it is simply a com- 
modity. It is held by banks and bullionists as a reserve. Ay, like 
skillful commanders, they hold this reserve in hand, ready for that 


| fatal day in January, 1879, when it can be thrown with headlong fury 


upon the ranks of the terror-stricken debtor—upon the people ; when 
mortgages can be foreclosed and the mortgagee alone can buy ; when 
sheriffs and marshals can sell and judgment creditors alone can pur- 
chase. When the bondholder and the bullionist will be taken upon 
a high mount and will be told that all this grand country shall be 
his. And this time the devil will be able to deliver, and he will de- 
liver. He will deliver to the men who for years have been bending 
the knee to the demon gold, the demon resumption, and the debtors. 
The people will have no redress. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him where 
he gets those figures? I simply want to know for my own satisfac- 
tion. 

Mr. HARRISON. I acknowledge I am now taking them from mem- 
ory. [Laughter.] I believe, however, they will be found to be ac- 
curate. Not having statistics before me I must trust to memory, and 
it is accurate enough to enable me to approximate to the exact fig- 
ures—accurate enough for my argument. 

Now, to go to Germany. There they have two hundred and two 
millions of paper, one hundred and fifty-four millions of coin in the 
vaults, five hundred and twenty-five millions of coin circulating 
among the people—eight hundred and eighty-one millions in all. 
And yet the gentleman from Iowa says that ours is the second gov- 
ernment in the world in respect to amount of circulation! Sir, | am 


| speaking extempore. I had no idea of speaking on this question 
| until a few moments since. But the gentleman from Iowa forces 


me to attempt to refute his arguments, and if he will take his pencil 
he can easily find, by comparing the actual circulation in this land 
and in other countries with the respective population of the different 
countries, that we have the smallest circulation of any of them, and 
vastly the smallest; and yet, owing to our vast distances, owing to 
the huge distances which must be traversed by bills of exchange— 
to say nothing of the eagle the gentleman let fly—we require a pro- 
portionably larger per capita circulation. 

Mr. PRICE. I do not want to controvert any position the gentleman 
may assume, but I make this assertion: I assert from figures obtained 
from authentic sources that Germany has a circulation of only $20 
per capita, that England has $21.45, and that we have $21.99. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have not reduced the figures which are in my 
memory and are firmly fastened there—I have not reduced them to 
show the amount per capita; but if the gentleman will figure it out 
according to the number of population in this country he will find I 
am correct. If he will drop his golden pencil and use a poor man’s 
Faber he will find I am correct. 

Mr. PRICE. You make your figures; I have got mine from au- 
thentic sources. 

Mr. HARRISON. This is in Germany; acountry where you can 
by the postal service draw a bill of exchange by lightning that will 
be answered from one end of the country to the other; where the 
telegraph is a part of the postal service; where every village, ay, 
every railway station has its telegraph office; and where twenty 
cents carry twenty words to any point in the German Empire. By 
the way, in England and France the same fact exists; where light- 


5 | ning is but little dearer than pen, paper, and ink. In Germany, a 
fifty-one millions of coin among the people to redeem | 


country you can reach every part of by going from the genter through 
either of its provinces in a single day; yet they have eight hundred 
and twenty-two millions of currency in paper and coin, and we have 
six hundred and seventy-one millions. Six hundred and seventy-one 
millions of money; six hundred and seventy-one millions of the 
people’s money. The bullionist’s gold, the poor man, the debtor, the 
great toiling millions know only by tradition. Gold is the denizen 
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of that to the millions of toilers terra incognita, the strong box of 
the Wall street bullionist. Six hundred and seventy-one millions | 
divided by torty-tive millions of men inhabiting thirty-eight States, | 
many of them as large as all England; many of them as large as all | 
France, as large as all the states of the realm of Kaiser Wilhelm. | 
Divide six hundred and seventy-one millions by forty-five millions, 
and you have less than $15 per capita. And yet we are told we 
can contract one-half, to seven and one-half dollars per capita, and 
we are told it will bring no distress. Great God! is bankruptcy 
no distress? Is ruin, beggary, homelessness, rags, and famine no 
distress ? 

Now, s'r, let us look a little further and see what will be the effect 
of the resumption of specie payments. We propose to redeem in 
1279 six hundred and seventy-one millions of paper with one hundred 
and fifty-one millions of coin to-day in the country, and with the 
hope expressed by Mr. Sherman and by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
GARFIELD] that we will have two hundred and twenty-five millions. 
Sir, what will this country, extending over such a vast area, do with 
$225,000,000 for that purpose? Two hundred and twenty-five mill- 
ions to base a currency upon, when it is known that no country on 
earth ever sustained specie payments of paper unless the value of its 
currency was equal to the value of its coin. We did, before the war, 
attempt to keep afloat paper, when the coin in the bank-vaults was 
one-third of their circulation. And yet during the whole decade be- 
fore the war there was as much coin in the United States as paper. 
One-third of that coin was in the bank-vaults, but outside, among 
the people, there was coin enough, together with that in the bank- 
vaults, to make an amount greater than the paper in circulation. Be- 
fore the war there were two hundred and twenty-five millions paper 
and two hundred and sixty-five millions of coin in bank-vaults and 
in circulation, And yet, every ten years we had panics which forced 
suspension of specie payments. And now, with all this knowledge, 
it is proposed that we shall go on and resume, and the Secretary 
of the Treasury says that he will be able to resume in 1879, when he 
has the history of the world before him, showing that it will bring 
destruction. to every man who owes a dollar in this land. 

In 1569, as a Senator from Ohio, he drew a picture of what was to 
follow the terrible catastrophe of declaring a day for specie resump- 
tion. He pictured what would follow in the wake of that act. He 
showed that every man who owed a hundred dollars would have to 
pay $125 and that every man who owed a hundred bushels of wheat 
would have to pay one hundred and twenty-five bushels. Every man 
who had bonght a farm and had paid one-fourth of the debt would 
lose the whole. And yet that man who had so read history and under- 
stood what must be the effect of fixing an arbitrary day for resump- 
tion is to-day relentlessly and remorselessly urging specie resumption, 
when he knows that the very bone and sinew of the land, that class 
that builds our railroads and sets in motion our machinery, the hope- 
ful, energetic class, ever with something in view, ever struggling to 
add to the world’s wealth, the men who move the material world, 
who set its furnaces afire and discharge all the most important duties 
of labor, will be ruined by such an act. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania has spoken of the history of 
England from 1819 to 1825, and he has already taken away from me the 
point I desired to make, for he read what I intended to quote from 
memory. In 1818 there were nearly fifty millions in the Bank of 
England; in 1819 there were forty millions, and the reduction went 
on step by step until in 1821 the amount had been reduced to twenty- 
eight millions. Sir, what was the result of this fearful contraction ? 
Mr. Allison tells us that ruin spread abroad in England. The Bank 
of England discounts fell from one hundred and three millions in 
1815 to twenty-three millions in 1820, and then sank in 1821 to thir- 
teen millions. The small farms were sold, so that to-day 36,000 Eng- 
lish landholders own the lands which fell into their hands in that 
disastrous era. We are to be driven on to this state of things in this 
country, becanse we are now told we must not violate the plighted 
faith of the Government. Ay, it is plighted faith to the bondhold- 
ers. But there is implied always an obligation on the part of the 
Government to protect the interests of the laborer. There is a 
plighted faith to him. The rich can protect themselves. The Gov- 
ernment alone can protect the poor. Bunt here every obligation 
appears to be upon the poor man and running to the rich man. Sir, 
England had its strike, and a large addition had to be made to its 
volunteer force to keep the peace. We had a strike here this year, 
and I tell gentlemen, if this thing is not stopped—I make no threat, 
but I make a prophecy—that the people of the West will never sub- 
mit to the people of the East in robbing them for the benefit of the 
bondholders. 

Mr. PRICE. I desire to ask the gentleman a plain question. I 
want to know whether the laboring-man will not feel as good when 
he gets a dollar worth one hundred cents as when he gets one worth 
ninety-seven cents? 

Mr. HARRISON. Ay! But I call to mind the fact that the gen- 
tleman did not vote for the silver bill. Ile says to the laboring-man, 
Take your dollar for your hard day’s work in two half-dollars, worth 
ninety-one cents; it is good enough for you. And when you wish to 
pay your rent of $20 or your note of $50, go and sell your subsidiary 
coin; lose nine cents on each dollar. 

Mr. PRICE. That was all made right in the silver bill. 
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Mr. HARRISON. But you and the bulk of y , cn 
for the silver bill. ; a date 

Mr. PRICE. I did. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then there ig one step the gentlem 
on the right road. Go on, and there will be hope 
all right. 

Mr. PRICE. We want plenty of silver dollars; that is wh 
want. 
_ Mr. HARRISON. Ay! Plenty of silver dollars. But al] the t 
in all America cannot coin, before 1579, over $5 Sa 


‘ C 90,000,000, 
bill will do great good. It will be food for the imagin 


statesmen should legislate for the imagination as well as the 

, le ; ; as the judg. 
ment. The silver bill will be such food. It isa step in the right 
direction. The laborer, the debtor, sees in it a glimmer of hop ‘thet 
Congress is not body and soul the tool of the bondholder tien 

Sir, the gentleman says paper is to-day almost at par. That gold 
is only worth 1.02¢; that we have almost reached hard-pan ; Hard 
pan! ay, hard-pan to the idle millions of willing toilers. H ana. =e ’ 
ay, hard-pan to millions of hopeful men who are willing to on ~ 
who stalk about the country begging for leave to toil. H canes 
ay, to the millions who crave but to earn their bread, as God ss 
mands, by the sweat of their brows; but in want of work are th A 
cipients of charity or niggardly credit. Hard-pan to the millions of 
hopeful men who have put their all into enterprises based upon prices 
which were the result of the inflation ; which ruled from 166 to Lao 
Millions; ay, Mr. Speaker, millions of farmers, mechanics, house-})y; L. 
ers, forest-cutters, and prairie-breakers, entered upon enterprises 
based upon those plethoric times. They have extended their notes 
They have hoped and hoped for better times. It is hard-pan indeed 
for these millions. 

But the fat bullionist leans upon his strong box, and blandly tells 
us these men ought not to have gone in debt. They deserve to suffer 
He pats his rounded vest, locks his box, and with a gentle “tra la- 
la” saunters off to Delmonico’s to dine on terrapin and reed-birds 
and washes from his mind all thonght of the starving, suffering mill: 
ions in Burgundy at $10 a bottle. » 

Sir, they tell us gold is only 23 above paper. Yes, sir; and gold 
was only 5 per cent. above paper in 1818 in England, and Ricardo 
said that 5 per cent. was the measure of the contraction necessary to 
bring resumption. That 5 per cent. eliminated not only all the paper 
but nearly all the gold from trade. That 5 per cent. banished conti- 
dence from the British Isles, and but for orders in council would 
probably have driven the king from his throne. 

Sir, before the war we had in the Northwest a paper circulation 
which was generally less than 1 per cent. under par. Yet not one of 
the banks which issued that paper considered it safe to issue a tive- 
dollar bill. They issued ones and twos; so that when the broker 
same to the counter for gold the teller could spend a day in paying 
out a hundred or so dollars. When a depositor took his money to his 
bank the teller sorted it as a huckster sorts his apples, so that he 
could put in one pigeon-hole the notes of banks worth par, in an- 
other the notes worth a quarter less than par, and so on. Those 
which were 1 per cent. below par be sent off for gold, or eastern ex- 
change, which was the same thing. 

Now, sir, in 1879 Mr. Sherman resumes. The banker will sort his 
money. His greenbacks he will put in one drawer, his national bank- 
notes, of banks near by, in another, those of far-off banks in another. 
He will send his greenbacké and get gold. If gold is worth 1 per 
cent. premium, he can send his notes from Cinncinati, Saint Louis, 
and Chicago to New York and get gold, sell it and get his retwr in 
five days. In thirty days he will make 6 per cent. If gold is 4 per 
cent. premium, he will make in thirty days 3 percent. If it is worth 
+ per cent. he will make 1} per cent. Sir, what legitimate business, 
even in good times, can compete with such interest ? 

The national banks will have to redeem in greenbacks, so that 
national-bank notes will be worth but little under greenbacks. One- 
half per cent. premium, when the United States shall be the payer— 
payer of large notes—will be difference enough between gold and 
paper to drive out of existence nearly all the circulation. And then 
we will reach hard-pan indeed. And then one wail will be heard from 
one end of the land to the other. A wail, not from railroad employés, 
but from every class of laborers. A wail which will soon be turned 
to curses. Curses deep, long, bitter! 

Sir, I plead to the East not to press this people too far. The pulpy 
worm will turn upon the foot which presses it. Bewane of a people 
crushed too far! a people who have the power, a people who are the 
governors of this land: the holders of the ballots. The West pleads 
to the East. The people plead. They tell you they are patient, but 
think not that Delilah has shorn them of all their locks. Their locks 
are upon brawny shoulders. Your temple may be upon solid rock, 
but its pillars are neither so strong nor so far apart that they canuot 
reach them. Beware lest you laugh not too loud at their eyeless 
agony, for in their hungry famine they may reach out their arts and 
crush you and your golden fabric. wai 

Georgia lately repudiated a debt fastened upon her by fraud. The 
people are beginning to think that a coin-drawing bond is 4 fraud, 
and the people, when moved by hungry frenzy, are not good or cool 
logicians. Thousands of men in some of the rich eastern cities are 
already dreaming of an empire, with themselves the moneyed aris- 
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Let them remember that republics turn not to empires, 
h a baptism of blood. 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 


PAY OF THE LATE CHAPLAIN, 


lask the gentleman to withdraw that motion. 

Wr. KELLEY. 1 withdraw it. ; : ; 

Mr. TUCKER. Then by unanimous consent I introduce a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 38) authorizing the payment of Rev. John Poisal, 
Dp. D., late Chaplain of the House of Representatives, for the time 

f his service as such, without taking the oaths prescribed by law. 
The joint resolution was read a first and second time. It provides 
that the Clerk of the House of Representatives be authorized to 
pay out of the fund appropriated for that purpose to Rev. John 
Poisal, D. D., late Chaplain of the House, of Representatives, the 
salary provided for Chaplain of the House, by law, from the 15th day 
vf October, 187 
oa, the date of his resignation; it appearing by the Journal that 
he has, without taking the oaths required by law, entered upon and 
discharged the duties of said office during that period. ; 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time ; and it was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

Mr. TUCKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE COMMISSIONS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury in reference to the compen- 
sation of the commissions to examine the custom-houses of the prin- 
cipal ports of the United States ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

DEFICIENCY IN EXECUTIVE OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of appropriation for 
deficiencies in salaries and contingent expenses in the Executive 
Oftice for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1878; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. CHALMERS was granted a leave of absence for one week. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I ask consent to have the papers 
relating to the claim of William A. Mann withdrawn from the files 
of the House and referred to the Committee of Claims. There has 
been no adverse report. 

The SPEAKER, That can be done, under the rule, without action 
of the House. 


NAVAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLOUNT, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (11. R. No. 1220) to provide for certain deficiencies in the pay of 
the Navy and the pay of the Marine Corps, and for other purposes ; 
which was read a first and second time, and ordered to be printed. 

aaa of New York. I desire to reserve all points of order on 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. They will be reserved. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union; and I give notice that I will 
= its —— as soon as the Army appropriation bill has been 
disposet or. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the State of the Union. 

JOHN M. WARD. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, introduced a Dill 
(IL. R. No, 1221) for the relief of John M. Ward, late postmaster at 
West Point, in Georgia; which was read a first and second time, re- 


—_ to a on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered 
0 be printed. 
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CLAIMS BEFORE MEXICAN MIXED COMMISSION. 


Mr. FORNEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 39) in relation to suspending payment of the claims of Ben- 
jamin Weil, No. 447, and the La Abra Silver Mining Company, No. 
4), in the American docket of the late joint commission of the United 
States and Mexico; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ASSISTANT JUDGE-ADVOCATE. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio, b 
a bill (H. R. No, 1222) to authorize the appointmont of an assistant 
jndge-advoeate in the United States Army; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committe 
ordered to be printed. 


COMMITTEE ON MISSISSIPPI LEVEES, 










_Mr. GIBSON, 
tion at this time, the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resaloed, That the Committee on Levees 
and Luprovement of the Mississippi River. 








7, the date of his election, to the 7th day of November, | 


'y request and by unanimous consent, introduced 


ec on Military Affairs, and 


I ask unanimous consent to introduce, for considera- 


shall be styled Committee on Levees 
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Mr. CONGER. Let that resolution lie over. 

Mr. GIBSON. If it is objected to, 1 will ask that it be referred to 
the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. CONGER. Let it be read again; I do not know that I under- 
stood it. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection to it. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. GIBSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 






MARY D. DUNCAN. 

Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
| (H. R. No, 1223) for the benetit of Mary D. Duncan, of Louisville, 
Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILL R. HERVEY. 

Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, also, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No, 1224) for the relief of Will R. Hervey; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ROSA VERTNOR JEFFREY. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 1225) for the relief of Rosa Vertnor Jettrey, of Kentucky ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. BLOOM. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1226) for the relief of A. 8. Bloom, late a major in the Seventh 
Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


8. 


W. Il. GRAY. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No, 1227) for the relief of William H. Gray, of Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

D. W. PRICE AND THOMAS AKERS. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1228) for the relief of D. W. Price and Thomas Akers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF PAGES OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following resolution ; which was read, considered, and referred 
to the Committee of Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to pay out of the contingent fund of the House, to the following named 


yvages, for services rendered from October 15, 1877, to November, 1, 1877: 
Wright, B. Whitley ; and toG. H Weber for five days. 


F. A. 


ciel nance 
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MARCUS DE MOSS. 

Mr. FINLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H.R. No. 
1229) granting a pension to Marcus De Moss, of Ohio; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

SETTLERS ON RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. BLAIR, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1230) to facilitate the sale and settlement of the public lands granted 
to aid in the construction of railroads and lines of telegraph; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT SCOTT. 

Mr. NEAL, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 40) instructing the Secretary of War to correct the enroll- 
ment of Robert Scott, Company F, Twenty-seventh Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


See mele 


ee ee 


LEGAL-TENDER NOTES REDEEMABLE IN COIN. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1231) to authorize the issue of legal-tender notes, redeema- 
ble in coin on demand, in payment for gold or silver bullion deposited 
at the mints of the United States, and for other purposes ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN WHITTAKER. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 1232) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 


adjust the claim of John Whittaker against the United States ; which # 
| was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- a 
merce, and ordered to be printed. ' 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 
| 


Mr. PAGE, by unanimous consent, presented an address to the peo- 
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ple of the United States, prepared by the senate of California, with 


reference to the social, moral, and political effect of Chinese immi- | 


gration; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


HERMAN E. DAVIDSON AND OTHERS. 


Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1233) for the relief of Herman E. Davidson and heirs of Charles H. 


Davidson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the | 


Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed, 


JOUN TH. M’CORMICK. 


Mr. BANKS also, by unanimous consent, submitted the following | 


resolution: which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the House to John H. 
McCormick, for services as deputy in the oliice of the Sergeant-at-Arms the sum 
of $510, one hundred and two days’ services, at $5 per day, from the 5th day of 
March until the 14th day of June, 1877, inclusive. 


STATEMENT OF A VOTE. 


Mr. HAXNA. The other day when the “silver bill, ” as it is called, 


was voted upon I was absent by direction of the House as one of the | oi5n to report a plan for the improvement of the system of drainage 
» | and sewerage for the city of Washington—to the Committee for the 


| District of Columbia. 


committee to attend the obsequies of the late Senator Morton. I 
desire to say that if I had been here I should have voted “ay 
upon that bill. 


JAMES M. JOTNS., 


Mr. BLACKBURN, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution ; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the Ilouse of Representatives be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to James M. Johns the sum of $50, for services as 
messenger on the floor of the Llouse from October 15 to November 1, 1877. 
MEDICAL OFFICERS OF THE ARMY, 


Mr. WOOD, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
War Department: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to furnish the House of Rep- 
resentatives at the earliest practicable moment the following information: 

The number of commissioned medical officers of the United States Army now 
on duty in the District of Columbia; the name, rank, and pay, rations and emolu- 
ments (in kind or commuted) of each; the gross commutation, value of all emolua- 
ments of cach, the cost to the Government of such rations or emoluments as are 
not commuted; the duty te which each oflicer is assigned, and the time he has 
been assigned thereto; and the difference in pay, rations, or emoluments ( in kind 


same oflicer if stationed on the frontier. 

The number of contract surgeons now employed in the District of Columbia; the 
name, rank, pay, rations, and emoluments (whether in kind or commuted) of each, 
the duty to which each is assigned, and the times he has been assigned thereto; 
whether any, and, if so, which of said contract surgeons are engaged in private 
practice, and, if so, to what extent. 

The number of contract surgeons employed by the Surgeon-General of the 
Army who are not graduates in medicine, giving the same information in each 
case as is requested in the preceding paragraph, and in addition thereto the rea- 
son for the employment and assignment in cach case. 

PAY OF SOUTHERN MAIL CONTRACTORS. 


Mr. MONEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1234) to amend so much of an act entitled “An act making appropri- 
ation for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1878,” as provides for paying certain mail contract- 
ors of the Southern States for services prior to the late war; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask the reference of this bill to the Committee on 
the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER. This bill relates to the transfer of an appropria- 
tion made in the sundry civil appropriation act of last session, and 
according to the ordinary course it should go to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

Mr. MONEY. Other bills on the same subject have been referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the reference suggested 
by the gentleman will be made. 

There being no objection, the bill was referred to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and grdered to be printed. 


PAY OF TEMPORARY PAGES. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to offer for reference to 
the Committee of Accounts the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the Honse of Representatives be, and he is, anthorized 
an directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, the following-named 
paces for services from October 15 to October 31, inclusive: James W. Friend, 

‘rank Duncan, Arthur May, Frank Sebring, Frank Angerer, H. Schultes, T. G. 
Bryan, Edward Yost, Harry Blacklock, Edward Donoghue, Graham L. Gordon, 
Edward Finley, Charles Waller, Frank Donnelly. 

Mr. SAYLER. I understand that there is some contention among 
the boys as to this matter; that others besides those named in this 
resolution are as much entitled to pay as those specifically mentioned. 
I understand too that there are other instances of the same kind with 
regard to employés about the House. It seems to me the entire 
matter should be referred to the Committee of Accounts for investi- 
gation, without designating any particular persons to be paid. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
Committee of Accounts with instructions to consider any other cases 
of similar kind. 


There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 





J ask, then, that the resolution be referred to the | 
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MEDICAL AND SURGICAL HISTORY OF THE War 
Mr. BLACKBURN, by unanimous consent, submitted the follow 
resolution; which was referred, under the law, to the Com; it ean 
Printing: ee 
Resolved, That 4,500 additional copies of the Medical an 
War be printed for the use of the members of this House. 
Mr. KELLEY. I move that the House adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’¢! 
five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


1 Surgical Hist r 


ock and 


PETITIONS, ETC, 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s d 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of Huldah Palmer, for a pensio 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Augustine Hennessey, for a pension--to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BANNING: The petition of Peter F. Bacon and other ; iti- 
zens of the District of Columbia, for the appointment of a commis. 


esk, 


1 
ui— 


By Mr. CABELL: Papers relating to the claim of Abram H. Hert 
for the use and occupation of his property by United States authori- 
ties—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky: Papers relating to the claim 
of George D. Blakey, to be reimbursed for funds taken from bis dep- 
uties by confederate soldiers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of California: Two petitions of California laborers 
and mechanics, for the enforcement of the eight-hour law—to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of H. K. Belding, for compensa- 
tion for carrying United States mails between the years 1565 and 
12862—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. FINLEY: The petition of Marcus De Mass, for « pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of John Holland, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Memorial of citizens of Louisiana, and of the 


‘ity government of New Orleans, and of the incorporated j ; 
or commuted) in each case between the present station of each officer, and of the | city & zs = the incorporated institu 


tions of that city, for the grant of certain lands to the New Orleans 
and Pacific Railway Company—to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals. 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: Papers relating to the claim of Marcus Red- 


| ick, a subject of Montenegro—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Also, papers relating to the claim of the legal representatives of 
David G. Burnet for timber taken by United States troops in the 
year 1849—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HENKLE: Papers relating to the claim of George and John 
W. Railey for property taken by the United States authorities—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOOKER: The petition of Victoria L. Brewster, fora 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTON: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph Mark- 
ham for property taken by the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire: Papers relating to the peti- 
tion of Rebecca Remick for arrears of pension—to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. KIDDER: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Sioux Falls to Fort Thompson, Dakota Territory—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KNAPP: The petition of citizens of Illinois, for the repeal of 
the resumption act—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. LANDERS: Papers relating to the petition of 8. M. Norton, 
postmaster at Bristol, Connecticut, to be reimbursed moneys paid on 
money-orders of the Post-Office Department which were burned—to 
the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. LORING: The petition of Mary Jane Marston and other 
heirs of Nicholas Fouquet and Mark Fouquet, to be paid the amount 
due them for services rendered during the revolutionary war—to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 0 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: Papers relating to the petition of United 
States Marshal William Wheeler for relief—to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Paul MeCormick—to the same 
committee. : 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petitions of John Danlon and George W. 
Stiles, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ' 

Also, the petition of soldiers of the National Military Home at Day- 
ton, Ohio, that D. M. Herron be granted a pension—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. MORSE: Memorial of E. H. Stevens and Thomas 5. Rhett, 
administrators of W. H. Stevens, to be reimbursed certain losses 
incurred by the action of the Republic of Mexico—to the Committee 
of Claims. ’ ; 

By Mr. PAGE: Papers relating to the claim of Christopher Green 
and Hugh C. Trainor for reimbursement for loss on Army beef con- 
tract—to the same committee. 
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Ry Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia: Papers relating to the claim of 
wd Gallaher for compensation for use of buildings by the United 
are Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, papers relating to the claim of Elizabeth D. and Ann Frobel | 


for pay for supplies taken by the United States Army—to the same 


THR \CKMORTON: Pavers relating to the claim of Joseph 


comm! 


tt 
By Mr. 


Clymer for amount due on a contract for transporting Army stores— | 
i 


to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. VANCE: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
oute from Burnsville to Green Mountain, North Carolina—to the 
ommittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Ry Mr. WALKER: Papers relating to the claim of P. G. Coglan 
for pay for property seized by United States authorities—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claus. € 
hy Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin: Papers relating to the claim of 


E. T. Pilkinton for pay for revenue-stamps burned—to the Commit- | 


tee of Claims, 


Also, papers relating to the petition of the Brothertown Indians | 


that they be granted patents to certain launds—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. ; bat. ’ 

Also, papers relating to the petition of James H. Cook for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of Dabney Walker for com- 
pensation for services as a scout and guide in the army of the Poto- 
mac—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of Charles W. Wood for a cor- 
rection of his Army record—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John L. Williams for compen- 
sation for services rendered by Eleazer Williams in the war of 1812— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the petition for relief of Mathew Hulzer— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of Matilda Shields and Mary Jane Veazie, for 
compensation for the rent, occupation, and destruction of property 
by the United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

“By Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky: The petitions of Sarah Woodall 
and Nancy Hughes, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
81008. 

Also, the petition of Blanton Duncan, trustee, for compensation for 
the use and destruction of certain property in Columbia, South Caro- 
lina, by the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of William Cornwall, for the passage of the bill 
H.R. No. 354) to regulate commerce among the States—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


IN SENATE. 


THURSDAY, November 8, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. ByYroN SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday last was read and 
approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Hiram M. Howard, of Shaw- 
nee County, Kansas, praying for a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. WITHERS presented the petition of Mrs. Isabella H. Silvey. 


widow of the late Lieutenant-Colonel William Silvey, of the United 
States Army, praying for a pension ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

_Healso presented the petition of Samuel Hough, of Loudoun County, 
Virginia, late a private in the Loudoun Rangers, praying fora pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


__ Mr. OGLESBY presented the petition of Jacob D. Felthousen, of | 
Tompkins County, New York, praying relief for inventing new and | duce a bill (S. No. 228) supplementary to an act entitled “An act to 


useful improvements in sewing-machines ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida, presented the petition of Mary A. Black- | 
welder, of Bradford County, Florida, praying compensation for cotton | 


furnished the United States forces at Cedar Keys, Florida, during the 
late war; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. MORGAN presented the petition of R. Cunningham and others, 


of Monroe County, Alabama, praying for an appropriation by Con- | 


gress for the improvement of the navigation of Mobile Bay; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Herman E. Davidson, of Glou- 
cester, Massachusetts, praying for the extension of a patent for acer- 


tain enema syringe ; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. | 


_REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the petition of Christian C. Bowers, widow of 
Giles Bowers, deceased, praying compensation for property taken and 
appropriated by United States forces during the late war, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 


aa were discharged from the further consideration of the 
eT LION. 
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Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 99) for the relief of the estate of Amos Ire- 
land, deceased, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 


| to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 83) for the relief of Edwin 


Rogers, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 24) for the relief of Michael Fenten- 
heime, a citizen of France, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; 
which was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 218) to create a circuit court for the dis 
tricts of Arkansas, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 


| duce a bill (S. No. 219) to establish the judicial district of Oklahoma ; 


which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GARLAND. I suggest that this bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. INGALLS. A similar bill has been referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. Both bills ought to go to the same committee, 
either to the Committee on the Judiciary or the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. GARLAND. This is not exactly the same bill as the one to 
which the Senator refers ; but I have no objection to its reference to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, as suggested by the Senator from Kansas, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. ANTHONY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 220) to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to purchase a lot of land fur the use of the Government, in Prov- 
idence, Rhode Island; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. EDMUNDS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 221) granting a pension of $50 a month to 
Mary Kirby Smith Eaton, during her widowhood; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Commictee on Pensions. 

Mr. MAXEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 222) for the relief of Henry Warren; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WITHERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 223) granting a pension to Janet Scott 
West; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing letter, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 224) to aid the Winnebago 
Indians of Wisconsin to obtain subsistence by agricultural pursuits, 
and to promote their civilization ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 225) to repeal an act entitled “ An act for the 
relief of Nancy 8. Ledford,” approved March 3, 1871; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 226) to repeal an act entitled “ An act to incorpo- 
rate the National Capitol Insurance Company,” and to provide for 
winding up the affairs of said incorporation ; which was read twico 


| by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. MATTHEWS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 


| to introduce a bill (S. No. 227) granting a pension to Zephaniah Cin- 
| bangh; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Pensions. 
He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 


provide for the resumption of specie payments,” approved January 14, 
1875; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 


| to introduce a bill (S. No. 229) for the relief of the Deposit Savings 


Association of Mebile, Alabama; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MERRIMON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 230) to authorize and enable the eastern 
band of the Cherokee Indians to institute and prosecute a suit in the 
Court of Claims against the Cherokee Nation; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 231) for the relief of Herman EF. Davidson, 
and the heirs of Charles H. Davidson; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. GORDON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 232) for the relief of Samuel Noble; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ANTHONY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 3) authorizing Commander 
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Edmund O. Matthews, of the United States Navy, to accept a gilt 

tea-pot from the Emperor of Siam ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. 


REFERRED. 
I move that the papers relating to the claim of 
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| charged with wounding certain citizens of Texas in rek asin 


Chauncey M. Lockwood, now in the oflice of the Secretary of the | 


Senate, be withdrawn from the files and referred to the Committee on | 


Post-Oflices aud Post-Roads, before whom the claim is now pending. 
‘The motion was agreed to. 
DEATH SENATOR MORTON. 
Mr. MCDONALD submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Ki ved, That the expenses incurred by the committee appointed by the Senate 
te attend the funeral of the late Oliver P. Morton, be paid out of the 
fund of the Senate upon vouchers to be approved by the chairman. 


or 


contingent 


PACIFIC RAILROAD LINES. 
Mr. CHAFFEE submitted the following preamble and resolution : 


Whereas actof July 1 


Congress did provide in the 


1862, being an act entitled 


i 


| Congress making grants of land to such company, and wher 
| whether in a continuous line ; 


\n act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Mis- | 


River to the Pacific Ocean, ai 
for postal, military, and other 

I-64, March 3, 1-69, and June 
and | 
travel, and transportation, so far as the 
on 


| to secure 
purposes 


20, 1°74 


and also by the subsequent acts of 
duly 2 


amendatory thereof 
row 


public and Government are concerned, as 


the business of any or either of said companies, or adverse to the read or business 
of any or either of the others; and, upon such basis and contract with the said 
railroad company and its branches, did grant to the said Umon Pacific Railroad 


Company and branch companies large subsidies in bonds and lands of the United | 
States, all for the purpose of aiding in the construction of said reads, to be operated | 


as aforesaid ; 

And whereas the said Union Pacific Railroad Company and its branch com- 
panies, being the Kansas Pacitic Company, the Denver Pacific Company, the Cen- 
tral Pacific of California, the Burlington and Missouri River Company, and the 
Sioux City branch, have heretofore neglected and still do neglect and refuse to 
operate their roads in accordance with said acts of Congress, but have heretofore 
operated and still do operate them in open violation of the same; 

And whereas by reason of said defaults, and on account of the same, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States and the public bave been and still are being damaged 
and deprived of their just and lawful rights and privileges as stipulated, defined, 
and agreed upon in said acts aforesaid: Therefore 

Be it resolved 


quested to inform the Senate what legal impediments. if any, exist which pre- 
vent him from executing said lawsin accordance with the obligations accepted and 
agreements made by said Union Pacific Railroad Company and branches with the 
United States, as stipulated and agreed upon in the several acts aforesaid. 

Mr. CHAFFEE, 
the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
objection. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. And I desire to give notice to the Senate that, if 
I can get the tloor for that purpose, I shall call up the resolution at 
an early day next week, and I propose at that time to offer some 
remarks on the subject-matter of the resolution. 

Mr. THURMAN. Before the subject passes from the consideration 
of the Senate, 1 suggest to the Senator from Colorado to make a 
slight amendment in the preamble. Instead of alleging that these 
companies have violated the obligations of their charters, the pre- 
amble contains a positive assertion to that effect, which may or not be 
true. Itshould be changed, so as to read “ it is alleged they have vio- 
lated,” &e. If the Senator will modify the preamble in that way, it 
seems to me it will remove an objection that might otherwise exist. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that the consideration of this resolution 
go over. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


I ask that the resolution be printed and lie upon 


That order will be made, if there be no 


It has already gone over. 
Mr. MITCHELL. But the Senator is proceeding to discuss it now. 
Mr. THURMAN. I merely suggest to the Senator from Colorado 

that he modify the preamble in the way I have stated. 
Mr. CHAFFEE. 
considered. J 
-l 


wefer to let the resolution be printed as it is. 
The VICE 


1 
"RESIDENT. That order has already been made. 
MEXICAN COMMISSION AWARDS. 
Mr. 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and it hereby is, instructed 
to inquire and report whether any legislation is necessary in order to authorize the 


payment out of any moneys received, or to be reevived, from the pm of Mex- 
ico, or otherwise, to American claimants of the awards made by the commission 


created under the treaty between the United States aud that republic, the ratifica- | 


tions whereof were exchanged on the Ist day of February, A. D. 1869, 
RESCUE OF PRISONERS IN TEXAS, 

Mr. MAXEY. I move that the resolution of inquiry submitted by 
me on the 6th instant be taken from the table and considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution comes up as a matter of 


course under the rule, and will be reported for the information of the | 


Senate. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to communicate to 
the Senate, if not incompatible with the public interest, any facts in his possession 
touching an alleged unlawfal and forcible rescue, by an armed band organized in 
the Republic of Mexico, of two prisoners lawfally confined in the jail of Starr 
County, Texas, in Rio Grande City, and which prisoners are alleged to have been 
unlawfully and forcibly released from said jail by said armed band on tne night of 
t lith of Auguat, 1877, and carrie! beyond the limits of the State of Texas and 
of the United States, and into the Republic of Mexice, and which armed band is 


connected continuous line, without any discrimination of any kind in favor of | 


at the President : United States be, and he is hereby, re- | § st 
That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, re- | i, executive session the doors were re-opened, and (at twelve o’cloc! 


| and fifty-four minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


That question can come up when the resolution is | 


EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution; which was | 


to the Government the use of the | 


that said rail- | 
yanches should be operated and used for all purposes of communication, | 





| not be maintained when that exigency does not exist. 


| legal-tender act 


NOVEMBER 


— -————__— —,—- —-— 


, ’ , reaidl pr 
the President is requested to advise the Senate what steps, if an | 
to secure the arrest and delivery of said rescued prisoners 


livery of said jail-breakers, and the result of said efforts. 
The resolution was agreed to, 


av 
and thi 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate proceed tothe em 
ation of the resolution I offered on Tuesday, the 6th inst ant z 
for certain information from the Secretary of the Interior 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is before the Se 
will be reported for information. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to commmy 
Senate a statement of the number of miles of railroad completed b 
Pacitic Railroad Company under and in pursuance of the acts and pesols 
and also what ehanges, if aur. h ie Sen 
such company in the location of the line of their road, or any part ¢ 
when made, and whether such changes have been recognized and ap 
Commissioner of the General Land Ofiice or the Seeretary of the Inte: 

a full statement of the number of acres of land patented to such 
the acts and resolutions making a grant of lands in aid of the const: 
railroad, and where such lands are located. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, the Vice-President was authorized to 
fill the vacancy upon the Committee on Foreign Relatious occasioned 
by the death of the late Senator Morton. 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, the Vice-President was authorized 
to till the vacancies on the Committee or. Privileges and Elections 
and the Committee on Railroads occasioned by the death of thy late 
Senator Morton. 

EXECUTIVE 

Several executive messages were received from the President of the 


SESSION, 


| United States, by Mr. W. K. RopGers, his Secretary. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


| tion of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-seven minutes spent 


A 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, November 8, 1877 


Sed. 

The House met at twelve o’clock m. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

CORRECTION OF RECORD. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I arise to a question of privilege. 

In my remarks of yesterday on the bill for the repeal of a part of 
third section of the resumption act, in reply to a question of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DEERING,] Iam reported in the Recorp 
as having said: 
Mr. DEERING. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARDNER] one ques 
tion. Are we toinfer that by enactment we could not so legislate as to 
ize the Secretary of the Treasury to re-issue those legal-tender notes! 
ask the question for information. 

Mr. Garpner. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that our courts have held, in fact 
have so declared, that the legal-tender notes were issued and allowed to be mai 
tained simply as a war necessity, and that their legality consists in that fact. If 
they are redeemed by tho provisions of this act, the purposes of their issue have 
been completed; if Congress could not pass, for that exigency, alaw for their issue 
certainly no act that they can pass for their re-issue could be maintained if the 
other could not be maintained. Therefore I have maintained that there is no means 
by which we may legislate for their re-issue, if that is the law as declared or indi 
cated by the Supreme Court. 

In this I am either not correctly reported or was unfortunate in 
the use of the language reported. I think I am not correctly reported. 
Lam made to say, substantially, that Congress could not make legal- 
tenders, even as a war exigency. I certainly did not say that or any- 
thing like it. 

What I intended to say, and what I thought I did say, was sub- 
stantially this: 

I understand, from the decision of the Supreme Court, that 
yas sustained upon the grounds that it was a neces- 
sary war expedient, and but for that it could not be sustained. If 


uilhor- 
I simply 


the 


| the legal-tenders should be redeemed by the provisions of the re- 


sumption act, the war necessity for their issuing no longer existing, 
they could not again be put in circulation without authority for anew 
issue, which could not be maintained upon the reasons npon W hich 
the court sustained the original issue. And, if Congress could only 
authorize them because of the exigency of war, their — — 
Taking the 


| reasons as given by the court, upon which they can only be sustained, 
| and assuming that the court will continue so to hold, I maintained 


that Congress could not legally re-issue them, and therefore we ought 
not attempt to keep them afloat on so uncertain a tenure, but keep 
them as we had them legally. 
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ALABAMA PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 


yy, WILLIAMS, of Alabama, by unanimous consent, introdneed a 
iil (HL. R. No. 1239) to donate to the State of Alabama ono additional 
benefit of public schools; which was read a first and second time, re- | 
; 2 {to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. | 
erret 


ALABAMA PUBLIC LANDS, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama, also, by unanimous consent, intro- 
ced a bill (H. R. No. 1236) providing for the issue of patents to | 
_ se of the State of Alabama who entered public lands in said | 
art and for other purposes; which was read a first and second | 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 
DISABLED SOLDIERS. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1237) granting com- 
mutation to totally disabled soldiers in lieu of one quarter section of 
public land; which was read a nrst and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE FOLDERS. 


Mr. RIDDLE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: 





peeolved, That the Committee of Accounts inquire into the expediency of paying 


the folders of the House folding-room for extra services performed by them from 
Mareh 1, 1877, to November 1, 1577. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ATKINS. I now move the House resolve itself in Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of tak- 
ing up the bill (H. R. No. 902) making appropriations for the support 


purposes, Which has been made the special order after the reading of 
the Journal. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair.) 

Mr. CONGER. If there be no objection, I ask, as the bill has not 
been put upon the desks of members, that it be read in extenso. 

Mr. ATKINS. I have no objection. 

The bill was then read. 

Mr. ATKINS. Mr. Chairman, as I am uncertain of the feeling of 
the House as to how long the general debate on this bill should last, 
I believe it will be best for the committee to rise and go back into 
he House there to fix the time. The Committee on Appropriations 
are willing to accommodate the House in reference to the time for 
veneral debate. I therefore move the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 

rhe committee accordingly rose and, the Speaker having resumed 
chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the 

Whole on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under 

cousideration the bill (H. R. No. 902) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1878, and for 

other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. ATKINS. Mr. Speaker, as I have already stated in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, the Committee on Appropriations have no disposition 
to limit the general @iscussion on this Army appropriation bill, if it 
be the wish of the House to go into protracted debate. But if, on the 
contrary, it is not the wish of the House to have lengthy discussion, 
we are willing that debate shall be limited to two hours. 

Mr REAGAN. I have no disposition to come into conflict with the 
Commitice on Appropriations, but as the Army has already remained 
without pay for many months, I hope there will be no extended discus- 
sion on general topics; but that the debate, on the contrary, will be 
confined to the items of the bill itself. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move that all general debate in the Committee of 
the Whole be limited to two hours. 

Mr. WILSON. Say one hour. 

__ Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I would be glad if the gentleman from 
Tennessee would agree to take the sense of the House on making the 
time for general discussion one hour. 

I ne SEAR. The gentleman from Indiana can move that as an 
amendment, 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I move, then, to make it one hour. 

_ Mir. ATKINS. I hope my colleague on the committee will with- 
draw his amendment, so that general debate will be fixed at two 
hours, as that seems to be the general wish. 

_ Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I withdraw, then, the amendment mak- 
ing it one hour. 

_ Mr. CONGER. That, of course, will not cut off the five-minutes 
debate on amendments f 

fhe SPEAKER. Certainly not, as that is provided for by the rules. 

Mr. ATKINS’s motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINS moved the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the stote of the Union, for the purpose of further con- 
sidering the Army appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


+} 


‘ 


Whole cn 
chair,’ and resumed the consideration of the Dill (H. R. No. 902) 


of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 187, and for other 


| neces: 





| making appropriations for the support of the Army forthe fiseal year 
ending June 30, L872, and for other purposes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The general discussion, by order of the Honse 


land for each township in the State of Alabama, for the | has been limited to two hours, and the chairman of the Committee ou 
tion of fan : Appropriations [Mr. ATKINs] isentitled to the floor. 


Mr. ATKINS. Mr. Chairman, I promise the House to detain them 


only forafew moments, while Lattempt to explain the most important 
features of this bill; and I desire to say, betore entering upon that 
duty, that whatever other gentlemen may think with regard to the 
functions of the Committee on Appropriations as to the action of the 
President of the United States in not calling an extra session 
sooner, to provide for supplying the necessities of the Army before 
the beginning of the fiscal year—I wish to say for myself that I do 
not regard it as the province of that committee to inquire into that 
subject, any more than every other committee or every other member 
of this House. If anybody wishes to complain on that subject it is a 
legitimate subject of judicial inquiry, but it has nothing whatever to 
do with the Committee on Appropriations. 


Our duties are plain. The law requires that we shall make appro- 


priations to support the Army. It is unecessary to discuss or argue 
that proposition. The statement of the proposition carries along with 
| it its own argument, atnl one that in my opinion is conclusive. 


I wish now to call the attention of the committee to the estimates 


for this appropriation. The estimates as submitted to us by the War 
Department for the present fiscal year were $30,516,756.50. We have 
provided in this bill for the sum of $25,763,000 as the appropriation 
for the present fiscal year. Last year the estimate was $31,496,935.90, 
the amount appropriated was $25,987,167.90. But the estimate in- 
cluded twenty-live hundred cavalry. For that there was an addi- 
tional amount appropriated, running up the general aggregate of the 
apvropriation for last year to $27,624,567.90. There is besides a deti- 
ciency, for which an estimate has been sent to this House, for the 
item of transportation, amounting to $1,200,000; making in all $22,- 
824,567.90 the entire sum appropriated for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1877, which is in excess of the appropriation which this bill makes 
of $3,061,567.90. 


There is only one item in this bill in accordance with the estimate 


submitted by the Department which has not been in former appro- 
priation bills for the Army ; and that item which has been agreed to 
by the committee is the sum of $50,000 for the conversion of smooth- 
bore cannon into rifled cannon. The committee thought as we had 
about one thousand perhaps twelve hundred smooth-bore guns, called 
Rodman guns, that are now idle and are of no service to the Govern- 
ment, we had better make the appropriation to begin the experiment 
of converting them into rifled cannon to be of service in the case of 
foreign war. This will convert about twenty-five guns at a cost of 
about $2,000 per gun; and when converted they will be as fine guns 
as there are in the worid, as they are eight-inch caliber, almost equat 


in caliber to the Krupp gun or the Armstrong gun. 
I come now to the items of decrease below the last appropriation 
forthe Army. The principal itemis in the pay. The reduction is 


$1,711,175 below the last appropriation. Inthe matter of subsistence 


the reduction is $330,400 ; in the matter of barracks and quarters, the 
reduction is $50,000, There are about tive thousand buildings con- 
nected with barracks and quarters of the United States Army. In 
the item of regular supplies the decrease is $266,000; in the item of 
incidental expenses, $50,000 ; in the purchase of horses, $387,500. Here 
there is a very large reduction. The reason is that, when the twenty- 
five hundred cavalry which was provided for the Sioux war was dis- 
banded on the Ist of July last, the horses were left over, and conse- 
quently there is not the necessity for so many horses for that arm of 
the service. 

The decrease in the matter of transportation is only $50,000. It 
seemed to me, and I suppose it would seem to the House, that there 
ought to have been a greater reduction on that item. But, sir, we 
have the highest military authority for saying that as you decrease 
the number of your Army you increase the necessity for transpor- 
tation; and the argument has some plausibility. It is argued that 
where you diminish the number of actual forces in the field it is 
ry toremove them more frequently from one post to the other. 





| They cannot be stationary; and hence greater transportation is 


necessary for the removal of the Army. In incidental and cavalry 
equipments there is a reduction of $15,000, 

In the item of clothing the committee have increased the appro- 
priation by the amount of $294,000. That was rendered necessary by 
the fact that ever since the war the Government has been in posses- 
sion of a very large quantity of clothing, but which is now about 
exhausted. Some thirty million dollars’ worth of clothing was left 
over at the conclusion of the war. That clothing has been at last 
exhausted, and the Quartermaster-General has estimated for clothing 


| suflicient to last for two years. The committee, however, did not 


grant the estimate. The estimate was $1,250,000. We have granted 
in this bill $900,000 for that purpose, which is more than suflicient for 


| one year. There is no question about that. Still the Quartermaster- 


General so,ys that purchases can be made much better for two years 
than they .can be made for one, and it is of importance to have this 


Tl : |} amount of clothing on hand; hence this increase in the article of 
© House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the | 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Cox, of New York, in the | 


clothing. 
Mr. Chairman, this bill is made up upon the basis of twenty-two 
thousand enlisted men in the service, exclusive of officers, for the 
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first. four months of the present fiscal year. For the remaining eight 
months of the present fiscal year the basis of the bill is twenty thou- 
sand enlisted men, and we have made our calculations accordingly. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. ATKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. What is the number of soldiers now in the 
Army? 

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman has only anticipated what I was 
about to remark. The Committee on Appropriations received on the 
30th of October from the Secretary of War a communication — 
that the number of troops in service on the 15th of October last, 
believe, was 21,363 men. A dispatch was addressed yesterday to the 
Adjutant-General, requesting more definite information, bringing 
down the actual number in service to date, to which no reply has 
been given. The General of the Army—and I do not violate any 
secrets in saying 80, because in legislation there should be no secrets— 
the General of the Army was called before the Committee on Appro- 
priations and he stated positively and reundly there were less than 
twenty thousand men in service to-day. 

The committee then accepted twenty thousand men as the basis 
upon which the appropriation should be made for the remaining eight 
months of the fiscal year. Such was the information of the Adju- 
tant-General of the Army; and if there is any information in this 
House, or in the possession of any member, that there is a greater 
force in the field than twenty thousand, then I am not apprised of it. 

Mr. CONGER., I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. ATKINS. I would rather that the gentleman would let me go 
on with my statement. 

Mr. CONGER. It is a question in regard to the number of men in 
the service. 

Mr. ATKINS. I hope my friend will allow me to proceed. 
yield to him, however. 

Mr. CONGER. There is a provision in the bill that cavalry regi- 
ments may be recruited to one hundred men in each company, and 
kept as nearly as practicable to that number. 

Mr. ATKINS. Yes, as nearly as practicable, 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to ask the gentleman whether he has con- 
sidered the number of men in the cavalry service that ought to be 
provided for in the bill ? 

Mr. ATKINS. The language is, that the commanding general may 
recruit a company up to one hundred men. 

Mr. CONGER. And that they shall be kept as nearly as practica- 
ble at that number. 

Mr. FOSTER. I desire to ask my colleague on the committee a 
question, and it isthis: Is he not in possession this morning of official 
information that leads to the conclusion that there are or were twenty- 
two thousand enlisted men on the rolls on the Ist of November? 

Mr. ATKINS. I heard the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FosTER] say 
80; whether that is official or not I leave the House to determine. 

Mr. FOSTER. Did not the gentleman receive a letter from the 
Paymaster-General this morning ? 

Mr. ATKINS. I did. 

Mr. FOSTER. Was not that fact stated in the letter? 

Mr. ATKINS. It was hinted. 

Mr. FOSTER. Then the gentleman had some other information 
than that of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. ATKINS. But the Committee on Appropriations have not pro- 
ceeded in this matter without due consideration, and they have pro- 
ceeded in a formal manner. A formal dispatch was sent yesterday to 
the Adjutant-General, requesting that he would inform the committee 
of the exact number of enlisted men in the service, and to which no 
reply has been given. And my colleague on the committee [Mr. 
FosTER] well knows that the General of the Army was positive and 
emphatic in the assertion that there were less than twenty thousand 
enlisted men in the Army. 

Mr. FOSTER. I think my colleague should be accurate. The 
General stated that that was his belief. 

Mr. ATKINS. There was no belief about it; he was emphatic. 
Now will my friend and colleague answer this question : How does 
he learn that there were twenty thousand men in the service ? 

Mr. FOSTER. Precisely as the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations learns it. He is talking about the belief of the Gen- 
eral of the Army, and, as I understand it, the General of the Army 
stated that he believed the decrease in the number of men in the 
Army since the 15th of October had been quite large, and that he did 
not believe there were twenty thousand enlisted men in the Army on 
the lst of Nevember. That was his opinion; he did not profess to 
have any data whatever by which to sustain it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not at all agree*with the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. FosTER] in reference to this statement of the General of 
the Army. So far from expressing an opinion, he had before him a 
report which he stated showed the disposition of every soldier in the 
Army. 

Mr. FOSTER. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. FOSTER. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will allow me to go on with 
my statement. Hesaid after repeated inquiry that from the informa- 
tion in his possession he believed that there were not twenty thousand 
enlisted men in the Army. 


I will 


At what date? 
During the month of August. 
Exactly. 


Mr. FOSTER. In his opinion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is the gentleman’s amendment, w},j.), 1 , 
not accept. The committee sent to the Secretary of War Neh T do 
were making up this bill, and he concurred in the fact that ¢} 
were but twenty thousand enlisted men in the Army; and after _ 
agreed upon the bil: and it had been referred to the 
were then told on outside information that the num] 
men was much larger. 

Mr. ATKINS. 1 hold in my hand the letter to which 
on the committee from Ohio [Mr. Fosrer] refers. 
Paymaster-General. He says: 

The bill proposes to appropriate for the actual strength of the Army for 1877 
which I learn from the Adjutant-General is about twenty-two thousand enlisted 
men. ted 

That is the language of the Paymaster-General. 

The Paymaster-General has not been invited by the Committeo 
Appropriations to furnish information on this subject ; but the Adiy. 
tant-General, whose duty it is to furnish information respecting {h. 
number of troops in the service, I suppose has through the aceon 
ter-General informed the Committee on Appropriations that there 
are about twenty-two thousand enlisted men in service. That js tho 
oficial information that my friend refers to this morning. | stanq 
here to say that the Adjutant-General has not informed this Hons 
that there are twenty-two thousand enlisted men in service. Oy thp 
contrary, I stand here toassert that the other day before the Committos 
on Appropriations the Adjutant-General concurred with the Gene; il 
of the Army that there were no more but ratber less than twenty 
thousand enlisted men in the service. P 

Mr. FOSTER. The chairman does not wish to misrepresent me 
I know. , 

Mr. ATKINS. Certainly not. 

Mr. FOSTER. I did not say “official ;” I distinctly said wnoficia) 
information. : 

Mr. ATKINS. Ah, “unofficial information” then, and so “ anos 
cial” that for one I do not wish to act upon it. As I stated a mo- 
ment ago, this bill is made up on the basis of twenty thousand en- 
listed men for the balance of the fiscal year from November 1. 

It may be objected by some members on this side of the House that 
as the Hotise waa 80 unanimously in favor at the last session of Con 
gress of reducing the number of enlisted men in the Army to seve: 
teen thousand the Committee on Appropriations should have stood 
by that number, To that I wish to reply, speaking only for myself, 
that I am in favor of reducing the enlisted force of the Army to seven- 
teen thousand or eighteen thousand men. But I donot think, nor did 
the Committee on Appropriations think, that this was the proper tin: 
to effect that reduction. We feel that the Army is entitled to be paid, 
and that to go into the question of reducing the force below the 
actual number now in service, to go into the question of a re-organ- 
ization of the Army, would perhaps defeat this appropriation bill or 
at least delay it until near the close of the present tiscal year. 

The Army should be paid; the officers of the Army are now dis 
counting their claims and paying a high interest for their salaries, 
and the appropriation for the Army should be made at once. That is 
the reason why we have not required a reduction of the Army to 
seventeen thousand men. In other words, in the consideration of this 
bill we have not taken up the question of the re-organization of the 
Army. We have not considered that question at all; we did not feel 
it was proper to do so at this time. So much of the present fiscal 
year has already elapsed, so much more will elapse before this bill 
will become a law, that we did not feel it would be just to the Army 
to consider that question now. 

Objections have been urged in some quarters to this bill also on 

the ground that it does not provide for the reduction in the salaries 
of officers and in the numerical strength of the Army as proposed in 
the bill of the last session ; also in the re-organization of the regi- 
ments. The Committee on Appropriations did not desire to embarrass 
this bill with any of those questions which were likely to bring the 
two political parties and the House and Senate toa grave issue. The 
failure of the last Army bill was necessary to the vindication of 
— liberty at the time, and I have no apology to offer for the 
1umble part I bore in bringing about the result. I feel that our 
action is vindicated in the light of subsequent events. But that 
failure to pass the bill left the Army without pay. Of course tt has 
been put to additional expense in heavy interest accounts and in- 
creased prices contingent upon the credit system, besides very great 
inconvenience by that failure. And now, when the pressing — 
rency of that time has passed away, we do not feel that we should 
delay the appropriation for its payment, thus prolonging their vexa- 
tions and increasing their troubles by introducing into this legisla- 
tion for the remainder of the fiscal year the subjects of re-organiza 
tion and reduction in salaries and force. Should those reforms be 
now insisted upon, the passage of the bill now under consideration 
would, in all probability, be postponed until toward the close of the 
present fiscal year, which all must admit would be a very great hard- 
ship to both officers and men. These subjects can be taken up at 
the next session and matured and digested before the fiscal year 
begins, when no pressing demand exists, as does at this time. 

What shonld be the force of the Army is a question worthy of our 
serious consideration. This feature of the bill the House will doubt- 
less feel great interest in. After consulting the most authentic ml 
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ent population as much as 50 per cent., and yet our regular Army 
was only about thirteen thousand strong, of all arms. . 

There was then no cry for the increase of the Army. I fear that 
the military spirit which was begotten by the late war has not cooled 
among officers high in command of the regular Army as it did so 
admirably and promptly among the volunteer forces. 

The gigantic and heroic struggle on both sides, in our late civil 
war, has convinced the world that, united, as we happily are to-day, 
the powers of earth could not conquer us upon our own soil. Why, 
then, do we need a large force to man our torts upon the ocean front ? 
There is not the least prospect of a foreign war, even remotely. 

Transfer the control of the nomadic and hostile tribes of Indians 
from the Interior to the War Department, and very soon their raids* 
would cease and their savage nature would be tamed. 

While, for the reasons urged, the committee did not feel justified 
in entering at this extra session upon as thorough reform on this sub- 
ject as may be properly instituted, and have only made such as will 
not operate inconveniently or harshly to the Army itself, yet it hopes 
that the reform begun but not completed during the Forty-fourth 
Congress will be followed up and wisely consummated by this Con- 
gress during its first regular session. 

I wish to make one other remark in reference to this bill and then 
I will yield the floor. It is in reference to a restriction that was 
placed on the last Army appropriation bill, controlling the use of the 
Army. The Committee on Appropriations did not deem that, in view 
of recent events, in view of the action of the President in carrying 
out the Constitution, in carrying out the time-honored doctrine of 
non-interference by the General Government with the States, but 
allowing the States to regulate their own affairs in their own way, 
subject only to the provisions of the Federal Constitution, the com- 
mittee did not feel that, in view of recent events and of the action 
of the President in so promptly removing the troops from Louisiana 
and South Carolina, we should express a want of confidence in his 
policy and his determination to allow the people of the States to reg- 
ulate their own affairs in their own way. 

Nothing less than the inexorable demand of civil liberty and free 
government for the Southern States would have induced the demo- 
cratic House of Representatives of the Forty-fourth Congress to refuse 
the ordinary annual appropriation for the maintenance of the regu- 
States and of the militia of the several States when called into the | lar Army of this country. Not, sir, that I would be understood as 
actual service of the United States.” The Constitution also provides, | intimating, much less preferring, the charge that the temper and dis- 
in article 4, section 4, that “the United States shall guarantee to every | position of our regular Army is inimical to civil liberty or local self- 
State in this Union a republican form of government, and shall pro- | government; for, with the exception of a few officers high in com- 
tecteach of them against invasion, and on application of the Legisla- | mand, the Army has exhibited no political bias, nor been guilty of 
ture, or the executive, (when the Legislature cannot be convened,) | any voluntary oppressions of the people or of defiance of the civil 
against domestic violence.” In these constitutional grants and limit- | authority, which, alas, has been of too frequent octurrence in the last 
ations of power, it is manifest that it is in constitutional contempla- | decade. No, no, sir; the Army is not to blame. It is created toobey. 
tion that the civil authorities of the States are expected to preserve | Obedience is the first and paramount duty of asoldier; and although 
internal order and protect theirown governments. If, however, the | the solemn authority of courts have been defied, judges and governors 
States are unable to do so, and should, through the Legislature or | have been deposed and stripped of the insignia of office, and the doors 
executive, (the Legislature not being in session,) call upon the Presi- | of State-houses have been closed by armed soldiers against the rightful 
dent for military aid, in that case it is his duty to furnish the assist- | entrance of the legally and duly elected representatives of the people, 
ance asked for. There his right to interfere terminates. In the his- | and many other similar outrages have been committed by detach- 
tory of this country but a very few instances have occurred where | ments of regular soldiers, under the immediate command of their offi- 
Federal interference has been invited by State authorities,except by | cers, acting under orders of superior officers, yet the country well 
the anomalousand revolutionary State governments which have for | knows that the responsibility for a\l the wrongs to public liberty lies 
the last decade disgraced American civilization. For the purpose of | at the door of the late Executive and in no manner attaches to the 
maintaining order and preserving the peace in the States the instances | Army proper. 
are so few and exceptional that we logically assume that for such But while Congress and the people acquit the Army of all respon- 
a purpose alone there would not be any necessity of a regular Army | sibility for these great wrongs, it nevertheless was used in the hands 
whatever, as State military organizations would answer for such de- | of the Executive as an involuntary instrament to perpetrate these 
fense if called into service. wrongs against constitutional law and free government. Hence the 

The universally accepted theory of our system of Government is | advocate of home rule and independent State action limited only by 
that the States must regulate their own affairs in their own way, | the Federal Constitution felt in the closing hours of the Forty-fourth 
not inconsistent with the Federal Constitution. Those rights neces- | Congress the absolute necessity of embodying in the Army appropri- 
sarily carry with them the duty of self-protection by their own civil | ation bill a restriction denying the use of the money so appropriated 
passes. When that theory and practice is abandoned it will be a/| for the maintenance of the Army, if employed to uphold the State 
rueful day for republican government. If the ordinary constabulary governments of either of the rival governors of Louisiana and of 
force in a State cannot preserve the peace and protect life and prop- | South Carolina. That action, although violently opposed by the re- 
erty, and military organizations must be invoked, why not encourage | publican side of the House at the time, found a precedent in the ac- 
the States to organize, discipline, and arm and equip their militia | tion taken by the republicans of this House in the Thirty-fourth 
organizations? 1am frank to say that I shall favor a liberal appro- | Congress in reference to the use of troops to uphold the State gov- 
priation at the next session of Congress for that purpose. ernment of Kansas, attempted to be set up by the proslavery party 

What are the real and true uses of our regular Army in time of | in that State in 1854. 
peace? Simply to furnish a small force to take care of our ordnance But the independent and responsible course which the last House 
and forts upon our ocean front, and to protect the border settlements | chose to adopt in reference to this subject is derived from a much 
upon our Indian frontiers, and to repel the cattle-thieves upon the | higher, more powerful and ancient source than the republican Repre- 
Lower Rio Grande. Now, just what force is necessary to perform that | sentatives of the Thirty-fourth Congress. It is coeval with represent- 
service it is our duty to amply provide for; and when I say amply I | ative government. It springs from the very nature of free govern- 
mean it. I would accouter the United States soldier with all of the | ment itself. In England for centuries the Commons withheld sup- 
improved modern appointments, arms, &c., so that when he mects plies from the Crown whenover redress of grievance could not be 
the enemy upon the field of battle he cannot reflect upon a parsimo- | otherwise attained. It is as old, then, as free government in the 
nous and unfeeling Government because of the unequal means of | mother-country, and indeed was about the only expression of true 
defense with which he is supplied. and unrestricted freedom which the people of the realm enjoyed. 

This bill provides to supply a force of twenty thousand men ; that | In this country it is the resultant power which springs from the great 
it proposes not to recruit the Army above the number of enlisted | American doctrineof non-intervention and popular sovereignty which 
men on the Army rolls on the Ist day of this month, which, from the | lies at the base of our free States. What disciple of free government 
most reliable data, is not over twenty thousand enlisted men. will rise and gainsay the right to withhold supplies even from our 

In 1860 we had as much border frontier and as extended an ocean gallant Army, if that Army by a usurping Executive is to be em- 
front as we have to-day. Then the Indians outunmbered their pres- | ployed for the overthrow of the State governments established by the 









-« eourees, embracing the statement showing the organization of 
pone listed men of the regular Army, compiled from returns received 
- i : Adjutant-General’s Office up to October 15, 1877, which I hold 
oe hand, the committee find that an average of twenty-two thou- 
= ry enlisted men is the force in service since the Ist of July until 
ram ist of November. Indeed, a letter from the Secretary of War 

- tes that there have not been within the dates mentioned at any 
~ time over 22,333 men. We accept, then, in a spirit of liberality, 
the basis to be twenty-two thousand for the first four months of the 
yresent fiseal year, and provide for that number in this bill, feeling 
ome however, that if an error has been committed, it is in excess 
rather than in deficiency of the amount appropriated. This is done 
because we do not wish to fall below one dollar in making ample 
provision to pay off the Army for past service. ep 

For the remaining eight months of this fiscal year it is proposed 
in this bill that appropriations shall be made to supply the actual 
force in service on the Ist day of the present month of November. 
4}] reliable sources concur in the fact that there are not more than 
twenty thousand enlisted men in service to-day; and this bill pro- 
vides that the Army shall not be recruited above the number actually 
in the service on the Ist day of this month. Hence the committee’s 
estimate is caleulated upon the basis of that number. We think 
the sum proposed to be appropriated is ample, and in my judgment 
in some items full large; but as the exigencies of the service vary, 
sometimes costing more than can be foreseen even by the most astute 
and experienced officers, we have therefore settled upon the several 
items as the prebable sum necessary to meet the requirements of the 
service. 
s¢ The question, therefore, which will naturally suggest itself toevery 
mind is this: Are twenty thousand enlisted men, exclusive of officers, 
suficient to meet the legitimate military demands of this country ? 
Upon that question there may be a wide divergence of opinion in 
this House. 

That we may arrive at a proper conclusion on this point, it is neces- 
sary to inquire what are the proper and lawful uses of the regular 
Army of the United States. 

The Constitution of the United States provides that Congress may 
“raise and support armies.” It also provides that “the President 
shall be Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy of the United 
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people in their sovereign right and the erection on their rnins of the 
governments of pretenders and usurpers. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary to recur to the argument, so often 
repeated upon this floor and throughout this country, that the United 
States,and not the Executive,are required by the Constitution to 
secure to each State a republican form of government. Under that 
authority the President has no right to decide upon the legality of 
State governments. Thatduty clearly belongs toCongress. Congress, 
then, had the right to destroy the means which enabled the Executive 
to usurp this power or prerogative o€ Congress; and, sir, it had the 
courage to do so on the 3d of March last. Had-it failed to discharge 
its duty, in view of the remarkable and unexampled scenes then tran- 
spiring within these Halls and in this Capitol, well might the patriot 
have despaired. But with singular unanimity and determination the 
democratic House was animated but by one voice and one will. The 
present Executive of the United States too clearly saw the absolute 
necessity of non-intervention, the right of the people of a State to 
regulate their own affairs in their own way, subject only to the Con- 
stitution, and hence wisely, as Commander-in-Chief of the Army, 
ordered its removal from the soil of the two prostrate States and thus 
opened the way for the return of peace with its myriad blessings, 
rejoicing the hearts of the people and banishing the dark and lower- 
ing clouds of war which for fifteen years had never ceased to threaten 
every household with the storms of war and paralyzed every interest, 
moral as well as material, in the Southern States. 

The history of these eventful times is too recent to require any 
documentary proofs to establish these charges ; the evidence is over- 
whelming and undeniable. Butif the volumes of testimony were notat 
hand to establish the unwarrantable and unconstitutional use of the 
Army for the overthrow of the rightful State governments of the peo- 
ple, the prompt action of Mr. Hayes in removing the United States 
troops from Louisiana and South Carolina would leave no doubt of 
the truthfulness of the accusation. Being done, the States being 
once more free, and the political issue of military interference in 
behalf of rotten-borough State governments being forever abandoned, 
and henceforth no more to be considered a factor in determining the 
strength of our military establishment, we can now calmly and dis- 
passionately consider the question of a reduction of the Army from 
at Jeast a non-partisan stand-point. 

The committee, therefore, after a calm consideration and full dis- 
cussion, agreed to omit the insertion of the restriction upon the use of 
the Army, which was so persistently urged by this side of the House 
at the last session, and which failed to meet the approval at the other 
end of the Capitol, and therefore resulted in the failure of the Army 
bill. 

I repeat, sir, that despotic policy of military absolutism, under the 
late Executive, having yielded to the milder and more peaceful modes 
pointed out by the Constitution of the United States, there is there- 
fore no necessity for the insertion of the restriction in this bill, but 
on the contrary potent and patent reasons for its omission. I hope 
it will be the pleasure of this Congress before it adjourns its labors 
to mature and enact such legislation as will in future be a guide to 
the Executive of this country in the use to which the Army of the 
United States is to be put, and that henceforth the Army shall never 
again be employed for such anti-republican and unconstitutional pur- 
poses as that of upholding or overthrowing State governments. 

I suppose some of our friends on this side of the House may perhaps 
differ with us on that point; but I have this to say, if the same cir- 
cumstances existed now that existed eight months ago when that 
Army appropriation bill failed, I should stand squarely by the re- 
striction, no matter what the consequences might be. Happily for 
the couutry, however, times have changed; that state of circum- 
stances has passed away. It is for us to consider whether or not we 
are willing to impose upon the Army appropriation bill a restriction 
controlling the use of the Army, when perhaps there is no need for 
it aud when perhaps it would cause the defeat of this appropriation 
bill again as it did at the last session of Congress. In that view of 
the matter we omitted the restriction from this bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. I want to make a single inquiry of the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, [Mr. ATKINS ;] that is, as to 
whether he has any information from the Departments—the War De- 
partment or otherwise—of the use which was made of the additional 
force of the Army created by an act ofthe first session of the Forty- 
fourth Congress, increasing the number of cavalry by twenty-five 
hundred men, where they were used and how they were used ? 

Mr. ATKINS. We have no definite answer to that question, be- 
cause that question was not put by the committee to the Secretary 
of War. Ihave understood, as a matter of current history, that it 
was used on our frontier. 

Mr. HOOKER. One other question: whether or not the gentleman 
does not know that a very considerable portion of this force, imme- 
diately after its equipment and armament, was sent to Baton Rouge, 
in the State of Louisiana, and not to the frontier? 

Mr. ATKINS. That maybe true, but if so Ido not see that it 
affects the provision of this bill. As to the use of the Army I have 
very well detined views, and I believe our committee have some very 
well defined views. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Permit me to state that so far as Baton Rouge 
is concerned none of that cavalry foree was used there, but some of 
the regular infantry mounted was used there. 


Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr Ronrprse 
informs the House that the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr ee 
is entirely mistaken in supposing that any of the force w cay 
Baton Rouge. 

Mr. HOOKER. All I wanted was to get 
subject. 

Mr. SINGLETON. The chairman of the committee wil] 
to say that when the General of the Army was before our commit 
the question was distinctly put to him what number of troops ¢! -” 
were in the South at the time of the inauguration of the President 
of the United States, Mr. Hayes. He answered four Saaleenae 
three hundred men to each regiment; that two of those regiment, 
had been removed, and two remained in the South; that thes > : 
all the troops now within the borders of the Southern States We 
did not interrogate him particularly as to the cavalry; but the in 
ference from his remarks clearly was that there were no troops in 
oe South except two regiments. That was his statement upon the 
subject. 

Mr. ATKINS. Mr. Chairman, I have but one other remark to make 
and that is as to the use of the Army. Itseems to me that our Aves 
should be used simply for the protection of our ocean front and the 
defense of the border settlements from the attacks of the savage ~ 
dian tribes. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I would like to ask the gentle. 
man one question. Does he find fault with the use of United § 
troops to aid in preserving order in West Virginia? 

Mr. ATKINS. I will leave the gentleman to answer his own qnes- 
tion; it has nothing to do with this appropriation bill. I could give 
the gentleman my opinion; but it is not pertinent to this bill. | 
propose to yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New York, { Mr, 
Woop. ] 

Mr. COVERT. Will the gentleman, before ho takes his seat, ay- 
swer one question? I did not clearly understand his statement with 
reference to the amount appropriated in this bill for the item of 
clothing, and as to whether the amount thus appropriated is to cover 
the cost of clothing for two years or one year. 

Mr. ATKINS. The amount appropriated is $900,000. The estimate 
is $1,250,000. The appropriation made last year was $606,000; but it 
is believed that $900,000 will supply clothing for the Army for more 
than a year—perhaps for a year and six months. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I would like to obtain from the 
chairman of the committee some information as to the purposes for 
which it is proposed to expend this appropriation on page 7: 

For all contingent expenses of the Army not provided for by other estimates 
and embracing all branches of the military service, to be expended under the im. 
mediate orders of the Secretary of War, $40,000. 

Mr. ATKINS. Mr. Chairman, with reference to that item the usual 
appropriation has been $100,000. The appropriation of last year was 
$50,000. But Secretary McCrary, who was before our committee, in- 
formed us that only $25,000 of that $50,000 had been expended, so 
that $25,000 is still on hand. The committee thought that as Secre- 
tary McCrary is a pretty fair man we had probably better give him 
$40,000, and if there should be a surplus it would be covered into the 
Treasury. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. For what purposes is this appro- 
priation to be expended? 

Mr. ATKINS. Well, sir, for various pnrposes—for all manner of 
incidental expenses connected with the Army. It is a general fund 
to be drawn upon for such purposes as the Secretary of War may 
think proper, and which cannot be provided for in a geveral appro- 
priation. This appropriation was formerly $100,000. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
for information. If I have understood his statement aright, the 
committee in framing this bill have proceeded upon the fact that 
for four months immediately ensuing the Ist of Jnly the Army em- 
braced twenty-two thousand men; that since then it has been reduced 
to twenty thousand; and the committee, as I understand, takes it for 
granted—at least I hear no statement to the contrary—that from 
now henceforth to the 30th of June next the Army must, as a matter 
of course, remain at twenty thousand men, or at least must not 
be any larger. Now, I would like to know whether the committee 
has taken the trouble to inform itself whether the present strength 
of the Army is sufficient for the purposes mentioned by the chair- 
man of the committee—the defense of the border settlements. | 
agree with him perfectly that it is no business of the Army to police 
the States; but I say the present strength of the Army is not safti- 
cient, and upon another occasion I will prove to this House that it 
bas not been sufficient for the purposes mentioned by the gentleman. 

Mr. ATKINS. This isa mere matter of opinion. The gentleman 
has simply asked me a question as to my opinion, and I have given 
that opinion in the few remarks I have submitted. So far as regards 
keeping up the Army to twenty thousand men, there is a provision 
in the bill appropriating $75,000 for the purpose of recruiting 

Mr. SCHLEICHER. ‘The gentleman has misunderstood ny ques 
tion. Iam not merely asking his opinion; I am asking whether the 
committee has taken the trouble toinform itself whether the Army will 
be large enough for necessary purposes of frontier defense from how 
until the Ist of July next. , 

Mr. ATKINS. They have availed themselves of all their means of 
information on that subject. 
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Mr. SCHLEICHER. I am not aware that they have made the 
a chtest inquiry on the subject. — 

‘Vir, SPARKS. I wish to say, in answer to the gentleman from 
Texas, that the bill itself makes specific provision that the Army shall 
not be inereased beyond what it was on the Ist day of the present 

oven ber. 
. Mir, ATKINS. He understands that. 

Mr SCHLEICHER. I understand that perfectly well; but my 
‘ estion Was directed to know whether the committee in acting on 
that point have taken the trouble to inform themselves of the neces- 
sity for border protection or not ? 

Mr. SPARKS. Whether necessary or not? 

Mr. SCHLEICHER. And I understand they have not. 

Mr. SPARKS. They determined it was not necessary by specific- 
ally directing it should not be increased. 

Mr. ATKINS. Lyield now ten minutes to the gentleman from New 


." FOSTER. I want to say to gentlemen that all the Army offi- 
cers have said this was not sufficient. 

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman can ventilate that question fally at 
another time. I new yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Woop.] 

Mr. WOOD. Mr, Chairman, I have no disposition to participate in 
this particular debate, and if there are any gentlemen upon the floor 
who wish to criticise this bill I will yield the floor to them. The 
remarks I had intended to submit to the committee referred to the 
yeneral condition of expenditures and receipts of the Government, 
with some suggestions as to the policy which should govern us in the 
future during this Congress; but as they may take me longer than 
ten minutes I cheerfully yield the floor, and will take some other 
opportanity to present them. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Appropriations, 
as has been said by their chairman, made up this bill upon the basis 
of twenty-two thousand men for four months and twenty thousand 
nen for eight months. There has been some controversy already 
upon the floor as to the namber of men in the Army. An official 
statement, which I presume is upon the table of the chairman, shows 
that on October 15 we had about twenty-three thousand men. 

Mr. CLYMER. No; less than twenty-two thousand men. 

Mr. FOSTER. I stand corrected; a little less than twenty-two 
thousand men. Notwithstanding what gentlemen have said, I think 
it is clear it was the opinion of the General of the Army that on the 
lst day of November there would not be moro than twenty thousand 
men. That was an opinion. To-day we have a statement which has 
iwen read here over the signature of the Paymaster-General, who 
comes to us asking us to increase the amount of pay-appropriation 
because of the mistake we have made. He says that he is informed 
there were about twenty-two thousand men on November 1. 

It is clear, from whatever cause, that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions did not know the exact number of men in the field. 
may be twenty thousand or there may be twenty-two thousand, and 
the difficulty into which the Committee on Appropriations have fallen 
arises from the fact that they have felt it to be their bounden duty to 
reduce the appropriations for the Army and to reduce the Army itself at 
this session. The minority of the committee have felt they had no de- 
sire to embarrass the action of the majority. They were exceedingly 
aixious to come into this House agreed, notwithstanding they do be- 
lieve the Army at twenty-five thousand men is as small as the de- 
mands of the country would warrant. They are not now disposed to 
make factious opposition to the action of the majority. They will 
test, perhaps, on a question or two, the sense of the House, but not 
beyond that. We do not have the heart, Mr. Chairman, to do this 
when we know the officers of the Army up to this date have lost 
perhaps $200,000 in interest by the delay and carelessness of this 
liouse. For three weeks they have lost more than $50,000 of interest 
and are now losing $2,000 a day. 

I say then, without expressing any opinion at this time whether 
this Army ought to be reduced or not, but reserving that question 
for the bill in the regular session, that we are not disposed to make 
factions opposition at this time. My own impression is that we ought 
to make appropriation for twenty-five thousand men. I believe it 
would be asad mistake which this Congress and this country, be- 
fore the year rolls around, would discover, if this bill should pass 
as It now stands. It is an invitation to Indian hostilities and to 
Mexican raids, for the mere purpose of saving only a few thousand 
dollars; for it is notorious te Army authorities, including General 
McClellan, recently elected governor of New Jersey, that the cost of 
transportation for a small army more than pays for an increased num- 
ber of men, so that twenty-five thousand men, in fact, can be main- 
tained for about the same money as twenty thousand men. 

Mr. Chairman, having said this much I desire to call attention to 
what has been done in a general way. The appropriations last year 
for the maintenance of the Army were $27,632,375.50. We are called 
“pon to provide a deficiency of $1,200,000, to add to that, making for 
the maintenance of the Army for the past year $28,832,375.50. We 
‘ppropriate in this bill—I do not know the exact sum, but about 
5-9,705,000, making a reduction of over three millions between the 
“ppropriations of this year and the expenditures of the past year. 

i make the prediction now as I made many such predictions in the 
last Congress, that we will be compelled, if this bill is passed upon its 
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present basis, to make an appropriation for deficiencies the coming 
year of at least $2,000,000 or $2,500,000. I stood up here in this House in 
the last Congress and undertook to show that the democratic represen- 
tation that you had reduced expenses $30,000,000 wasa mistake. The 
books are posted, the year is closed, and the actual reduction you 
made is about seventeen or eighteen millions of dollars. Now I make 
this prediction, that if you pass this bill in its present shape you will 
be compelled to appropriate for deficiencies for this year at least two 
and a half millions of dollars. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I ask the gentleman how there 
can possibly bea deficiency of two and a half milliotis of dollars, when 
there is only a deficiency of $1,200,000 on the appropriation bill for 
the year ending June 30,1877? For if that deficiency be added to 
the appropriation made for an army of twenty-five thousand men 
the sum total would be about $23,000,000, and this bill appropriates 
nearly $26,000,000 for an army 20 per cent. smaller. 

Mr. FOSTER. My friend from New York is a new member of the 
committee. If he will examine the figures carefully he will find that 
the appropriations for last year were $27,632,375 50. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Does not that include the extra 
twenty-five hundred cavalry ? 

Mr. FOSTER. It inclades all the appropriations for the Army. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. It includes the appropriations for the 
extra cavalry not longer to be appropriated for. 

Mr. FOSTER. Are they not in the Army? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. They arethe cavalry on the frontier 
that have been disbanded and are now out of the Army. 

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Here is the item in the bill: 

Including amount appropriated for increased cavalry force, $1,637,400. 

Mr. FOSTER. That is for the cavalry on the Mexican frontier, the 
ten regiments, not the twenty-five hundred disbanded. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, 
mistaken—— 

Mr. FOSTER. I wish togoon. The gentleman is a little new yet 
as a member of the Appropriation Committee. He will find I am 
right, but it is bard to convince him. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio a question. 
What was the number of cavalry in the Army of the United States 
on the Ist day of July last? 

Mr. FOSTER. I do not know the exact number. There weve ten 
regiments of cavalry and five of artillery; the exact number of men 
I do not know. 

Mr. BANNING. If the gentleman will allow me, I will tell him 
how many cavalry there were on the first of this month. 

Mr. MILLS. I want.to know what was the number on the Ist of 
July. 

Mr. FOSTER. I do not know the exact number. There are ten 
regiments and the authorized strength is abont eleven thousand. 
In the matter of regular supplies we appropriate for subsistence 
$2,370,000. The Department estimates $2,303,000. Lam giving round 
numbers. They had last year $2,700,000. My friend, the chairman 
of the committee, on this matter of subsistence attacks the estimates 
of the Department, because he says we have not got thecavalry force 
we had last year. He says there is no use of making appropriations 
for the purchass of cavalry horses, for we have got tho horses. Now, 
we were told, Mr. Chairman, by the officers who came before us that 
the appropriation of last year was insufficient. They made no deti- 
ciency because they were compelled to feed their cavalry horses on 
hay alone, not giving them any grain. It is proposed to make a re, 
duction here of $300,000 or $400,000. 

And now, how is this to be done? It can be done but in one way, 
and that is to furnish to the men and the animals belonging to the 
Army a less amount of subsistence than their actual wants require. 
Then further, under the head of regular supplies, we make a reduc- 
tion of $700,000 from the estimates in the matter of transportation. 
The Department asked $4,400,000 ; we appropriate $4,200,000, making 
a reduction of $200,000 from the estimates; and on this item alono 
we have a deticiency of $1,200,000 for the past year. Now, I am not 
going to attack this proposition to appropriate $4,200,000, but I ap- 
prehend it is just as clear as noonday that a deticiency will occur 
next year as it did the past year. 

In the matter of incidental expenses we cut down the appropria- 
tion $200,000, making it $50,000 less than last year, when the Army 
officers come before us and tell us that they are unable, on account 
of want of appropriation, to offer a reward for deserters, and that 
they are obliged to cut off many things that they heretofore had 
occasion to use and the necessities of the Army required. 

I will detain the committee but a moment longer to simply repeat 
what I said at the beginning of my remarks, that the minority of 
this House, perhaps, will test the sense of the Committee of the 
Whole upon some of the propositions in the bill, but we are not dis- 

nosed to be factions in our opposition. We say that in what we do 

ere we do not commit ourselves to anything as to our action in the 
future, and I make the prediction now that this reduction is a serious 
mistake; that it isan invitation to Indian hostilities and to Mexican 

raids, and that before the year rolls around we will be called upon 
to make very large appropriations for deficiencies. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I did not desire to interrupt the gentleman, 
but will he permit ine to ask him a quesiion? 
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Mr. FOSTER. I propose to yield to the gentleman from Michigan, 
[ Mr. ConGer,] but I will hear the qnestion of the gentleman from 
Kentneky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I did not wish to interrupt the gentleman, but 
I understood him to say that on the Ist of July the authorized | 
strength of the cavalry in the Army of the United States was eleven 
thousand men. 

Mr. FOSTER. My friend from Indiana, [Mr. BAKER, ] on my right, 
gave me the figures from official data. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Solunderstood. I desire, then, to ask whether 
under the authority given by this bill, that the ten cavalry regi- 
ments shall be increased to twelve hundred men each, this bill, mak- 
ing no provision for a decrease of the artillery or infantry force, does 
not, in fact, contemplate an increase of the Army rather than a de- 
crease. 

Mr. FOSTER. A decrease in one way, an increase in the other. 
But I wish the gentleman would ask that question of the chairman 
of the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will, then, at the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, ask the question of the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. CONGER. I believe I am entitled to the floor, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Foster] has 
yielded to the gentleman from Kentucky to ask a question. 

Mr. CONGER. I uanderstand that the gentleman wants to transfer 
his question from the gentleman from Ohio to another gentleman. 

Mr. FOSTER. I yielded the floor to the gentleman from Michigan, 
but I also yielded tothe gentleman from Kentucky to ask a question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have submitted the question, and I regret 
that I have not been furnished with an answer. 

Mr. FOSTER. Iam willing that the chairman should answer. 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I will inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, the gentleman from Ohio, a member 
of that committee having said that in round numbers the authorized 
cavalry strength of the Army on the Ist of July was about eleven 
thousand men 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. 
10,940, including officers. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then it appears the authorized strength of 
the cavalry was less than eleven thousand men, and here is a propo- 
sition anthorizing it to be increased to twelve thousand men. I ask 
whether, there being no provision made for the reduction of the in- 
fantry or the artillery force, the bill reported by the committee does 
not contemplate an increase instead of a decrease of the aggregate 
force of the Army. 

Mr. ATKINS. As I understand it the cavalry force is authorized 
at the number stated by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. BAKER. ] 
That is the authorized force. Who knows what the actual force of 
the cavalry branch of the service is? The number of regiments is 
only ten, and the bill provides that companies “ may be,” not “shall 
be,” recruited so as to raise the number of the regiment to twelve 
hundred men. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
twelve hundred men. 

Mr. ATKINS. The language of the bill is that they “may be re- 
cruited to one hundred men in each company.” The Committee on 
Appropriations have agreed to an amendment which provides that the 
whole number of enlisted men in the Army shall not be increased by 
that proviso. It leaves it optional and discretionary with the Com- 
manding General whether the cavalry force shall be increased. But 
in no event is there to be any increase in the aggregate force of the 
Army. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am satisfied with that answer. The amend- 
ment had not been submitted to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to know whether the Secretary of War in- 
formed the committee that the force provided for in this bill would 
be sufficient to protect the whole of our frontier. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, I cannot yield farther. I know my 
friend from Texas will yield to me. Mr. Chairman, I do not know 
that there is any disposition on the part of gentlemen upon this side 
of the House to disenss this Army bill particularly or to make any 
amendments to it. This session was called that Congress might pass 
an Army bill to pay the officers and men of the Army and provide for 
its snbsistence. And whether this bill increases the army a little or 
decreases it a little, it is not, in my judgment, worth while to detain 
the House now by a long discussion on amendments. The principal 
objection to the bill of last session has been removed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; and I am very glad to meet my friends 
who have presented a bill without that objectionable feature, which 
many of us thonght unconstitutional or at least unwise. 

But I desire tocall the attention of this committee and also of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to two or three matters which I think should 
be provided for in this bill, unless the committee already have some 
soch provisions to offer as amendments. One of these is that I think 
this Congress in passing an appropriation bill to pay the arrears of 
payment to men who have been in the service of their country for 
months without pay, and have been compelled to find means of sub- 
sistence as best they might, either on their personal credits, or throngh 
aid of friends, or, almost, in some cases, from charity. I submit to 
the House whetber there ought not to be a provision in the bill made 





I can give the gentleman the figures, 


Then the regiment of cavalry will amount to 
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in good faith to these officers and soldiers to pay them intepms fr 


. : til the 
when they received their money. NO Cl 


That proposition seems to me so fair, 80 near the right thi 
I had expected the Committee on Appropriations would include aa 
a provision in this bill. I know of my own knowledge both otti . 
and men who have continued in the performance of their a 
who have on our frontiers risked life and health and comfort on ; 
after month, with no pay, with no means provided by their en ath 
ment for the subsistence of their wives and children at home : ” 
with no leave of absence from the field to enable them to inten 
even to make such arrangements, but who by letters or by the cates. 
ance of friends have been enabled to procure means here and there 
to meet their family expenses up to the present time. I need a 
dwell upon that ine re pee Perhaps there can be no law passed by 
this Congress that shall restore to the widow of the private 80ldier 
the money that she in some instances within my own information has 
been compelled to obtain by sacrificing her deceased husbani|’s clei 
for pay in order to procure a decent funeral for him. I know Within 
my own knowledge, and I have been informed of other cases, whors 
the widows of soldiers who returned from the frontier wounded 
and who died after they came home have been compelled to gacrifion 
whatever evidences of indebtedness to them their deceased hushayiis 
possessed for 8 per cent. only of the amount to bury their husbanis, | 
would not in this bill provide for such extreme cases as that, for j; 
requires more knowledge and more information than I or the Hoyso 
possess to do what might be right in such a matter. 

Bat in regard to those officers and those men who by neglect of the 
authorities of the Government to provide for their monthi\y or quar- 
terly pay, whatever the case may be, have been compelled to pay 
interest on loans to enable themselves and families to live, it sees 
to me so clear a proposition that I hope when the proper time comes 
for amendment to this bill the Committee on Appropriations, even 
without farther suggestion, will attach a proviso that the paymaster 
shall pay to all officers and to all soldiers entitled to pay from tho 
Government, interest at the usual rate from the time the pay became 
due until the payment was made. I will not dwell upon that. If | 
were to express my feelings in regard to cases of hardships that | 
have heard of — 

Mr. MONEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CONGER. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. Iask the gentleman tostate one of those cases within 
his knowledge of suffering of the widow of a private soldier. 

Mr. CONGER. I have been informed—— 

Mr. MONEY. Givethename, and we will have it embodied in a bil! 
or joint resolution. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman need not rush into the case with 
such fierce alacrity ; we need not have it here in this debate. It is 
enough for me to say that information has been given me within the 
last twenty-four hours that such a case existed in this city. 

Mr. MONEY. Very well; I ask for a single case. 

Mr. CONGER. If the gentleman’s sympathies are so much ex- 
cited —— 

Mr. MONEY. I want the gentleman to answer my inquiry. 

Mr. CONGER. If the gentleman’s sympathies are so greatly ex- 
cited that he cannot wait for the information until I have finished 
my few remarks—— 

Mr. MONEY. If the gentleman has the information, I ask him now 
respectfully to name a single case; give us the name. 

Mr. CONGER. I cannot understand the zeal of the gentleman. 

Mr. MONEY. But you can understand the question, and I can 
understand the answer if you giveit. Give an answer to the question, 
if you have the information. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman possess his soul in patience for 
a moment? 

Mr. MONEY. I simply ask for the information; and the way for 
the gentleman to possess my soul in patience is to give the infor- 
mation which he professes to be able to give, but the ability to give 
which I doubt. 

Mr. CONGER. It is barely possible that the gentleman talks this 
way to intimate that the information I have received is incorrect. 
There is a more courteous way to convey that intimation. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask the gentleman directly for the information 
which he says he has, and the gentleman refuses to give me the in- 
formation which he says he has. ee 

Mr. CONGER. When the gentleman has been longer in this House 
and has learned its courtesies better-—— =e. 

Mr. MONEY. 1 cannot learn from the gentleman from Michigan, 
because he is not able to teach me. 

Mr. CONGER. When the gentleman has learned better the cour- 
tesies of debate than to dispute a member who makes a statement 0" 
information, as I have done, he will not rise and require dates and 
times and names and circumstances. All that is important 1n this 
case is that such instances might exist. All that I say is that I have 
been informed by a member of this House, and have talked with 
others in this city upon the subject, that such a case exists, as 1 
may. 

Mr. MONEY. It may, but does it? et 

Mr. CONGER. Is it impossible? Does the gentleman’s imagine’ 
tion extend to all this class of cases so as to enable him to dev) 


ig, that 
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the possibility of such a case? If it does, then let him rise and cate- 
be Pass : 


ah MONEY. I never denied the possibility. I asked the genile- 

a for the information which he said he has. — ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield to the 

ontieman from Mississippi ? ; 

© Mr. CONGER. : > a the gentleman. I suppose he wishes to 
olowize. [ Laughter. 

" Mr gis. Ay ask the gentleman for the name of any widow 

who has suffered in the way he has stated. Is the gentleman able to 

vive the information f ; : 7 

*' Mr. CONGER. 1fI hear rightly the apology is satisfactory. (Great 

laughte Chairman, I have referred to cases of which I had infor- 

mation that they existed ; and that such cases exist in regard to the 
ay of officers no one denies; it is a matter of common information. 

| have referred to these cases that I might call the attention of mem- 

ers to the propriety of providing in this bill that a reasonable inter- 

est wight be refanded to officers and soldiers who have been compelled 

to borrow, and had the credit to borrow, money tosupport their fam- 

ilies because they failed to receive their pay from the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan has 
xD red. 

“he. FOSTER. I will yield further to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. For how long? 

Mr. CONGER. I would like about ten minutes. 

Mr. FOSTER. I give the gentleman ten minutes more. 

Mr. CONGER. The Chair will remember that much of my time 
was occupied by gentlemen much more able to entertain the House. 

aughter. 

Uns CHAIRMAN. The Chair extended the gentleman’s time some- 
what. He will proceed. 

Mr. CONGER. A simple allusion to the matter I have been pre- 
senting is all I wished to make, with the request that if the commit- 
teo should think it ct yd and just they might prepare an amendment 
to come in at a suitable place for repaying interest to these officers 
and soldiers. 

Now, I wish to call attention to one other proposition. I am not 
myself familiar enough with the cavalry force of the Army to make 
any statements or suggestions; but 1 do know that my friend from 
Texas [Mr. SCHLEICHER) during the last session of Congress labored 
here faithfully with all his great physical and mental strength to 
have Congress provide for an increase of the cavalry force and to 
require that this cavalry force should be stationed along the Rio 
Grande to prevent raids by Mexicans iuto Texas. The House listened 
to his arguments, and Congress passed a provision of that kind. Now 
the effect of that appeal to Congress laps over into this session and 
is seen in this bill; for I find in line 103 a proviso— 

That cavalry regiments may be recruited to one hundred men in each company 
aud kept as nearly as practicable at that number. 


And I find additional language which it is strange the committee 
should have adopted when they are so much afraid of having troops 
in the South. I find that the committee has embodied into the bill 
this further provision: 


And a sufficient force of cavalry shall be employed in the defenseof the Mexican 
an Indian frontiers of Texas. 


There is no limitation in the language. “A sufficient force shall 
be emploved.” How many regiments, how many thousands or tens of 
thousands or twenties of thousands of men constitute “a sufficient 
force?” We all know that in the absence of power on the part of the 
Mexican government there is and will be liability to continued raids 
upon our territory, which Mexico cannot prevent. Wo all know that 
the Government of the United States has authorized our troops to 
pursue marauders and raiders upon Mexican territory. How soon 
that may lead to war—how soon not ten thousand, not twenty thou- 
sand, but fifty thousand or one hundred thonsand men shall be nec- 
essary to protect that frontier, we cannot tell. 

Mr. SPARKS rose. 

Mr. CONGER, I decline to be interrupted now. 

Mr. SPARKS. I understand that the committee will give the gen- 
tleman as much time as he desires, and I wouid like to ask him just 
one question. Does he insist that the provision of the bill to which 
he has just referred gives authority to use more men than are provided 
for definitely; that is, ten regiments recruited up to one hundred men 
ineachcompany? Does the gentleman incist that the language he has 
referred to could by any possible interpretation authorize the Execu- 
tive to go beyond the limit of the Army thns definitely fixed ? 

Mr. CONGER. If the language means anything, it means what it 
says. If it does not mean anything, will the gentleman prevent me 
from giving my own interpretation to it? Almost the entire cavalry 
force of the country, with the addition provided for, was ordered to 
the Texas frontier. Now it is provided that there shall be one hun- 
‘lred men in each company and that the companies shall be kept as 
hearly as possible at that number. It also makes this general pro- 
Vision which my friend from Texas undoubtedly put in for the benefit 
of his State—this broad, sweeping clause, that “a sufficient force of 
cavalry shall be employed in the defense of the Mexican and Indian 
frontier of Texas.” 


Mr. SPARKS. I respectfully submit to the gentleman that a suf- 


nl 





ficient force out of the number definitely fixed must be what is in- 
tended. 

Mr. CONGER. But they are all there now; at least they are ordered 
there, 

Mr. SCHLEICHER. If the gentleman will excuse me, they are 
not there now. 

Mr. CONGER. They are on the way there; there may be one or 
two companies somewhere else. 

Mr. MILLS. And they are not enough when they are all there. 

Mr. CONGER. They are not enough when they are all there, as 
every Representative from Texas on this floor will assert to this 
House, and has constantly asserted. It is unfortunate that these 
gentlemen from Texas do not have more credit with their friends on 
the other side of the House when they make these assertions. I be- 
lieve them. [Laughter. ] 

There is but one other point to which I wish to call the attention 
of the country and the House. There is provided for in this bill the 
reduction of a force and a system which have always received espe- 
cial attention of Congress, and which to-day have planted themselves 
in the good will, the confidence, aud the esteem of the American 
people as much as any branch of the civil service, or the military 
service, as it is called, ever has done; which is the beginning, sir, of 
a series of experiments which shall not map out the face of the 
earth with its mountains and its rivers, but which shall map out the 


heavens above us with its storms, its cyclones, its coming storms * 


and hurricanes, its rains and its snows. The agriculturists of the 
United States demand not its decrease, but its fostering and its in- 
crease. Yet this committee have provided for the decrease of the 
Signal-Service force of the United States when all other civilized 
nations of the world are looking with wonder upon the discov- 
eries—— 

Mr. ATKINS rose. 

Mr. CONGER. Discoveries which a long series of observations 
and experiments has made, followed by the exhibition of the laws of 
the winds and of the storms; and yet this committee reduces the 
force which makes these experiments. 

Mr. ATKINS. Does the gentleman decline to let me make a state- 
ment? 

Mr. CONGER. No; but I wished to finish the interesting para- 
graph which I had commenced. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. ATKINS. I do not expect to attempt to compete with the gen- 
tleman, who is the master of sarcasm and wit, but 1 do wish to correct 
him as to a fact which he has stated. Did I understand the gentle- 
man to say we do not provide for the Signal Corps in this bill? 

Mr. CONGER. Oh, no, sir. 

Mr. ATKINS. I did not hear the gentleman distinctly, but what 
did he say? Did he say that we had decreased the number ? 

Mr. CONGER. I simply said that while they did provide for this 
corps to a certain extent 

Mr. ATKINS. Now just there let me read. 

The CHAIRMAN. One atatime. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONGER. I will read the bill myselt: 

Nothing, however, in this act shall be construed to prevent enlistments for the 
Signal Service, which shall hereafter be maintained as now organized and as pro- 
vided by law, with a force of enlisted men not exceeding four hundred, after pros- 
ent terms of enlistments have expired. 

Mr. ATKINS. That is all right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. There is no reduction; it is provided 
for by law. 

Mr. CONGER. There is a reduction in the force. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. No, sir. 

Mr. FOSTER. How much of my time yet remains? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio is entitled to twenty 
minutes more, but the Chair supposed he had given it up. 

Mr. FOSTER. Gentlemen on this side of the House desire to speak. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been the desire of the Chair to distribute 
the two hours allowed for general debate fairly between the two sides. 

Mr. FOSTER. I give up my time, and will yield first to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas. 

Mr. DURHAM. I wish to be heard on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. How long does the gentleman from Ohio yield 
to the gentleman from Kansas ? 

Mr. FOSTER. Ten minutes, and the remaining ten I will give to 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, I was very reluctant to speak upon 
this bill, partly becanse I did not wish to consume the time of the 
House and partly because I was very anxious it should pass promptly. 
There are various things in the bill as reported that compel me to 
speak, however. I visited the Adjutant-General of the Army this 
morning on the subject. The bill, as printed, was laid upon my table 
yesterday, and several provisions it contained showed -me that this 
bill, in which I had understood there was to be no special legislation, 
contained such special legislation. This House knows as well as the 
committee that by the statutes the Army of the United States is fixed 
at thirty thousand men. By special legislation in Army appropria- 
tion bills that number has been reduced to twenty-five thousand men, 
at which it was supposed to stand at the first session of last Congress. 
I understood when this bill was reported that it was to provide for 
the existing Army under existing law, not making a forced estimate 
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of temporary casualties, and this House is very well aware of the 
obnoxious precedents of including special legislation in Army or other 
appropriation bills. Now, there is on the statute a law creating the 
Army and defining its different branches, its strength, and its organ- 
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ization; but when you come in with an appropriation bill filled with | 


special legislation it is an obnoxious thing which ought not to be 


tolerated by this House on any such bill, and which certainly can find | 


no legitimate place on this. 
I wish to call attention to one or two points in the bill which must 
strike every gentleman in the House. General Townsend, the Adju- 


tant-General of the Army, told me this morning, within two hours | 


from this time, that from official data they had the Army stood at 
twenty-two thousand men. 

Mr. ATKINS. Why did not General Townsend tell the Committee 
on Appropriations that fact three days ago? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. lonly state what he said to me within two hours, 
and I think there is a mere misconception as to dates and facts. 

Mr. ATKINS. I have stated what General Towuseud told us three 
days ago. 


Mr. PHILLIPS. Istate to the Honse that underthe appropriation bill | 


cutting it down the Army nominally stood at twenty-five thousand 
men. I wish to state to this committee and to the House that at the 
beginning of this session the United States Army had endured and 
was closing the most arduous and exacting campaign witnessed for 
many years. I only state to the gentleman a fact which must be 
well known, that the Army could not be in position to furnish the 
actual result of casualties from sickness, disability, and other causes. 
We not only lost many in battle, but, as every military man knows, 
fati;aing pursuit weakens the numbers and force of the Army. 
Was necessarily reduced, so they cannot have the exact data after such 
a harassing war. But I wish to ask the chairman of the Committce 


on Appropriations if being reduced by these bloody combats, by the | 


fatigues of those long marches, and by the terrible incidents of the 
war of this year and. by numerous desertions of an unpaid soldiery 
whose families might be starving, and to secure the arrest of whom 
there was no funds, you will make use of this chapter of accidents 
to cut the Army down to the standard to which it has been reduced 
by Chief Joseph and Sitting Bull, and make achange in the law from 
twenty-five thousand to twenty thousand men in this bill? 

Now, I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SCHLEICHER] to this fact: I have read his able report, made in the 
last Congress, with great interest. There is provision here to cover 
his case, and I wish to call his attention and the attention of the 
chairman of the cemmittee to this item : 

For purchase of horses for the cavalry and artillery, and for the Indian scouts, 
aud for auch infautry as may be mounted, $200,000: Provided, That cavalry regi- 
ments may be recruited to one handred men in each company, and kept as nearly 
as practicable at that number; and a sufficient force of cavalry shall be employed 
in the defense of the Mexican and Indian frontiers of Texas. 

The chairman of the committee en this floor says that he has placed 
the appropriations for the Army upon the basis of twenty thousand 
men. He proposes to increase by six thousand the cavalry force. 
General Townsend told me that the word “ may ” would be construed 
and must be construed by the Department to mean “shall.” 

Mr. BANNING. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BANNING. The gentleman says that General Townsend told 
him the word “may” must be construed as meaning “shall.” Now, 
in the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress we passed a law 
exactly as is now proposed, and General Townsend has only made 
the cavalry seven thonsand strong. If that is his interpretation, 
why has he not acted upon it before f 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Perhaps he was acting on it until you stopped 
appropriations. The purpose of this provision in the bill is to 
provide for the defense suggested by the gentleman from Texas, 
which requires that the ten cavalry regiments be raised to eleven 
thonsand or twelve thousand men ; but either it is not designed to do 
this 

Mr. BANNING. The gentleman does not answer my question. 
This bas been the law for two years. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But never has been the practice. 

Mr. BANNING. As the gentleman says, it never has been the 
— ice. ‘Therefore if General Townsend says what has been stated 

xy the gentleman from Kansas, he is not practicing what he 
believes. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I will say for General Townsend that what I 
suppose he did mean was this: The bill says that the cavalry regi- 
ments may be recrnited and kept as nearly at that number of one 
hundred men in each company as practicable. Now, I ask the gen- 
tleman if that language is not specific ? 

Mr. BANNING. What is the gentleman’s question ? 

Mir. PHILALIPS. It says : 

Provided, That cavalry regiments may be recruited to one hundred men in each 
company and kept as nearly as practicable at that number. 

Is not that language sufficiently explicit? Does it not require him, 
if practicable, to so recruit? But it must not be forgotten that for 
seme time back there has been no money to pay recruiting expenses ; 
none by the second session of last Congress, and so little Dy the first 
session as not to leave the Adjntant-General the power to so recruit. 

Mr. BANNING. I say that that has been the law for the last two 
years. 


It | 


| to call attention when I rose. The chairman of the commi 
| that he has appropriated for the pay of the Amny on the 
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Mr. PHILLIPS. I understand that very well, or rather ¢, 
year. But here is an express provision in the appropriation . - 
quiring that certain troops shall be stationed for a certain a za 
in a certain place, usurping the function of the General of as aa 
Can Congress command an army and say where its troops sh; + 
d'sposed ! This requires a special force, and they cannot be - i 
tioned without this increase. We order troops there now , = 
elsewhere, and with the appropriations this bill proposes 
mate the infantry force to get this cavalry. Above all we do not iy 
this bill farnish adequate means to recruit even these, and how , + 
we reproach the officers of the Army for not recruiting? = 

Mr. BANNING. That provision was also in the bill two years ao 
The gentleman from Texas [Mr. ScHLEICuER ) had it put in then” 

Mr. PHILLIPS, As my time has nearly expired, I want to ca) 
attention of the committee to the point to which I particularly wis! 


W heeded 
We deci 


the 
ty d 
ttee says 


, * ~ basis of 
twenty thousand men. Well, if you recruit the ten cavalry regi- 


ments to the strength proposed, you have then twelve thonsany 
men. Then there are five regiments of artillery, including by tip 
law twelve hundred men each, for the defense of our forts apil th. 
whole of our frontier along the seaboard, and the care of our store 


| You therefore leave for the twenty-five infantry regiments under 


the provisions of this bill only about three thousand men. You ey: 
them down to that number if you carry out the provisions of tic 


| appropriation bill. You take from the infantry regiments what yoy 


propose to give to the cavalry, be that more or less; for unless yoy 
are doing this, you make no provision in this bill for paying thom, 
If for the defense of the frontier of Texas and the Indian froytic; 


| this addition is made to the cavalry command, you take a correspon 


ing number of men from the twenty-five regiments of infantry, ay, 

you must do so. Now, why did we have the expensive and horril)ly 

disasters on the frontier? When General Gibbon attacked Joy pl 

he had six companies of men, and he had, as the Adjutant-Genera| 

informs me, just one hundred and twenty-six men in the six com 
auies. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. One hundred and thirty-three men. 

Mr. ATKINS. If the gentleman from Kansas desires to know ex- 
actly how many cavalry were in the service from the 15th of October, 
I willinform him. I have here a statement showing the number of 
enlisted men in the regular Army in the cavalry service, compiled 
from returns received at the Adjutant-General’s Oilice up to the Lith 
of October, the number being seventy-nine hundred and fifty-seve 

Mr. PHILLIPS. The gentleman cannot deny, it is very apparent, 
that every additional man you put on those cavalry companies mus 
come from the infantry,some four thousand men. The gentleman 
admits that his eee is based on the present decreased cou- 
dition of the Army. It is reduced below the legal standard by a terri- 
ble campaign ; reduced by the desertions of an unpaid soldiery; r- 
duced because the last Congress made no provision to enlist men or cap- 
ture deserters. I think the difference of statement between General 
Sherman and General Townsend, if made as stated, might easily be 
accounted for by the casualties from August to November, and if it 
should continue at the same rate and handfuls of men and skeletons of 
companies are to be sent against the savages, before another year we 
may have neither any Army nor a soldier to pay. General Gibbon 
went into that battle with one hundred and thirty men in six cou- 
panies. Iam told by the Adjutant-General that the law authorizes 
an infantry regiment to have fifty men to a company, but ‘that 
these companies did not average thirty men to a company. Ifsix 
companies of fifty men had been there the war would have then ended. 

Mr. FOSTER. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. DurHAM.] 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky has ten minutes. 

Mr. DURHAM. I dislike, Mr. Chairman, as I havo stated upon a 
former occasion, to see party politics thrown into the discussion of 
an appropriation bill, and I must say in all candor to one of my col- 
leagues on the committee, the Representative from Ohio, [ Mr. Fos- 
TER, ] that he seems nearly all the time to be doing that. I notice 
his course in the last Congress, and his readiness to undertake to throw 
party politics into the discussion of an appropriation bill. 

Now, my distinguished friend from Michigan [ Mr. Concer] wants 
to know whether we will not allow interest on the appropriations 
for the pay of the Army, and he drew a vivid picture of some lone 
widow who may have been compelled to sell her bills aud all that 
kind of thing. Now, I might ask the gentlemen upon the other side. 
upon whom rests this dread responsibility ? Lf my distinguished friend 
from Michigan undertakes to lay the responsibility at the door of the 
democratic party, I say to him that he is wrong. This side of the 
House made an appropriation for the Army and sent it to the other 
end of the Capitol, where there was a majority against us, and they 
rejected the bill. Now, therefore, I say that upon the opposite parly 
hangs the responsibility of all this distress, if there be any, so far as 
our soldiers or their widows are concerned, aud not upon us. | would 
ask, in addition to that, where further rests the responsibility! W hen 
the two Houses, acting upon their own separate responsibility, failed 
to agree upon that appropriation bill at the last session of Congress, 
upon whom then devolved the responsibility? He who sits at the 
other end of the Avenue had it within his power before the last Coo- 
gress had got beyond the limits of the city to have called an extt 
session and provided against this contingency. 
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Then, Mr Chairman, there would have been no necessity for the | there is one single man over that number in the Army, if we can 
nen, 4 ° . . 


af thedistinguished gentleman from Michigan, (Mr. Concer. } 
et proper to make this explanation siiaply because gentlemen 
* as am the responsibility on this side. But I hope I can divest 
ayes fof all that kind of party prejudice and come up to the ques- 
a ng tind it. That question is, Have we made a sufficient appro- 
- a in for the Army now in tho field? If wehave made a sufficient 
aa for what is required, the question as to what shall be the 
future status of the Army does not enter into the matter of the ap- 
opriation for the fiscal year ending Juno 30, 1878. : 

"| will state, sir, as @ member of the committee what the chairman 
of the committee has already said, that the General of the Army came 
yefore the Committee on Appropriations aud stated in his official 
capacity that on that day there did not exceed the number of twenty 


prov ison 


believe these high Army officers. But if gentlemen on the other 
side have had something communicated to them in the dark by these 
high officials which they have not commmnicated to the Committee 
on Appropriations, then I serve notice on those gentlemen that I 
am willing to take the high responsibility of putting in the bill itself 
the limitation that recruiting shall cease until the Army is reduced 
below twenty thousand men. But I do not believe that that is now 
necessary, although that would be my idea, if there were any possible 
controversy on that subject. 

Now one other idea. I know there is a feeling on this side of the 
Mouse, I will not say general, but toa very considerable extent, tolimit 
the operation of the Army. I stood by that provision in the last Army 
appropriation bill as steadfastly as any man on this floor. And sur- 


thousand men in the Army. The Army rolls, then, as stated by the | round me again with the same state of circumstances and I would 


chairman of the committee, showed that on the last day of August | stand now as I did then for such a provision, although I believe 


there were only twenty-one thousand and odd men, and it is my recol- 
lection that General Sherman stated that a reduction had heen going 
on, and he gave it as his firm conviction, not as a mere matter of be- 
lief that there was not in the Army a single man beyond twenty 
ousaud. 
- aa say, for one, that if I believed there was a single man 
more on the rolls of the Army above this number I would have moved 
oy amendment to limit this number to twenty thousand men. I hope 
lam not divulging the secrets of the committee when I state that 
the principle actuating the committee was relying on the statement 
of the General of the Army and of the Adjutant-General that thero 
were not more than twenty thousand men on the rolls of the Army. 

Mr. FOSTER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. DURHAM. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. FOSTER. Did I understand the gentleman to state that the 
committee relied upon the statement of the General of the Army ? 

Mr. DURHAM. I did. 

Mr. FOSTER. Did he not tell you that you had better disband the 
Army than to reduce it to twenty thousand men ? 

Mr. DURHAM. I am not going to have such questions injected 
into my remarks. If we had pandered to the prejudices of men who 
like to hear the martial tramp of untold thousands, we might have 
increased the Army to forty thousand men; but he said in so many 
words “that he wanted forty thousand, and that you might as well 
disband the Army and be done with it as to reduce the Army to 
twenty thousand men.” 

Mr. FOSTER. 1 do not think that General Sherman stated that he 
wanted forty thousand men. 

Mr. DURHAM. My friend, whenever it comes against his side, 
shuts one ear. He reminds me of a friend of mine of whom it was 
said that he had lost half of his recollection, who owned that he 
recollected everything owed to him, but forgot everything that he 
owed. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FOSTER. I only make the correction as due to the General of 
the Army. 

Mr. DURHAM. I can call upon four or five of my colleagues on 
the committee to prove that what I said is true, 

Mr. FOSTER. I think you have mistaken General McClellan for 
the General of the Army. 

Mr. DURHAM. Oh, McClellan is ringing in the ears of the gentle- 
man to-day, and I do not wonder at his talking about McClellan. It 
shows that my friend’s mind is running upon politics instead of 
looking what the country demands so far as the regular Army is 
concerned, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would suggest that it is not in order 
to refer in the House to what has transpired in the committee. 

Mr. DURHAM. It was done by gentlemen on the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN, The matter has gone very far, and the Chair 
thinks it proper to remind gentlemen of the rule. 

Mr. DURHAM. Very well, then I will adopt the precedent set by 
our distinguished presiding officer at this time,and “take it all back.” 
{Laughter.] I mean so far as the election is concerned. 

I wish to make a statement distinctly in behalf of the committee 
and myself. And I am not fresh on this subject. I refer to the rec- 
ord of the last two Congresses, which shows that I have advocated 
the reduction of the standing Army to fifteen thousand men. And 
if [could have my way to-day, without injury to those in the public 
service, 1 wonld reduce the army now to fifteen thonsand men. But 
believing that there were on the Ist day of July of the present fiscal 
year about twenty-two thousand men in the Army and believing that 
‘here were in actual service on the Ist day of November twenty thou- 
sand men, aud thatit might work hardship to reduce the number by 
(his Dill, I am willing to accept the provisions of this bill. I did it 
“womewhat reluctantly in committee, and I do it now somewhat reluc- 
tantly. But I stand by the provisions of this bill, believing that, 
from everything which was said before the committee by the higher 
olicers of the Army, they were justified in believing that there were 
twenty thousand men in the Army of the United States on the Ist 
“ay of November, a few days ago. 
~ Now, what is necessary for us todo? This appropriation bill is based, 
as the chairman has stated, upon the estimate of twenty-two thou- 
sand men in service from the beginning of the fiscal year to the Ist 
bed of November and twenty thousand men for the balance of the 
liscal year. I believe the appropriation is ample. I do not believe 





that general legislation incorporated into an appropriation bill is 
objectionable as a general thing. 

As was remarked by the distingnished chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, [Mr. ATKINS, ] he who sits at the other end of the 
Avenue when he came into power acted so promptly in withdrawing 
the troops from the Sonthern States, where they had been acting so 
badly, controlling elections and putting men into office who had not 
been clected—he acted so promptly that for the present I am willing 
to stand by this bill without putting any limitation in it, until the 
Judiciary Committee can frame a law that will meet any and all con- 
tingencies that may arise. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The ten minutes yielded by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Foster] have expired. 

Mr. DURHAM. I think I have aright to claim a little of the time 
to he allowed to the next gentleman. 

Mr. SINGLETON. If I am recognized by the Chair as entitled to 
the floor, I will yield to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky desires a few 
minutes more to complete his remarks, and the Chair will then recog- 
-_ the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] for the rest of 
the time. 

: Mr. ene How much more time is there left for general 
debate 

TheCHAIRMAN. General debate will close at half-past two o'clock ; 
there are twenty-five minutes more for general debate. The Chair 
would suggest to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON ] 
that the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. DurRHAM] will finish his 
remarks in a few minutes, and then the Chair will recognize the gep- 
tleman from Mississippi for the rest of the time. 

Mr. DURHAM. I was going on to say that, having confidence that 
the President would carry out that policy which he has inangurated 
by withdrawing the troops from the Southern States, I prefer to wait 
until the Committee on the Judiciary, after looking over the whvle 
law and taking into consideration the provisions of the Constitution 
of the United States, shall frame a general law that will meet this 
state of the case. But I repeat, what I have already stated, that, if 
we were surrounded now by the same circumstances as then, I would 
never vote a dollar nor a man unless with this restriction incorpo- 
rated in the bill. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. The gentleman speaks of the policy inaugurated 
by the President. Does he not mean the policy supported by the 
democratic party ? 

Mr. DURHAM. Perhaps I should have said that the President 
stands upon ‘the democratic ground in his policy of‘non-intervention 
with the local affairs of the States, unless when the Constitution 
requires that he shall send Federal troops into the States, according 
to the provisions of the Constitution. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I would like the gentleman to inform the 
House if he knows how many men are in the Army at the present 
time. 

Mr. DURHAM. I rely upon what the General-in-Chief of the Army 
has stated, that there were not more than twenty thousand men in 
the Army. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. And you have framed this appropriation bill 
in accordance with what he stated was the possible strength of the 
Army ? 

Mr. DURHAM. Yes. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. How could you arrive at the amonnt neces- 
sary to be appropriated, without knowing how many soldiers there 
were in service? 

Mr. DURHAM. We relied upon what the officers said, and conse- 
guently made the calculation by the rations, transportation, and 
everything else, that there were about twenty thousand men. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Have you reliable information as to the num- 
ber of soldiers in the Army? 

Mr. DURHAM. Only such mformation as we have from the officers 
of the Army. The only o‘ticials authorized to give the committee 
any statement as to the regular force of the Army were before the 
committee and made the statements which have been recited by the 
chairman of the committee. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Is the information you have from the last 
morning reports of the Army? 

Mr. DURHAM. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. CRITTENDEN. Is it not the fact that there are orly about 
eighteen thousand men in the Army at the present time? 

Mr. DURHAM. Ido not know, except that the General of the 
Army stated thatthe force did not exceed twenty thousand men, and 
he did not believe there were twenty thousand. Now I hope the 
gentleman is satisfied. I am reminded by one of my colleagues that 
the Adjutant-General corroborated this statement, as did also the Sec- 
retary of War, and all the Army officers having charge of this matter 
who were before us. I will say that while lam willing to appropriate 
for twenty thousand men for the remainder of this fiscal year, I 
give notice now that when the next Army appropriation bill comes 
up my intention is not to vote one dollar for the support of a force 
exceeding fifteen thousand men, becanse I believe such a force is 
ample for the protection of the frontier, and I am satisfied that the 
Army should not be used except as stated by my friend, the chairman 
of the committee, for the protection of our sea-coast and for frontier 
defense. I beg pardon of the House if I have exceeded my time. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Chairman, in the few remarks I shall make 
I will endeavor to be truthful and candid. I am sorry that this debate 
has taken a political tarn. The Committee on Appropriations, with- 
out attempting to increase or diminish the Army, have endeavored, 
from the best information they could obtain, to make appropriations 
for the payment of the men who are in service. To accomplish this 
end we sought information from every source from which we believed 
it could properly be derived. We had the General-in-Chief of the 
Army Solves us, as well as the Adjutant-General and some of the 
subordinate officers, who all submitted their statements. Our pur- 
pose was to make provision for the Army up to the present time 
according to numbers that have been in the service, this being an 
amount already due, and then to appropriate for the remainder of 
the present fiscal year according to the number of men found upon 
the Army rolls at this date. This we deemed a just and proper mode 
of providing for the wants of the Army. 

General Sherman, who should know all about these things if he 
does not, came before the committee and made certain statements, 
which I reduced to writing at the timo for fear there might be some 
misunderstanding when we came to the discussion of the bill. He 
stated that at present there were not twenty thousand men in the 
service; that by reason of deaths, desertions, and discharges the Army 
had been reduced to a point where there were not more than twenty 
or twenty-five men in very many of the companies. Now, you can 
make your own calculation. Take twenty-five regiments, the num- 
ber of infantry. with ten companies each, and allow twenty-five men 
or thirty men if you please to each company, and you will find that 
General Sherman was correct in his estimate, despite reports sent in 
from books hept in the offices of the Department. 

Acting upon the principle that we were to make appropriations 
for the number of men actually in service up to the present time, this 
being a debt due, we took the estimate furnished by the Adjutant- 
General and appropriated for twenty-two thousand men for the first 
four months of the present fiscal year, and then relying upon General 
Sherman’s estimate, we provided for twenty thousand men for the re- 
maining eight months. What else could we do? As a Committee 
on Appropriations, we did not undertake and do not desire to legis- 
late as to the increase or diminution of the Army. That is a ques- 
tion which will come up hereafter at the regular session. It is a 
grave question, and one that the committee was not charged with 
the duty of deciding or discussing. We are simply making provision 
for the Army as we find it, leaving to Congress hereafter to deter- 
mine through the proper committee, the Committee on Military 
Affairs, whether the Army shall be increased or diminished. 

These are the facts in the case, It is true General Sherman did 
remark that if the Army should be reduced to twenty thousand men, 
it had better be disbanded; that it ought not to be below twenty- 
five thousand men. But the question was particularly asked him 
whether he thought the United States Army should be used for put- 
ting down labor strikes or other like disorders in the several States 
where they may occur, and he answered emphatically that he thought 
it should. It was, as I understood, with a view to such use of the 
Army in part that he thought it should be increased. For one I wish 
to be understood now and here that I am opposed to maintaining a 
standing Army for the purpose of putting down labor strikes in the 
States, at least until it shall be demonstrated to my mind that the 
State authorities are not able to put them down. If we are to deal 
with such disturbances, let it be done through State Legislatures 
and through State militia, not through the Army of the United States. 

We have had enough of United States troops stationed in the States 
to interfere in local affairs, intimidating citizens and to control elec- 
tions. I believe, sir, the time has come when the country will not 
longer permit the Army to be used in any State for any such purpose. 

Mr. FOSTER. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Certainly. 

Mr. FOSTER, While the gentleman indicates that as a principle 
to govern his action why should he then insist, as is done in one clause 
of the bil), that a certain number of troops shall be kept ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. In the State of Texas? 

Mr. FOSTER. Yes; in the State of Texas. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I have not done this except to protect against 
foreign invasion. 


Mr. FOSTER. But it is in the bill. 


Mr. SINGLETON. It is not to put down insurrection jn tho ¢ 
of Texas, but merely to guard the frontier against foreign jy,, 
that these troops are kept there. There is a vast difference betw. 
the two things. We have a right under the Constitution, anq bie 
our duty, to repel foreign invasion, and it is for this purpose th: tT 
consent that this Army shall be put upon the frontier of Semen 
not to put down insurrection in the State. ~ae and 

Mr. FOSTER. Let me ask the gentleman whether he objecteq t 
the use of the Army last summer in West Virginia and Maryland? ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. I object to the use of the Army in any State { 
such purposes as it has been used for in the past. ; ” 

Mr. FOSTER. I speak of Maryland and West Virginia last summe 

Mr. SINGLETON. I have answered the gentleman. I understani 
the above to be the reason in part why General Sherman wishes the 
Army to be kept at its present number or increased, that is, to a. 
press these outbroaks in the several States. I wish to announce S 
advance and reiterate that for one I am opposed to any such use of 
the Army of the United States, at least until State power and Stato 
authority shall have been exhausted. F 

The gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. CONGER] announced to-day the 
fact, which we all know, that provision had not been made for tho 
Army ; that in consequence there were suffering widows and orphans 
I ask at whose door does the fault lie for this condition of things} 
The gentleman from Ohio will agree with me—for I believe he was on 
the committee of conference at the last session—that there would hays 
been no difficulty in agreeing’about the strength of the Army if the 
proviso had not been insisted upon that these troops should not be 
used in the South to coerce voters at the ballot-box. There woulq 
have been no difficulty if that just provision had been allowed to yo 
along with the bill. It was on account of that proviso alone the }i|| 
was defeated. Will any gentleman deny it? That certainly was the 
cause of the bill being defeated. What has turned out to be the 
course of events since then? Your President, voted for by you, has 
not agreed with you, but has withdrawn the troops from the Sout) 
and virtually declared they ought not to have been sent there. What 
else has taken place, as you throw this at the democratic side of the 
House? Why, sir, do you not hear the thunder-tones coming up from 
the States of Ohio, Pennsylvania, and New Jersey, to say nothing of 
Southern States, in the elections which have taken place, indorsing 
the democratic party for the course they have pursued, and saying to 
you, “ You knew yonr duty, but did it not.” 

Mr. FOSTER. Indorsing the President. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Very well, the President has been with us on 
that question ; so if they indorse the President on account of his 
views on that question, they, of course, indorse the democratic side 
of the House and condemn those who oppose the proviso. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Will my friend from Mississippi permit me to ask 
a question ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I ask the gentleman whether, if the Indians had 
been treated fairly and honestly at the trading-posts on the frontier 
and in the intercourse of our people with them, there would have 
been any necessity for a standing Army exceeding fifteen thousand 
men, and whether it does not cost the Government a great deal mor 
to support the Army upon our Indian frontier than in all other por- 
tions of the United States. 

Mr. SINGLETON. That is true, sir, so far as my knowledge ex- 
tends; and I believe if we had men there who understood their duty 
and regarded the law and the principles of meum et tuum, the prin- 
ciples of honesty and justice, we would have fewer difficulties upon 
the Indian frontier. I believe those Indian difficulties do originate 
from the fact of the Indians being maltreated by persons sent out by 
our Government—the agents employed by the Government to trans 
act our affairs with them. I believe that most, if not all, our Indian 
difficulties have originated from that cause, and I believe to-day the 
Indians would not make war upon the United States, with, it might 
be, the exception of some marauding parties, if we had men et- 
ployed among them who were honest and faithful in the discharge of 
the duties assigned them. , 

The gentleman talks about massacres which have taken > Yes, 
sir, General Custer and his men were sacrificed, and why? You bad 
troops in the South for unlawful purposes which if sent to bin 
would have enabled him to protect himself, and he would to-day be 
a living man. It was because you scattered your military force all 
over the South to coerce men at the ballot-box and intimidate our 
people and keep them under the bayonet rule, from which, thank 
God, we have emerged, that Custer and his men were massacred. 
Every sensible man must acknowledge, if those troops had been sett 
to him that massacre never would have occurred. : 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Very well. 

Mr. FRYE. The gentleman talks about the withdrawal of troops 
from the South as a great measure of relief. Now I ask him whether, 
as a Southern man, he objects to the troops being stationed in the 
South ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. I do not object to their being in barracks in a 
southern State or putting them where you please, provided you keep 
them away from the ballot-box, and within the line of their duty: 
but I do object when you station troops in the South for merely [ 
litical purposes and to control the ballot-box. 











1877. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 295 





Mr.FRYE. I supposed the gentleman was objecting to having any | I say that the argument that has been made in the press that the 
1 nited States troops in the South at all. . ; Army should be increased so as to keep up a standing police force in 

Mr. SINGLETON. Not at all. There are two regiments remain- the States is an idea of which I entirely disapprove. 
ing inthe South, and we do not object to their being there. They ! Mr. Chairman, I desire to know whether I am speaking under the 
very good friends to us when they are not coerced into wrongful | five-minutes rule ? 
or pv those in command. : ; The CHAIRMAN. Certainly the five-minutes rule now obtains. 
Now, sir, in regard to the ten cavalry regiments about which so Mr. SCHLEICHER. Then I cannot say anything further on that 
much noise has been made. — It is well known to old members of this | point. [Laughter] If I have only five minutes, I must use them for 
House that daring last session these continual raids on the frontier | other statements to the point. 
of Texas were & great annoyance to us, and it was deemed necessary I will state that I have received letters containing the information 
therefore to increase the cavalry arm of the service which is con- | that, although the President has, to meet the necessity of the defeuse 
sidered much more efficient against these raiders and Indians than | of our border, given the order to the commanding general of the 
the infantry; and hence it was agreed that we should increase the | frontier to follow Mexican marauders over the border, the general 
companies of the cavalry regiments to one hundred men for that | commanding has not had force enough to do so. Taking into con- 
<pecific purpose. There is no change made in the law, nor is any | sideration the number of troops required to garrison the forts, he 
change proposed by this bill in that respect. Itsimply stands where | states that he has only a force of eight hundred men with which to 
it stood at the last session, to wit, that the cavalry should be allowed | operate against the force collected on the other side of the border, of 
to recruit to one hundred in each company, thus giving it power to | from three to five thousand. ‘These marauders have dared our peoplo 
srotect the frontier against Mexican and Indian marauders. and our Government to follow them, and they have dared their own 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. government to attempt to arrest criminals among them. 

Mr. SINGLETON. 1 will hear the gentleman. They have defied us, and our commanding general says he has not 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Were the appropriations then made not so cut | the force to cross the border. Lately in one of the border counties 
down that recruiting could not be carried on, and deserters could not | on the Rio Grande fifteen Mexicans came over into the county site, 
ie arrested because no bounty was offered ? shot the district attorney and two jailors, and opened the jail and 

Mr. SINGLETON. I do not so understand it. released the criminals there confined; and they defied our troops to 

Mr. PHILLIPS. The Adjutant-General told me so this morning, | come over. There were but fifteen men; but upon the other side 
that there was no provision for enlisting, and that when men deserted | there were from three to five thousand who could have been collected 
there was no provision made for their apprehension. rapidly to resist our troops. Of course our troops could not follow 

Mr. BANNING. When was that? them. Now, are this people and this Government toe be left in the 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Under the bill the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. | shameful position of being defied in that manner? I warn gentle- 
BANNING ] spoke of this morning. men that this is not the way in which you can preserve peace. This 

Mr. BANNING. Will the gentleman from Mississippi allow me to | thing will go on until it will reach a limit when it will be iimpossi- 
answer the question of the gentleman from Kansas? ble even for the most economical of these gentlemen to let the Mex- 

Mr. SINGLETON. Yes, sir. I yield the balance of my time to the | icans kill and rob our citizens upon the frontier merely for the sake 
gentleman from Ohio. of reducing the cost of the Army. 

Mr. BANNING. I would inform the gentleman that the desertions The people will not stand it. We must show firmness and power. 
were decreased 50 per cent. last year from what they were two years | The way to safety and to avoid the difficulties that are arising is 
yrevious. that we shall be firm and show our enemies that we have a sufficient 

Mr. PHILLIPS. What does the gentleman mean by last year? force to punish them. It is true the bill says there shall be a suffi- 

Mr. BANNING. The fiscal year that ended on the Ist of July last. | cient force stationed on the Texas frontiers for protection. But this 
The reason was that the country was getting in a better class of | isa vague prowise. The clause which I propose to strike out defeats 
recruits. this very promise and makes it impossible to comply with it. Tho 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate has expired. gentleman from Michigan a while ago said that all the cavalry regi 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I desire to say but a word. There has been no} ments were stationed in Texas. He seems to forget that there has 
provision for the apprehension of deserters since last July. been another frontier war on our northern Indian frontier which 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate having expired the | occupied the greater part of the troops, aud it isa poor policy indeed 
Clerk will now proceed to read the bill by paragraphs for amend- | to reduce our force there which has enforced peace and is keeping the 
ments. peace and invite the Indians to another war, which they would be sure 

Mr. HOOKER. Prior to that being done I desire to submit a mo-*| to commence as soon as the troops should be withdrawn. I repeat 
tion. I move that the committee rise, that I may move in the House | that the only way to keep peace upon the frontier is to show firmuess 
that the time for general debate be extended for one hour. and power. These are the ouly argumeuts that the Indians and our 

The question being taken on Mr. HOOKER’s motion, there were— | Mexican robber neighbors understand. 
ayes 44, noes 105. Mr. BLOUNT. In the present condition of the House it is impossi- 

So the motion was not agreed to. ble to say a great deal. The gentleman trom Texas raises the ques- 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill by paragraphs for amend- | tion that the Mexican frontier is to be protected, and therefore he 
ments, and read the following : wants the Army increased. He wants to —T up the number to 

For expenses of recruiting and transportation of recruits, $75,000. And no twenty-five thousand men. The difficulty in his tind is just the 
money appropriated by this act shall be paid for reerniting the Army beyond the | difficulty of all the military men of the country. When they come to 
numberof enlisted men, inclading Indian scouts and hospital stewards, actually | look upon this question they always regard the country as in a state 


on the Army rolls on the Ist day of November, A. D. 1877. Nothing, however, in | of w Thev pic 3 os : os . 

: er ; 3, . ar. They picture our vast ocean boundaries, our Indian troubles 
this act shall be construed to pre Si Servic ic : ; : on v : ’ 
seater’ wed Bre vent enlistments for the Signal Service, which | and our troubles with Mexico. They put us upon the basis of war 


shall hereafter be maintained, as now organized and as provided by law, with a : : : 
foree of enlisted men not exceeding four hundred, after present terms of enlist- | all the time. They ignore all diplomacy, the power of reason and 
justice. The gentleman talks about five thousand men across tho 


ment have expired. 
Mr. SCHLEICHER. I offer the following amendment: frontier ready to act with the defiant fifteen who have crossed the 
border and committed lawless depredations. They iguore diplomacy 


Strike out all after the word “ dollars " in line 11 down to and including the word . : : 
and the comity between nations. Are these things not to be con- 


“expired ;" so that the paragraph will read : 

For expenses of recruiting and transportation of recruits, $75,000. sidered? Is the Mexican frontier a novelty? Did we not have the 

rhe object of the amendment, Mr. Chairman, is to strike out the | same troubles there before the war, at atime when we had about 
clause which prohibits the recruiting of the Army over its present | fifteen thousand men to guard that frontier, to provide against Indian 
strength. The present strength of the Army has been stated by the | wars, and to answer all the demands of the service ? 
chairman of the committee to be about twenty thousand. A question, The committee in acting upon this bill proceeded upon the idea 
however, by the gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. CRITTENDEN, } would | that we are in a state of peace. It has been referred to in this House, 
seem to have elicited thé fact that even that present strength is very | time and time again, that this is an era of good feeling. If it is, I 
doubtful, and that all the efficient strength of the Army is not now | hope that it will have some of the features of the Monroe administra- 
greater than eighteen thousand men; that by desertion, by sickness, | tion. What was then done? The Army, then consisting of ten 
by death in battle, and on various other accounts, the Army may now | thousand men, was reduced to six thousand, and the Navy, with an 
have as its actual strength about eighteen thousand men. Now, if | appropriation of a million, was reduced to an appropriation of 
this proviso remains in the bill, it will not be possible for the Army to | half a million. In this spirit they proceeded with all expenditures. 
be raised above the strength of eighteen thousand men. Practically, | If in the cessation of partisan strife and bitterness we can come 
then, this bill proposes to reduce the maximum strength of the Army | together and consider fairly the expenditures of this Government 
from now to the istof Julynext from twenty-five thousand to eighteen | and reduce them within a reasonable limit, the era of good feeling 
thousand men, talked of now will bring its fruits to this country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have elicited from the committee the fact that But, sir, gentlemen have made a great many objections in regard 
regard to the future strength of the Army no inquiries were made; | to the redaction of the Army, or rather to the amount contained in 
that is, the committee acted upon their opinion only without inquiring | the bill at this time. Statements have been brought in here which 
into the necessities of the different portions of the country. I am | are undeserving of consideration. TheCommittee on Appropriations 
perfectly satisfied that it is an erroneous policy now to reduce the | in acting on this bill acted upon the very best evidence that it could 
Army at all. Before I speak to that I will premise by saying that I | resort to. It called before it the Secretary of War, the General of 

the Army,and the Adjutant-General, who came before the committee 


am against an increase of the Army, and moreover that I do not 
with documents; and the General of the Army himself stated, not 
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think that the business of the national Army is to police the States. 
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once, but after repeated inquiry, that the Army would not exceed 
twenty thousand enlisted men, 

And he was succeeded by the Adjatant-General, who entirely con- 
curred with him in the statement that the number of enlisted men 
in the Army did not exceed twenty thousand. We have made pro- 
vision here for an army of twenty thousand men, and I think that 
amply sufficient. The Committee on Appropriations occupy this 
ground in regard to the matter: We are here in the middle of a 
session; it is well known that during the last Congress this side of 
the House insisted upon a reduction of the Army to seventeen thon- 
sand men. Ido not hesitate to say that a majority of the Committee 
on Appropriations concur in the opinion that that seventeen thousand 
should be the number of men in the Army, and that that is enough 
for all the requirements of the country. 

[ Here the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate upon the pending amend- 
ment has been exhausted. 

Mr. CALKINS. I move to amend by striking ont the last word. 
The gentleman from Texas, [Mr. SCHLEICHER, } in giving his reasons 
why the pending clause should be stricken out, has made the best 
argument in the world why the Army should be raised to fifty thou- 
sand instead of twenty thousand men, and I announce myself as one 
who is in favor of raising the Army to fifty thousand men, becanse I 
believe that would be true economy. 

There is no economy in keeping on the frontier only a sufficient 
number of men to allow the savages to make incursions upon and 
destroy the pioneer settlers. There is no economy in keeping a guard 
sufficient only to be vexatious and not sufficient to give the protec- 
tion which the Government ought to give to every one of its citizens. 
There is no economy in keeping in view of the Rio Grande an army 
not sufficient to protect the citizens of Texas; it is a mere aggrava- 
tion. Isay to gentlemen that when they undertake to measure life 
and security of person and security of property by a few dollars they 
are simply, to say the least, parsimonious, and not economical. 

Again, the recent riots in the States of the North have shown con- 
clusively that for the protection of property and for the protection 
of life we must rely upon something besides the State militia, I 
know of no sarer and better guard and protection than an army 
trained and disciplined. It is well known that if any person or aggre- 
gate number of persons would secure success in any department of 
life, no matter what, they must be trained in their particular school 
or department. 

The Army can be relied upon; the Army is without sympathy on 
occasions of this kind. I say to the gentlemen upon the other side 
that during the recent riots it was conclusively shown by gentlemen 
who hold political opinions differing from those held on this side of 
the House that they believed that the only security we had at that 
time was in the Army, as was shown by the calls for assistance made 
by the governors of the States upon the President of the United 
States. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Does my friend propose to maintain a standing 
army for the purpose of suppressing the rights of laboring-men ? 

Mr. CALKINS. Not at all. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. It looks very much that way. 

Mr. CALKINS. By no means. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. To putdown the “heathen Chinee.” 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. CALKINS. 1 hope my friend from California [Mr. LuTrre.y] 
does not claim that the riots and destruction of property which took 
place in the cities of the North were by the workingmen. I hope he 
does not in any way pass such a libel upon them. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Do you mean to say that the thirty thousand 
or forty thousand men engaged in those riots were not laboring-men? 

Mr. CALKINS. I say that those who destroyed property were not 
laboring-men in the true meaning of the term. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Thentheymust have been republican politicians, 
because it took place in republican States. 

Mr. CALKINS. I do not know whether they were republicans or 
not. But this Ido know, that the executive officers of States that 
were democratic called as lustily for the strong arm of the Govern- 
ment as does the gentleman from California to suppress the “ heathen 
Chinee.” [Lau [h 

Mr. LUTTRELL. DoT understand the gentleman to say that he 
believes the maintaining of a standing Army is necessary for the pur- 
pose of putting down hess men who have seen fit to strike against 
the oppressions of monopolies ? 

Mr. CALKINS. I say to the gentleman from California [Mr. Lut- 
TRELL] that every man has the right to cease work when he chooses, 
but he has no right forcibly to compel another man to cease work 
who may wish to, 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Has the Army a right to compel him to work? 
That is the question. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I deprecate the discussion that has now 
been launched before this committee. I regret exceedingly that the 
majority of the Committee on Appropriations deem it essential to 
force upon the attention of this body and upon the attention of the 
country to-day the question of the reduction of the Army. I sub- 
mit that when the gallant men of eur Army, during the past four 
months have been baring their breasts to the brunt of the savage 
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assaults upon our frontiers, and have been without Pay, it is m 
ery at this hour to stop and discuss the question as to whether oy : 
twenty-five thousand or twenty thousand is the right wanber ;).. 
should compose the rank and file of the Army. isa 

I submit again that it would have been wise for us to pay , 
honest dnes to these men, dues long deferred, and to postpone t. 
another and better oecasion the discussion of a question that j i ; 
judgment is surrounded with so much difficulty as is this question, ; / 
what should be the number of the rank and file of the Army for o- . 
to come, in this era of peace and this era of good feeling. | cet tn 
say further that the appropriation of $75,000 that is asked for jy. 
by the amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Seutriey; 2] 
will not be sufficient to increase the number of enlisted men jy tho 
Army so as to make the rank and file exceed in the aggregate tient, 
two thousand men during the residue of the present fiscal year. ‘Y)\, 
$100,000 called for in the estimates is only ealeulated to place abo 
four thonsand recruits in the service during the course of the yea; 
and with the $75,000 proposed to be appropriated the War Departiney{ 
will be utterly unable to raise the aggregate number of men to tw: 
five thonsand, as provided by existing law. 

Mr. Chairman, so far as I am concerned, I feel persuaded, from thx 
testimony of the General of the Army and the other officials eon. 
nected with the military administration of this Government, that ono 
of two things is indispensably necessary as an act of economy: 
either the breaking up and consolidation of the infantry regiments 
of the Army or else that the War Department shoald bo permitte| 
to increase the aggregate number of men that we now have, Woe 
have been told, Mr. Chairman—and the evidences are made historic 
on the bloody battle-tield—that our infantry regiments to-day do nop 
muster more than one hundred and fifty muskets for cach regimont, 
and that the number of privates in each company is scarcely more 
than the number of commissioned and non-commissioned officers, 
Yet it is proposed to deplete still farther the infantry regiments, iy 
which some of the companies are mere skeletons of fifteen enliste:| 
men, by providing that the recruits, instead of being placed in tho 
infantry, shall be used to inerease the cavalry companies to one lun. 
dred men each. I withdraw my amendment to the amendment. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I renew tie amendment to the amendment. Mr, 
Chairman, the first and principal object of government, as we are tolil, 
is to protect the people. If every man could protect himself against 
encroachments upon his rights of person or property there woull bo 
no necessity for any governinent. Governments are instituted anon, 
men to protect the weak. These United States have confederate 
together upon the solemn compact that the General Government 
which they have established will protect them against foreiyu inya- 
sion. For more than tweuty yearsethe State from which I cone lias 
been suffering invasion from her Mexican neighbors. During that 
‘time there has not been a Federal administration of this Goverment, 
either democratic or republican, that has not been abs»lutely pusil- 
lanimous in its effort or lack of effort to defend our people. It isdue 
to the present administration to say (and I say it because I ought to 
say it) that it has taken the first sensible, patriotic step that has been 
taken for a quarter of a century toward a conscientious discharge of 
the duty of the Government to the Stato of Texas. 

Now, we aro told about the beauties of “economy;” we hear the 
bugle-note of “retrenchment and reform ;” and diplomacy is extolled 
as one of the great virtues that must inspire the bosoms of si ites- 
men when they are confronted by robbers. I would like to have my 
friend from Georgia [ Mr. rg sent as minister extraordinary to 
Cortena and his robbers, on the other side of the Rio Grande, to learn 
there something of the arts of diplomacy; to teach those marauders 
something of the era of reconciliation and peace as they come across 
our border with torch and bowie-knuife to desolate the land. 

To-day, while you are talking about cutting down your Army, tie 
State of Texas is raising threo regiments of men to stand behind the 
soldiers of the United States to enable them to maintain tho sapre- 
acy of our flag on American territory. Why, sir, we have speit 
$1,800,000 in defending our own frontier, because the Government o! 
the United States has refused to defend it for more than a quarierof 
acentury. We have been putting our bills before you and asking 
whether you intended to fulfill your honorable obligations to our 
people, as you talk about maintaining them with other creditors; 
whether you intend to pay us for performing the daty which ‘le 
Government took upon itself when Texas entered the Union. Wij, 
sir, to-day a general of your armies is standing on the Rio Grande; 
and if it were not for the troops that the government of Texas gives 
him to aid him he could scarcely maintain himself fifty miles wes 
of San Antonio. Why is it that the Committee on Appropriations \\« 
not call before them my colleague from the Rio Grande, who rep" 
sents a district whore there is a constant state of wartare! Tl) 
called the General of the Army; and he very trathfally told the 
that they might as well disband the Army entirely as to cut it down 
in the way proposed. If you want to keep up a mere establish * 
you can do that with a thousand men. You may have ene reg en 
of infantry, one of artillery, and one of cavalry, to go upou tlress- 
parade, with white gloves, and accompanied by the Marine band! 

{Here the hammer fell. : 

Mr. ATKINS. Mr. Chairman, I regret that my friend from Tex " 
(Mr. SCHLEICHER } has seen proper to offer this amendment. I regi! 
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to see any of our friends on this side of the House—indeed, I regret | have disgraced this country for the last twelve months is to be found 
. <oa any gentleman upon this floor—commit himself to the doc- | in the increase of the standing army. We deny that the proper 
trine of a large standing army in this country for polics purposes. | method to amend those evils under which this people is now suffering, 
While the gentleman from rexas disavows any such use as that to that the proper remedy to be offered for those sufferings that wo aro 
be made of the Army, yet that at last is the point to which the gen- | now enduring, is to be found in an increase of the Army, in an in- 
tleman’s amendment drives. So far as General Sherman's advice to | crease of soldiers, in giving more batteries, in furnishing more guns, 
the Committee on Appropriations is concerned in regard to the Army, in supplying more canister and more grape-shot, to shoot down the 
in which he said it would be better to disband the Army than to ro- | impoverished laborers of the land who dare to complain of the robbery 
duce it to twenty thousand men, I will say to my friend from Texas | of which they are the victims, by reason of the persistent class finan- 
that if the General of the Army had believed there was any immi- | cial legislation of the dominant party for the last fifteen years. [Ap- 
nent necessity for a large number of troops to be sent to the Rio | plause.] We are not willing to admit that this process of repression, 
Grande border he onght to have said so to the committee. I did not coupled with tho wholesale murder of starving millions, is either safo 
know it was the duty of the Committee on Appropriations to send for | policy, fair dealing, or manhood properly illustrated. 

members of Congress representing different sections of the country I would not reduce the Army beneath a standard that will give 
and ask their opinion as to what appropriation should be made forthe | ample and complete protection to both the Texan and the Indian 
actual force in the field. I did not know the gentleman from Texas, | borders. I believe that fifteen thousand men are more, after making 
much as I respect him for his intelligence, his patriotism, his common | a proper reduction for your arsenals and sea-coast defenses, than 
«eyse, his general information—I did not know that he was a second | ever have as yet been employed for the protection of those two bor- 
Secretary of War of this country. 


The idea of a large standing Army, Mr. @hairman, is nn-American. 
It is borrowed from the monarchical countries of the Old World. ‘It 
ig not an American idea,” and it is an insult to the American soldier 
to make a policeman of him. The idea that we are to have a large 
standing Army to preserve order and the peace of the country is a total 
suppression of the theory of our republican form of government. 
The theory of our splendid dual system is that the States shall take 
care of themselves, subject to the limitations of the Constitution. It 
istheir peculiar prerogative to preserve order and protect life and 
property. The idea of a large standing Army 

Mr. CALKINS rose. 

Mr. ATKINS. I beg the gentleman will not interrupt me. The 
idea that we are to have a large standing Army to preserve the peace 
in the different States is monstrous, because it has been estimated 
that during the last summer the number of men engaged in the riots 
which then took place amounted to one hundred and seventy thon- 
sand. Now, it will require a regular Army of one hundred thousand 
to meet them. I undertake to say that if you expect to preserve the 
peace of this country in that way it will requiro twice twenty-five 
thousand men, ay, four times twenty-five thousand men—more than 
that even, a quarter of a million of men will be necessary to keep 
the peace in this country. And are we to be governed in the future 
in that way, by the exercise of the strong arm of military power? If 
you cannot maintain the peace of civilized socicty by the authorities 
of the State government, without the creation of this large military 
establishment, the sooner you recognize the fact that our Government 
has been converted from our splendid system to a despotic or military 
form of government the better it will be. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I reget exceedingly that I am compelled to an- 
tagonize my respected friend from Texas on this subject that we are 
only to keep peace in the States by the use of a standing Army. The 
brave Texans will defend their own border and will be only too glad 
to do it. 

My opinion in brief, Mr. Chairman, is that the proper way would 
be to make at the next session of Congress an appropriation—I would 
not care even if it should be done at this, but it is not provided for 
in this bill—if we should make an appropriation at the next session 
to increase the number of small-arms and give encouragement to mili- 
tary organizations in the States. I believe that is the proper mode 
to provide a remedy to cure the evil we have now upon us. 

illere the hammer fell. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. MILLS, I will withdraw my amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I offer this as a substitute for the pending 
amendment, and shall insist on having a vote upon it in Committee 
of the Whole as well as in the House. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Strike out all from and including the word “ number,” in line 13, to and including 
= ords “ seventy-seven,” in line 16, and insert in lieu thereof “ fifteen thousand 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It seems clearly apparent to this House, Mr. 
Chairman, that the Committee on Appropriations, after instituting 
and prosecuting their investigation through all information which 
can be furnished by the General of the Army, the Secretary of War, 
and the Adjutant-General, have as yet been unable to determine what 
is the aggregate strength of the American Army, or approximate 
within a thousand of it. The object I have in the submission of this 
amendment is to ascertain and define that unknown quantity. 

Ihave heard no argument adduced, no suggestions offered, either 
from that side of the House or from this side of the House, in favor 
of an increase of the Army, or in favor of a continuance of the Army 
at its present standard strength, except it was for the protection of 
the Texan Indian frontier as claimed by the citizens of that Stato, 
and the Representatives of that State, or, as asserted by our friends 
on the other side, an increase of the Army should be given in order 
that the laws should be enforced, order maintained, and peace gov- 
ern within the borders of the sovereign States. It had as well be un- 
derstood and tested now as hereafter that there are those of us upon 
“ floor who deny the theory advanced by our friends on the other 
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der sections. Iam perfectly willing to see the cavalry force ef tho 
Army increased at the expense of the infantry and artillery; for [ 
believe the exposed frontiers of the country warrant and require it. 
But I desire to notify this Committee of the Whole that in the event 
of the amendment just presented being lost I will ask in the House 
for a vote, and I give notice that I will demand the yeas and nays, 
to test the sense of this House as to whether it is proposed to remedy 
the rights and redress the wrongs of the impoverished citizens scat- 
tered thronghont our borders by an increase of military power for 
their subjugation and their slaughter. [Applause on the floor and in 
the galleries 


The CHA IRMAN rapped to order. 
Mr. THROCKMORTON. I understand, Mr. Chairman, that the 


amendment offered by my colleague [Mr. SCHLEICHER] to the bill is 
now pending. I regard it as one of great importance. It brings up 
the question of whether or not the enlistment should be continued 
under this bill so as to keep the Army at the number of twenty-five 
thousand men. I understand the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man last up, the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Blackburn, ] to bo 


that the Army shall not exceed fifteen thousand men. It is a qnes- 


tion of practical importance and brings the question fairly and 
aquarely before the committee for its decision, and in my judgment 


it is as well to settle it now as hereafter. 

It may be a pleasant thing for gentlemen who have constituents 
that are not in danger, over whose heads the tomahawk of the sav- 
age has not flashed, and over whose heads it is not liable to flash 
every day in the year—it may be a pleasant thing and a recreation 
for members of Congress in the States where no danger exists, that 
they shall prate about economy and about a standing army. But, 
sir, with us in ‘iexas, and with others in the Territories and upon the 
exposed borders, it is a question of serious earnestness. 

I have but a little moment in which to reply, but while I do se [ 
beg to say to my friend the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations that he has made a discovery that shows an astnteness of 
mind which I did not expect him to exhibit en this floor as the ro- 
spected chairman and leader of the House of Representatives—that 
my colleague from Texas { Mr. SCHLEICHER] was a Second Assistant 
Secretary of War. But, sir, ho has made another discovery and asser- 
tion which I was startled and astonished to hear him make. I find 
from his declaration that while he "may attempt to be the keeper of 
the purse of this nation and to run it into a niggardly economy he 
disavows on this floor being the protector and preserver of the lives 
of the American citizens, of the women and children along the ex- 
posed borders of this land of ours. 

My friend from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] has made the obser- 
vation that fifteen thousand men are an ample force for the pro- 
tection of the borders of this country. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him ? 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. My statement was, that that was a larger 
number than had hitherto been employed for the protection of those 
two borders. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Let me say to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that from the mouth of the Rio Grande to El! Paso, along tho 
Arizona border to San Diego, there isa boundary, counting the meanders 
of the Rio Grande, of two thousand miles; and the commanding offi- 
cer in Texas, one of the best in the service of the Government, has 
stated that he has not a snfficient force to move, and leave troops in 
the garrisons, to meet the enemy threatened on the opposite border. 
Let me say to my friend from Kentucky—and I know the chivalry 
of that grand old State and of its citizens, and its Representatives on 
this floor—let mo say to him that there is scarcely a day in the three 
hundred and sixty-five days of the year that there is not # murder 
committed or a robbery perpetrated by the Indians or the Mexicans 
on the border of Texas. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to make a ro- 
mark? I do not desire to interrupt or to distarb him, bat I wish to 
ask him whether that length of line to which he has referred has been 
increased any since 1860, when the force employed on its defense was 
infinitely smaller than it is now ? 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I will answer the gentleman by stating 
that the circumstances and conditions of the country have been con- 
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stantly changing since the period to which he alludes. Let me say 
it was only a few days ago that the United States mail stage from 
San Antonio to El Paso was stopped and its driver murdered, and | 
then the stage was driven off a few hundred yards and robbed, by a | 
band of Indians and outlaws. And this has been a continual occur- | 
rence. Within the last twelve months upon that single route the 
bones of more than forty passengers and stage-drivers have been 
bleaching in the sun and crying aloud to Heaven that these savage 
warriors and Mexican robbers should be driven from our borders. 
The unpunished robberies and murders occurring along that frontier 
are an outrage upon the rights of the citizen, a disgrace to American 
character, and a sad commentary upon American government. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BEEBE. I will ask the gentleman from Texas if the militia of 
the State is not amply sufficient for the protection of its citizens? 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. No, sir 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. PRIDEMORE. Sir, I had not intended to say one word upon 
this subject; but I am surprised at the course taken by the delega- 
tion from Texas. We have the President’s message upon the subject | 
of the Army, and if the State of Texas is in a state of war and needs | 
the assistance of the Army, why is it that the executive authority of 
the country has not informed this body of it? I havealways believed 
that the Congress of the United States proceeded upon the messages 
from the President upon these important matters. I have always 
been led to believe that the President is posted as to whether or not 
it is necessary to increase the Army, and when it is necessary to pro- 
tect a particular State, or rather the entire country. | 

Sir, if the President sees a necessity for the employment of a regu- 
lar Army in Texas, why does he not take it from the point where it 
is stationed, and if Texas needs the assistance of the United States 
to preserve order within her borders, why does not the governor of 
the State demand of the President of the United States the removal 
of United States troops from where they are now and their employ- 
ment in that State? I sympathize with the people of Texas in this 
matter; but if they need assistance, that is no argument for an in- 
crease of the standing Army. 

The volunteer Army of the country has always been equal to the 
regular Army in protecting the country. I say, therefore, that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
meets my hearty approval, and I trust he will press it to a vote in 
the House, I say, moreover, that if we are here to-day to vote upon 
the bill prepared by the committee, I desire to say, in explanation of 
my own vote, that unless there is ingrafted upon this bill a proviso 
that this Army is not to be used to crush the rights of the States or 
trample upon the rights of their citizens, I shall vote against it. 

I say, moreover, that the only danger that threatens this Govern- 
ment is the growing strength and ultimate power of the Army to 
control the citizens Ido not want to see the Army of the United 
States ever able to control the labor of the country. I always want 
the citizens to control the Army, and unless that is the case we shall 
follow in the wake of the Roman empire and other kingdoms and 
countries which have fallen through the dominance ofa military power 
created aud fostered by the government itself. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to correct my amendment by inserting 
the word “ the ” in the twelfth line. 

Mr. BEEBE. Is not an amendment to the substitute in order? 

The CHAIRMAN, An amendment to the substitute is in erder. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. BEEBE. I yield to my colleague (Mr. Hewitt] to renew it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I renewtheamendment. The course 
of this debate and the amendments offered by gentlemen who differ 
in opinion in regard to the size of the Army, and, above all, the feel- 
ing which has been exhibited and the remarks which have been 
made before this committee are to my mind the most conclusive evi- 
dence of the wisdom of the bill submitted by the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

I desire to recall to the recollection of the House the fact that this 
session was summoned mainly to make provision for the Army in 
existence. The question of the organization of the Army and the 
limitation of its employment are matters of the gravest importance 
to the people. 

But this question demands more time than we can possibly give it, 
in view of the fact that the officers and men who have so nobly done 
their duty are to-day in default of pay and in actual suffering be- 
cause the United States has not discharged its just obligations to them. 
For that reason I think it unwise to entertain the question at this 
time whether the Army should be reduced or not. It seems to me, 
sir, that we should accept the situation as we find it. Here is an 
Army authorized by law; an Army in existence, not by the action of 
the Committee on Appropriations, but by a statute of the United 
States, and when it is said that the President has violated his duty 
in maintaining it, I say that he would have violated his duty if he 
had not maintained it. For the existence of the Army is, by law, 
binding upon him, upon us, and upon every member of this House. 
Neither is there time to consider the question whether the Army is 
suflicient to perform the work that belongs to it. 

Our first duty is to ——— for paying the Army as vee find it, 
without allowing it to be itcreased beyond the number now on the 
rolls. Aud within thirty days hence the Committee on Military 
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| ization and size of the Army, and the Committee on the 
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Affairs of this House can take up the question as to the proper org 
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this House can take up the question as to the proper limit ti =e 


be placed upon its use. I shall then be found voting with ees ” 
exhibit the greatest jealousy of standing armies, and with ies i 
oe to prevent the abuses which in the last elections produ 

such lamentable results. But to-day, in the presence of the ye aie f 
this country, let us pay the men who have done their work - - e 
provide for the support of the Army as we find it, according +... 


Ww 
Who 


. . ° : to the 
actual number in service, without question as to whether it ix twent 
thousand, fifteen thousand, or twenty-five thousand, althoy rly mi 


have every reason to believe that it does not exceed twenty tho, 
sand men. acdsee 

The time for this appropriation to be used will expire on the 
day of June next, coe Tihink it will require all the time bet ween poy 
and then for this House to arrive at a just and competent judgyy 
in regard to the proper organization of the Army, and the pro = 
limitations upon the employment of our military forces, 1 repexs 
then, that the Committee on Appropriations has done the ouly thing 
it was possible for it (o do; it has provided pay for the services poy, 
dered, and accepted the Army as it stands to-day, without allowiyy 
it to be increased, thus avoiding the Scylla which is on the one sie 
and the Charybdis which is on the other. 

Mr. WRIGHT. So far as regards the protection of the froutier of 
Texas, I have no objection to increasing the Army to a force whic) 
will be able to accomplish that purpose. But, so far as regards t]y 
use of the Army in its present form as a pretext for policing tho 
States, I am opposed to it totally. 

It happens that I represent that district in Pennsylvania wher 
troops have been quartered in large numbers for the last three or fou 
months. I will say to you, Mr. Chairman, and to this House, ()), 
those troops were not introduced into my district at the suggestion of 
the majority of the business or of the representative men in that dis 
trict. They came there at the solicitation of the men who controlled 
the mines and the manufacturing establishments. So far as mw) 
observation on that subject went, 1 saw no occasion for a single hoof 
of their cavalry, a sword of an oflicer, or a masket of a soldier to pry 
serve the peace in the twelfth congressional district of Pennsylvania. 
There was no indication of an insurrection or of a popular commotion 

There was, it is true, a strike among the laboring-men with regard 
to their rights to fix the amount of compensation they should receive 
from their employers, a right which before God and man they wen 
justified in insisting upon. No government has the power, coustitu- 
tionally or legitimately, to intervene between the workmen of wm) 
district and any other persons. I do not speak with regard to t 
Pittsburgh district; I know that there were riots there of a serious 
character. But I know that several regiments of the Army of the 
United States were quartered in the district which I have the houor 
to represent here, and I know there was no necessity or occasion for 
it. That only shows to this House and tothe country what an army 
is that is used as a police establishment. 

The very recent election held in my district on the 6th day of this 
month shows the power of the working element in that district 
That element has carried its ticket through by a large majority 
against the combined nominations of both the great political parties 
in my district. That shows power, and I tell you that you cannot face 
downtwenty thousand men withadetachmentof two or three thousaud 
men of the regular Army; you cannot suppress a volcano. You ca- 
not by menaces upon the part of the Government suppress the right 
of men when they assert their rights manfully and offer to maintain 
them; you cannot accomplish that. 

Therefore I say that when they brought the regiments of the 
United States Army into my district as a menace it only enraged, 
excited, and stirred up that element. And now, since that has been 
done, that element has shown its power and its strength, and it shows 
a power and astrength that cannot be resisted, that will work its way 
out in an upheaval, and men who do not see that upheaval from oue 
end of the country to another are blind to the situation. 

So far as regards increasing the Army for its legitimate purpose, | 
have no objection to it. I do not want to see a niggardly policy r 
sorted to or adopted. Ido not want to see any part of this country 
endangered by a foreign enemy attempting to invade it. I am will 
ing to vote not only thousands but millions in order to protect (li 
country from foreign invasion. But when you come down to Wa 
nipulating this Army throughout the country under the pretest o! 
preserving peace, you misconceive the purpose and the object tor 
which the Army was intended. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. CLYMER. I renew it for the purpose of saying that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations upon its appointment found itself called 
upon to deal vith a special and exceptional condition of affairs. The 
Forty-fourth Congress had adjourned, failing, for reasons of gravest 
moment, to make an appropriation for the support of the Army. The 
President of the United States, in the exercise of his judgment, re 
frained from promptly convening the Forty- fifth Congress, and allowed 
the Army to be maintained until he called us together in the middle 
of the month of October. 

In the mean time the Army had been withdrawn from the Souther 
States, and was employed for legitimate purposes, in suppressilg lu- 
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» outbreaks, in the defense of the frontier, and exceptionally in 
. hi ola the maintenance of law and order in some of the States where 
i lorable outbreaks against the peace had oceurred. When we came 
a her it was manifest that upon principles of common justice those 
who bad been employed should be paid. Hence the first inquiry to 
te . ule by the Committee on Appropriations was, what was the num- 
her of men employed during the interval just passed? Upon investi- 
-stion we aseertained that the average number had not exceeded 
ease y-two thousand men. Hence it became our duty to appropriate 
for that number for the period of four months, from July to November, 
inclusive, during which they had served. About this there could be, 
there was no controversy in the committee. ‘The service rendered 
jonestly must be paid for honestly and promptly. The difficulty 
which arose was as to the number which should constitute the Army 
for the remainder of this fiscal year—from November to July 1, 187s. 

In the committee itself there was wide diversity of opinion between 
the majority and the minority on this question of numbers, I may say 
that as one I believed it ought to be greatly reduced from the num- 
ber authorized by law. There were others who believed that: it 
onght to be increased beyond the average number in the service. 

erween these two opinions it became necessary to find a mean upon 
which all might stand without yielding individual opinions. 

Mr. FOSTER. I desire to correct the gentleman. I do not think 
any member of the committee desired to increase the Army above the 
yumber fixed by law. 

Mr. CLYMER. Not above the number fixed by law, which is 
twenty-five thousand men; but that is three thousand beyond the 
number that has been in service at any time during the present fiscal 


ear. 

) Mr. FOSTER. I wanted to correct a statement which I knew the 
ventleman did not intend to make. 

* Mr. CLYMER. I did not intend the construction which the gen- 
tleman placed upon it. We sought in the committee for a common 
mean npon which we might all agree, in order that jnstice might be 
speedily done and the Army promptly paid. How did we find it? 
By agreeing to appropriate for a number existing ata fixed day, 
namely, November 1, 1877. That number a majority of the committee 
believed to be not over twenty thousand men, and for that belief we 
had the authority of the General of the Army as well as the Adju 

tant-General and all the officers to whom we could properly apply for 
information. There was no doubt in his mind—there was none in 
ours—that the Army did not then exceed twenty thousand men. If 
there had been a doubt, I for one would have insisted upon putting 
on the bill a proviso that our Army should not exceed that number. 

But we chose to accept that asa basis of agreement; and I submit 
now to my party friends on this side, I submit to gentlemen on the 
other side, that here isa common ground upon which for present pur- 
poses we may agree. Let the hereafter take care of the great ques- 
tion of further reduction, as well as of the proviso upon which the 
bill was wrecked in the last session. Let these things come up in the 
future. Let us as Representatives of the American people try here 
aud now to do exact and prompt justice ; and hereafter, when we have 
more time, when we are legislating for the coming year, and not for 
the suffering officers and men of to-day, let us enter upon those con- 
troverted questions. For one I am ready temporarily to waive my 
peculiar opinions as to numbers and restrictive provisions in order 
that the Army may be promptly paid. I will not attempt at this 
time to argue what the number of the Army should be; but I wish 
to put on record the declaration that I do not intend, if by my vote 
I can prevent it, that the Army shall be maintained for the purpose 
of preserving order within the States. That belongs legitimately to 
the States themselves. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I think that on this subject 
Texas Representatives are misunderstood by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. PripEMORE.] What we desire now is that the law shall 
stand as the Forty-fourth Congress made it. We do not seek to in- 
crease the number of the Army; we do not seek to increase the 
expenditures of the Government at all; but we simply ask that at this 
extraordinary session of the Forty-fifth Congress, the law in regard 
to the number of the Army shall be allowed to stand as the Forty- 
fourth Congress made it. 

Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt] and the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. CLYMER] have been very solicitous to 
let the law stand as it was made by the Forty-fourth Congress and 
to wait until the regular session of the present Congress in order that 
the law may be changed. That is what our amendment proposes— 
sunply that and nothing more—that until at the regular session this 
question can be discussed fairly and fally the Army shall stand at the 
limit preseribed by law as enacted in the Forty-fourth Congress. 

_ We do not ask that the number of the Army shall remain at twenty- 
five thousand men in order to make war upon American citizens or 
to wage a conflict against any of our own people. No, sir; we ask 
that our Army be continued at twenty-five thousand in order that 
we may have some security that the frontier of Texas will be pro- 
tected from the murderous raid of vagabond Mexican robbers. It 
may be that a regular Army of eighteen thonsand, or even fifteen 
thousand men would be sufficient to protect Texas from these incur- 
sions and raids; possibly ten thousand might be sufficient. But how 


the President decides that a great number are necessary in other 
portions of the country ; and if you reduce the Army to fifteen thou- 
sand, our quota for resisting the incursions from Mexico will be, as 
it has been for years, a meager handful of troops. 


$$ 


are we to get that number of men upon the Texas frontier? The 
Army ofticers say that a great number of men are needed elsewhere : 


, 


Texas for the last ten years has expended on an average $500,000 


per annum to defend her border. We have now in the regular serv- 
ice of the State a battalion of mounted troops, besides a regular ex- 
traordinary company, of which the State has paid the expenses ever 
since the war. But notwithstanding all that we have done to pro- 
tect our frontier, our towns have been invaded, our people have been 


murdered, and your flag has been insulted in the presence of your 
Army. 


{Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. BANNING. I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. CULBERSON] a question. 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on the pro forma amend- 


ment. 


Mr. CLYMER. I withdraw it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I renew it. Mr. Chairman, I have nothing further 
to say so far as this question is concerned, but simply this: If the 
matter is so gricvous as gentlemen seem apprehensive it is, it then 
becomes another question than as to what shall be the amount of the 
appropriation bill. If we are to have trouble with Mexico let it not 
be in this way, but with the whole power of the Government. That 
question does not arise here. When it shall, the gentleman from 
Texas will find, I apprehend, members on this and on the other side 
of the House ready to stand by him. But, sir, we have not reached 
that point. 

I sought the floor simply for the purpose of referring to the amend- 
ment made by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BLACKBURN. } 
He rose and offered an amendment proposing to reduce the Army to 
fifteen thousand men, and, in advance of any vote or any indication 
as to the views of this House, he gave notice he would call the yeas 
and nays on the amendment in the House. Now, I wish to notify 
that gentleman and all others, so far as I am concerned, that when I 
have right and reason on my side I fear no man’s rod. The action of 
the Committee on Appropriations has been stated. We cou'd not 
agree as to what the number of the Army should be. We thought it 
was time the Army wes paid, and we agreed upon the amount that 
has been stated. Why? Because it was improper at this time to 
undertake to fix what the number of the Army should be. Why, sir, 
the proposition of the gentleman is below what was authorized by 
law as far back as 1858-’59, when the number was fixed at eighteen 
thousand men. 

There are statements made of the Army being skeleton in form. I 
believe we have too many Army officers. There are many considera- 
tions to come up; and for one, as a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations, I state now that I fear not the record, and when it 
comes I shall vote for the report of this committee. But I ask now, 
as the gentleman from Pennsylvania has already well asked, that our 
friends on this side of the House, if we are right in this, will stand 
by us. I propose at the proper time upon the next bill to go with 
my friend from Kentucky as far as reason will allow us, and reduce 
the Army and every other expenditnre. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary for me to 
assure this committee or the gentleman from Georgia that my notifica- 
tion to the committee that I would ask the yeas and nays in the Hoase 
was not intended as a threat to anybody, nor was it intended to put 
any member of this House in a position which should be found awk- 
ward to him. It was simply my right. I accept the statement of the 
gentlemen that the reduction I suggest in that amendment ought to 
be made ; and I remember when a thing is right it cannot be done too 
soon. I ask for a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. BEEBE. I believe I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled to five minutes on 
the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. BEEBE. The question here, Mr. Chairman, is not what wo 
shall appropriate for any definite and fixed standing Army at the 
present time. The tronble is to learn what the number of the Army 
is. To my astonishment the Committee on Appropriations is not pre- 
pared here to-day, and now, to state what is the present number of 
the Army. They have stated that the General of the Army told them 
the number will not exceed twenty thousand men. That is a mere 
shifting of the responsibility upon the General of the Army. I, for 
one, am not ready to accept it. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CLYMER] states to us in 
his judgment the number does not exceed twenty-two thousand men, 
and that there was a compromise reached in the committee. I, for 
one, am not a party to that compromise. 

Mr.CLYMER. If the gentleman will allow me, I made no such 
statement. 

Mr. BEEBE. If I did not correctly understand him, the Recorp 
will set us both right. Now, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 

BLACKBURN ] comes forward with a proposition to test the sense of 
the Honse as to what we are acting on. The number for which he 
would have us provide is fifteen thousand men; but whether twenty, 
twenty-two, or twenty-five thousand men, let us understand it deti- 
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nitely and act advisedly. Let me ask the members of the Committee 
on Appropriations why it is, if in 1560 an appropriation of $17,000,000 
or $1*,000,000 was ample for an army of twenty-five thousand men, 
$32,000,000 are now appropriated for an army of twenty thousand ? 

Mr. ATKINS. I trust the gentloman will not say there were 
twenty-five thousand men in L360, 

Mr. BEEBE. Let the records answer as to which of us is correct. 
I ask you as chairman of this committee to tell this House, at the 
proper time, and not take it out of my five minutes, why it is that in 
1x60 an Army of twenty-five thousand men could be supported on 
$17,000,000, and new thirty-two millions are demanded in the esti- 
mates of the Department for the support of twenty thousand men. 
Now, I sympathize with Texas 

Mr. ATKINS. Let me say—— 

Mr. BEEBE. I hope this will not be taken out of my time. 

Sir, L sympathize with Texas, and I recognize the distinction made 
hy the Constitution of the United States. In this I differ from my 
friend who upbraided the delegation from that State. When a for- 
eign foe invades a State, there is no necessity for the governor to 
advise the President. The system of the Government is such that 
when the hostile tread of a foreign foe lights upon the soil of one por- 
tion of the Union, the whole Union feels it to its heart and soul, and 
the soldiers of the Union spring to the defense of that invaded State 
without any formalities whatever. When domestic violence con- 
fronts the civil authority of a State, then the governor, as the head 
of that State in the absence of the Legislature, must advise the Presi- 
dent. Such should have been the course in the Southern States; 
such, unhappily, was not the course pursued. Sir, if the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] is voted down, I 
shall, for the purpose of ascertaining what the Army really is at the 
present time and to test the feeling of the committee, move to sub- 
stitute twenty thousand men where the gentleman bas placed fifteon 
thousand. e 

Mr. BLOUNT. I withdraw the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. BANNING. I renew it. 

lt has been stated several times in the House to-day that we have 
no information as to the actual strength of the Army. I think Ican 
inform the House what it is. I have a statement here from the 
Adjutant-General showing what the strength was on the Ist of this 
month, the time referred to in the bill. The cavalry force at that 
time was 7,951; artillery, 2,313; infantry, 8,901; engineers, 1958; the 
ordnance, 346; Indian scouts, 582; miscellaneous, 1,611; making 
21,902. Add to this the 400 men in the Signal Corps, and we have a 
total of 22,302. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will the gentleman allow me at this 
point to make a correction? 

Mr. BANNING. Certainly. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The gentleman states that the num- 
ber he has mentioned is the number on the rollon the Ist of Novem- 
ber, 1877. L hold in my hand the detailed report made by the Adju- 
tant-General to the General of the Army, and by the General of the 
Army produced and delivered to the committee. The numbers cor- 
respond exactly with the numbers which the gentleman has given 
to the House. But these returns are only made up to the 31st day 
of August. They show the number who were on the roll on the 31st 
day of August. And we were told by the Adjutant-General himself, 
and by the General of the Army, that the casualties, the losses, and 
desertions had reduced that number undoubtedly below twenty thou- 
sand on the Ist day of November. 

Mr. BANNING. I must resume the floor, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Wil! the gentleman from Ohio please inform 
us what a miscellapeous soldier is? [Laughter.]} 

Mr. BANNING. I will have to refer the gentleman to the War 
Department. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is the report sent to me this morning from 
the Adjutant-General’s Office. The number of men on extra duty is 
3,976. This report, taking it as correct—and I take it as correct be- 
cause it is official—would make the Army 22,304men. It may be there 
have been casualties sinee this report; but my letter asked for a 
report of the strength of the Army on the Ist of the month, and 
this is the answer of the Adjutant-General. 

I wish now to call attention to that part of the bill which proposes 
to increase the cavalry. If we increase the cavalry as this bill pro- 
poses then we make it about twelve thousand strong. Now, if we 
add 3,976 men on extra and daily duty to this twelve thousand there 
would be left just about enough force for the twenty-five infantry 
regiments and the five artillery regiments to make up the eight cor- 
porals and four sergeants to which each company of infantry and 
artillery is entitled; so that our infantry and artillery would consist 
of commissioned officers and non-commissioned officers, without any- 
body in the front line. [Laughter.] It makes our Army a very ridic- 
ulous one, an army of oflicers. Therefore if I might make a sugges- 
tion now, it would be that it would have been well for the committee 
when they increased the cavalry force to do what the bill of last ses- 
sion did: reduce the number of infantry regiments to sixteen and 
artillery regiments to four, and not leave them mere skeletons, with- 
out any private soldiers, as this bill will if it becomes the law. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion f 

Mr. BANNING. 





My time is too short. 
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Now, I want to say one word upon another subject. Tho Fort 
fourth Congress adjourned without making an appropriation a. 
Army. That was no fault of this side of the House. The two i. 
disagreed upon a provision of the bill that provided that all + : 
should be withdrawn from Louisiana and South Carolina. That Ae 
the proviso insisted upon by the House, to which the Senate wo, . 
notagree. And that it was a wise and patriotic provision is ppoy..,, 
by the fact that the President has withdrawn the troops fro 
States just as the House bill required. 

[ Here the hammer fell, 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I hope the House will extend tip 
time of the gentleman. . 

Mr. ATKINS. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. BANKS. Ihopenot. I want to say a word on this amendment 
The debate has been proceeding for some time almost entire - 
side of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the debate on that side has been on bot) 
sides of the question. : 

Mr. ATKINS, I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BANNING. I wish now to avswer a statement made by iny 
colleague from Ohio, [Mr. Foster.] I think he has made an unfair 
criticism on the action of this side of the House. The gentleman says 
our soldiers are suffering and Army officers are eompelied to discouyt 
their pay accounts by reason of the failure of this House to pass this 
bill. Why is this? Did not the President have ample time to e,|] 
us together before the end of the fiscal year? When the Anny bil] 
failed under President Pierce he called Congress together on the san 
day to make the appropriation for the support of the Army. But in 
this instance the Executive, while proving to the country by his wit)- 
drawal of the troops from the Southern States that the position of 
this side of the House was correct, has failed to call Congress together 
to make the appropriation for the support of the Army until now. 

The republican Senate defeated the Army appropriation bill, and 
the President has kept the Army out of its pay by neglecting to eny- 
vene Congress at an earlier day to make the appropriations, so that 
all the misfortunes of the Army and sufferings that gentlemen hay» 
spoken of must be charged to that side of the House, and not to this, 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman’s party is guilty of the charge ho 
makes against us. The men of the Army who have not received 
their money, the officers of the Army who have been compelled to 
discount their pay-accounts, know that their misfortunes are charge- 
able to the republican side of this House and the Senate for refusi: 
to agree to the bill as this House passed it; and, sir, the country 
knows it and approves the action of this House in refusing a dolla: 
for the Army until it was withdrawn from the Southern States, where 
it had been wrongfully and shamefully used. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say one word in answer to the gentleman 
from Texas, [Mr. MiLts.] If the people of the Texas frontier are suf- 
fering for the want of a sufficient force to protect them from Mexicans 
who come over to rob and plunder, that is the fault of the managers 
of the Army and not of this House,. The gentleman knows that tle 
law authorizing the increase of the cavalry companies to one hundred 
men each was made to enable the Secretary of War to fill up the de- 
pleted cavalry companies, for the protection of the Mexican fronticr, 
more than eighteen months ago, and I think the gentleman himself 
was the author of the measure. We can protect the Mexican froutiwr 
in this bill by directing the number of troops to be kept there. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, the organization of an army aud the 
necessity of its maintenance arise from the fact that a military 
establishment is an integral and indispensable part of every form of 
government. A military establishment is necessary, even though 
there exists now no necessity for public defense in any quarter, be- 
cause in the future there may be such a demand. In the most pro- 
found and apparently lasting peace it is necessary to prepare lor 4 
different saan of affairs. A military establishment must be kept 
up for that purpose under every form of government. Now, I unier- 
stand that the maximum strength of the regular Army as provided 
by law at present is about twenty-five thousand, more or less, au‘ an 
army organization of twenty-five thousand men, admitting that there 
is no immediate internal or external use for the force, is not too large 
to maintain all the elements of an economical and profitable military 
establishment. It has many offices to perform and many elements of 
force to be developed and maintained, all requiring men. Military 
engineering is a science of the highest order, which demands constant 
study and improvement and perpetual instraction and practice lo 
make it effective and secure the object for which it is created. The 
department of ordnance calls for the same industry, intelligence, and 
support alike of professors, officers, and the schools of artillery. 
Infantry and cavalry must be supported in the same manner. The 
Signal Service, now of vast importance to all the civil interests 0! 
the country, as well as the military service, is now an important aud 
established feature of every well-organized military establishment. 
And the geographical and other surveys now in progress, upon hich 
we rely for our knowledge of the face of the continent and its phys'- 
cal growth and history, are attached to the military department of 
the Government, because science and force go hand in hand to direct, 
execute, and protect the work upon which their success and value 
depend. These duties, commensurate with the greater part of the 
continent occupied by nearly forty-four millions of people with an 
infinite variety of constantly increasing public and private interests, 


Preven 


1 those 


ly on that 


) 








1877. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—MOUSE. 3 


—€ 








| 


require the vigor, skill, discipline, and force of a military establish- Mr. CRITTENDEN. Then I say if we cannot know that—— 


— y ; Mr. ATKINS. Wit my friend from Missouri [Mr. Carrrenp: N] 
a i o force of twenty-five thousand men now authorized by law, if | allow me tosay that the Army ischanging from day to day, and there 


that be the number, is not too large, even in time of peace, for these | is not a living man on the earth who knows how mauy men are to- 
yaried and important national duties. Now, sir, if the action of the | day in the tield. 
Committee on Appropriations had been such as to retain this force, Mr. CRITTENDEN. Then I say that the committee cannot deter- 
whatever it may be, I should not have had a word to say; but as | mine how tuch money should be appropriated to pay the Army. 
1 understand this bill, it proposes to reduce that authorized force, Mr. ATKINS. ’ We can approximate it. 
for it provides that no money appropriated by this bill shall be Mr. CRITTENDEN. t am unwilling to put a dollar in the hands 
need for the enlistment of men except for scouts and the Signal | of the Department until I know what is necessary to pay the Army. 
service, and therefore it substitutes the actual force of the Army, | Iam willing to pay the soldiers who have served us tho vory last 
whatever it may be, for the number of men contemplated and author- | dollar due them; I think it is but honorable on the part of this House 
ized by law; so that ifthe present actual force, instead of being twenty- | to make provision to do that; bat I am unwilling to advance a dol- 
five thousand men, should have been reduced to twenty thousand or | lar to pay soldiers who do not exist either upon the rolls or within 
even tifteen thousand by the casualties of the service, not another man | the knowledge of auy member of this House. 
to fill up its gaping ranks can be added under authority of this bill. : What are the uses of the Army now? The Indians have been sub- 
That, sir, is not in accordance with their own statement as to the | jugated; Chief Joseph has captured General Howard and General 
object of the bill. But there are reasons why the actually existing | Miles has captured Joseph; Sitting Bull has retired from our country, 
force should be increased and maintained at the maximum number. and we cannot reach him unless we have an extradition treaty. || 
Not for the purpose of repressing any movement of the laboring | say that we have no use for an Army at all, beyond the number that 
classes of the country, however; I will not vete a dollar to enlist or | has been designated by the honorable gentleman from Kentucky, 
keep a man in the regular Army under the apprehension or expecta- (Mr. BLAcKBURN. } 
tion that the workingmen of the country are to be controlled by mili- As for Texas, we can never satisfy her, never! If Mexico is inthe 
tary power. I dismiss that altogether. It is not and should not be | turbulent condition that she is represented, and constantly raiding 
considered as among the purposes of this appropriation. There are | upon our territory, then I say to this Congress, Let us declare war 
other and better methods of dealing with the interests of labor and | against Mexico at once, and wipe her out, aud determine that ques- 
waiutaining the rights of industry and preserving the public peace. | tion, and not keep up a standing sore upon our body-politic and upon 
‘The international complications upon the Texas border, threatening | the limits of Texas for time immemorial. Let us end that matter. 
and perilous to the best interests of both republics, were presented to The authorities of Mexico will not repress its turbulent element 
the last Congress. That Congress did not deal with the question as it | invading our borders, murdering some of our citizens in Texas, kid- 
might and ought to have done, and its neglect has brought us face to | naping, and bearing others off into Mexico, then, I say, let our 
face With asubject of great difficulty. There is a state of actual war in | Government, in defense of its citizens and its honor, declare war 
that quarter between American and Mexican forces, and it is poor | against Mexico, thereby conquering a peace for our Texas citizens 
economy to seek by indirect means to reduce appropriations for the | and protecting its own honor. England is always ready to defend 
Army which may result in the reduction of the force upon the Rio | her citizens, at home or abroad, on sea or on land, and has gained the 
Grande one thousand or two thousand men, and, through ambuscades | respect of the world in so doing. Why should we not do the same? 
aud the accidents of war, may place our troops in such a position as 1 am unwilling to see the Army increased one single solitary soldier. 
to leave us no alternative but an appeal to arms aud the chances | I am unwilling to increase the Army by one soldier to be used against 
and inevitable perils of war. How unwise is that economy which | the laboring-men of this country, for that is the purpose. We have 
opens the door tosuch perils. Under these cireumstances, it is mani- | an element now in our midst that is dissatisfied with the wages they 
festly unwise that to reduce the Army below the maximum number | are being paid by corporations. I say let that question be settled 
or to deprive the Government of the power to increase its shattered | between the corporations and these men themselves or let it be deter- 
forces, if necessary, to that standard. The same condition of affairs | mined in the courts; but do not use the Army against the laboring- 
exists in the Indian country. There is, as we all know, in that quarter | men of this country and hold them in subjection toit. You never can 
long continued aud bloody war, and to reduce the Ariny or allow it | conquer a people of that class by any Army you can bring against 
by any chance to be reduced, by one, two, three, or five thousand men, | them, because the sentiments of the American people will always be 
without the means or right to fill up its ranks,is as a matter of | upon the side of the laboring-men of this country. 
economy in the highest degree unwise, at atime when any incident or Mr. SPARKS. I had not thought of making any remarks on this 
accident that occurs may create a necessity for a largely increased | bill, and should not do so, but for the wide range this discussion has 
military force and vastly larger expenditures for the Army than those | taken. It seems to me, sir, that this discussion is now progressing on 
now proposed, a wrong theory. There is much seuse in the suggestion of the yen- 
Let us take the Army as now authorized by law at its maximum | tleman from Michigan [Mr. Concer] that there are soldiers and 
strength. No mau can now tell what is the number of troops now | widows and orphansof soldiers suffering for the pay that is due them 
in actual service in the interior of the continent and on the Atlantic, | from the Government of the United States. That is a fact beyond all 
Pacific, and Alaskan coasts, and we should appropriate as much as | question. 
may be necessary to keep it up at the maximum, for the protection A conflict of opinion might arise between the two political parties 
of the Mexican frontier and for tho repression of Indian disturb- | as to which is responsible for this state of the case. In my judgment 
ances. If I conld have my own way, I would vote for five or ten | it cannot be chargeable to the democratic House of the Forty-ftourth 
thousand men on the Mexican frontier, conditioned that they should | Congress, for the reason that that House passed an Army appropria- 
not pass the frontier into a foreign country, but should maintain the | tion bill at the last session of Congress, appropriating a sufficient sum 
peace and protect the people and their property upon our side of the | for the Army, and sent that bill to the other branch of Congress, 
line and charge the cost to the government of Mexico. which was republican, and it (the Senate) rejected it.. But one fact 
It would be a wise economy and wise legislation, and it ought to | stillis apparent: these men have not been paid and ought to be paid, 
be adopted and maintaived until these perilous international compli- | and this special session is called and we meet together to consider 
cations between this country and Mexico can be permanently and | that subject. The question now is, not whether the Army is to be 
justly settled. I hope the House will sustain the amendment of the | reduced or increased ; we must forthe present take the Army as it is. 
gentleman from Texas, [Mr. SCHLEICHER, ] to strike out the clauses The gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. BANKS] suggests that the 
which prohibit enlistments to fill up the ranks of the Army, because | Army, according to law, is now fixed at the maximum of twenty-five 
the bill as reported by the Committee on Appropriations does change | thousand men, and that the appropriation should be upon that basis. 
the military establishment as now established by law. It substi- | Let me ask him, however, how the Committee ou Appropriations can 
tutes the present number of the Army, whatever it may now be from | appropriate money for twenty-five thousand men, when the proofs 
the casnalties and losses of war, for that larger force which the stat- | are abundant that there is no sach number of men in the field? 


ules authorize and establish. Would you appropriate for twenty-five thousand men when the evi- 


(Here the hammer fell.] dence is overwhelming that there is no such number and the fact 
Mr. BANNING. I withdraw my amendment to the amendment. undeniable that there are but twenty thousand men in the service ? 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I renew it. ‘This House is certainly in a con- | We are to take note of these facts, and to appropriate no more money 
fused condition in regard to this bill. I have not been informed to- | than is needed; but we ought to appropriate as much as is required. 
day and I do not think this House has been sufficiently informed to- Let me ask any fair-minded, candid man if this Committee on 
day as to the number of soldiers now in the Army. I am unwilling | Appropriations has not earnestly and honestly endeavored to do that 
here to vote a dollar in this appropriation bill till I have ascertained thing | Some gentlemen on this side of the House, democrats and 
that fact. Even the gentleman who so honorably and ably represents | friends as it is supposed of the Committee on Appropriations, want 
the Committee on Military Affairs is unable to give us any light what- | to reduce the Army, and some of them, among whom stands forth 
ever upon this point. rominently the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. SCHLEICHER, ] want to 

Mr. BANNING. Allow me. I have given you just what the Adju- | increase it; and the gentlemen of the other side (the republicans) 
tant-General of the Army states in a letter to me. generally want a largely increased Army of from forty thousand to 

Mr. CRifTENDEN. According to the date of that letter, as I fifty thousand men. The Committee on Appropriations, not attempt- 
understand it, it gives the possible strength of the Army on the Ist ing to settle this conflict, nor entering into it, have appropriated for 
of Septeraber last. We want to know what the strength of the Army | the Army as it is or as near as they can get at it. And in this I sub- 
is to-day, mit that they have acted justly and wisely. The appropriation must 
be from the 30th of June, 1577; to the 30th of June, 1678; the num- 




























Mr. BANNING. he gentleman cannot know that. 
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ber of men was more, carly in the fiscal year, than it is now, and with- 
out further recruiting will doubtless be less than now at its end. 

Now, the committee, in view of this, have fixed in this bill that the 
Army shall not be inereased, by recruiting or otherwise, beyond what | 
it was November 1, 1877, and have made the appropriation upon this | 
basis. Do gentlemen insist that it shall be increased? The gentle- 
man from Kentucky (Mr. paeeeeens wants to diminish it! Now, 
for myself, I have to say to that gentleman and to the House that 
when that question comes up eo he will find me favorable to 
a reasonable diminution; but I do not i to enter upon that 
question now and in this appropriation bill. Half of the present 
fiscal year has expired; we have ascertained as nearly as we can the 
number of men that ought to be paid, the amount of money that 
ought to be appropriated for that purpose, and this bill does it. Why, 
then, all this contention? Why not pass this billasit is? As I have 
said, half the service for the present year is performed ; the status of 
the Army is ascertained and fixed as near as it is possible to do. This 
bill appropriates enough to cover all necessary pay and expenses of 
this branch of the public service, unless the Army is to be increas ed 
That in my judgment ought not to be done. It does not appropriate 
too much, unless the Army is to be diminished. And my conviction 
is that this appropriation bill is not the place nor the means by which 
that is to be correctly done. 

Leave the Army, then, as it is and appropriate for it as it is. Not, 
as the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BANKS] would say, at 
twenty-five thousand men; for an appropriation on such a basis would 
be more than is necessary, because, though the law contemplates or 
permits an Army of that number, there are not actually that many 
men in the field; and the gentleman from Massachusetts is certainly 
convinced of that fact. Therefore the committee has strack a fair, 
honest mean; and I submit that the House should stand by it. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resnmed 
the chair, Mr. Cox reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had under considera- 
tion the Union generally and particularly the bill (H. R. No. 902) 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1575, and for other purposes, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move that when the House shall again resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union on this 
bill, all debate upon the pending paragraph be limited to ten min- 
utes. 

Mr. MILLS. Pending that motion, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion of Mr. MILLs was agreed to; and accordingly (at four 
o'clock and twenty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rale, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. BACON: The petition of Catharine Hunt, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKEY: Papers relating to the claim of Thomas Johnson 
for property taken by the United States Army—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Papers relating to the claim of the Mount 
Savage Iron Company for iron taken and used by the United States— 
to the same committee, 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Withers, for compensation for 
cotton seized by United States Treasury agents—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. FULLER: The petition of Charles Mason, to be relieved 
from paying for two hundred and ten cigar-stamps stolen from him— 
to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: Papers relating to the petition of Mary 
H. Noonan for compensation for the rent of and injury to her dwell- 
ing-house in New Orleans, Louisiana, by United States authorities— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Bridget T. Hopper, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of Robert J. Edelen, for pay for 
labor and materials furnished the United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: Papers relating to the petition of Nancy A. 
Herrick that a patent to certain lands be issued to her—to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Papers relating to the petitions of Timothy J. 
Hurlbut, Mary L. Lebon, Daniel C. Patnam, and Martha W. William- 
son for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the heirs of John A. Stevens 
for property destroyed by the United States Army—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of James Smith for additional 
ay as an officer in the United States Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Robert L. Hottel for property 
lost while in the United States Army—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Josiah Cunningham for pay for 


services rendered as deputy provost-marshal at Marshall, Missouri 
to the Committee of Claims. - 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Samuel M. Phariss to | 
reimbursed the amount paid for property bought at a sequestrati . 
sale, recovered of him by reason of a defect in the title to said oon 
erty—to the same committee. Prop 

By Mr. O’NEILL: Papers relating to the claim of the 
Richard W. Mead—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PAGE: Papers relating to the claim of John M, a: 
erd Dorsey—to the same commnittee. 

By Mr. PATTERSON : Papers relating to the petition of Josephine 
C. Owen, tmistress at Randolph, New York, to be relieved of all 
responsibility for the money and stamps belonging to the : 
ment stolen from her—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RICE, of Ohio: The petition of Thomas P. Kane, for an in- 
vestigation of certain abuses and irregularities existing in the Poy. 
sion Bureau of the Interior Department—to the Committee on [py alid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RIDDLE: Executive Document No. 35, second session For. 
ty-fourth Congress, containing a list of 449 claims examined ay, 
allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury Department unde; 
the act of July 4, 1864—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A paper relating to the establishment of a post. 
route between Rowan Mills and China Grove, North Carolina—to tho 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SAMPSON: Papers relating to the petition of Simeon y. 
Preston to be relieved from responsibility for the amounts embezz)e 
by his deputies while he was collector of internal revenue—to t}, 
Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. SCALES: Papers relating to the claim of the Pottawato- 
mie Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Georgia: A paper relating to the establishment 
of a post-route between Leary and Turner’s Store, Calhoun County, 
Georgia—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. STONE, of Michigan: Papers relating to the petitions of 
John Langland and Emily E. Wheelock for pensions—to the Cow. 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWANN: The petition of Admiral Porter, Vice-Admiral 
Rowan, Rear-Admiral John Rodgers, and other officers of the Navy, 
in behalf of the petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Wirt Goldsborongh, widow 
of the late Rear-Admiral Goldsborough, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York: Papers relating to the petition 
of William A. Mann, late acting assistant paymaster in the United 
States Navy, to be reimbursed for moneys belonging to the Govern- 
ment stolen from him—to the Committee of Claims. 
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IN SENATE. 


Fripay, November 9, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

On motion of Mr. SARGENT, it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SARGENT presented the petition of Prudence Pierce and Van- 
ness Pierce, of Cook County, Illinois, praying to have their claim for 
the proceeds of cotton furnished the United States in 1863 by Horace 
Pierce, late husband of Prudence Pierce, and which are now in the 
Treasury, referred to the Court of Claims for adjudication ; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. , 

Mr. MORGAN presented the petition of J. 8. Hausberger and 174 
others, citizens of Bibb County, Alabama, praying for an appropria- 
tion by Congress for the improvement of Mobile Bay ; which was tv- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAUNDERS presented the petition of Charles Brewster, of 
Richardson County, Nebraska, late tirst lieutenant Seventh Cavalry, 
and brevet captain United States Army, praying that he may be re- 
instated to his former rank and position in the Army ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. e 

Mr. GORDON presented the petition of John F. Andrews, of Wilkes 
County, Georgia, praying the passage of a bill refunding him the sum 
of $130 which he was compelled to pay on account of the burning of 
a registered letter by him mailed to Atlanta, Georgia, on the 24th of 
July, 1877; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and 
Post-Roads. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am authorized by the Committee on the Juli: 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 3) relating to the equitable 
and legal rights of parties in possession of certain lands and improve- 
ments thereon in California, and to provide jurisdiction to determie 
those rights, to report it back and ask to be discharged from ifs col 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. It is, on investigation, nothing but a private land claim, and 











1877. 





the people interested in the bill are entirely satisfied that it should 
wo to that committee. 
~ ‘Bhe report was agreed to. ; 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were re- 


ferred the papers pertaining to the claim of Augustin Gachot, of Little | 


Rock, Arkansas, praying compensation for property alleged to have 
heen taken and destroyed by United States forces during the late 
war, submitted an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the committee were discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition. 

LANDS ON WEST CAPITOL FRONT. 

Mr. DAWES. I am directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 179) to author- 
ize the taking of certain parcels of land for the public use at the in- 
tersection of Pennsylvania and Maryland avenues on the west front 
of the Capitol grounds, to report it with a slight verbal amendment, 
and if there be no objection, I should like to have it considered at 
the present time, as it is desirable to have action at an early day. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let the bill be read for informa- 
tion, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I wish the Senator reporting the 
hill would give some explanation of it, and I will give way for that 

UTpoOse, 

Mr. DAWES. I was going to state to the Senate that this is pre- 
cisely the bill that has passed the Senate at two sessions heretofore, 
and perhaps the Senate perfectly understand what it is intended to 
accomplish. But if not, I will state what every Senator will have 
observed, I think, that always, but more especially since the erection 
of the monument at the west entrance of the Capitol grounds, there 
has been a very narrow passage-way for travel on either side of the 
Capitol grounds, Since the erection of the naval monument on the 
west front, the space has been reduced to a mere throat, almost 
entirely occupied by the railroad tracks; so that upon the north side 
is very inconvenient and very dangerous to the public travel. It 
has always been contemplated, or at least for a great many years, to 
widen that space by taking off a little portion of the corners of the 
lots at that point and then to complete the circle by taking from the 
public grounds upon the other side, thus waking a perfect circle. 
The absolute necessity of doing this is now much more apparent than 
ever before. It is also proposed to complete a corresponding circle 
at the Maryland avenue entrance. 

The whole matter has been before the Senate heretofore, and the 
bill has been passed on two occasions. Once it went through the 
other branch in an appropriation bill; but in a committee of confer- 
ence it fell through. The necessity of it is so apparent that it is de- 
sirable to have the bill passed, if there is no objection to it, as early 
as possible. 

The form of the proceeding is precisely the same as was adopted 
when the two squares on the east side of the Capitol were obtained, 
this being a copy of that bill in that respect. The land to be taken 
ix particularly defined in a plan deposited with the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and an amendment is offered to the 
bill to identify this plan, a simple verbal amendment, so as to make 
it perfectly certain that it is the plan indicated. When the trans- 
action is completed, there will be deeds of conveyance of the abso- 
bite title recorded in the registry of deeds of the District of Colum- 
bia, so that the boundaries of the land will become the property of 
the United States, and the abutters will be defined in the records 
where all titles are recorded. The proceedings are simple. The bill 
provides for what is called the condemnation of this land by proceed- 


ings in the supreme conrt of the District of Columbia. There is to be | 


an application by the Secretary of the Interior to the supreme court 
of the District setting out this land and the apparent owners; then 
the court orders notice; and by proceedings, either through a com- 
mittee to be appointed by the court or by a board of arbitration, or in 
auy other manner that the court shall deem just, it ascertains the 
value of the land, less the betterments that will result from the im- 
provements, That ascertainment receiving the sanction and judg- 
ment of the court is to be the price to be tendered to these parties, 
and the parties are then required to make the deed. 

the VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the bill at this time ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I do not interpose any objection, 
but the Senator, I believe, so far has failed, and so does the bill fail, 
= even an estimate of the amount necessary to acquire the 
wroperty. 

Mr. DAWES. I am obliged to the Senator for reminding me of a 
communication which I bave from the architect of the Capitol which 
meets the Senator’s inquiry. The amount is very small compared 
with the improvement that the taking of the land will make. I 
have here the assessed value of the lots themselves and of all the 
improvements, 80 far as it is proposed to take them, in the table 
Which I send to the Clerk. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the eommuani- 
cation for the information of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

ENGINEER’s Orrick, UNITED STATES CaAPiTor. GROUNDS, 
Washington, D. C., October 23, 1877. 


Dear Sir According to your request, 1 transmit herewith a statement of the 
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| quantity of land required from squares 575 and 576 te complete the circles at 

Pennsylvania and Maryland avenues, together with their assessed value and im 
provements as returned in the year 1574 

The walks are to be of the same width as the one completed on the east side of 


| Pennsylvania avenue circle, and will be taken from tive lots of square 575 and from 
one lot in square 576. 


Very respectfully, 


2 F. H. COBB, 
cngineer of Capitol Grounds. 
Hon. Epwarp Cviark, . lee : : 


Architect of United States Capitol. 


Square 575, corner of Pennsylvania avenue and First street, northwest. 


es. | 











— 


| 




















‘ = ‘ ©: 
es on 3s =e 
| = 3 = eo 
| | ss > & 
} an) ox a 
Lot— 2& | ge = Seu | 
as = «. 2 Eom = 
se | $8 4 2 | 3 
So c= a efor | 2 
| # a - < | & 
ME cccushecsvactsccccscske | 968 | $3.00) $2,904 00 | $3,000 00 | $5,904 00 
NOs Bono. ccccesccocccccceces. | 719 2 75 1, 977 25 3,500 00 | 5,477 25 
No, Dindhakiseeass ésatwkannes 573 2 75 1,575 75 3,000 00} 4 75 
WON Dincevs-wadedenscasbesence | 297 2 50 | 742 50 4,500 00 | 5,242 50 
Mics wear idinnnnineanomeus | 25 2 25 56 25 4,000 00 | 4,056 25 
| | 1 
— i sinibeslibonctinatl Pecainipheeein cintensalE ccitimonsaapcison 
isa. ice cts } 2, 582 | 7,255 75 | $18,000 00 | 25,255 75 
| 
Square 576, corner of Maryland avenue and First street, southwest. 
Wis Witinsesiveececmawensies | 2616 | @0 60] $1,569 60 | * #1, 569 60 


| 


* No improvements. 

Mr. DAWES. This table does not take into consideration any 
betterments that may result from the taking of this land. It is the 
opinion of good judges that the lots will have so much more desirable 
frontage as to be worth more after this circle is complete and taken 
off than before. That, of course, is a matter of judgment, and as 
between the United States and individuals my experience is such 
that I cannot hold out any great promise on that point, but I think 
there would be from that cause a very considerable diminution of the 
sum total read by the Clerk. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment in line 9, section 1, after the word 
“ grounds” to insert: 

And signed by H. L. Dawes, chairman of said committee, November 9, 1877. 

So as to read: 

At the foot of the Capitol grounds in accordance with om of Fred Law 
Olmstead, heretofore approved and deposited in the room of the Senate Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and signed by H. L. Dawks, chairman of said 
committee, November 9, 1877. 

Mr. DAWES. That is for the purpose of identifying this particular 
vlan. 
' The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

Mr. WHYTE. It occurs to me that it would be proper to submit 
the valuation of this property to a jury rather than to two or three 
commissioners selected by the court. I should like to strike out that 
part of the bill and insert “a jury properly summoned to ascertain 
the value.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland proposes 
the amendment stated by him in his place. 

Mr. DAWES. I will state, as I have already done, that this is in 
conformity to all the precedents that have been adopted by the 
United States for the last twenty or thirty years. I remember once 
in the other branch undertaking to satisfy that branch that the Con- 
stitution required this proceeding to be settled by a jury, and I failed 
utterly to satisfy them of any such thing; and I have found in prac- 
tice that this is, after all, safer for the United States. The Senator 
from Maryland, unless there be some constitutional trouble in his 
mind, I think will be satisfied that a jury selected in this District, in 
the ordinary way of selecting a jury, would be the last tribunal to 
which the United States would want to submit the question of how 
much they would pay for real estate round about this Capitol. 

The judgment of a responsible committee or board of arbitration, 
such as the supreme court of the District would appoint, reporting 
to the court itself, (and both sides being heard upon that report upon 
its acceptance or upon a rehearing or upon any mistake of judgment 
or calculation,) would be so much more safe and so much more cer- 
tain to keep the United States itself from being obliged to pay for an 
absolute necessity here more than it is worth, that unless the Sen- 
ator from Maryland feels convinced that the parties have a right to 
a jury, I think he will not insist upon the amendment. 

Mr. WHYTE. I should like to hear the billread through. It does 
not seem to accord with the statement of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts as I understood bim. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the-bill at 
length. 
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Phe Chief Clerk read the bill as amended, as follows: has adopted for so long a time, and no complaint has arisen {;,), 

I> it enacted, &e., That in order to continne the roadway and foot-walk the proper | We thought best to follow it. 1 will state, to quiet the apprebe; si 
with at Pennsylvania and Maryland avenues around the « ircles at the intersec- | of the Senator from Maryland as to any injustice likely to be lo ~~ 
ea lave Es atrect, at the foot of the ¢ aprees grounds, in necerd- the citizen, that in taking the two blocks on the cast of the ( a ) 
ance Ww plans of Fred Law Olmstead, heretofore approved and deposited in the | ; . ; ce ste a , ‘ 
room of the Senate Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and signed by | this manner it so re sulted that men obtained a consider: 

li. L. Daves, chairman of said committee, November 9, 1877, there shall be pur- | 8um per foot for their property throughout than some of they, Were 
chased portions of lots numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 square 575, and a portion of origi- | ready at private sale to convey it for, and it would have hese i 7 
nal lot numbered 9, square 576 ; that is to nay, about nine hundred and sixty-eight | ter by several hundred thousand dollars for the United St: e- 
superficial feet of lot numbered 1; seven hundred and niveteen feet of lot num- F “a = . es , ates ty 
bered 2; five hundred and seventy-three feet of lot numbered 3; two hundred and make private purchases of those individuals. But there wag her 
Linety-sewen feet of lot numbered 4, and twenty-five fect of lot numbered 5, all in and there one of them who preferred to take his chances at aco 
Fquare “y and wenty — a on oi = ha er , = demnation in court, and the United States was forced to the condemn, 
numbered ¢ » 576 cordance ylot o e rune itended to be att . - nana aa . at 
ail ho d, : akewrad which shall So deguatted with the Seenetars of tho Interior: | 22000 In court and to pay a good deal more in the aggregate than it 
Vr vided, That authority and permission are hereby granted to take and use, for could have got it almost all for at private arrangement. So it wil] 
the purpose of completing the roadways and foot-walks around the circles as afore- be here. The citizen will not suffer. It is the United States tha 
suid, se mach of the corresponding grounds of the Botanical Garden as may be | will be obliged in the end, for this improvement that is an absolute 
mae ge necessity—and we might as well look at that fact squarely—to pa 
a good deal more than it ought to pay. We must have it, 7), 
“ good deal more,” however, will amount to but little at most, 41) 
the parts of lots proposed to be taken are not assessed for much morn 
than $25,000, I believe the statement of the architect is. If we wor 
to attempt to contrive some other mode of ascertaining the value of 
the ground, especially if we were to refer the question to a jury 0; 
to establish an intermediate tribunal between us and the supreme 
court and then let the supreme court of the District finally pass yy 
the matter, we should in the end be about where we are now jy the 
beginning. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
Massachusetts that it is not on the whole a wise and just way to «»- 
praise property condemned for public use, by a jury generally. | 
think better justice is done to the owner and to the public usually )y 
acommission. But the subject to which I wish to call the attention 
of my friend from Massachusetts is in the third section, and not oy 
that precise point, fur under the third section the court could assess 
this land by a jury if it liked; but the difficulty that strikes my mind 
is another one. I understand in this particular instance that there 
are some involvements of title and some interests held by persous 
under disability, as infancy, coverture, and so on. Now this section 
merely provides that the Secretary of the Interior shall “ make aj 
plication to the supreme court of the District of Columbia, which 
court is hereby authorized and required, upon such application, in 
such mode and under such rules and regulations as it may adopt, to 
make a just and equitable appraisement of the cash value of the sey- 
eral interests.” 

And then the next section provides for paying the money to the 
owner. 

The first criticism that strikes my mind is that it does not require 
this to be done upon notice tothe owner. Of course it would be com- 
petent for the court to, and the court undoubtedly would, require notive 
to be given to the owners. At the same time it is a little unsafe and 
on the face of it unjust legislation not to require that notice should 
be given to the persons in interest of this application, in order that 
they may be heard in the first instance. 

Then, supposing it to say, as it could by a single word, that this 
shall be upon notice, we reach the next difficulty, that there is trouble 
in giving notice to a minor unless you provide the method in which it 
shall be done, to his guardian; or, in the case of a married wouan, to 
her husband, or a trustee, or somebody. ; 

In the third place, the bill provides that when this money is paid 
it shall be paid to the owner. If the owner happens to be an iutant, 
such payment would be perfectly unavailable ; the money would be 
gone; and when the infant came to his estate, he would have a right 
to say, “I was not capable of receiving this money, and somebuily 
got it away from me,” and he would have, upon principles of law, a 
pretty fair claim for are-inquiry. So, then, in this case the law ought 
to provide that the payment to persons who are not sui juris should 
be to their legal representatives, the guardian of the infant, who is 
under bonds of course, or the trustee of the married woman, or who- 
ever the proper legal representative might be. I therefore suggest to 
my friend from Massachusetts whether it would not be well to let 
this bill go over until to-morrow, and the little technical phraseology 
that is necessary to meet these difficulties should be inserted, in order 
that the title of the United States may be absolutely perfect in the 
end. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, of course I do not object to the sug- 
gestion. I will say simply in connection with what has been sail 
by the Senator from Vermont that while what the Senator has sail 
is absolutely true in law, the only question in my mind is whether 
it is as absolutely necessary as it is true. In order to make the tile 
perfect in the United States or in order to make the proceeding |" 
the court binding upon anybody, of course the court know, without 
our putting it in a statute, that it must be on proper notice to all 

arties. It is not necessary for us to tell the supreme court of tle 
District that they cannot render a judgment against a party that's 
not in court, that shall bind him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But we do in every State where such statut«s ar 

assed. + 

Mr. DAWES. It is so easy to put in that word “notice” that 
ought to be there. Whether we should prescribe just whon t )\) 
the money to or not, I do not know. I think a little at least my 
trusted to the wisdom of the court; but I do not object to any «tle 
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Sec. 2. That it shall be the daty of the Secretary of the Interior to purchase the 
ground above named from the owners thereof, the value of the property so pur- 
chased to be paid to the owner or owners thereof, outof any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, on the requisition of said Seerctary: Provided, That 
Letore such payment shall be made, the owner or owners of the property purchased 
shall, by good and suflicient deed or deeds in due form of law, and approved by the 
Attorney-General of the United States, fully release and convey to the United 
States all their and each of their several and respective rights iu said titles to such 
lands and property so purchased. 

Sec. 3. That to ascertain the value of said property, it shall be the duty of the 
Secretary of the Interior to make application to the supremo ceurt of the District 
of Columbia, which court is hereby authorized and 1: quired, upon such applica- 
tion, in such mode and under such rules and regulations as it may adopt, to make 
u just and equitable appraisement of the cash value of the several interests of each 
and every owner of the real estate and improvements theream necessary to be 
taken for the public use, in accordance with the provisions of this act; and, in all 
such appraisements, both damages as well as betierments shall be taken into con- 
sideration 


Src. 4. That the fee-simple of all premises so ree for public use, of 
which an appraisement shall have been made under the order and direction of said 
court, shall, upon payment to the owner or owners respectively ef the appraised 
value, or in case the said owner or owners refuse or neglect for fifteen days after 
tho appraisement of the cash value of said lands and improvements by said court 
to demand the same from the Secretary of the Interior, upon depositing the said 
appraised value in the said court to the credit of such owner or owners respectively, 
Le vested in the United States; and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby author- 
ized and required to pay to the several owner or owners respectively the appraised 
value of the several premises, as specified in the So of said court, or 
pay inte court by deposit, as bereinbvetare provided, tho said appraised values, 

Sec. 5. That said court may direct the time and manner in which possession of 
the property condemned shall bo takenor deliverod, and may, if necessary, enforce 
any order or issue any process for giving possession. The cost oecasioned by the 
inquiry and axsessment shall bo paid by the United States; and as to other costs 
which may arise, they shall be charged or taxed as the court may direct. 

sec. 6. That no delay in making an assessment of compensation or taking pos- 
session shall be occasioned by any doubt which may arise as to the ownership of 
the property, or any part thereof, or as to the interests of the respective owners; 
but im such cases the court shall require a deposit of the money allowed as com- 
pensation for the whole property or the partin dispute. In all cases, as soon as the 
United States shall have — the compensation assessed, or secured its payment 
ly a deposit of money under the order of the court, possession of the property may 
be taken; and the sum necessary to carry ont the object of this act is hereby ap- 
propriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. WHYTE. Now, Mr. President, there is no provision in this bill 
even forthe appointment of commissioners. It leaves it to the court, 
in the exercise of its own discretion, to have an appraisement made 
of this property. While I am very anxious to protect the United 
States, 1 think the citizens of the United States ought also to be pro- 
tected in the enjoyment of their property ; and in most of the States, 
before you can take private property for public use, the party to 
whom the property belongs has the right to subject the matter to the 
ascertainment of a jury as to its value. Here there seems to be no 
provision for commissioners, jury, or any other outside arrangement, 
for estimate of the property as to its value. It is left exclusively to 
the court to do just as it pleases; and if the party refuses or neglects 
to take the money so awarded, it is to be paid into the Treasury, and 
left there for him until he does choose to take it. I think the citizens 
of the District of Columbia have a right to be protected against that 
sort of mode of taking their property. I shall vote against the bill. 
I do not choose to offer any amendment; but it strikes me that the 
Dill, in its present form, ought not to pass. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, any ns of a committee or 
any selection of any other party would be by the court itself; and 
I take it that the Senator from Maryland would not desire to have 
the determipation of such a board final. They must make report to 
the court, and the court must pass upon that report; so that,in point 
of fact, it becomes the judgment of the court, precisely as in any 
suit at law, where facts are 1o be determined which it is not conve- 
nient or suitable for the judge himself to ~ upon, there is pro- 
vision for the making of rules to ascertain those facts. So it is pro- 
vided in this bill that in any way that is proper the court shall inform 
itself of the value; and therefore we must assume that the supreme 
court of the district will select that way which is most proper in 
order to ascertain that fact. They will ascertain the appraisal. 

Now, the only question in my mind when this bill was presented 
was whether there should not be a provision for a private purchase, 
if possible, without this machinery ; but it so happens that the title 
to one or two of these lots is in minors, and to one in a trustee, I 
think, who has not the power without the order of a court to make 
a title; and that would render it absolutely necessary to have some 
machinery in the end to go to the court to ascertain the title as to 

sume of these lots, 


Then, inasmuch as this has been the form that the United States 
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mations that have been made, because they are just and sound, 
opvthing that comes from the Senator is; and nothing can be 
inder that what he has said on this occasion. | ; 
Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend is rather free with his compliments. 
The difficulty with the last point is about trusting it to a court to 
«to whom the money shall be paid. The sixth section says it shall 
be paid to “the owner,” and if therefore “the owner” happens to 
be a minor, the command of the law is that it shall go into his hands, 
ind that unhappily will not make a good title. 
" Mr. DAWES. I would only suggest, in answer to that, that where 
the title to a lot is in a minor under guardianship, it takes the whole 
custodian of that property to make out the owner. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 

assent to the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont? 
“Mr. DAWES. Certainly. ’ 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Just one moment, sir. I have an objec- 
tion to this section as it reads now. It leaves too much, in my opin- 
jon, to the supreme court of the District of Columbia. It seems to 
me that there ought to be an absolute prescription that the value of 
this property should be ascertained by five disinterested freeholders, 
by a majority of them, in such manner as the court should direct. I 
think that in the statute we should either say it is to be done by a 
iury or to be done by a certain number of freeholders in the District 
‘who are disinterested. I think it is not best to leave too much to a 
court in a matter of this kind; it is better to prescribe absolutely 
what you want done. And the citizen must be protected as well as 
the Government. Five disinterested freeholders certainly are few 
enough for such a purpose, allowing a majority of them to report to 
the court upon the subject. Such a body composed of freeholders 
and disinterested men, it strikes me, would be the better mode of 
ascertaining the value of the property than the verdict of a jury. I 
vrefer that it should be made specific. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over, subject to amend- 
meut when next considered by the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COCKRELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 233) for the relief of John E. Catlett; 
which was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on 
the files relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 234) for the relief of Thomas B. Wallace; which 
was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on the files 
relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duee a bill (S. No, 235) for the relief of Joseph Kinney, administrator 
of David Ballentine, of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, 
and, together with the papers on the files relating to the case, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 236) for the relief of William Morrison; which 
was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on the files 
relating tothe case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BECK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 237) to authorize the payment of all customs 
duties in legal-tender notes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 238) to extend the time for the construction 
and completion of the Northern Pacific Railroad, and by a re-adjust- 
ment of the grants without increasing the appropriation to secure the 
construction of the Portland, Salt Lake and South Pass Railroad; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire that the bill lie on the table for the 
present. Ishall call it up for reference at a future day, at which 
time I propose to offer some explanation of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 

leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 239) providing for the removal of the 
Walla Walla, Cayuses, and Umatilla tribes and bands of Indians to a 
permanent reservation, and to open to settlement the Umatilla res- 
ervation in Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
_ Mr. ALLISON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 240) to indemnify the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of John Rice Jones, deceased, for the lands sold and other- 
Wise appropriated by the United States within the limits of certain 
confirmed private land claims in the State of Illinois, and to quiet 
titles; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. HEREFORD asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 241) for the relief of the Methodist Episco- 
pal church South at Charleston, Kanawha County, West Virginia; 
— h was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

a1 LOS, 

_ Mr. DAWES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No, 242) in relation to the jurisdiction of district 
courts in the Territory of Utah in matters of divorce; which was 


= twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
lary. 
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Mr. SARGENT (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 243) for the relief of Pru- 
dence Pierce and Vanness Pierce; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 244) granting a pension to 
Frederick Banker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. F 

Mr. OGLESBY asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 245) for the relief of J. D. Graham; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 246) to correct commencement of renewal of pension 
of Anna Brasel, widow of David Brasel, sergeant in Captain Gor- 
don’s company, Colonel Neal’s regiment, Illinois Mounted Volunteers ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. COKE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 247) in aid of the agricultural and mechanical 
colleges of the several States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. ~ 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and on in the case of Nathaniel Kuykendall be 


taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and 
Post-Roads. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSTON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and accompanying papers in the case of Gideon M. 
Hazen be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case of Leopold and Solomon Levi 
be taken from tho files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. BAILEY, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Samuel Marshall on the files of the Senate be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ordered, That the petition of Alexander Bright on the files of the Senate be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military A ffairs. 

On motion of Mr. HEREFORD, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of James Cummings be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


INDIAN AFFAIRS AND EXPENSES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I submit the following resolution ; 
and, as it may not cover the whole ground that it ought to cover or 
may possibly cover too much, I ask that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, when read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the resolution. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior cause to be prepared and reported 
to the Senate a statement, arranged in alphabetical order, showing— 

First. The approximate number of persons belonging to each tribe of Indians 

Second. The locality and extentof the reservations, if any, assigned to the tribe, 
and whether the lands are held in common or in severalty; and, if there be no 


reservations, then a short description of the country occupied or claimed by such 
tribe. 


Third. A condensed statement of the treaty obligations now subsisting with 
each tribe, showing the date and article thereof, and refering to the volume and 
page of the Statutes at Large or Revised Statutes where the samo may be found. 

Fourth. The amounts of money required to be appropriated anuually under such 
treaty obligations, and the purposes to which it is to be —— and also the 
amount annually appropriated since the year 1870 for the use of tribes with which 
no treaty stipulations exist. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the order of the Senate the Chair 
appoints the Senator from Iowa [Mr. KirnKwoop] to be a member of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, to fill the vacancy occasioned 
by the death of the late Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Morton ;] the 
Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS] to be a member of the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, to fill a vacancy on that committee from 
the same cause; the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. SAUNDERS] to bea 
member of the Committee on Railroads, to till a vacancy from the 
same cause. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the names of B. Wap Leicu and Joun H. MitcHe.s be transposed 
in the Committee on Privileges and Elections, so that the name of Mr. Wap Lian 
may stand first on said committee and that of Mr. Mircug._t second; and Lb. 
W ADLEIGH is hereby appointed chairman of such commitice. 

I will state the reason why I offer this resolution. My own name 
stands first on the list of the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
after that of the late chairman, Senator Morton. I am also chair- 
man of the Committee on Railroads. I understand that under the 
unwritten law and usages of the Senate I am entitled to seleet which 
chairmanship I will take. I elect to retain that on railroads, and 
desire this change made. The forty-sixth rule requires, I notice, that 
the chairmen of committees must be appointed by the Senate by bal- 
lot, unless otherwise ordered. The rule reads as follows: 

In the appointment of the standing committees, the Senate, unless otherwise 
ordered, shall proceed by ballot to appoint, severally, the chairman of each com 
mittee, and then, by one ballot, the other members necessary to complete the same, 
A majority of the whole number of votes given shall be necessary to the choice of 
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a chairman of a standing committee, but a plurality of votes shall appoint tho other 
menbers thereof All other committees shall be appointed by ballot, ualess other 
wise ordered, and a plurality of votes shall appoint 
When the chairman of a committee shall resign or ce 

and the Presiding Officer 
such committee, unless specially otherwise ordered, it shall be only to fill up the 
number on the committee, 
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ase to serve on a commit 
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The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to. 

EXECUTIVE 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were re-opened, and (at one o’clock and eight 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned. 


SESSION. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
I’RIDAY, November 9, 1877. 


The Honse met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. Davip WILLS, 
D. b., of Washington, District of Columbia. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN, 

Mr. CLYMER. I rise to submit the following resolation : 

Resolved, That Rev. Dr. W. P. Harrison, of the State of Georgia, be, and he 
is hereby, elected Chaplain of the House of Representatives for the remainder of 
the term of the Forty-tifth Congress. 

Before demanding the previous question on this resolution, I shall 
be glad to yield to any member who may desire to substitute the 
name of any other gentleman. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move to amend by striking out “ Rev. Dr. W. P. 
Harrison, of the State of Georgia,” and inserting “ Rev. J. G. Bat- 
ler, D.D., of Washington, District of Columbia.” 

The amendment was not agreed to ; there being ayes 46, noes not 
counted. 

The resolution of Mr. CLYMER was adopted. 

Mr. CLYMER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 


was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


NAVY-YARD AT MARE ISLAND, 


Mr. LUTTRELL, by unanimous consent, submitted the following | 


resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs : 
Whereas charges of a serious character have been and are being made against the 
management of the navy-yard at Mare Island, California; Therefore, 
Beit resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be and are hereby instructed 
to examine into such charges; that all testimony and papers referring thereto be 


referred to said committee, and that said committee report to this House upon the | 


question of the necessity or advisability of the appointment of a committee to inves- 
tigate and report upon the same. 


PASSED ASSISTANT PAYMASTER JOSEPH T. ADDICKS., 


Mr. O'NEILL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1238) for the relief of Passed Assistant Paymaster Joseph T. Addicks, 


United States Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred | 


to the Committee ou Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. E. B. C. HARE, 


Mr. O'NEILL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1239) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth Binney Cadwallader Hare, 
widow of George H. Hare, late a lieutenant in the United States Navy ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Fensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM WHEELER HUBBELL, 

Mr. O'NEILL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 1240) for the relief of William Wheeler Hubbell; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AMANDA M. COOK. 

Mr. PRICE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1241) for the relief of Amanda M. Cook, of Scott County, State of 
lowa ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING DIGEST OF RULES, ETC. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I ask unanimous consent to offer the following 

resolution for reference to the Committee on the Rules: 


Resolved, That there vhall be printed, for the use of the House, 2,000 copies of 


the Digest for the second session of the present Congress. 
The SPEAKER. Before this resolution can be finally adopted, it 


must go to the Committee on Printing; but it can, if the gentleman 
desires, go in the first instance to the Committee on the Rules for 
consideration. 

There being no objection, the resolution was introduced and referred 
to the Committee on the Rules. 


| 1242) to provide a building for the use of the United St 


be authorized by the Senate to fillthe vacancy in | and district courts, custom-house, and post-office at P 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT PITTSBURGH, PENNSYLV ANI, 
Mr. ERRETT, by unanimous consent, introduced a } 


ill (LR. 
ates cir 
Pennsylvania; which was read a first and second time. : “He a 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered ¢, ),. 
printed. — 
PARIS EXPOSITION OF 1877. 
Mr. SWANN, by unanimous consent, reported from the Comy 
on Foreign Affairs two letters from the Seeretary of State + 
committee in reference to the Paris exposition of 1978, and also w;, 
amendments a joint resolution (H. R. No. 1) in relation to the ins, 
national industrial exposition to be held in Paris in 1573; wi;,), 
were ordered to be printed, and recommitted, 7 


AWARDS BY MEXICAN CLAIMS COMMISSION, 


Mr. SWANN also, by unanimous consent, reported from the Coy. 
mittee on Foreign Affairs a communication from the Secretary of 
State, with draught of a bill to provide for the distribution of awanj, 
made under the convention between the United States and Mey. 
of July 4, 1868; which was ordered to be printed, and recom: 


O that 


nitt 
EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. ATKINS. Before going into committee I wish to move to close 
debate on the pending amendment to the Army appropriation |) 

Mr. KNOTT. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for the purpose 
making a report from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ATKINS. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. KNOTT, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back the bill (H.R. No. 86) to provide for the set. 
tlement of the accounts of workmen, &c., for excess of eight houry 
labor; and moved that the same be referred to the Committee on Ap. 
propriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon, by unanimous consent, presented reso. 
lutions of the Board of Trade of Portland, Oregon, recommending Con. 
gress to extend the time for the completion and extension of land 
grant of the Northern Pacific Railroad ; which were referred to tho 
Committee on the Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The paper is as follows: 

Resolution from the Board of Trade of Portland, Oregon, recommending Congress 


to extend the time for completion and extension of land grant of Northern Paci 
Railroad. 


of 


PORTLAND, OREGON, September 25, 1-77 
Whereas the Northern Pacific Railroad Company is now applying for an ex 
tension of its land grant and the time for the completion of its read ; and 
Whereas the interests of the State.of Oregon aad the Territories of Washingtor 
Idaho, and Montana imperatively demaad that such an extension be granted 
Whereas Portland, in the State of Oregon, is now a city of fifteen thousand 
habitants, with an assessed property of $12,113,255; a port at which during the ) 
1876 215 sea-going veasels, with a registered tonnage of 167,772 tons, entered ; f 
whieh during the same period canned salmon, wheat, flour, wool, &c., valued 
over $10,000,000, were exported ; where two lines of ocean steamers, plying 
large and commodions steamships from and to San Francisco, and a line run 
to Puget Sound, British Columbia, and Alaska find constant and ever-increasi 
business ; where the Oregon and California Railroad and Oregon Central Rail: 
Companies have their terminus ; and where sixty-two steamboats, with a tonnag 
of 29,226 tons, are hardly sufticient to transact the inland river trade ; and 
Whereas the south side of the Columbia River bas been reported by experien 
and competent engineers as not only practicable but as possessing many and yr 
advantages over the country to the north of that river for the building of a ra 
road, and as the laws of commerce demand that the road should be located 
that side to transport the products of the richest agricultural districts on the | 
cific coast, viz: the counties of Stevens, Whitman, Columbia, and Walla Walla 
in the Territory of Washington, and the counties of Baker, Grant, Union, Uma 








| tilla, and Wasco, in the State of Oregon, to tidewater, and because the company 





itself would be greatly benefited by such location, as the most steady and amp 
supply of freight and general traffic would be insured : 5; 
‘herefore, the Board of Trade of the City of Portland would respectfully but 
earnestly recommend to the Congress of the United States that the extension 
the land grant and the time for the completion of the Northern Pacitic Kailr 
as asked by that company, be granted, but that the act granting such extensive 
should require the said Northern Pacitic Railroad Company to build its main line 
on the south side of the Columbia River to the city of Portland, in the State vt 
Oregon, aml thence to Kalama, there to connect with ale ne TT ted. 
. - CORBE 


President. 
Attest: 
WILLIAM REID 
Secretar 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ATKINS. After consultation with gentlemen on the other site, 
I desire to withdraw my motion made yesterday , or to amend it, whicl- 
ever may be most proper. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I object, and call for the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman bas the right to modify his mo- 
tion. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I object to everything but the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. 

Mr. ATKINS. I withdraw the motion made yesterday, and now 
move that all debate on the pending paragraph to the Army a)))'- 
»riation bill in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
te closed in twenty minutes, ten minutes to the other side and ten 
minutes to this. 

The motion was agreed to. 








fr, ATKINS moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 

~) that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
- rhe | itter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. ATKINS. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
ttee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of | 
{ ther considering the bill (H. R. No. 902) making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1578, 
and for other purposes. 

rhe motion was agreed to. 4 ; 

he House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, all further debate is 
closed upon the pending paragraph in twenty minutes. The pending 
al epdment is that moved by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN ] to the amendment of the gentleman from Texas, [| Mr. 
SCHLEICHER, ] Which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ont all from and including the word “ the, " in line 12, to and including the 
enty-seven,” in line 16, and insert in lieu thereof “ fifteen thousand 


twill read: “ And no money agoreyeanes by this act shall be paid 
¢ the Army beyond fifteen thousand men.” 







Mr. ATKINS. I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. FOSTER. I will yield three minutes of my time to my col- 
league onthe Committee onAppropriations from Indiana, [Mr. BAKER. ] 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, it was repeatedly charged 
yesterday, on the other side of the House, that the republican mem- 
jers of the House and the republican party were in favor of increasing 
the Army to fifty thousand enlisted men. I wish to say, so far as the 
republicans on the Committee on Appropriations are concerned, that 
they are not in favor, as I understand it, of any increase in the num- 
ber of enlisted men now authorized by law. I believe that the repub- 
liean party is in favor of maintaining an Army so large, and only so 
large, as shall be needful for protecting our Mexican frontier and 
repressing the hostile savages on the plains. For one, sir, 1 am op- 
posed to any appropriation which looks to maintaining a standing 
Army for the purpose of acting as a local police within the States or 
for the purpose of taking from the States the duty which their con- 
stitutions respectively impose upon them of maintaining civil order 
within their own borders, except where national aid is invoked by the 
State governments in pursuance of the Constitution. 

And in conclusion, I only desire to say that the people I have the 
honor to represent, 1 think, believe in the principle I have stated, 
and that they are to-day in the interests of good government, in the 
interest of relieving oppressed and paralyzed industry, in favor of 
rigid economy and retrenchment not only as relates to the organiza- 
tion and detail of the Army of the United States, but in reference to 
all the other departments of the Government. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state again for this side 
of the House that there is no desire on our part at this time or in the 
future to advocate an increase of the Army. Our purpose and our 
belief now is that the present number is adequate and that it is not 
too large. We believe, sir, it will be a great mistake if this commit- 
tee or this Congress should enact the present bill into a law. 

It is not the purpose of this side of the House, Mr. Chairman, in 
alvoeating the retention of the present force to have them used as 
mere police force of the States, but I ask gentlemen who have had so 
much to say about this matter, what can the President of the United 
States do but respond to calls of governors and Legislatures of the 
States, when constitutionally made, as they were in the cases of West 
Virginia, Maryland, and Pennsylvania? He cannot do otherwise. 

This debate has disclosed the fact that this bill, if enacted into a 
law, puts the Army into a ridiculous attitude. It is an Army of cav- 
alry,withoutany infantry,except officers. My distinguished colleague, 
{Mr. BANNING,] the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
has shown this House that, if this provision which we are now 
discussing is retained in the bill, we will have an infantry force of 
otlicers only. This, Mr. Chairman, is another illustration of the many 
we have had, of the great folly of the attempt, on the part of the 
Committee on Appropriations, to legislate. This matter had much 
better be left to the Military Committee, presided over by my distin- 
guished friend and colleague; and it had better be left until the next 
session. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, much has been said on the other side as to 
the blame of this side of the last House for the failure of the Army 
bill. That failure was occasioned by the attempt on the part of the 
niajority of the House to force an unconstitutional provision upon 
the Army bill at the last session, the like of which never went, I be- 
lieve, on an appropriation bill in the history of this country. The 
attempt was made but failed. I was on the committee of confer- 
ence, and | know very well that we might have agreed as to num- 
bers. I believe I would be safe in saying that the majority of the 
House would have consented to the retention of the whole twenty- 
live thousand men if they could have had the restrictive clause. I do 
not believe that this side of the House is to blame at all for the 
failure of the Army Dill. It failed because the majority of this 
liouse attempted to place on that bill an unconstitutional and an 
unwarranted restriction. 

lam not opposed, Mr. Chairman, to proper restriction being placed 
on the Exeeutive of the country in relation to the use of the Army. 
1 am willing perhaps to vote for some kind of proper and constitu- 
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tional restriction as to the use of the Army by the Executive. It has 
been said that the democratic side of the House now are not disposed 
to adhere to this restrictive clause because the President of the United 
States has, as they allege, adopted the democratic policy of non-inter- 
vention, of permitting these States of the South to govern their own 
affairs in their own way. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in the utmost kindness allow me to say what 
I understand to have been democratic policy. Democratic policy was 
opposed to sending one single soldier South to put down rebellion 
when it commenced; and from that day to this you have clamored 
day after day for the withdrawal of the troops from the South. I call 
the attention of my distinguished friend from Ohio to the fact that in 
in64, when you proclaimed at Chicago that the war for the suppres- 
sion of the rebellion was a failure, if you had had a democratic House 
here then you would have insisted upon a restrictive clause such as 
was insisted upon at the last session. It is not democratic policy to 
withdraw the troops except in pursuance of that policy which they 
have advocated from the beginning. Pacitication is the republican 
policy. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ATKINS. I yield to my colleague on the committee, the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Hewirt. } 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am sorry to learn from the remarks 
of my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. 
Foster, ] that the war is not yet ended in the State of Ohio. I am 
sorry also that his memory is so defective as to what occurred during 
the unhappy struggle the traces and memories of which all patriotic 
men bothin the republican and the democratic parties are alike anx- 
ious to efface. He forgets who was the governor of the State of New 
York when the call was made for troops, and how magnificently that 
call was responded to by a democratic State and a democratic admin- 
istration. He forgets who was the governor of the State of New 
Jersey when that gallant little State sent forth the flower of its 
people to die for the Union. 

Mr. FOSTER. We do not forget the riots in New York. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. No, sir; the gentleman does not 
forget the riots in New York, but apparently he forgets how the riots 
were suppressed. There was one common effort made and the riots 
were suppressed by the force of the State authorities, which was 
sufficient then, as it is sufficient now, to suppress riots. And I recom- 
mend to the gentleman from Ohio to study that lesson for the benelit 
of his own State, in order that when riots occur there he may not 
call upon the arm of the General Government to come in and perform 
that high duty which, under the Constitution, is committed to the 
people of the sovereign States. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this was not the purpose with which Ihave taken 
the floor. My object was if possible to point out some misconcep- 
tions which have arisen inthe public mind in regard to the appro- 
priate duties of the Committee on Appropriations. I have seen that 
the claim has been made that it is the duty of the Committee on 
Appropriations to reduce the Army, and they are censured for not 
having in the appropriation bill made a provision for its reduction. 
It is also complained that they ought to have examined into the ex- 
penditures of the sums heretofore appropriated for the support of the 
Army. It is also said that they ought to incorporate provisions in the 
bill to define the use to which the Army can be put, and it is also 
said that the estimates which have been sent down from the other 
end of the Avenue have been accepted by the committee without 
proper examination. 

Allow me to call the attention of the House to the language of the 
rules under which every committee of this House is acting. It is the 
duty of the Committee on Appropriations by the seventy-sixth rule— 

To take into consideration all executive communications and such other proposi- 
tions in regard to carrying on the several Departments of the Government as may 
be presented and referred to them by the House. 

That is the duty of that committee. It is not their duty to inquire 
into the expenditure of money heretofore appropriated. If such an 
inquiry is desired, it belongs to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the War Department. To that committee the duty belongs, and we 
have no right to interfere with it. If it is desired to reduce the Army 
it is the duty of the Military Cummittee, over which my friend from 
Ohio (Mr. BANNING] presides with so much ability, to inquire into 
that matter; and under the rules this committee has the power to 
bring into the House without reference a bill for the re-organization 
of the Army. 

If limitations upon the uses of the Army are to be provided, then 
the Judiciary Committee is the one to which is confided the duty of 
considering how the law should be amended in order to provide by 
law proper safeguards for the liberties of the people. Now, all of 
this misconception arises from the misunderstanding of the relative 
conditions of American and English legislation in regard to standing 
armies. Under the English law the regular army was originally 
maintained by the Crown under the royal prerogative and at the 
expense of the King. But when it was demanded of the Commons 
that they should provide the means forthe snpport of the army, they 
claimed the right to legislate as to whether a standing army should 
be maintained at their cost or not. That controversy occupied two 
centuries in English history, and ended by a provision in the “ bill 
of rights” that no standing army should be maintained in time of 
peace except by the consent of Parliament. 
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The British army continues to exist to-day by virtne of an annual 
bill, known as the mutiny bill, and if that bill fails, under the bill 
of rights, the English army is dissolved. But in this country the 
case is different. Our Army exists by virtne of a permanent statute 
and not an annual law, and the Committee of Appropriations are 
bound to take notice of that fact and legislate for the Army as it 
exists upon the statute book by virtue of the operation of law. But 
under a rule of the House adopted January 17, 1°76, the committee 
may make provision in the interest of retrenchment, and we can de- 
fend the provision which is in this bill under that rule, because when 
we limit the Army to its existing size, whatever if may be, it isa 
provision in the interest of retrenchment, and it was the duty of the 
committee to put in a limitation in order to prevent any deticiency 
from arising. 

Now, in regard to the size of the Army I want tosay one word. We 
have every reason to think that it does not exceed twenty thousand 
enlisted men, from the statements made to the committee from the 
General of the Army and the Adjutant-General. 

Mr. WADDELL. I would like to ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr HEWITT, of New York. My time is nearly consumed; but I 
will listen to the gentleman. 

Mr. WADDELL. I would ask the gentleman if he has any informa- 
tion as to the number of enlisted men employed in the civil service 
in the city of Washington? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. By the estimate submitted to the 
committee six hundred and ninety men are stated to be assigued to 
duty in the civil service in this District. 

Mr. WADDELL. That is about equal to two regiments. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Yes, according to the present size it 
is equal to two of the existing regiments. 

Mr. WADDELL. And this is done in direct violation of law. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Ido not know whether it is in viola- 
tion of law or not; but all I can say is that these six hundred and 
ninety enlisted men in the Ariny could be sent to the Indian and 
Mexican frontier, if their services were necessary. Now, what 
I want to say further, is this: that by an Executive Document 
published January 9, 1877, it appeared that there were then 27,004 
men, including privates and officers, in the Army. These men were 
assigned as follows, at that time: to Texas 3,220; to South Carolina, 
1,466; to Louisiana, 1,391; and toall the other States, 1,166; making 
a total of 7,252 enlisted men in the service in the Sonthern States, 

Now, sir, if these men had not been upon duty which they should 
never have performed, excepting those assigned to the Texas frontier, 
there would have been no necessity for an Army beyond twenty 
thousand enlisted men, and evidence that no such necessity exists is 
found in the fact that all the work of the Army is now being done by 
twenty thousand men. 

According to statements made to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions it seems to me that they have done their full duty in providing 
that the men now in the service shall be supported and the Army 
allowed to be kept at its present point until my friend, the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, [Mr. BANNING, ] can report a 
bill for the re-organization of the Army; and any other mode of deal- 
ing with questions at the present time would delay the passage of 
this bill so that the proper appropriation could not be made for the 
men who have been serving the country without the compensation 
to which they are entitled by law. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all debate upon the 
pending paragraph is exhausted, and the question is upon the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ] as 
a substitute for the amendment of the gentleman from Texas, [ Mr. 
SCHLEICHER ;] and it will now be read. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Strike out all from and including the word “ number,” in line 13, toand including 


the words “ seventy-seven," in line 16, and insert in lieu thereof * fifteen thousand 
men.” 


The question was put; and upon a division there were—ayes 46, 
noes 160, 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now desire the privilege of taking a vote 
by yeas and nays on this amendment in the House. 

The CHATRMAN. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask that consent. Iappeal to the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations that when 7 comes to ask that 
the previous question be applied to this bill in the House, to avoid 
opposition to it, he allow the sense of the House to be tested by a 
yea-and-nay vote on the question between the figures of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and the figures provided for in this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to say that I wish to be courteous to every 
gentleman, but in the discharge of my duties upon this floor I must 
stand by what I believe to be right and practicable and proper; 
therefore I decline. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I trust the previous question will never 
be ordered to the exclusion of my amendment. 

Mr. REEBE. Is an amendment now in order ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. SCHLEICHER, ] which is to strike 
out the portion of the pending paragraph which the Clerk will read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
And no money appropriated by this act shall be paid for reernit ‘ 
beyond the number of enlisted men, including Indian scouts and hosts) + 

actually on the Army rolls on the Ist day of November A.D 1877. Noy 

ever, in this act shall be construed to prevent enlistments for the Siena) © 
which shall hereafter be maintained, as now organized, and as pro’ vide i 
with a force of enlisted men not exceeding four hundred, after presi nt ter 
enlistment have expired. tle 





Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Let the paragraph be read as ty 
stand if amended as proposed by the gentleman from Texas. _ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For expenses of recruiting and transportation of recruits, $75,000, 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. Scuterey) 
and upon a division there were—ayes 139, noes 136, — 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. ATKINS and others called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. ATKINS and Mr. SCHLEICHER woe 
appointed, 

The committee again divided and the tellers reported that thoy, 
were—ayes 122, noes 114. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINS. I give notice that I shall call for a yea-and-nay yy 
in the House on this amendment. j 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, sir. 

Mr. ATKINS. I have a right to claim that under the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk has taken notice of the demand of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [ Mr. ATKINS, ] which he his a righ; | 
make under the rule, : 

Mr. ATKINS. I move to amend the pending paragraph by addiye 
the following : . - 


Provided, That no money appropriated by this act shall be paid for reer 
the Army beyond the number of twenty thousand enlisted mea, including Lud 
scouts aad hospital stewards. 


dau 


Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order on that amendment that 
it is new legislation, not reported from a committee. 

Mr. ATKINS. It is in the interest of economy. 

Mr. CONGER. It is not reported by a committee, and therefore j 
not in order under the rule. 

Mr. ATKINS. It is not only in the interest of economy, but iy 
perfect accordance with the spirit of the legislation proposed by tho 
committee, because the bill as reported from the Committee on Ay- 
propriations is made up on the principle that only twenty thousand 
men are in service inthe Army. I call the attention of the Chair to 
the latter clause of Rule 120. It makes no difference whether the 
amendment comes from a committee or from an individual membe: 

The CHAIRMAN. Rule 120 provides for retrenchment in all wat- 
ters germane to the section or paragraph. 

Mr. CONGER,. =I had made my point of order intending to submit 
some remarks in regard to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs the gentleman’s pardon. The 
Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. CONGER. It is too late now; the Chair has decided the ques- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will reverse his decision if convinced 
by the gentleman that he ought to do so. 

Mr. CONGER. I notice that the Chair is not very apt to chang 
his ruling at my solicitation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. CONGER. There is nothing in this amendment looking to 
retrenchment in any possible manner. Prima facie a restriction 
this direction can have no effect upon this appropriation. The sua 
of $75,000 is to be expended at any rate, or it may be expended 
or without the proposed amendment. There is no retrenchment 
saying how it shall beexpended. This clause provides for an expen- 
diture of $75,000 for recruiting. The amendment proposed does uot 
retrench that amount in any respect. Prima facie, the restriction 
proposed by this amendment would increase necessarily the expend- 
itures of this Government by requiring a deficiency appropriation. 
Prima facie this amendment is against retrenchment. Prima facie, if it 
has any importance, this amendment is against reform. 

I know it is frequently claimed here that the mere assertion that 
an amendment tends to retrenchment is supposed to carry with it the 
whole force of this rule. We had that supposition made during tle 
last Congress in reference to a thousand such amendments as tlils. 
Yet the Chair will remember his own remarks upon that subject, 
when he said that an intimation that there would be retrenchment 
is not necessarily proof suflicient to govern the mind of the Chair 
in ruling that the proposition is really in that direction. There must 
be something, as many speakers and many chairmen of committees 
have decided: clear, plain, apparent at first blush to the minds of the 
chairmen and of members of this House, showing that the proposed 
amendment is really and necessarily in the line of retrenchment. 

Now, that there is anything to that effect in this proposition Is hot 
apparent; and it cannot be deduced, even by argument. I subi 
that the opinions of former Speakers and former chairmen in deciding 
this point have all been uniform in the direction that there must be 
upon the face of the amendment something tending necessarily ae 
apparently to retrenchment. I deny that there is anything In this 
amendment, to the understanding of any man, that necessarily indi- 
cates retrenchment. 
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Mr. ATKINS. I think, sir, that the rule to which the Chair has re- 
soered settles this question. The latter clause of the rule is very clear 
be effect that any member may offer an amendment in the interest 
— conomy. Therefore the amendment is in order. Butit isin order 
ian for another reason : because 1t does not propose any new legisla- 
a yt is merely @ limitation upon the use for w hich the money 
se onriated by this bill shall be expended. Upon those two reasons 
oe a it that the amendment is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN, This proviso contemplates very clearly that no 
money appropriated by this act shall be paid for recruiting the Army 
evondacertainnumber, There certainly is no extravagance in that. 
Whether it is retrenchment or not depends upon two propositions. 
<, faras the Chair can see, anything that tends to restrict appro- 
priations tends toward economy and retrenchment. No more money 
can be paid out than is appropriated. Any limitation, therefore, 
upon an appropriation 18 In the direction of economy. ; 

“Tesides, as Suggested by the gentleman from Tennessee, this amend- 
ment is not only germane, but is in conformity with existing law, as 
appears prima facie, which is the language used by the late Speaker 


kerr in his pioneer decision upon this new rule, Rule 120. The Chair | 


would therefore hold the amendment in order. se 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Chairman, I appeal from the decision of the 
(hair not for the purpose of submitting the question to the House, 
hnt merely to Say a Word upon it. The Chair, I think, is in error in 
this decision. The amendment moved by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee does not change the appropriation to the extent of one dime 
or one cent; it does not limit in the least the amount of money that 
can be expended under this bill. It only provides that the money 
appropriated shall not be expended for a certain purpose, a matter out- 
side the bill altogether as it stands before the House. Whatever be 
the amount appropriated, more or less, this amendment, if adopted, 
will not change the expenditure to the extent of one dime. There- 
fore it is in no sense whatever an amendment in the direction of 

etrenchment. 

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Chairman, there are some things of which the 

occupant of the chair is presumed and bound to take notice. One 

is that by existing law the Army of the United States is limited to 
twenty-five thousand men. The restriction proposed by the chair- 
man of the committee would limit the number to twenty thousand 
men. The effect of this restriction is certainly in the direction of 
retrenchment. The existing law and the effect of an amendment 
with regard to existing law are matters of which, it seems to me, the 

Chair is bound to take notice. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, the position now submitted by the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations is simply the proposi- 
tion we have already voted down; and it cannot be in order. If it 
is, the same proposition may be renewed from now until the 4th of 
March, 1879. Under the provision inserted in the bill it was intended 
by the Committee on Appropriations that no money should be paid 
tothe Army above the number on the rolls upon the Ist day of No- 
vember, 1877, which number was stated on the floor to be somewhere 
between eighteen thousand and twenty thousand. After the Com- 
mittee of the Whole has struck out that provision of the bill because 
it was an attempt to reduce the Army and fix its number at twenty 
thousand, the gentleman from Tennessee, changing merely the ver- 
biage of the proposition, presents the very same question to the 
House again. I hold that his amendment is not in order; and I will 
vote with the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BANKS] against 
sustaining the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. J rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is one question of order already pending. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I think my point will settle the 
one already presented. I submit that the amendment which I offered 
a while ago to strike out the language of the bill from line 10 to line 
16 has not yet been acted on. That amendment embraces all that is 
sought to be stricken out by the amendment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee ; and I insist that it should be voted on first. 

Mr. ATKINS. That has been stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the language re- 
ferred to has been stricken out. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. No, sir; not from line 10 to line 16. 
Mr. MILLS. The amendment strikes out everything between the 
“eventh line and the end of the paragraph. 

Mr. BAN KS. In reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
CLyMeR,) I only wish to repeat that there is nothing in this amend- 
ent which prevents the expenditure of every dollar and every cent 
“ppropriated in this bill. The limitation in regard to the number of 
wen does not change the condition of the question at all, because 
the whole of yesterday was spent in arguing that there were not 
more than twenty thousand men in the Army ; and it was understood 
oa ho provision had been made for a greater number. Knowing, 
owever, that the sense of the House can as well be taken upon the 
mentee 4s upon the point of order, I withdraw my appeal. 

. a HAIRMAN. The appeal is withdrawn; but the Chair would 
on that the late Speaker Kerr in deciding a question of this 
= = upon an amendment to transfer the Indian Bureau took cog- 
decisior of the fact that there were certain statutes and based his 
; hiek : - oy existence of those statutes. The prima facie case of 
aa V6 Wok Cognizance was apparent by laws of Congress as then 

sung. Iu accordance with that decision, the present occupant of 
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the chair feels bound to take notice of laws now existing as to the 
| number of the Army. The Chair therefore overrules the point of 
| order. 

Mr. CONGER. The Chair will remember—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already decided. 

Mr. CONGER. The Chair will remember that the Speaker also 
decided he could not look into the remote consequences of an act; 
they must be present and apparent results. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is perfectly aware of that. 

Mr. CONGER. It was on that ground more than the other I made 
the point of order. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to say that the decision of the honorable 
Speaker Kerr was made iu support of a question which I presented, 
and this question is not the same one at all. This shows on the face 
of the bill that so much money as is appropriated by this bill must 
be or may be expended. There is nothing in the amendment to 
limit or reduce that expenditure one single cent. 

Mr. FOSTER. The point of order made by the gentleman from 
| Texas has not been decided, and this isin fact the same as the propo- 
sition just voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overruled the point of order mado 
by the gentleman from Michigan, but he was not aware the gentle- 
man from Texas had raised a point of order. 

Mr. FOSTER. Then I make the point of order that this is the same 
as the question already voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. SPARKS. How many points of order can there be before the 
committee at the same time? 

The CHAIRMAN. Only one; and the Chair now overrules the point 
of order raised by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. My point is that my amendment, 
presented before that of the gentleman from Tennessee, remains yet 








undisposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. There was a misapprehension on the part of 
the clerks as to the amendment moved by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, and it will be again stated 

Mr. ATKINS. I want to say that a portion of the proposition of 
the gentleman from Illinois has already been stricken out of the bill. 

Mr. SPARKS. The larger portion. 

Mr. ATKINS. Yes,sir; most of it. From the word “dollars” in 
line 11 down to the words “seventy-seven” in line 16 have already 
been stricken out, and yet they are included as part of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I modify my amendment by strik- 
ing out all of lines 10 and 11. 

Mr. ATKINS. Can the gentleman modify his proposition after 
another amendment has been submitted ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has the right to modify it, as 
there was a misapprehension in reference to it at the Clerk’s desk. 
The proposition moved by the gentleman from Illinois will now be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike ont the following: ‘For expenses of recruiting and transportation of re 
cruits, $75,000.” 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 35, noes 175. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. ATKINS, ] which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 11, after the word “ dollars,” insert the following: 

Provided, That no money appropriated by this act shall be paid for reerniting the 
Army beyond the number Of twenty thousand enlisted men, including Indian 
scouts and hospital stewards. 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 125, noes 154. 

Mr. ATKINS demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Messrs. ATKINS and SCHLEICHER were 
appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 421, 
noes 123. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CABELL. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 10 and 11, and insert the following in lieu thereof: 

For expenses of recruiting and transportion of recruits, $45,000: Provided, That 
recruiting shall not be carried on to such an extent as will increase the Army be- 
yond twenty thousand men. 

Mr. MILLS. I raise the point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. State it. 

Mr. MILLS. That it is the same amendment, substantially, which 
has already been voted down. 

Mr. ATKINS. It is a very different amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Thecommittee divided; and there were ayes 147, noes not counted. 

Mr. CONGER demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. SCHLEICHER and Mr. CABELL were 
appointed. 

The committee again divided, and the tellers reported—ayes 11x, 
noes 123. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CABELL. I should like to give notice that I will ask for 
unanimous consent to take a yote on that amendment in the House. 
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Mr. CONGER. I object. Mr. TUCKER. I will suggest to the gentleman from Mich 
Mr. ATKINS. I wish to inquire of the Chair if I have a right to | that it cannot be more expensive than the expenditure of t} &- 5 

ask for a vote in the House on that amendment. | Mr. CONGER. I made the objection before that ther a 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will take a note of the request of the | only $75,000 expended ; but the Chair decided that it woul) \...) , 

gentleman. more expense in maintaining the Army. Let that rule be ay), ied 
Mr. CONGER. What does the gentleman request ? this case as it was applied in the other. anor 
The CHAIRMAN. When an amendment is lost in Committee of | Mr. HENDERSON. I simply wish to make the statement th, 


t+ 


the Whole a vote upon it in the House cannot be obtained except | law, as I understand it, now requires the cavalry force to be ko. 

by unanimous consent. full up to the maximum number, and the effect of this amendyye, 
Mr. CONGER. And to that unanimous consent—— would be, it seems to me, to increase the cavalry force, and to », 
The CHAIRMAN. There was objection. vent any recruiting for the infantry service. I have been informe 
Mr. CONGER. I heard a request made for unanimous consent and | by the Secretary of War that the cavalry regiments were re, ae 

I wished to know if that request was still pending. by law to be kept full up to the maximum limit. yor 
The CHAIRMAN, There was objection to it. Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I desire to suggest to my colleagne th», 
Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I offer the following amendment: the point made by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Coxorp) | 
Strike out * $75,000" and insert in lieu thereof *‘ $25,000." correct, in this: that his amendment opens wide the door for the en. 
Making the paragraph read : listment of cavalrymen, and that his amendment should provid) 
For expenses of recruiting and transportation of recruits, $25,000. that under no circumstances should the force of the Army eXcee 


twenty-five thousand men. 

Mr. TUCKER. Lam willing to modify my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will have to be decided j 
the first place. 


The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. TUCKER. 1 offer the following amendment : 

Add after “ 875,000" the following : 

And no money appropriated by this act shall be paid for recruiting the Army 


senace mn . : s - ; 
beyond the number of enlisted men, including Indian scouts and hospital stewards, Mr. CONGER. . I wish the point of order to be decided Upon the 
actually on the Army rolls on the Istday of November, 1277, except for the cavalry | PTOposition as originally submitted. 

service and for employment exclusively in the defense of the Mexican and Indian The CHAIRMAN. That must be done unless there is unaniyons 
frontiers, and so far only as shall be necessary for that purpose and no further. 


consent to the modification. 
Mr. SCHLEICHER. I wish to give notice that Iam paired with Mr. CONGER. I object. 


the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. BLoUNT, who had to leave the Hall. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman has a right to 
The CHAIRMAN. There can be no formal pairing in committee. | modify his amendment. 
The only way is for neither gentleman to vote. Mr. CONGER. Not after the point of order has been made npoy 
Mr. SCHLEICHER. I do not wish my not voting to be misunder- | it; he cannot take away the right of a member to have the point of 
stood, order decided. 
The question being taken on Mr. TUCKER’s amendment, the Chair- The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman insists upon the point of order 
man announced that the noes appeared to have it. being decided, the Chair will decide it. The Chair would rule this 
Several members called for a division. matter, if possible, in the light of Rule 120. The present occupant of 
Mr. CONGER. I desire to renew the point of order on that amend- | the chair reported that rule tothis House. It wasintended ferretrenc) 
ment before the vote is taken. mentandinall mattersof doubt the Chair would look towards retreycb- 
The CHAIRMAN. To renew the point of order ? ment. The Chair decides that this amendment, although not, perhaps 
Mr. CONGER. Not to renew it, but to make it. so intended, would increase the force of the cavalry service. And taking 
Mr. EDEN. Can a point of order be made while the committee is | that view the Chair sustains the point of order and rules the ameni- 
dividing ? ment out of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Mich- Mr. TUCKER. I will modify my amendment so as to avoid that 
igan on the point of order. objection. Inow move to insert after the word “ dollars,” in line 1! 


Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order that this is new legisla- | the following: 
tion; and I make the point of order that it is apparent that the | And no money appropriated by this act shall be paid for recruiting the An 
amendment with the exception increasing the cavalry forces and beyond the number of enlisted men, including Indian scouts and hospital stewards 
changing the law, is not in the line of retrenchment, but itself pro- | 2¢tally on the Army rolison the ist day of November, 1877, except for the ca 


: ah . ~ service and for employment exclusively in the defense of the Mexican a: 
vides for additional expenses. It provides for an increase not author- | dian frontiers, and so far oaly as shall be necessary for that purpose, and no fu: 
7 ' 


ized by law. If the Chairman is to take notice of the probabilities | but nothing herein contained shall authorize an increase of any cavalry co 
of increase or decrease of expenditure, I suppose it would be admitted | beyond the number now authorized by law. 
by every one that diminishing the recruiting in the infantry service Mr. CONGER. I make the same point of order upon that amen/- 
or the artillery service and increasing in the cavalry, a far more | ment, that whatever change there is in this, it is changing the num- 
expensive branch of service, is not retrenchment, but necessarily | ber of men in the regiments as provided for by law. It is a new pro- 
increases expenditure. I make the point of order, then,that this prop- | vision of Jaw and it is changing it, if the Chair pleases, in tl: 
osition is new legislation and that it necessarily leads to an increase | direction of increase of expenditures and not of retrenchment. | 
of expenditure. think the ruling of the Chair upon the other proposition, without 
Besides, there is no limit. If in the opinion of the President or | further argument, will cover that point. 
the General of the Army twenty thousand cavalrymen were neces- Mr. MILLS. I suggest to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr 
sary to defend Texas, it would be covered by this exception. There Toceen) that he modify his amendment by making it read, “ beyond 
is no limitation upon the number of cavalrymen who may be enlisted. | the number ef one hundred as now authorized by law.” 
Therefore this is new legislation, expensive legislation, and necessa- Mr. TUCKER. I have no objection to that amendment. 
rily against economy. Mr. CONGER. I now make the point of order. I submit that 
Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I have understood from the dis- | under the provisions of law, if there be no further recruiting forthe 
cussion yesterday and to-day that the fixed number of the Army is | infantry and artillery, as the chairman of the Committee on Military 
twenty-tive thousand men. Of course this legislation only looks to | Affairs has well said, the regiments and companies will be left with 
the fixed number of the Army. There can be no recruiting, there- | only the line officers and with no privates; and even if we provide 
fore, beyond the twenty-five thousand. But as the provision as it | for the recruiting of the cavalry regiments to their full force we nec- 
now stands in the bill allows $75,000 for recruiting for the Army, we | essarily increase expenditures, because the expense is much greater 
put a limit upon that by providing that there shall be no recruiting | for recruiting the same number of cavalrymen as of infantrymen 
except for the cavalry service, and that that recruiting for the caval- | and artillerymen, of supporting them, of buying their horses, and of 
ry service shall be used and employed as gentlemen have desired it | training them in their duty. This is so apparent that I need not 


to be, only for the defense of the Indian and Mexican frontiers. dwell on it, because I think that the decision of the Chair in th 
The purpose of my amendment was to meet the view which has | former case includes all that I ask in this case. 
been presented from the other side of the House: that gentlemen Mr. BANNING. I do not see that the gentleman’s argument has 


did not desire to increase the Army beyond twenty-five thousand. | anything to do withthe point of order. The rule is as follows: 
But I say, do not increase it beyond what it was on the 1st day of | Norshall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing ex's 
November, not beyond twenty thousand men, except for the purpose | ing law be in order except such, as being germane to the subject-matter of Wb 
indicated by my friend from Texas, to defend the Indian and Texas | bill, shall retrench expenditures. : 
frontiers by increasing the cavalry for that purpose, and no other The law as it now exists authorizes the recruitment ot the com 
whatever. It seemed to me the amendment met the difficulty pre- | panies of cavalry regiments to one hundred men, This forbids - 
sented on the other side of the House and by my friend from Texas. | being recruited to a larger number. It will, to besure, as the ese 
Mr. CONGER. But, Mr. Chairman, if this amendment be adopted, | man says, leave the Army in a very queer and ridiculous posit!” 
it becomes the law of the land regulating recruiting notwithstand- | but the bill further along does the same thing. But the question 5 
ing former laws which limit the cavalry or infantry or any other | Is thisamendment inorder? If the gentleman objects that it « hanges 
force. There is no restriction in that amendment upon the number | existing law, then he is mistaken and I would like him to te ™ 
of cavalrymen that may be enlisted if the demand for that cavalry | where it does change existing law. i 
existed on the Texan frontier. There is no pretense and no gentle- The CHAIRMAN. So far as this amendment directs the use . 
man will have the hardihood to say it is not more expensive recruit- | Army for certain purposes, the Chair sees no point against © 
ing in the cavalry service than in the other branches of the service, | certainly is not in the line of extravagance, it does not look agalt : 
and more expensive also to maintain. economy. It tends perhaps to retrenchment in a larger sense 
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ho Chair now will comment on. Does it change the existing law ? 
The Chair is satistied that it does not, and therefore overrules the 


nt ¢ order. * . 
P Mr si iLEICHER. I am perfectly satisfied that, with the nearly 
Sally balanced vote upon this proposition, this bill which it is 


essary should be passed in a short time will never be passed unless 
yecessaly + 

jaye no reason to doubt the good faith of the gentleman who offers 
th s amendment, and as we cannot complain of this arrangement, I 
nm willing 10 give up all opposition to the amendment. I will state 


m0 


my opinion, however, that this reduction of the infantry, though it | 


aaa henefit us will cripple the service elsewhere. That, however, is 


hereafter to be seen, and the responsibilty will rest where it belongs 
apd not with us. 
ot Cl INGER. I understand the gentleman to be willing to relin- 
ouish the rest of the country if his section is benefited. 
“Mr. SCHLEICHER. No, sir; I have stated my reasons. 

Mr. BEEBE. Is debate in order ? 

The ¢ HAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. BEEBE. Then I object to debate. 

Mr. BANNING. Iask unanimous consent to ask a question. 


The CHAIRMAN. Unless the committee rises and obtains from | 


the House an extension of time for debate no further debate can be 
had on the pending paragraph, even by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BANNING. I want to suggest a correction to this amendment, 
which should be made. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is upon the amendment of 
the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. TUCKER. } 

he question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 
127, noes 120. 

Before the result of this vote was announced 

Mr. CONGER called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr, CONGER and Mr. TUCKER were ap- 

winted 
I rhe committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 125, noes 115. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BANNING. I move to further amend by adding the following 
to the amendment just adopted : 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall authorize the recruiting of the 
Army beyond twenty-five thousand enlisted men. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WADDELL. I move to further amend by adding the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

From and after June 30, 1878, there shall be admitted to the Military Academy 
not more than one cadet from each State, to be appointed by the President upon 
the recommendation ef the governor of said State; and the supernumerary officers 

the Army, gradnates of the Military Academy, shall be assigned by the Sec- 
retary of War to such universities or colleges of the several States as the gov- 
ernors thereof shall designate, for service as instructors in military science. 


ai 
Mr. CONGER. I raise the point of order upon that amendment, | 


that it is new legislation and not germane to the pending paragraph. 


Mr. WADDELL. It isin the line of retrenchment; is not that suf- 
ficient ? 


The CHAIRMAN. Not always; it must have some other qualities. 
The Chair sustains the point of order. 


he Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following 
Pay department : 

For pay of the commissioned and non-commissioned officers, privates, military 
storekeepers, medical storekeepers, musicians, and veterinary surgeons, artiticers, 
farriers, saddlers, and wagoners, including the pay proper of three hundred pri- 
vates employed as Indian scouts, and the pay of contract-surgeons, the pay of 
fifty-two paymasters’ clerks, of two hundred Lecettel stewards, of two bundred 
hospital matrons, one hundred and forty-eight commissary sergeants, messengers 
to paymasters, extra-duty pay to enlisted men, travel pay and commutation of sub- 
sistence to discharged soldiers, retained pay to discharged men, pay to soldiers for 
clothing not drawn, additional pay to enlisted men, mileage of officers of the Army 
when traveling under orders, and for postage on letters and packages received and 


sent by officers of the Army on public service ; cost of telegrams ; compensation of | 


citizen Withesses attending upon courts-martial, military commissions, courts of 
inquiry ; traveling expenses of paymasters’ clerks, $11,300,000. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move to strike out the last word, for the purpose 
of asking the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations if he 
thinks this appropriation is sufficient. 


Mr. ATKINS. I do not know that the Army is increased. 


Mr.FOSTER. The bill provides for increasing it from three thou- | 


saud to five thousand men. 

Mr, ATKINS, How? 

Mr. FOST ER. The cavalry force is now about nine thousand, and 
e bill authorizes an increase to twelve thousand. 

= AT K INS. That does not follow by any means. 
Ba FOSTER. Then it means that the soldiers are to go without 

Mr. ATKINS. No, sir. If the gentleman has any amendment to 
offer he can offer it. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. 
read by striking 
ages received and ser 
make th 


th 


I move to amend the paragraph just 


/ it by officers of the Army on public service.” I 
— at motion for the reason that under the law, as it now exists, 
4ere 1s LO postage on that kind of service, as I understand it. 








pirit of compromise is shown. For that reason, and because | 
some spirl | 


out the words “and for postage on letters and pack- | 


Mr. ATKINS. I can only say that this was asked for in the esti- 
mates, and has been in the law from year to year. 
it to be stricken out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend the paragraph by adding that 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I am willing for 


| And in settling up the accounts of officers and men of the Army, interest shall 
be allowed to each officer and man on any payment from the time it fell due until 
the date of payment, at 7 per cent. per annum. 


Mr. EDEN. LI raise the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. What is the point of order ? 

Mr. ATKINS. It will lead to great confusion if they are obliged 
to calculate the interest on each account. 

Mr. CLYMER. It is not in the line of retrenchment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. EDEN] on his point of order. 

Mr. EDEN. My point of order is that the proposed amendment is 
a change of existing law and will increase expenditures. 

Mr. CONGER. This is a bill to provide for the payment of officers 
and men of the army who have not been paid. I take it it is a bill 
to do justice and to pay them what they ought to be paid, what the 
law requires shall be paid. Now, because the Government has failed 
to provide for the payment of the officers and men of the Army, | 
propose by my amendment to allow them interest where they have 
been compelled to pay interest for want of the money which was due 
them. In all other business transactions in this country the payment 
of interest on money due is admitted to be right, and I do not know 
| that any one disputes its propriety here. My amendment may not 

follow the particular form suitable in such cases, but I think in spirit 
it is within the meaning of the law. That interest is to be paid upon 
money due is recognized by decisions of the courts everwhere. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the-gentleman contend that this amend- 
ment does not change the existing statutes of the United States? 

Mr. CONGER. I contend that all statutes of the United States 
and all the decisions of the courts, without any further law, allow 
interest to be computed on unpaid dues. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman pretend that this retrenches 
expenditures? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

The CHALRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. I claim that if we teach the officers and men who 
go into our Army that they are not to be paid justly, we shall have 
| to pay them much more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of orde-. 

Mr. CONGER. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided that the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Michigan, which changes the law of 
the United States 
| Mr. CONGER. That is the assertion of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have the amendment read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 











And in settling the pay-accounts of officers and men of the Army, interest shall 
be allowed to each officer and man on any payment from the time it fell due until 
the day of payment at 7 per cent. per annum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to announce his decision 
that this amendment not only proposes to change the existing law, 
but is not in the line of retrenchment. Therefore, under Rule 120, 
the point of order is sustained. From this decision the gentleman 
from Michigan appeals. The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee ? 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 127, noes 7. 

So the decision of the Chairman was sustained. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move toamend by making the amount of the ap- 
propriation inthe pending paragraph $11,500,000 instead of $11,300,000, 
I make this motion because upon investigation I tind that the present 
cavalry force is less than eight thousand or about eight thousand, 
while the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia authorizes a 
force of twelve thousand. 
| Mr. ATKINS. Will my colleague on the committee allow me just 
one word ? 

Mr. FOSTER. Certainly. 

Mr. ATKINS. I thin’ it would be very well that we should see 
all these amendments in print and then make the calculation neces 
| sary to be made before we can arrive at a just conclusion as to the 
amount to be inserted. I certainly do not desire that we shall have 
anArmy without sufficient appropriations to pay it amply. 

Mr. FOSTER. If that is the purpose of the chairman of the com- 
mittee, I of course withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. ATKINS. I prefer to see the amendments in print. 

Mr. CONGER. Irenew the amendment. I do so for the purpose 
of calling the attention of the Chair to the fact that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. FosTER] claims that the proposition adopted on a 
former paragraph necessarily increases expenditures, and the chai 
man of the Committee on Appropriations admits that it does make 
such increase, but cannot tell yet just exactly how much. ‘The 
| point of order I made was that it increased instead of retrenching 

expenditures. The Chair overruled that point of order; and the 
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Committee of the Whole sustained the Chair in that decision, Whether 
the opinion of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
would have any weight with the Chair now, I am unable to say; 
but it is certainly very curious that the decision of the Chair upon 
the point of order which I made should be followed so quickly by the 
admission of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations that 
it will be necessary to alter the bill because the provision adopted, 
instead of being retrenchment, increases the expenditure so much 
that he cannot even compute it in the present unsettled state of his 
mind. [Laughter.] I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

For incidental expenses, to wit: For postage and telegrams or dispatches; 
extra pay to soldiers ¢ mopeyen under the direction of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, in the erection of barracks, quarters, storehouses, and hospitals, in the con 
«struction of roads, and other constant labor, for periods of not less than ten days, 
under the acts of March 2, 1819, and August 4, Ir54, including those employed 
as clerks at division and department headquarters, and Signal Service sergeants ; 
expenses of expresses to and from the frontier posts and armies in the field; of 
escorte to paymasters and other disbursing officers, and to trains where military 
escorts cannot be furnished ; expenses of the interment of officers killed im action, 
or who die when on duty in the field, or at posts on the frontiers, or when travel- 
ing on orders, and of non-commissioned officers and soldiers ; authorized office fur- 
niture; hire of laborers in the Quartermaster’s Department, including the bire of 
interpreters, spies, and guides for the Army ; compensation of clerks to officers of 
the Quartermaster’s Department; compensation of forage and wagon masters 
authorized by the act of July 5, 1#38; for the apprehension, securing, and deliv- 
ering of deserters and the expense incident to their pursuit ; and for the following 
expenditares required for the several regiments of cavalry, the batteries of light 
artillery, and such companies of infantry and scouts as may be mounted, and for 
the trains, to wit: hire of veterinary surgeons, medicine for horses and mules, 
picket-ropes, and for shoeing the horses and mules ; also, generally, the proper and 
authorized expenses for the movement and operations of the Army not expressly 
assigned to any other department, $800,000, 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I move pro forma to amend the paragraph 
just read by striking out “$=00,000” and inserting “ $700,000.” I 
make this motion for the purpose merely of calling the attention of 
the Chairman and members of the committee to what I believe to be 
an error in this appropriation bill as submitted to the House. It will 
be observed that in the paragraph now under consideration a large 
number of items are recited and a large sum of money is appropriated 
in gross, without any indication as to how much is to be expended 
for any one of these different objects. I think, Mr. Chairmaa, that 
great errors, abuses, and frauds in the administration of our Gov- 
ernment arise from the fact that heads of Departments do not sub- 
mit their estimates by items. It will be observed that in line 76 of 
this paragraph ‘‘ clerks at division and department headquarters” are 
named, and then in line 87 “clerks to officers of the Quartermaster’s 
Department ;” these with other items are mentioned ; but how much 
of this very large sum of money is to be consumed in the payment of 
clerks or consumed in payment for medicine or for horses or mules or 
for telegraphic messages or for postage, this House is not able to deter- 
mine. This broad way of submitting estimates is likecharity,a mantle 
to “ cover a multitude of sins.” 

This habit of the various Departments in aggregating their esti- 
mates gives opportanity for the greatest abuses and frands; and I 
dare venture the warning that unless we remedy this error it willin 
the future introduce great abuses and wrongs into the administration 
of the Government. I trust that the Committee on Appropriations 
will now, or at the regular session, direct their attention to this mat- 
ter and require of the heads of Departments an itemized and de- 
tailed estimate of expenditures. With these remarks, I withdraw 
my amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I discover to-day in 
the action on some of the amendments proposed in the line of the reduc- 
tion of the Army that this House is not in accord with the sentiment 
of the country. I believe the country is opposed to the increase of 
the Army. I believe further that the country is in favor of a reduc- 
tion of the Federal Army, and I feel to-day a mistake has been made 
in this House in voting down amendments looking to such a reduc- 
tion of the Army. I would say further in regard to this bill 
that this Committee of the Whole, in my judgment, has not pur- 
sued the line of strict economy in the appropriations proposed. If 
you will compare the cost of the Army of the United States with that 
of armies of foreign countries, it will be ascertained that we have the 
most expensive Army to-day of any civilized nationonthe earth. [have 
taken a little care to look into the cost of armies in Europe, and to 
compare it with the cost of the Army provided for in the pending bill. 
What is the result? The standing army of Austria for 1875, amount- 
ing to 278,470 men, cost $32,972,000. In Great Britain—and I do not 
speak of the army maintained in India, but the army proper of Great 
Lritain—in Great Britain an army of 129,281 men costs but $62,250,- 
000. In Russia, the army as it was before the beginning of the pres- 
ent war, at the standard of 457,872 men, cost but $127,644,439. In 
Germany an army of 401,656 men costs $99,646,273. We find in this 
bill from the Committee on Appropriations provision made, as has 
been stated by some, for an Army not exceeding twenty thousand 
men to cost $25,000,000, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say one thing which I did not have 
the opportunity of saying upon the amendment which I proposed, as 
debate was then cut off by order of the House on that paragraph. 
I tind opposition and obstruction to reduction of the Army emanates 
from two sources in this House, namely, the republican members and 
the delegation from Texas. Obstructions are placed in the way of 
reduction from the other side of this Chamber because it seems they 
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are desirous of maintaining an Army in this country strong enon, 
to form a sufficient police force to suppress what are ¢a led lene 
strikes or workingmen strikes. I find the opposition from. 
delegation to arise solely from a desire to maintain an Army sn{ 
to protect the Mexican border. I am in full sympathy wit! 
from Texas who wish to repel incursions on the part of the Mex: 
and if I thought the Army provided for by this bill was not en)... 
for that purpose I would be in favor of increasing it to er aa 
required. 

But, Mr.Chairman, what are thefacts? It is said by some we have». 
Army of twenty-two thousand men. On inquiry we learn that 1) = 
were not more than fifteen hundred men upon the Texas a 
Where, then, isthe Army? It isnot upon the Indian border, for. wi, 
General Custer was compelled to ineet a force of Indians amounti; = 
nearly two thousand, and sold the life of every man who went « 
him, he had less than three hundred men. General Gibbon tn oth 
day won his victory over the Indians with only one company of sc 
ular troops. Where, then, I ask, are these twenty-two thousand mye.) 
Are they lying idle in barracks? If so, why, then, should it be insi. 
that $25,000,000 should be expended for such purpose. 

I say, sir, there are but two reasons for the maintenance of 4 pow 
ular Army to-day, and these are to protect the Texan border and 1 
Indian frontier. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question} 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. With pleasure. 

Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman from Illinois makes inquiry, Wher 
are the twenty-two thousand men said to be in our Army? | y 
say to him that Iam informed two regiments are on duty in Wash. 
ington city. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Mlinois. Yes, sir; so I understand. 

Mr. BANNING. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I have but a minute or two, and 
I want to say one thing more, and then I will yield the floor, 

So far as the objection which comes from the other side of the 
Chamber is concerned, so far as their desire to maintain a suflicien: 
force to suppress labor strikes, and which impels them to resist any 
reduction of the Federal Army is concerned, I do not share in their 
feeling. I am in favor of adopting all legitimate means for the 
purpose of suppressing riots and preserving the peace, but I am not 
in favor of maintaining a Federal Army for any such purpose. As 
was stated by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] yester- 
day, the maintenance of a large standing army is anti-republica 
foreign to the spirit of a free people. The fathers of the Repu) 
in framing our free Government opposed with jealous care all idea otf 
the maintenance of a large standing army. If it be attempted her 
to raise a force sufficient to suppress discontent which may be existing 
among the laboring classes of the country, twenty thousand meu, 
twenty-five thousand men, yea, | say, a million of men will not | 
sufficient for that purpose. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The remarks made by the honorable 
gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. WHITTHORNE] will receive the entire 
concurrence of the committee, when they come to deal with the 
regular Army appropriation bill. The suggestion had already been 
made in the committee that the estimates should be presented i 
greater detail; but it would have delayed this bill and prevented tl 
payment of the just dues of the Army now in the service if the at- 
tempt had been made at this time to go into greater detail. 

In regard to what has been said by the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. TOWNSHEND] as to the relative expense of the American andot 
foreign armies, let me call the attention of the committee to the fact 
that, owing probably to the maintenance in Europe of large standing 
armies, against which I have as much objection as the gentleman frou 
Illinois, the wages of labor have been so reduced in the couniries 
which he has cited that the pay of men is not quite one-half of the 
pay of American soldiers. Then, again, it must be considered that 
all supplies are furnished in Europe at very much lower rates than 
they can be procured in this country. And in addition the gentie- 
man overlooks the fact of the vast area of this country, greater 
than the whole continent of Europe, over which our troops must be 
moved at an enormous expense. I am sure when he considers the 
duties which the Army have to perform, the cost of materials neces 
sary for their maintenance, the wages we are compelled to pay tr 
the services of soldiers, he will find that our Army is as econo 
cally administered as the army of any other country in the world. 

The gentleman asks where the Army is. Well, I have asked that 
question myself. I hold in my hand the return to the General of the 
Army, made by the Adjutant-General, stating where every mat of 
this Army is. I ask to have it printed as part of my remarks, in order 
that this question may be answered to the satisfaction of every ove 
But at this moment if is sufficient to say that there are one hundred 
and seventy or more posts in the United States, which must |» 
guarded, and that there is a vast amount of public property whic 
must be taken care of, and that when the troops necessary to periorn! 
that service are deducted the amount left of the twenty-thousa 
men for the Indian frontier and the Texan border is not, in my J&'> 
ment, more than necessary for the purpose. 

It may be possible, Mr. Chairman, so to re-organize the Army 2! d pi 
to economize in this the service and probably to discontinue some” 
these posts; it may be possible so to reduce the Army that we #4 
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thin the proportions desired by gentlemen on this side of | A.—Statement showing ithe organization of the enlisted men of the reqular 
aa nd thus make a considerable economy in public ex- | Army, compiled from returns received at the Adjutant-General’s Office 
: but it will take time and information to do this, and I} — up to October 15, 1577. 
‘yconds here not at this moment to embarrass the Govern- 
at ‘lto embarrass the Army with questions which cannot be seit Dieta 
i of now without great injury to the public service. 
* lowing is the report of the Adjutant-General referred to in 
marks of Mr. Hewitt, of New York: 
\ toment showing the organization of the enlisted men of the regular 
A compiled from returns received at the Adjutant-General’s Ofice 
ds Ouled +15, 1877 Companies, 
fe Uciooe»r vs dds . tls - 
CAVALRY. c 
First Regiment. 


CAVALRY—Continued, 


present 


rt Station. 


| Enlisted men, 


Ileadquarters } 31, 3 Fort 
Non-commis 

sioned statl 

and band. : iz. 31 ; Fort Sill 


Station. Sill, Indian Territory. 


Indian Territory. 

a arate ale — d | : 3, | Fort Sill, Indian Territory 
ib . » 2 i Fort Elliott, Texas 

Fort Walla Walla, Washington Territory ; 3 7 | Fort Sill, Indian Territory 

| Fort Sill, Indian Territory. 


iE g d 77 | Fort Wallace, Kansas. 
31, Fort Walla Walla, Washington Territory. | F j i 2 Fort Elliott. Texas 
Aug. 3i, k Camp Bidwell, California, i | Fort Reno, Indian Territory. 
|} June 30, Vort Klamath, Oregon Fort Sill, Indian Territory 
June 30, 1 Camp McDermit, Nevada, | Camp Supply, Indian Territory. 
5| Aug 31, Presidio, San Francisco, California. | Fort Sill, Indian Territory . 
| Aug. 31, lt Fort Walia Walla, Washington Territory. | Fort Reno, Indian Territory, 
Aug. 3, Fort Lapwai, Idaho. Fort Siul, Indian Territory. 
66 | Aug. 31, Department of Columbia. } 
42 | Aug. 31, Fort Walla Walla, Washington Territory. 
55 | June 30, 1+ Camp Halleck, Nevada, 
52} June 30, 157 Camp Harney, Oregon. | 
63 | Aug. 31, 187 Fort Walla Walla, Washington Territory. | 
4x | Aug. 31, Fort Colville, Washington Territory. Fifth 
| 


; Regiment, 
45 recruits left | San Francisco July, 1877; 37 joined. 





tal ... re 


21 | Recruits left| San Francisco August, 1377. 


| 
I oes] 
| 


Authorized strength, 845. ” 
Second Regiment. omapani 8, 3 | Date of report Station 
Ke. 


—- > | Date of report. Station. ——————_ a 


Headquarters] .......| Aug. 31, 187 Fort D. A. Russell, Wyoming Territory. 
| Non-commis | 


sioned staff | 
. and band... .| Aug. 31 Fort D. A. Russell, Wyoming Territo 
(quarters Aug. : Big Horn Barracks, Montana. ~ a po 31, 1877 | Fort D. A. Russell Wrenien Fervieee? 
5 | Aug. 31, | Fort D. A. Russell, Wyoming Territory. 
; g Aug. 31, Fort McPherson, Nebrask: 
Aug. Big Horn Barracks, Montana. a 5 io 31 | Sidney Seowain Nebr a 
Aug. Big Horn Barracks, Montana. 2 June 30. Fort Sanders, Wvoming Territory 
Aug. Big Horn Barracks, Montana. : —_~ «| Wo ) > WwW » Ken _ 
- . Aug. 31, } Fort D. A. Russell, Wyoming Territory 
Aug. : Big Horn Barracks, Montana, : 3 | Aug. 31, 7 | Camp Brown, Wyoming Territory 
| Aug. : | Big Horn Barracks, Montana. 55 | Aug. 31 - Fort D. A. Russell, Wyoming Territory. 
Aug. Big Horn Barracks, Montana, Aug. 31, 13% Fort D. A. Russell, Wyoming Territory. 
Aug. Fort Ellis, Montana. IK ae Aug. 3!. | Camp Brown, Wyoming Terntory ? 
a o oe = a iL 5 | Aug. 31, | Fort D. A. Russell, Wyoming Territory. 
June 0 Jills, ontana, ix | J » 30 77 | Fe M PrP! 30 N l as ¢ 
Aug. | Big Horn Barracks, Montana, : ~~ ; ee a ae 
Aug. 31, Big Horn Barracks, Montana. 
Aug. Fort Ellis, Montana. 
| Aug. Big Horn Barracks, Montana. 


terre as 


commis | 


ed staff 
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Authorized strength, 





Sirth Regiment. 


Authorized strength, 1,202. 


Third Regiment. 








Companies, 


ro | Date of rey | Station. 
Date of report. ere 


sent and 


Companies, 
&c. | 


listed men 


Headquarters! 
a — Ts). Headquarters | q amp Grant, Arizona, 
sioned staff | Non-commis 


or sts 
and band... 26 Fort Laramie, Wyoming Territory. —— ( 
Fort Laramie, Wyoming Territory. : ( 
Camp Robinson, Nebraska. ( 
Camp Robinson, Nebraska. Camp Grant, Arizona 
Fort Laramie, Wyoming Territory. ( amp Apac he. Arizona. 
Fort Laramie, Wyoming Territory. 2 ‘ | Camp Apac he. Arizona 
Fort Laramie, Wyoming Territory. . 9] , 77 | ( 
( 
( 
( 


ceecese 31, 187 Fort Laramie, Wyoming Territory. 


‘amp Grant, Arizona 
amp Verde, Arizona 
‘amp Lowell, Arizona. 








at ) WwMas, AT Zona 
Fort Laramie, Wyoming Territory. comp fren A ri 
Camp Robinson, Nebraska. ‘amp Bowie, Arizona 
Fort Fetterman, Wyoming Territory. ‘amp Me Dowell, Arizona 
Cheyenne Depot, Wyoming Territory. c | r : 31. 187 Fort Whipple, Arizona 
| Camp Robinson, Nebraska. | hue 9 oe) faces flowia Asteoen 
Aug. Camp Sheridan, Nebraska. 54] 31 1s Camp Grant, Arizona 











Au ize ita ‘ 
thorized strength, 1,202, Authorized strength, 845. 
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' A.—Statement showing the organization of the enlisted men of the reqular | A.—Statement showing the organization of the enlisted men of 43 fe 
Army, compiled from returns received at the Adjutant-General’s Office Army, compiled from returns received at the Adjutant Genera aa 
up to October 15, 1877. up to October 15, 1577. 7 
CAVALRY—Continued. CAVALRY—Continued. 
Seventh Regiment. Tenth Regiment. 
| | 
| | 
Companies Date of report Station. soy me £2 | Dateof report. Station. 
ac | | . = 
, a 
| | oe pe 
ee oe ppeiie: | re ~ Headquarters). .....- Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Concho, Texas. 
Headquarters )........ Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Abraham Lincoln, Dakota Territory. | Non-commis- | 
Non-commis | sioned staff | 
sioned stat! and band . 35 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Concho, Texas, 
and band 15 | Aug. 31, 1277 | Fort Abraham Lincoln, Dakota Territory. | A.........-. 6s | Aug. 31, 1#77 | Fort Concho, Texas. 
A. xnveswes 55 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Rice, Dakota Territory. B enesecsense 71 | Aug. 31, I¢77 | Fort Duncan, Texas, 
bb 65 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Abraham Lincoln, Dakota Darsthees. 1 C ccewsecsecs 72 | Aug. 31, 1277 | Fort McKavett, Texas 
‘ 7s | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Totten, Dakota Territory. 1D seen sepiees 70 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Concho, Texas. 
D 59 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Rice, Dakota Territory. Di akmen wade 73 | Ang. 31, 1°77 | San Felipe, Texas. 
i pensounwons #3 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Abraham Lincoln, Dakota Territory. FT innen-snnen 72 | Ang. 31, 1877 | Fort Clark, Texas. 
iF enati tivaiell &3 , Aug. 31, 1e77 | Fort Abercrombie, Dakota Territory. LL _ cess 74 | Aug. 31, 1°77 | Fort Gritlin, Texas, 
| | #6 June 30, 1877 | Fort Abraham Lincoln, Dakota Territory. | H........... 92 | Ang. 31, 1877 | Fort Davis, Texas. 
PRE 66 | June 30, 1877 | Fort Rice, Dakota Territory. Ss casita senda 77 | Ang. 31, 1877 | Fort Richardson, Texas 
EL -eeseconeiiiee | 90 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Abraham Lincoln, Dakota Territory. | K........... Zt | Aug. 31, 177 | Fort Clark, Texas. 
aes | 78 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Abraham Lincoln, Dakota Territory. | L............ 74 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Concho, Texas. 
are 92 | June 30, 1477 | Fort Abraham Lincoln, Dakota Territory. | M...... .... 78 | Aug. 31, I¢77 | Fort Clark, Texas. 
M #2 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Rice, Dakota Territory. a 
— Total ..cse. 927 
a 932 | 
| — na ini . 
- — — - rr Authorized strength, 1,202. 
Authorized strength, 1,202. % ARTILLERY. 
Eighth Regiment. First Regiment. 
os 7 | & 
| & | # 
| Es | | Be 
| <f | ‘omnanica | 3 
Companies, | 2% | Date of report Station. ( — | =a | pate of report.| Station 
&e ae &c. | Se | . 
28 | Se 
| = | = 
ae =? 
| wa | aa A Ee 
_—- ——_$_$_—— | | 
| : a ; : a Headquarters|........| Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Adams, Rhode Island. 
Headquarters|....... |} June 30, 1677 | Fort Brown, Texas, Non-commis | 
Non-commis- | sioned stat! | 
sioned staff | : ee : : and band . 23 | Aug 31, 1877 | Fort Adams, Rhode Island. 
and band 18 | June 30, 18T7 | Fort Brown, Texas. cuanreneniie 32 | Ang. 31, In77 | Mauch Chunk, Pennsylvania. 
ee - | 66 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Clark, Texas. DR vnisataaisdee 37 | Ang. 31, 1877 | Manch Chunk, Pennsylvania 
BS... e ee eweene | a4 Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Clark, Texas. El cncluadueen 28 | Aug. 31, 1577 | Reading, Pennsylvania 
( - 55) Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Brown, Texas. DD sinacehen anion | 27 | Ang. 31, 1877 | Reading, Pennsylvania 
iu - | 73 Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Brow n, Texas. i cepenenennhe 31 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Mauch Chunk, Pennsylvania 
} , St | Aug. 31, 1877 | Ringgold Barracks, Texas. D ctnidiineh 38 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Maach Chunk. Pennsylvania. 
} 64 Aug. 3I siz Fort ( lark, Texas. Bees 46 | Aug 31, 1877 | Fort Monroe, Virginia 
tr © | Aug. 31, 1877 | Ringgold Barracks, Texas, econmesnion’ 34 | Aug. 31, 1277 | Reading, Pennsylvania. 
IL. ..neee += 69 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Lunggold Barracks, Texas. scant eine 30 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Mauch Chunk, Pennsylvania 
D .ceesescucee 71 | Aug. 31, Is77 | Fort Brown, Texas. K, (It. bat.) .. | 65 | Aug 31, 1877 | Fort Adams, Rhode Island. 
K.....-- 63 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Clark, Texas. cabs ienienaniel 34 | Ang. 31, 1*77 | Reading, Pennsylvania. 
L, ..-++- : 16 | Aug. 3l, 1877 | Fort Brow D, Texas. Ey -ietpeienastiaiedsle 28 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Reading, Pennsylvania. 
M. ; 78 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Brown, Texas. oe ’ 
—_s ae 453 
Meted...cse ri6 | 
eS Ree Authorized strength, 498 ; non-commissioned staff, 5; light battery, 65; artil 
Authorized strength, 1,202 school battery, 48; other batteries, 33. 
Ninth Regiment. Second Regiment. 
| & = 
| & zx 
| Be | Es 
| gs | cee es 
. ompames, | £'S | Date of report. Station. Cogent, E | Date of report Station. 
| | 3 
« s z 
| oa = 
| | a a 
7 ie a y ia aah | | ; 
Tleadquarters'.......- | Aug. 31, 1877 | Santa Fé, New Mexico. Headquarters|........ Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort McHenry, Maryland. 
Non-commis Non-commis- 
sioned statt sioned staff | 
and band 23 | Ang. 31, 1877 | Santa Fé, New Mexico. and band. ..| 22 | Ang. 31, 1877 | Fort McHenry, Maryland. 
i 23 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Bayard, New Mexico. A, (It. bat.)... 65 | Aug. 31, 1277 | Fort McHenry, Maryland. 
R ohenisiote 33 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Bayard, New Mexico. 37 | Aug. 41, 1877 | Fort McHenry, Maryland. 
Cc 40 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Bayard, New Mexico, 36 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Wilkesbarre, Pennsylvania. 
Dl csaktweoks 28 | Aug. 31, 1877 Fort Union, New Mexico. 34 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort McHenry, Maryland. 
OF ccensten marae 55 | Ang. 31, 1877 | Fort Union, New Mexico. 32 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Wilkesbarre, Pennsylvania. 
Ff cinewenenbns 25 | Ang. 31, 1877 | Fort Stanton, New Mexico. 30 | Ang. 31, 1877 Wilkesbarre, Pennsy)vania. 
ti 33 | Ang. 31, 1877 | Fort Bayard, New Mexico. 37 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Wilkesbarre, Pennsylvania. 
: il 41) Aug. 31, 1#77 | Fort Stanton, New Mexico. 37 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort McHenry, Maryland. 
Stendmen | 36 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Wingate, Now Mexico. 38 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Washington, District of Columbia. 
ee uel 40 | Aug. 31, 1977 | Fort Garland, Colorado. 47 | Ang. 31, 1877 | Fort Monroe, Virginia. _ 
a Do cuawtn amnion 38 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Union, New Mexico. 37 | Aug 31, 1877 | Wilkesbarre, Pennsylvania. 
v M 8 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Stanton, New Mexico. 33 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
t PRE vever 436 | 4e5 | 
: } . 





: 


Authorized strength, 845. Authorized strength, 493. 
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howing the organization of the enlisted men of the reqular | A.—Statement showing the organization of the enlisted men of the reqular 























ement & : . , ’ . | 
A ‘ : piled from returns received at the Adjutant-General’s Office Army, compiled from returns received at the Adjutant-General’s Office 
", #, October 15, 1877. up to October 15, 1877. 
ARTILLERY—Coutinued. INFANTRY. 
Third Regiment. First Regiment. ; 
. | i} 
z | i 
as | | =3 | | i 
E 2 | Stati Companies : i 
( yanies a2 Date of report. Station. ke | Date of report Station. t 
eq | i 
= | 
a 
Teadauarters...-cce- Ang. 31, 1877 | Fort Hamilton, New York Harbor. 
: ma | | Hleadquarters|....... Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Randall. Dakota. 
: staff | Non-commis- | 
; and 93 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Hamilton, New York Harbor. sioned staff | 
4 47 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Monroe, Virginia. and band 19 | Aug. ! Fort Randall, Dakota. 
j iar 38 | Ang. 31, 1877 | Scranton, Pennsylvania. i conkGmaie | 37 | Aug. ¢ Fort Randall. Dakota. 
‘ hat 65 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Wilkesbarre, Pennsylvania, WW isndkarwauwa 37 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Sully, Dakota 
1) as 33 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Mauch Chunk, Pennsylvania. ae | 32 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Randall, Dakota 
: 33 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Mauch Chunk, Pennsylvania, es 34 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Lower Brulé agency, Dakota 
heen 36 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Scranton, Pennsylvania. it neebeeenuues 36 | Aug. 31, Lower Brulé agency, Dakota. 
c 32 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Schuyler, New York Harbor. DP Siacewndnd 36 | Aug. 31, Lower Brulé agency, Dakota. 
36 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Scranton, Pennsylvania. DP iasaseuaean 35 | Aug. 31, | Fort Sully, Dakota. 
4 ; 34 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Mauch Chunk, Pennsylvania. a nes 37 | Aug. 31, Fort Sully, Dakota 
K 5 36 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Scranton, Pennsylvania. es 35 | Aug, 31, Fort Randall, Dakota. 
I am 37 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Scranton, Pennsylvania. Mivcshanenead 37 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Sully, Dakota. 
M ee 37 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Mauch Chunk, Pennsylvania. am | 
—-——| Total ..../ 375 
Total ....- 457 | | 
A — ———$——___—_ ——_—— — —— Authorized strength, 375; non-commissioned staff, 5; companies, 37 each 
Authorized strength, 493. 


Fourth Second Regiment. 











Companies, 


Date of report. Station. &e. Date of report Station 


Enlisted men, | 
and abse 





| ec = eNO ‘ — asp eeeRERS EATS = 








































Head ters g. 877 | Presidio, San Francisco, Cali ia. | | 
Bentgenstet Aug. 31. 1877 | Presidio, San Francisco, California. | Headquarters}....... Aug. 31.1677 | Lewiston, Idaho 
” gioned staff | Non-commis- 
nd band Aug. 31, 1877 | Presidio, San Francisco, California. s:oned staff 5 ; _ 
4 June 30, 1877 | Fort Townsend, Wyoming Territory. and band 16 Aug 3l 1877 Lewiston, Idaho. 4 
I rat.) Aug. 31, 1877 | Presidio, San Francisco, California. A... .eee eens 32 | Aug. 31,1877 | Lewiston, Idaho : : 
June 30, 1877 | Presidio, San Francisco, California. Bosse ee eewees 36 | Aug. 31,1877 | Lewiston, Idaho. ; J 
D June 30, 1877 | Fort Canby, Wyoning Territory. © waenewewenes | 36 | Aug. 31,1877 | Lewiston, Idaho. in 
ee 7 | June 30, 1877 | Fort Stevens, Oregon. D)..2.--0++-- | 35 | Aug. 31 7 | Lewiston, idaho. i 
Dicpeampasna Aug. 31, 1877 | Point San José, California. E srecccocces | 34 | Aug. 31, ae Lewiston Idaho. y 
G June 30, 1877 | Fort Canby, Wyoming Territory. ven Aug. 31,1877 | Lewiston, Idaho, in . 
H Aug. 31, 1#77 | Alcatraz Island, California. Aug. 31,1877 | Lewiston, Idaho, 72 a 
aaa eer, Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Monroe, Virginia. Aug. 3k Lsi7 Lewiston, Idaho. 33 is 
} Aug. 31, 1877 | Alcatraz Island, California, Aug. 31, 1*77 | Lewiston, Idaho. 1) 0) et ee 
| Aug. 31, 1877 | Alcatraz Island, California. Aug. 31,1877 | Lewiston, Idaho. . i nae 
Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Stevens, Oregon. Recruits left | Columbus Barracks, October 4, 1877, eo 
| Musicians left | Fort Columbus, October 3, 1877. Reeruits left | Fort Columbus, October 3, 1877 ; i! 






































Authorized strength, 498, : : Authorized strength, 375 f 
Fifth Regiment. Third Regiment. ; 
Ee | | = | a 
E | ¢ H 
= & | | = | 4 
3 | 3 | 
c ‘ 3 . : 73 | ay 
or " — i. @ | Date of report. Station. ( ss 23 Date of re port Station. ; ; 
| 33 | ga | ' 
| 3 ; | | | 
i 3 . 
~— ne | | | ci 
| _ 7 - oe 
leadquarters|........ Aug. 31, 1877 | Charleston, South Carolina. <1. 4 i 
on-commis Headquarters)....... Sept. 30,1877 | Helena, Montana. 8 i 
sioned statf Non-commis- | ‘3 faa 
and band . 21 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Charleston, South Carolina. sioned staff | | a5 
A séeeensonte | 37 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Saint Augustine, Florida. and band. 20 | Sept. 30,1877 | Helena, Montana. ; 4 
_ 27 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Wilkesbarre, Pennsylvania. A ccvececgases | 23 | Sept. 30,1¢77 | Helena, Montana, ie 
iD snnenananeull | 46 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Monroe, Virginia. EM 33 | Sept. 30, 1-77 | Helena, Montana. ij 
_ Sa eae 37 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Wilkesbarre, Pennsylvania. U5 ace canked | 34} Sept. 30,1877 | Helena, Montana. i 
_ ae — 33 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Wilkesbarre, Pennsylvania, i iivasenudeecs 25 | Sept. 30,1577 | Helena, Montana. 
F, (It. bat.) .. | 63 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Charleston, South Carolina. DR iwucimuanhes | 33 | Sept. 30,1577 | Helena, Montana. 
| See 22) Ang. 31, 1877 | Fort Brooke, Florida. PF ecdevsanams | 35 | Sept. 30,1577 | Helena, Montana. 
RB keiwnice sites 26 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Brooke, Florida. ASSES | 36 | Sept. 30,1877 | Helena, Montana. ; 
re 37 | Ang. 31, 1857 | Wilkesbarre, Pennsylvania, Pi baidetsuace 34| Sept. 30,1877 | Helena, Montana. ao 
ee 38 | Aug. 31, 1477 | Saint Augustine, Florida. ae 26 | Sept. 30,1877 | Helena, Montana i 
Dy snktacpammen 29 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Barraneas, Florida. K er > | Sept. 30, 1¢77 | Helena, Montana 
Me dssecus si 24) Aug. 31, 1877 | Wilkesbarre, Pennsylvania. 1! Reeruit Jeft | Columbus Barracks, October 4, 1877. 






Total ....| 445 Wate ceses 





Authorized strength, 493. Authorized strength, 375. 


rahe 4.5." 
ves : 





316 





ay 


Companies, 














&« 
Tieadquarters}| ...... 
Non -commis 

sioned stall 
and Sand. ..} 22 
A q 
D cgatensunes 
Cc 
I ° 
K 
Re gta hal 35 
G 36 | 
_ 34 
Leper awcwhs 33 
Eivincibeedink’s 36 | 
Total..... ze 


A.—Statement showing the organization of the enlisted men of the reqular 
Army, compiled from returns received at the 
up to October 15, 1877. 


Authorized strength, 






CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—ILOUSE. NOVEMBER 












i 


A.—Statement showing the organization of the enlisted men of 4) 
Army, compiled from returns received at the Adjutant-Gen vege 
up to Oc tober 15, 1877. 


INFANTRY—Continued. 


Adjutant-General’s Office . 
wr . (18 e 


INFANTRY—Continued. 
Fourth 


Regiment. Seventh Regiment. 
























3 
Ew 
Date of report Station. Companies, 3 | Date of report. Stati 
r &0. ee | I Station. 
se | 
rs} 4 
a a ee Po) Wee ae : eg nny 
Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Bridger, Wyoming. Headquarters|........ Aug. 31,1577 | Fort Shaw, Montana, 
Non-commis- | 
sioned staff 
Aug. 31, 1877) Fort Bridger, Wyoming. and band. 19 | Ang. 31,1877 | Fort Shaw, Montana. 
| Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Fred, Steele, Wyoming. 29 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Shaw, Montana. 
Aug. 31, ik77| Fort McKinney, Wyoming. 37 | June 30, 1877 | Fort Shaw, Montana. 
Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Fetterman, Wyoming. 33 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Ellis, Montana. 
Aug. 31, 1877 = aha Barracks, Nebras ska. 23 | Aug. 31,1877 | Camp Baker, Montana 
Aug. 31, 1X77 | Fort McKinney, Wyoming. 24 | Ang. 31, 1e77 | Camp Baker, Montana. 
Aug. 31, 1577 | Fort Fetterman, Wyoming. 29 | Aug. 31,1577 | Fort Benton, Montana. 
Aug. 31, I-77 | Fort Bridger, Wyoming 27 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Shaw, Montana. 
July 31, ik77 | Camp Sts unbaugh, Wyoming. 32 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Shaw, Montana. 
Aug. 31, 1277 : ort McKinney, Wyoming. 33 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Shaw, Montana. 
Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Bridger, Wyoming 27 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Shaw, Montana. 
Recruits left | Fort Columbus, October 3, 1877. cnicienas 
318 | 
feancibatentaneitna — 7 = ~ Authorized strength, 375. 7 
379. Eighth Regime nt, 
— ° ee —— 
Tifth Regiment | 






















< 
~ E43 
z c i ei 
Es pamageet cs, zs | Date of report Station. 
. tes s@ 3S 
( “— 7 ta Date of report Station. = 3 
& : ; 
~ Headquarters|......- | Aug. 31, 1877 | Prescott, Arizona. 
— ane Non - commis 
ead er | .s 877 | Tongue River Bar ‘ sioned staff 
eee eet ora, Aug. 31, 1877 | Tongue River Barracks, Montana. and band. .. 20 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Prescott, Arizona. 
gee ye) en a ee |e 35 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Camp Verde, Arizona. 
and band 7 | Ang. 31, 1877 | Tongue River Barracks, Montana. Tt Ane: oe oiee | ee eee 
A > 34 | Ang. 31, 1877 | Tongue River Barracks, Montana. 35 Ame Fi 1877 a oe Done, Aaraeea. 
icanene 38 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Tongue River Barracks, Montana | 3, °"**** **" 34 | | ame 31. ae ——- Thomas, Arizona. 
c 37 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Tongue River Barracks, Montana. = | 4, °**********" 34 i “y nSe7 pene aasenan. 
iP > pesnesece 33 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Tongue Biver Barracks, Montana. |, °"°*"***"**" 35 Age 3 . oo wore Whipple, Arizona. 
E 38 | Aug. 31, 1877 Tongue River Barracks, Montana. = =—— | yy "*""" 34 Fens = 1877 | Camp Apache, _—— 
eee 38 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Tongue River Barracks, Montana. = |, ""*"*" ****" 33 a s ; w677 —_ Y os Ca ifornia. 
as 32 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Tongue River Barracks, Montana, ~~ | ;-""*"*"**"""" 36 ane _ bev? Camb per Arizona. 
OR ace cee 35 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Tongue River Barracks, Montana. } | Aug. 31, 1877 | Camp Lowell, Arizona, = 
I 36 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Tongue River Barracks, Montana. ; —_ — a aan Colteee 5, 1677 
ees asl aan, & or | Whee, Behe: coiie s | Reeruits le San Francisco, July, 1877. 
K 6 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Tongue River Barracks, Montana 1 | Recruit left | San Francisco, August, 1877. 
Total....... | me aie 371 
Authorized strength, 375. - 





Authorized strength, 375. 





Ninth Regiment. 


Sixth Regiment. 








Authorized strength, 


















375. 


s 
2 © 
= z 
7 E43 
ae ae 
oy Companies, | £2 |p : ' 
. : ast a . =a ate of report. Station. 
Companies, << | Date of report. Station. —_ E< - 
a&C. &* = a 
2a =" 
3 ‘a 
a a 
= peiaanate se 
| Headquarters|........ Aug. 31, 1877 | Omaha Barracks, Nebraska. 
Headquarters)....... Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Buford, Dakota. Non - commis- 
Non-commis sioned staff 
sioned staf! and band. . 20 | Ang. 31, 1877 | Omaha Barracks, Nebraska. 
and band... 21} Ang. 31,1877 | Fort Buford, Dakota. Bicccoreesces 32} Aug. 31, 1377 | North Platte, Nebraska. 
D cishenewnen 37 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Rice, Dakota. DS wsave pennens 33 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Omaha Barracks, Nebraska. 
DD ccticeeneeen 35 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Abraham Lincoln, Dakota. | eer 34 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Laramie, Wyoming. 
retin 32 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Buford, Dakota. ED ascmerneiis tire 34 | Ang. 31, 1877 | Omaha Barracks Nebraska. 
—eEe 30 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Buford, Dakota. S vhneanwines 37 | Ang. 31, 1877 | Fort McKinney, Wyoming. 
TD sone 28 | Ang. 31, 1877 Fort Buford, Dakota. we. 34 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Omaha Barracks, Nebraska. 
i aneueywwate 31) Aug. 31, 1877 | - ort Buford, Dakota. © ntoonne 32 | Ang. 31, 1877 | Camp Robinson, Nebraska. 
© .souneonsts 35) Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Buford, Dakota. ii teanieenan 35 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Omaha Barrac ks, Nebraska. 
Ri cecccutbes 30 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Stevenson, Dakota. ced alentace 36 | Aug. a1, 1877 | Omaha Barracks, Nebraska. 
cn wieechalsvees | 30 | Aug. 31, 1*77 | Fort Buford, Dakota. | SERENE 34 | Aug. ' a877 Omaha Barracks, Nebraska. 
It Tis acetal echt | 35 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Stevenson, Dakota. 4 | Reer base’ left | Fort Columbus, October 3, 1977 
a aE eae 
4 ; otal ..... | 344] | ee 365 
4 
' 





Authorized strength, 375. 








‘ 
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' t showing the organization of the enlisted men of the reqular A.—Statement showing the organization of the enlisted men of the reqular 
A , 7 oe ed from returns received at the Adjutant-General’s Office Army, compiled from returns received at the ldjutant-General’s Ofice 







up to Uc tober 15, 1877. 


INFA NTRY—Continued, 


October 15, 1877. 
INFANTRY—Continned. 
Tenth Regiment. 









Thirteenth Regiment. 






sy 









gear enon 
“209 eens 





Companies, 


&e. | Date of report Station. 


Date of report. | Station. 





















































































































































































































































































te 
sieadia | — ——---- At 
sc Ang. 31, 1877 | Fort McKavett, Texas. Headquarters!....... |; Aug. 31,1897 | Scranton, Pennsylvania. ee rah: 
i rarter ” Non-commis oe 
N | sioned staff | : : i 
5 Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort McKavett, Texas. and band. ..} 23 | Aug. 31,1877 | Seranton, Pennsylvania. 14 
| Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort McKavett, Texas. B csccccesers 33 | Aug. 31, Is77 | Scranton, Pennsylvania. seid an 
A Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort McKavett, Texas. i kei ahead Soci | 35 | Aug. 31,1877 | Scranton, Pennsylvania. +e | 
‘ | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort McKavett, Texas. © cccccccecees | 31 | Aug. 31,1877 | Scranton, Pennsylvania 433340 
; | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort McIntosh, Texas. DD cecceecsses 37 | Aug. 31,1877 | Jackson Barracks, Louisiana. i ; 
4 | Aug. 31, 1877 | San Antonio, Texas. Di ccesncccesss | 36 | Aug. 31,1877 | Scranton, Pennsylvania. soa i 
| Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort McKavett, Texas. i awecntennawe } 35 | Aug. 31,1877 | Scranton, Pennsylvania. } 
Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Clark, Texas. ———— son 33 | Aug. 31,1877 | Lake Charles, Louisiana. i { 
- Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Clark, Texas. =e 35 | Aug. 31,1877 | Seranton, Pennsylvania. i ‘ 
. Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort MoKavett, Texas. I. nemmtpenescet | 34} Aug. 31, 1#77 | Seranton, Pennsylvania. ; 
Pee eee 44 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Clark, Texas. Tidnknaners anda 34 | Aug. 31,1877 | Scranton, Pennsylvania. : 
_——E | : 
Total 467 | Total ....| 366 | | a3 
Total ..... | : 
- it rized strength, 375. Authorized strength, 375. Sty 
Eleventh Regiment. 
| & 
| Ey = 
Comvanies gz Companies, 2 
& | ga Date of report. Station. &c. = Date of report. Station. ; 
3 g 
| 3 
oe 1 ss aspera sean Ce 
Headquarters|....... Aug. 31, 1877 | Cheyenne agency, Dakota. een wteeeee Aug. 3i, 1877 | Camp Douglas, Utah. 
XNon-commis Vv On-Commis- 
as med ase sioned staff | | 
‘ 1... 22} Ang. 31, 1877 | Cheyenne agency, Dakota. and band... } 19 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Camp Douglas, Utah. 
A 34 | Ang. 31, 1877 | Cheyenne agency, Dakota. A veveeeeseees 37 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Hall, Idaho ; 
] } 34 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Big Horn Barracks, Montana. y ecesaeseeces | 34 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Camp Robinson, Nebraska. 
( 37 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Big Horn Barracks. Montana. U weeeee seneee 33 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Camp Sheridaa, Nebraska. 
| 37] Aug. 31, 1877 | Cheyenne agency, Dakota. D) sense eeees 35 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Camp Douglas, Utah. . 
} seed 35 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Cheyenne agency, Dakota. 4 ene eeeeeens 34) Aug. 31, 1877 | Camp Douglas, | tah. if 
} aa 36 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Big Horn Barricks, Montana. VP ...--2.-20-- | 36 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Camp Robinson, Nebraska. 
G wnat 33 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Cheyenne agency, Dakota. (i.e eee oreeees 34) Aug. 31, 1877 | Camp Douglas, Utah, i 
Bee 25| Aug. 31, 1#77 | Big Horn Barracks, Montana. HT... 2... 2-0 36 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Cameron, Utah. : Hi 
I penne 36 | Aug. 31, 1877 ee agency, Dakota. . wee eeeeeeeee = Ang. = msi ; =e ae tah. oe be 
Te caaiis 34 ug. ¢ 77 sheve savency. Ls a. NN cccccccccess . Aug. 3l, isi ror artsull, Nebrask‘ : : 
: ee PD TES Re ees SOD 1 | Reernit left | Columbus Barracks, Oct. 4, 1877. ; (ha 
a 3638 e | 21 Recruits left | Fort Columbus, Oct. 3, 1#77. a 
; iin Tete kcccce i% 
Authorized strength, 375. | a 
Si 7 . . . . a 
° . : } — Qar : g 
Twelfth Regiment. Authorized strength, 375. eB 
— a ee ta a Fifteenth Regiment, Ay 
“2 a 
| = on Gal 
| é | a d 
es | ¥ 4 
| =e | 2); i. 
Companies, | £ A | &a ii 
fea = | Dateof report. Station. Companies, az | x | : 
3 &e. ES Date of report | Station. # 
- 3 3 ae 
ig | 
a | 
| | ee _ aa 
Headquarters seeeee --| Aug. 31, 1877 | Angel Island, California. | | 4 ; 
ae Headquarters|........| Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Wingate, New Mexico. 48 
a ied statl Non-commis- | } ae 
and Sane. 24) Aug. 31, 1877 | Angel Island, California. sioned staff ian 
j 27 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Camp Mojave, Arizona. and band... 7 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Wingate, New Mexico. a5 
2 35 | Aug. 31, 1477 | Angel Island, California. é 30 | Aug. 31, 1977 | Fort Craig, New Mexico. i ey 
* 18 | June 30, 1877 | Department Columbia. 36 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Garland, Colorado rye 
34| Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Yuma, California. 29} Aung. 31, 1x77 | Fort Union, New Mexico. y 
34 | Ang. 31, 1877 | Camp Gaston, California. 35 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Wingate, New Mexico, 4 
2s Aug. 31, 1877 | Angel Island, California. 29 | Aug. 31, 1°77 | Fort Bayard, New Mexico. 
32 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Camp Bidwell, California. 30 Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Union, New Mexico. 1 
3t Ang. 31, 1877 | Camp Halleck, Nevada. 31 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Craig, New Mexico. i 
— 28 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Camp McDermit, Nevada. Mstiasecovace 32 Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Stanton, New Mexico. } 
27 | Aug. 3, 1877 | Angel Island, California. ae ae 30 | Aug. 31, 1277 | Fort Marey, New Mexico. 
24 | Recruits left | San Francisco, July, 1877. ee | 32 Aug. 31, 1#77 | Fort Wingate, New Mexico 
| 6 | Recruits left | Fort Columbus, Oct. 3, 1877. 4 | Musicians left| Fort Columbus, Aug. 22, 1877. 
| 





Total ... 34a | 


; po Bota. 


Authorized strength, 375. ee 375. ———_-——_- 
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A.—Statement showing the organization of the enlisted men of the reqular A.—Statement showing the organization of the enlisted men of 4), 

















° > } . . . : requ 
Army, compiled from returns received at the Adjutant-Gencral’s Office Army, compiled from returns received at the Adjutant-Gener, 1) 
up to October 15, 177. up to October 15, 1°77. - 
INFANTRY—Continued. INFANTRY- Continued. 
Sirteenth Regiment. Nineteenth Regiment. 
| i | 
| a | 
i i <= i 
Companies Ses . mae Companies, es 
Me. Date of report Station. &e. 52 | Date of report. Station. 
| wa 
3 
a | 
—— oO eee [ OO" enenl Seine 
Headquarters|....... Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Riley, Kansas. Headquarters|........ Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Lyon, Colorado, 
Non-commis . Non-commis- 
sioned staff | sioned stat! | 
and band | 30 | Ang. 31,1877 | Fort Riley, Kansas. and band. 19 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Lyon, Colorado 
ae 33 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Riley, Kansas. A 34 | Aung. 31, 1877 Camp Supply, Indian Territory 
LB ee 33 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Sill, Indian Territory. 28 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Camp Supply, Indian Territory 
eae eee 33 | Aug. 31, 1*77 | Fort Riley, Kansas. 31 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Elliott, Texas. 
_ Yee | 33 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Sill, Indian Territory. 2) Aug. 31, 1s77 Fort Larned, Kansas. 
sot a deciles 34.) Aug. 31,1477 | Fort Reno, Indian Territory. a7 |} Ang. 31, 1877 Fort Lyon, Colorado, 
BD occerccesccel 34 | Aug. 31,177 | Fort Wallace, Kansas. 26 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Dodge, Kansas. 
G sisal 35 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Hays, Kansas. 27 | Aug. 31, Ie77 | Fort Dodge, Kansas. 
il ene inietinden | 33 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Riley, Kansas 30 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Lyon, Colorado 
S eepeeenaeens | 35 Aug. 31,1577 | Fort Reno, Indian Territory. 31 | Aug. 31, 1877 Fort Elliott, Texas. 
Tatras 34 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Gibson, Indian Territory, 35 | Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Lyon, Colorado. 
Total .... 367 317 | 
Authorized strength, 375. Authorized strength, 375. 


; : Twentieth Regiment. 
Seventeenth Regiment. 








ia a _— . ? nornsinieiniiagieiigalaincihapsacectatiaameliagg + 
& z 
2 - 
a a 
~o Companies EZ D: re 
. ae ae : ’ =a ate of report. Station. 
( ape 8, ae | Date of report. Station. &c. ba 
a 24 
=° | ce 
3 | rss] 
a | | = satiate liileimsaieetrennmmninns 
Serle =e Headquarters| conenae Aug 31,1277 | Fort Snelling, Minnesota. 
Headquarters). ...... Aug. 31,1877 | Standing Rock, Dakota. aenerme. 
Non-commis sioned staff 
sioned stat | and band .. 20 | Ang. 31,1877 | Fort Snelling, Minnesota, 


Aug. 31, | Standing Rock, Dakota. 29 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Sisseton, Dakota. 





| 
and band | 20 


Rccetecan ics 35 | Aug. 31, Standing Rock, Dakota. B 26 | Aug. 31,1577 | Fort Snelling, Minnesota. 
IS 33} Aug. 31, Standing Rock, Dakota. Cc 37 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Totten, Dakota. 

‘ 36 | Aug. 31, Standing Rock, Dakota. aD case 29 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Pembina, Dakota. 
» 33} Aug. 31, Fort Abraham Lincoln, Dakota. ip sese 27 | Aug. 31,1277 | Fort Sisseton, Dacota. 

bE oe 35 | Aug. 31, Standing Rock, Dakota. F 35 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Pembina, Dakota. 
OF it als aes 33} Aug. 31, Standing Rock, Dakota. G 24} Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Snelling, Minnesota. 











G | 32] Aug. 31, Fort Abraham Lincoln, Dakota. i 30 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Totten, Dakota. 
Eh unwene cosacel 35 | Aug. 31, Standing Rock, Dakota. I 22 | Aug. 31,1¢77 | Fort Pembina, Dakota. 
EEE 32 | Aug. 31, Standing Rock, Dakota. K 28 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Totten, Dakota. 
ediekenes 33 | Aug. 31, Standing Rock, Dakota. 
Ls “|| 
Total ....| 357 | 
i 


Authorized strength, 375. 
Authorized strength, 375. 


Twenty-first Regiment. 

















Eighteenth Regiment. 2 
-— | ee ee % 
; =e 
& os J ie ag 
ae Gage, c2 Date of report. Station. 
Companies, cE =t 
&e. = | Date of report Station. $ 
=-s 3 
ee 5) 
cece Headquarters|........| Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Vancouver, Wyoming Territory. 
| | Non-commis- 
Headquarters]........ Sept. 30,1877 | Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. sioned staff ; 
Non-commis and band .. 20 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Vancouver, Wyoming Territory 
sioned staff A 31 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Boisé, Idaho. a 
and band. 18 | Sept. 30, 1877 | Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 2 | June 30, 1877 | Fort Walla Walla, Wyoming Termtor 
Dh ccnenaneens 34 | Sept. 30, 1877 | Chattanooga, Tennessee. 27 | June 30,1877 | Fort Townsend, Wyoming Territo 
SEARS 34 | Sept. 30, 1877 | Indianapolis, Indiana. 32 | June 30,1877 | Fort Vancouver, Wyoming Territors 
is cocaies : 36 | Sept. 30, 1877 | Jeffersonville, Indiana. 29 | June 30,1877 | Fort Vancouver, Wyoming Termtory. 
DD .cseensse ; 34 | Sept. 30, 1877 | Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 30 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Klamath, Oregon. 
5 i asian eae 34 | Sept. 30, 1877 | Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 31 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Lapwai. Idaho. ; ea 
Fs csintoast earn 36 | Sept. 30, 1877 | Atlanta, Georgia. 28 | June 30,1877 | Fort Walla Walla, Wyoming Territory. 
DP taietebaene 36 | Sept. 30, 1877 | Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 30 | June 30,1877 | Fort Vancouver, Wyoming Territory. 
j cai etabaiee 36 | Sept. 30, 1877 | Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 30 | Aug. 31,1877 | Camp Harney, Oregon. a 
SES 35 | Sept. 30, 1877 | Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 12 | Recruits left | San Francisco, August —. 1°77 
att Be enacenens 33 | Sept. 30, 1877 | Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 3 | Recruits left | Columbus Barracks, October 4, 1°". 
hi, pata 1 | Recruit left | Fort Columbus, October 3, 1877. 1 | Recruit left | Fort Columbus, October 3, loi 
; Total ....., 367 | Total ......] 333 
; | 


——— 
eel 


> Authorized strength, 375. ; Authorized strength, 375. 

























wee 7 from returns received at the Adjutant-General’s Office 
0 ev 15 , "1877. 
INFANTRY—Continued. 
Twenty-second Regiment. 
e | 
i | 
; ye : 2 | Date of report. Station. 





ee 


Aug. 31, 1877 | Wilkesbarre, Pennsylvania. 
| Ang. 31, 1877 | Wilkesbarre, Pennsylvania. 
| Aug. 31, 1877 | Wilkesbarre, Pennsylvania. 
Aug. 31, 1877 | Wilkesbarre, Pennsylvania. 
} Aug. 31, 1877 | Wilkesbarre, Pennsylvania. 






|} Aug. 31, 1877 
Aug. 31, 1877 
Ang. Sl, 1877 


Fort Mackinac, Michigan. 
Wilkesbarre, Pennsylvania. 
Wilkesbarre, Pennsylvania. 








Aug. 31, 1877 | Wilkesbarre, Pennsylvania, 
| Aug. 31, aod | Wilkesbarre, Pennsylvania. 






| Aug. 31, 1877 
Aug. 31, 1877 


Wilkesbarre, Pennsylvania, 
Fort Brady, Michigan. 





Authorized strength, 375. 





Twenty-third Regiment. 





| | 

Companies, | 
ac | 
| 
| 
| 
' 


Date of report. Station. 








chowing the organization of the enlisted men of the regular 


A.— Statement showing the 


Army, compiled from returns received at the 


up to October 15, 1877. 


INFANTRY—Continued. 
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organization o 


Twenty-fifth Regiment. 


Companies, 
&c. 


and absent. 


Enlisted men, present 


| 


Headquarters ........ Aug. 
N on commis- 

sioned staft 

and band . 21 | Ang. 
Mi Unpulegunened | 32 | Aug. 
> padebnceenws 29 | Aug. 
OF anal rety meek 31 | Aug. 
castes tiaeiels | 34 | Aug. 
i dicsiesaeds ! 35 | Aug. 
indcwadweswas 36 | Aug. 
Sascahesesees 32 | Aug. 
Di nessteadcees 29 | Aug. 
Toueveeseeeys 33 | Aug. 
Tesiaa séceneees 36 | Aug. 





Authorized strength, 375. 


31, 


31, 
31, 
3l, 
31, 
31, 


31, 


31, 


Date of report 


le77 


veo 





ENGINEER 


| 


D _— 





Companies, | 
&c. | 


Date of report. 


Fort Davis, 


Fort Davis, " 


Fort 


Fort Clark, " 


Fort Concho 
Fort Davis, 


319 


f the enlisted men of the reqular 
Adjutant-General’s Office 
Station. 
neueabeaainoees eT 
Texas. 
Texas. 
Davis, Texas. 
Fort Clark, Texas. 
Fort Stockton, Texas, 
Fort Stockton, Texas. 
Texas, 
Fort Stockton, Texas. 
Texas. 
Texas, 
Texas. 


Fort Davis, 


Fort Clark, Texas. 


BATTALION. 


Station. 





Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Leaveworth, Kansas. 





| Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Leavenworth, Kansas. 








Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Leavenworth, Kansas. 

Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Dodge, Kansas. 

Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Leavenworth, Kansas. 

Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Leavenworth, Kansas. 

Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Leavenworth, Kansas. 
| Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Leavenworth, Kansas. 

Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Leavenworth, Kansas. 





Aug. 31, 1877 
Aug. 31, 1877 
31, 1877 


Fort Gibson, Indian Territory. 
Fort Leavenworth, Kansas. 
Fort Leavenworth, Kansas. 












357 | | 








Authorized strength, 375. 


nan pe gpnant. 































a | 
5 
= na ' 
a3 | 
Companies ez | 
7 ' | 3 | Dateof report. Station. 
H edquarters ieadeuetl Ang. 31,1877 | Fort Clark, Texas. 
No Comms. 
sioned staff 
maa band 4 Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Clark, Texas. 
ttreeereeene| 36 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Clark, Texas. 
j 36 | Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Duncan, Texas. 
Aug. 31,1877 | Ringgold Barracks, Texas. 
Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Clark, Texas. 
Ang. 31,1877 | Fort Brown, Texas. 
| Aug. 31,1877 | Fort Duncan, Texas. 
Aug. 31,1877 | Ringgold Barracks, Texas. 
| Aug. 31, 1877 | Fort Brown, Texas. 
Aug. 31, 1877 | Ringgold Barracks, Texas. 
| Aug. 31,1877 | Ringgold Barracks, Texas. 










Total ......| 











Authorized strength, 375. 








Headquarters ........ Sept. 
Non-commis- | | 
sioned staff 
and band ..| 10 | Sept. 
ih cecudas 43 | Sept. 
Ntendeocnes! 46 | Sept. 
ee 50 | Sept. 
i aivetaidedr ska 2 | Sept. 
Diets 7 | Sept. 
tal .ns06s 1928 | 


Authorized strength, 200. 


Available recruits at Fort Columbus 
and colore 
Available reeruits at Columbus Barracks, 


bor, (general service 35,* 
eral service 21, and colored 1 
Available 
(mounted service and colore: 


30, 


30 
30, 
30 
30, 
30 
30, 


) 


1) 





Available recruits at New York City 


isch < tn keane enandnerbeuataienbberenentonce 


Authorized recruiting parties, 300 


Permanent and recruiting parties, music-boys, and re- 


New 
al O) 


W illet 


Willet’ 
Willet’ 
Willet's 


Willet 


Ss 


8 
- 
7 


S 


Point, 


Point, 
Point, 
Point, 
Point, 


Willet’s Point 


West Point, 


cruits at depots not available for assignment 


General-service men on duty in bureaus of the Wat 
Department, Army, division, and department head_-| 


quarters, &c 


Ordnance Department, (authorized, 3: 
West Point detachments, (authorized, 200) 


Prisom-guard, Fort 


ized, 74) 


Ordnance sergeants, (authoriz 


Commissary sergeants, (authorized, 


Indian scouts, (authorized, 60( 
Signal detachment, 





Leavenworth, 


Hospital stewards, (authorized, 


ed 


)) 


(authorized, 400) 


200) 


Kansas, 


* Assigned to Fifth 


York Har 


Ohio, (gen 
bbb Ce seusoecnccoesteses | 22 | Oet. 10, 
recruits at Saint Louis Barracks, Missouri, 
(mounted serv 
BED ccnc<cbeevewtntamavesate steed oe 





New 


New York Harbor. 


New York Harbor. 
New York Harbor. 
New York Harbor. 
New York Harbor 
New York Harbor. 
York. 


t. 


yp & | z 
; 8 | 3 
| 2 2 
} a 3 
e3) | f=} 
35 | Oct. 10, 1877 
1x77 
waked x Oct. 10, 1877 
dese .--| Oct. 10, 1877 
57 
} } 
| | 
| 505 | Sept. 30, 1877 
| 
336 | Aug. 31, 1277 
M6 | Aug. 31, 1x77 
“| 178 | Aug. 31, 1577 
74 | Ang. 31, 1877 
1k Aug. 31, 1X77 
114 | Aug. 31, 1877 
146 | Aug. 31, b*7 
e 5-2 Aug. 31, 1x77 
| 405 Aug. 31, 1x77 


Ariillery. 


naa ste ote raha 










1 a sha ibe > 
gover Fh 


mie - 


i 
! 





4 


4 
1a 
¢ 
a 
4 
| 
1 
# 
ij 
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RECAPITULATION, 





























n ig 
o i © 
cee il -“ 
Regiment. ne ee 
- © | Regiment. ° 
= = 
a | 8 
= = 
A | A 
| 
First Cavalry ....02.cccccessseeee 726 || Nineteenth Infantry ..........- 317 
Second Cavalry . 902 || Twentieth Infantry -. 307 
Third Cavalry ...ccescccsccesces 833 || Twenty-first Infantry. 333 
PU TET. weskencesenyenen #35 || Twenty-second Infantry,....... | 328 
1 See #45 || Twenty-third Infantry.......... 357 
Rinth Cavelry.... ccccccccccccss 622 || Twenty-fourth Infantry ........ 30 
Seventh Cavalry .......cccscse.cs 932 |{ Twenty-fifth Infantry .......... 348 
DA, CET. cssentsateneeses 816 || Engineer Battalion.............. 198 
Ninth Cavalry 456 | Permanent and recruiting par- 
Tenth Cavalry 927 ties, music boys, and recruits 
First Artillery 453 not available for assignment. . 505 
Second Artillery 485 || General-service men on duty in 
DG ANG ccocensnenss cence 47 the bureaus of the War De- 
Poarth Artillery...<ccescevesess- 461 || pevtanent, Army, division and 
Past ACtsBery ..cosesccescesncens 445 || department headquarters, &c.. 336 
Peres EREMMETT wocccesscvcvecsees 375 || Ordnance Department-.......... 346 
Second Infantry ..........c.c00- 363 || West Point detachments. ....... 178 
eee TMTORETY cccesecvccce ss ces 340 |) Prison guard.................-- 74 
PeRten ERIE .ncn0es cerashenws 376 || Hospital stewards.............- 182 
Pitth Takantry.. .ccconcepscessvess 3280 || Ordnance sergeants ............. 114 
Sixth FGM y..ccce-cocssescccs 344 || Commissary sergeants .......... 145 
Seventh Infantry ..............%- 316 || Indian scouts ............cccccee 582 
Eighth Infantry ................ 371 || Available recruits at depots .... 57 
Ninth Infantry ...............-- 365 || 
BEBER BRING .ccccevcccscsccce G67 || Total ...... cecosescecces coves. 121, 903 
Fieventh Infantry ..............- 368 || *Signal detachment ............ 405 
TWEED CHERRY .concecesenesens 348 
Thirteenth Infantry ............. 366 Total with signal detachment. |22, 302 
Fourteenth Infantry.......-..-- 370 
Fifteenth Infantry .............. 335 || Total September 30, 1877 ..... 22, 335 
Sixteenth Infantry.............. 367 | | 
Seventeenth Infantry......c0..--] B52 |] TABS .cosce cccnesccoscescceess: 27 
Kighteenth Infantry ...........- 367 
| 











* Not included in the 25,000 authorized by law. 


Mr. FOSTER and Mr. BANNING rose. 

Mr. FOSTER. I desire to say only a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BANNING] on his right. 

Mr. BANNING. IL yield to my colleague. 

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE J 
and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt] have called atten- 
tion to the question of detailed estimates. I would infer from tho 
remarks that have been made that the democratic party, or the dem- 
ocratic side of the House, intends a reform upon that question. Now, 
sir, L hold in my hand in this book [holding up a thin volume] the 
estimates that were made by the last democratic administration. 
Since that time the republican party have had control of the Govern- 
ment and they have insisted upon detailed estimates in all the De- 
partments, going into accurate detail except in the War and Navy 
Departments, and the result is now a book of this kind, [holding up 
a bulky volume.] The detail has been vastly improved and greatly 
increased under republican administration. I believe it to be right ; 
I believe it to be proper; I believe these estimates should be made 
with the utmost detail practicable. But perhaps if my friend from 
Tennessee would examiue the question of a detail of the Army ex- 
penses he might modify his notions a little in that regard. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 1 desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio a question. 
What is the difference between the sums of money appropriated under 
the last democratic administration and the sums in the book he has 
just exhibited? 

Mr. FOSTER. I have not looked at that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is very important to look at it. 

Mr. FOSTER. The difference in the expenses of the maintenance 
of the Government—setting aside the war expenses—between 1860 
and the present time is not great. That is all to which I wish to 
call the attention of the House. 

Mr. BANNING. I move to strike out the last word. I merely rise 
to correct a statement of the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. HEWITT. } 
I have received from the War Department a statement of the location 
of all the troops in the United States. I tried to get it yesterday and 
present it to the House, but did not receive itin time. In place of 
there being one hundred and seventy posts only in the Army there 
are two hundred and twelve posts. This return which I hold in my 
hand shows the location of all the troops. It shows that the most of 
them are used, except the artillery on the frontier, and it shows that 
thirty companies of cavalry and twenty-eight companies of infantry 
are upon the Mexican frontier or in Texas. 

This is all I wanted to say. As this statement includes a list of 
all the posts, and the names of the regiments and companies stationed 
at the posts, it has been suggested to me that it should also be printed, 
so that every gentleman may know where the Army of the United 
States is located. I therefore print it as part of my remarks. 


The statement referred to by Mr. 


Location of troops of the Army, as a by latest return 
received, 


BANNING is as folk 


WS: 


sand rep 
] 





Posts. | 


Garrison, 





Fort Abraham Lincoln, Dakota Territory 


Fort Adams, Rhode Island 


Camp Apache, Arizona Territory.......- 
Alcatraz Island, California... ............. 


Angel Island, California..... jusenmeailanng 
AGanta, Georgie ...200ccccceces ccvcescese 


Fort Barrancas, Florida. ... cee 
Fort Bayard, New Mexico..... oeccccece 





Allegheny arsenal, Pennylvania | 


Fort Benton, Montana Territory 


Headquarters and six com), 
enth Cavalry; two comp: 
enteenth and one 
fantry. 

Headquarters and four co: 
Artillery, 

Two companies Sixth Cavalry anit 
companies Eighth Infantry” 

Three companies Fourth 4 rijijor: 
one company Twelfth Infau i 

Headquarters and three comm 
Twelfth Infantry. ia 

Headquarters and sey; 
Eighteenth Infantry 

Detachment of ordnance 

Three companies Fifth Artillery 

Four companies Ninth Cavalry yd ono 
company Fifteenth Infautry, 

One company Seventh Lnfantry 





COM panies 
Company Sixt l 


panies Firs: 


} 
ein 





n Companies 


Fort Boisé, Idaho Territory........... .. | One company First Cavalry aya , 
— company Twenty-first lofantry. 
Fort Brady, Michigan......... erecececees Two companies Twenty-second [p 
try. , sites 
Fort Brooke, Florida ........... rn -+-| Two companies Fifth Artillery. 





Fort Bridger, Wyoming Territory. 


Fort Brown, Texas.......... ieeasoeniiaie 


Fort Buford, Dakota Territory. .......... | 


Camp Baker, Montana Territory......... 
Camp Bidwell, California......... eoecce | 


Camp Bowie, Arizona Territory. ......... 
Camp Brown, Wyoming Territory | 


Big Horn Barracks, Montana Territory - | 


Benicia Barracks, California...........-. 
Baton Rouge Barracks, Louisiana........ 
Fort Cameron, Utah Territory. .... 
Fort Columbus, New York....... 
Fort Canby, Washington Territory...... 






Headquarters and two companies 
Fourth Infantry. 7 
Headquarters and five companins 


Eighth Cavalry and two co 
Twenty-fourth Infantry. 
Headquarters and six companies Sixt 
Infantry. ‘ 
Two companies Seventh Infantry 
One company First Cavalry and ope 
company Twelfth Infantry. 

Two companies Sixth Cavalry. 

Two companies Fifth Cavalry 

Headquarters and four companioa Sec. 
ond Cavalry; four compauies Eley. 
enth Infantry. 


map aL 


| Two companies Twelfth Infantry. 


Three companies Thirteenth Infantry 


-| One company Fourteenth Infantr 


General-service recruits. 
Two companies Fourth Artillery 


Fort Clark, Texas..... oeeeneeconese eens Four companies Eighth and two « 
panies Tenth Cavalry; thr 
panies Tenth; headquarters and 
two companies Twenty-fourth ani 
three companies ‘T'wenty-fitth lo 
fantry. 

Fort Colville, Washington Territory. .... One company First Cavalry. 

Fort Concho, Texas...... eecccescece ---- | Headquarters and three compar 
Tenth Cavalry ; one company Iwea- 
ty-fifth Infantry. 

Fort Craig, New Mexico. ..............-- Two companies Fifteenth Infantry 

Charleston Barracks, South Carolina. .... Headquarters and three companies 
Fifth Artillery. 

Cheyenne Depot, Wyoming Territory....| One company Ninth Infantry 

Columbus Barracks, Ohio .......... ----.| General-service recruits. 

Carlisle Barracks, Pennsylvania .... ... Four companies Second Artillery 


Cheyenne agency, Dacotah Territory. .-.. 





Chattanooga, Tennessee. .........-.- waee 
Fort Davia, Texas............ binnnensekon 
Fort Dodge, Kansas...........00..0+-+-- 
Fort Duncan, Texas.......... poeceen —? 
Camp Douglas, Utah Territory. .........- 
Fort Ellis, Montana Territory...........- 
Fort Elliott, Texas. ..... ponmieieeeen oo 

Fort Fetterman, Wyoming Territory. .... 
Fort Foote, Maryland..... pneens pamewiane 
Fort Garland, Colorado ..............-.-- 
Fort Gibson, Indian Territory........... 
Fort Gratiot, Michigan ..............-.-- 
Wort Gees, DeEes ....000ccccccenccessese 
Camp Gaston, California........ ies 

Camp Grant, Arizona Territory........-. 


Fort Hall, Idaho Territo: 
Fort Hamilton, New Yor 


Harbor....... 
Fort Hays, Kanaas............c000- seooes 
Fort Hartsuff, Nebraska. ....... 

Camp Halleck, Nevada ............+.-+++ 


Camp Harney, Oregon .......0000+.+--+-- 





Helena, Montana Territory .............- 


Fort Independence, Massachusetts ...... 
Indianapolis arsenal, Indiana ...... ....- 
Fort Johnston, North Carolina........... 


| Headquarters and 
Eleventh Infantry. 
One company Eighteenth Infantr 
One company Tenth Cavalry 
quarters and three companies T 
ty-fifth Infantry. 
Two companies Nineteenth anl 
company Twenty-third Infantry 
One company Tenth Cavalry; two 
companies Twenty-fourth Intant: 
Headquarters and seven companies 
Fourteenth Infantry. : 
Four companies Second Cavalry ant 
one company Seventh Infants 
Two companies Fourth Cavalry a 
two companies Nineteenth | 
One company Third Cavalry aud one 
company Fourth Infantry. 
One company Second Artillery. 
Une company Ninth Cavalry ; one com 
pany Fifteenth Infantry : 
One company Sixteenth Infantry an! 
one company Twenty-third Infant 
One company Twenty-second Lufantyy 
One company Tenth Cavalry. 


SIX cCompanics 








-| One company Twelfth Infantry. 


Headquarters and three compans 
Sixth Cavalry; one company Fight 
Infantry. 

One company Fourteenth Infantry. 

Headquarters aud four compa 
Third Artillery. 

One company Sixteenth Infantry. | 

One company Fourteenth Infantry 

One company First Cavalry ; one ©@ 
pany Twelfth Infantry. | 

Two companies First Cavalry; 00 
pany Twenty-first Inf ‘ : 

Headquarters and six companies 40 
Infantry. , 

Two companies First Artillery. 

| Detachment of ordnance. 
| One company Second Artilery. 
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Army, as shown by the latest returns and reports | Location of troops of the Army, as shown by the 


> of ir 8 0 the : : : . 
Location of oop f recewed—Continued. received—Continued. 



















latest returns and reports i) 














_—— Posts. | Garrison. 


_ 


Posts. Garrison. 
































































































































































































































: jsiang......-.-----| Headquarters and four companies | Saint Augustine, Florida ................ | Two companies Fifth Artillery. 
Jackson Barrac ks, Louis: Thirteenth Infantry. te ee eee -- | One re Tenth Cavalry. ‘ : 
: “jamath, Oregon .--+++« eiibesieeed One company First Cavalry ; one com- | San Diego Barracks, California .......... | One company Eighth Infantry. 1g 
Fort Klamath, pany Twenty-first Infantry. Spotted Tail Agency, Dakota Territory .| Two companies Third Cavalry. ; 
Fort Lapwai Idaho Territory...-- ++s++--| One company First Cavalry ; five com- | Fort Totten, Dakota Territory.......2... | tom Seventh Cavalry ; three 
ort Lape panies Second Infantry. | companies Twentieth Infantry. 
Fort Laramie, Wyoming Territory ....-- ae, aud four companies | Fort Townsend, Washington Territory..| One Company Fourth Artillery; one : 
o os ird Cavalry. company Twenty-tirst Infantry. 1 
; st Kenetihsivsctccdsnsweesseus One company Nineteenth Infantry. Fort Trumbull, Connecticut ............. Two companics First Artillery. © i 
Fort matt. Kansas ....- --+e+eee-| Headquarters and eight companies | Camp ‘Thomas, Arizona Territory ........ | One company Sixth Cavalry ; ‘one com- { 
Fort Lea ‘Twenty-third Infantry. ; pany Eighth Infantry. t 
Fort Lyon, Colorado. .---- ccscccce ecccees Meedqostters ond three companies | Tongue River Barracks, Montana Terri-| . ; 
ort Lyo ‘ineteenth Infantry. DET cdewencessescwnyeeseadhesecceseccs | Four companies Second Cavalry; Fifth : 
‘ Arizona Territory.....----| One company Sixth Cavalry ; one com- — EB . | Infantry. . 
Camp Lowell, An pany Eighth Infantry. Fort Union, New Mexico ................ Three companies Ninth Cavalry; two 
sort Preble, Maine. ....-----+--2-eeeeee-+ One company First Artillery. ’ f 7 : | companies Fifteenth Infantry. : 
Haha Barracks, New York.......- - company see Aatioery- Fort Vancouver, Washington Territory. Sane — four companies : 
Ne José, California me company Fourth Artillery. ‘ : - ae | Twenty-first Infantry. : 
ene io of “ted Francisco, California ....| One company First Cavalry ; headquar- | Campe Verde, Arizona Territory......... | One company Sixth Cavalry ; two com 
Pres ters and three companies Fourth | panies Eighth Infantry. 
Artillery. Fort Wadsworth, New York Harbor. .... | Two companics Third Artillery. 
prescott, Arizona Territory. .----+-+++++- aie — Infantry. ees Weltnee, TAMGic sec es scccesnccess | One company Fourth Cavalry ; one com- 
t Randi yakota Territory.......--- ealquarters and four com ies First | pany Sixteenth Lnfantry. 
Fort Randall, Dako ’ Infantry. = Fort Walla Walla, Washington Territory | He alquarters and three congeaien 
‘ort Reno, Indian Territory ...-. «-eeee+-| Two companies Fourth Cavalry and First Cavalry ; two conrpanies T wen- 
Fort Reno, 2nt two companies Sixteenth Infantry. e a ty-first Infantry. 
Fort Rice, Dakota Territory ....++-+s«++- Three oars Secenth Cantlty one | Fort Wayne, Michigan. ...... ...........- epeenestee -s three companies 
; company Sixth Infantry. : Twenty-second Infantry. 
Fort Richardson, Texas...... gecvece cece: Ga company <= Cavalry. Fort Whipple, Arizona Territory........ | One aneeay Mae Cavalry ; one com. 
ut Riley, Kansas......-ecceeseeeese-ee- eadquarters and three companies Six- 4 pany Eighth Infantry. 
Fort Kiley, Ba teenth Infantry. ’ Fort Wingate, New Mexico.............. | First company Ninth Cavalry; head. 
Fort D. A. Russell, Wyoming Territory eegeies and five companies Fifth | om and two companies Iifteeuth 
avalry. | nfantry. 
Camp Robinson, Nebraska...-.-..+--++-- One company Third Cavalry. Fort at Willet’s Point, New York Harbor. | Four companies engineer battalion. 
Ited Cloud agency, Dakota Territory... ‘| Two companies Third Cavalry. Fort Warren, Massachusetts ............ | Two companies First Artillery. 
Ringgold Barracks, 'TexAS ....-..--c00e.. Three companies Eighth Cavalry; four | Washington Arsenal, Districtof Columbia) One ee Artillery and de- 
enn, companies Twenty-fourth Infantry. | _ tachment of ordnance. 
Fort Sanders, Wyoming Territory.......| One company Third Cavalry ; onc com- | Fort Yuma, California ... ...........-.-. | Detachment Twelfth Infantry. 
pany Fourth and one company Ninth OP OE, SUE OEE cccscccsscnveccees | One oompeny engineer battalion; de- 
nfantry. | tachments. 
Fort Shaw, Montana Territory..........- Headquarters and six companies Sev- | Spokane Falls, Idaho. ............-....--.| Two companies Second Infantry. 
enth Infantry. | 
ort S ian Territory........-.+----| Headquarters and six companies Fourth a Eels eae Oe i, 
Fort Sill, Indian Te y Cavalry; two companies Sixteenth Notr.—In addition to the one hundred and fifty posts above enumerated, there 
Infantry. - wong Pee | posts garrisoned by detachments of less than one company, or in 
Fort Snelling, Minnesota .....-.......---| Headquarters and two companies | Charge of ordnance sergeants. 
Twentieth Infantry. - ; 
Fort Stanton, New Mexico......0.+0++-+- a —— ae Comiy one Mr. HENDERSON. I did not intend, sir, to take any part in this : 
mpany eenth Infantry. iscussi shatever: in view » remark ade by . } 
atti: Winemeti kee le) One company Fourth Artillery. discussion wh atever; but, in view of the rem arks made by one of my 
Fort Stevenson, Dakota Territory....... ‘Two companies Sixth Infantry. colleagues from Illinois, [Mr. TOWNSHEND, ] I do feel as if I wanted 
Fort Stockton, Texas... .....-0e0- srgiewis One company Tenth Cavalry; three | to ask him a question or two. He has alluded to the fact that the : 
f companies Twenty-fifth Infantry. expenses of much larger standing armies than ours in other countries Fi 
Fort Sully, Dakota Territory ......++----- Four companies First Infantry. are less than ours. ; 
Fort Sisseton, Dakota Territory......... Two companies Twentieth Infantry. es k : colle » whether he isin fav : ) 
Little Rock Barracks, Arkansas.......... Two companies Thirteenth Infantry. I want to ask ny COllcague w 1ether o ae seen or of reducing the pay : 
Lower Brulé agency, Dakota Territory... .| Two companies First Infantry. of the American soldier to what the Russian soldier, or the Austrian ; 
Lake Charles, Louisiane --cese.soees-oes- One company Thirteenth Infantry. soldier, or the soldier of any other foreign government receives? } 
fot Markinee, Michigan’ pagarasersoces Hoo antealian Tounip omens Infan. | ft. TOWNSHEND, of Iilinois. Will my colleague allow me to . 
try. answer that question now? 4 
Fort Marey, New Mexico............+...| Que company Fifteenth Infantry. Mr. HENDERSON. Certainly, sir. 
Fort Melleary, Margland.+; ‘| sreaa i Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. When I find that the Austrian 
nn) Teron ns aptqees ee four companies See- | army cost in 1875 and 1876 less than one-fourth per capita what the ; 
Fort McIntosh, Texas......-.ccceceeee ---| One company ‘Tenth Infantry. Army of the United States cost our people per capita for three years, ; 


Fert MeKavett, Texat. .coccccceccoccecs 






-| One company Tenth Cavalry; head- 
ore and five companies Tenth 
nfantry. 

One company Third Cavalry; one com- 
pany Ninth Infantry. 

One company of each of the five regi- 
ments of artillery. 

Three companies Fifth Cavalry ; three 
companies Fourth and one company 
Ninth Infantry. 

-| One company Twelfth Infantry. 


I am in favor of inquiry by this committee to ascertain whether the 
cost of the American Army may not be reduced. 

Mr. HENDERSON. They pay an Austrian or a Russian soldier very 
little compared to what is paid to our soldier. I am told by a gen- 14 
tleman in front of me that it is not more than twenty cents a day. ots 

A Member. Only three cents a day. t 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Lllinois. I am convinced from what I have ; 
learned that there is a large unnecessary expenditure of money, not 
for the private soldier, but in other ways connected with the Army, 


Fort McPherson, Nebraska .......02..-- 













































Fort Monroe, Virginia 


werner were eee eweeee 


Fort McKinney, Wyoming Territory. .... 












Camp McDermit, Nevada..... 










Camp McDowell, Arizona......... -| One compres Sixth Cavalry and one | which might be economized. i i i 
en Denies 7 ons alemlag pweifth Infantry. Mr. HENDERSON. My colleague has not yet said whether he wishes 14 ) i 
Madison Barescka, New York............| One company Third Artillery. to reduce the pay of the American soldier to that of a Russian or an a§ 
issoala, Montane Perriteny.- one ----| Four companies Third Infantry. Austrian soldier. a 
Newport Barracks, Keatusky... ennee Tere cop ea ics a (reads teteatey Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I will answer now that so far as 

Fort Ontario, New York ....... -s+eeeee-| One company Third Artillery. * | the private soldiers are concerned I am notin favor of reducing their 


One company Fourth and headquar- 
ters and four companies Ninth In- 
fantry. 

-| Three companies Twentieth Infantry. 

Two companies Twenty-second Infan- 


pay to that of the privates of European armies. 

Mr. HENDERSON. There is another thing I wish to say in reply to 
my friend and colleague. He has alluded to the sympathy of this 
side of the House as against the workingmen of the country and in 
favor of using the Army for the purpose of putting down the work- 
ingmen of the country. I believe that in the late troubles the very 
first governors that called for the United States Army to help put 
down the workingmen, if my colleague considers it in that light, were 
the democratic governors of Maryland and of West Virginia, and I 
remember that the republican governor in the State of Obio refused 
to call for Federal troops, and that the republican governor in Penn- 
sylvania, who was absent from his State at the time the disturbances 
broke out, immediately on his return went to work himself to try to 
suppress the disorders existing in his State. 

ir. BANNING. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Illinois 
that that governor of Ohio was raised a democrat. 















Fort Pembina, Dakota 
Fort Porter, New Sek mes abasens 
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‘Dene a xe al a 
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Fort Fred Steele, W yomin, 

Comp Sheridan, Nebraska i Ma 
“np Stambaugh, Wyoming Territory... 
Camp Supply, Indian Territory... eecccccs 


Sidney Barracks, Nebraska. 


try. 

One company Fourth Infantry. 

One company Third Cavalry. 

One company Fourth Infantry. 

One company Fourth Cavalry, two com- 
panies Nineteenth Infantry. 

One commpey Fifth Cavalry; one com- 
pany Ninth Infantry. 

General-service recruits. 

One company Seventh Cavalry ; head- 
quarters and eight companies Seven- 
teenth Infantry. 












Saint Louis Barracks. Missouri. 
Standing Rock agency, Dakota Territory. 










font Bow Merxico.............see0e.| Headquarters Ninth Cavalry. 


; rela .... --| One company Fifth Artillery. 
ban Antonio, Texas....... sseeeeee--| One company Tenth Infantry. 
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Mr. HENDERSON. I am glad to know that he was wise enough 
to leave the democratic party. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. There are a great many who are 
glad to leave such bad company. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON. Nothing has been said or done on this side of 
the House to justify the charge that we are in favor of using the 
Army tor the purpose of putting down the workingman of the coun- 
try. I do not believe that we have any such desire or any sympathy 
with such desire. I believe, however, that this side of the House 


and put them all in the guard-house. (Langhter.] And 1} 
when they get out of the guard-house they will go to on that 
Mr. CONGER It is very gratifying to learn that the asthe: 
Charleston have been able of late years to do with our re *ritles of 
if I recollect aright, they could not do a few years ago, i oe bag.) 
The formal amendment was withdrawn, and the Clerk cme od 
reading of the bill and read the following : Suited the 


For purchase of horses for the Ss and artillery, and for the Indian econ: 


and for such infantry as may een ey $200,000: Provided, That ay ae 
. ‘lieve j servi aw ; ri , , ‘ imes | ments may be recruited to one hundred meu in each company, and ke, ¥ Negi 
does believe in preserving law — Se = ns =o — as practienble at that member; and © sufficient force of coval'y chalt spt as bear 
and under all circumstances, and that the Army has no higher duty | jp the defense of the Mexican and Indian frontiers of Texas, employed 


to pertorm than to aid in accomplishing that object wherever a mob 
attempts to violate the law. I believe that the Army of the United 
States isa proper agency for that purpose; but 1 repel the idea of 
any want of sympathy on the part of this side of the House with the 
laboring-man of the country, for I believe that the majority of the re- 
publican party consists of the laboring-men of the country, the hard- 
listed yeomanry, who have too much intelligence to be deceived by 
any such clap-trap as that indulged in by my colleague. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I wish to say in reply to my col- 
league that I heard it stated by a republican member in the debate 
yesterday, as an argument in favor of maintaining a large standing 
army, that it might be needed to put down persons engaged in re- 
sisting efforts like those of the railroad companies to reduce the pay 
of their employés. 

I am in favor of enforcing the laws and suppressing mob violence. 
I will go as far as the farthest for that purpose; but L insist that every 
such etfort shall be confined to legitimate methods. I maintain that 
it is not thedaty of the Federal Army in times of peace to act as a po- 
lice force to preserve order in the States. I maintain that power can 
only be properly exercised by the State authorities. I would adopt 
such a course here as would encourage the formation of State militia, 
for it was the real design of those who framed our Constitution that 
the Federal Army should never be used for any purpose but to repel 
invasion and to suppress insurrection when it became too formidable 
for the State force to suppress it. 

I believe the true theory of the Government is that the States 
should be encouraged themselves to come forth and put down dis- 
orders within their borders. The State of Illinois, which the gentle- 
man and myself have the honor in part to represent, has taken astep 
in the right direction. In every county an effort is being made to 
organize a militia foree as a nucleus around which the law-abiding 
citizens may rally when disorder occurs. 

I will go as far as any one for the purpose of equipping and training 
men to protect their own homes. I would not detract, I would not 
take one single laurel from those won by the regular troops during 
the late disorders. For they deserve high praise for their alacrity, 
coolness, and courage. But I would call the attention of the gentle- 
man to this fact, that in the cities where mob violence was the greatest 
it was suppressed more through the instrumentality of those who vol- 
untarily enlisted in the service of the States than of the Federal 
troops. In Saint Louis it was only when business men and men who 
love order and peace came forward and shouldered their muskets that 
mob violence was suppressed. In Chicago it was the business men 
and citizens and not-altogether the Federal troops that preserved 
order. I say that whenever mob violence erects its head in the States 
it is the proper and legitimate duty of the State militia to suppress 
that mob violence. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Will my colleague allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I would ask my colleague if he is in favor of 
State troops putting down the laboring-men ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. No, sir. I am in favor of State 
troops repressing tramps and thieves; but I am in favor neither of 
State troops nor Federal troops being used for the purpose of tight- 
ening the grasp of the task-masters upon the laboring element of this 
country. 

Mr. AIKEN. I do not propose to make a speech, but I was im- 
pressed yesterday by the fact that it was a diflicult matter to learn 
whether the General of the Army knew that we had any Army, or 
where the Army was, or how many men there were in the Army, 
or whether he knew anything at all about it or not. The gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Hrwrrr] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BANNING ] have asked this morning to have published in the REcorD 
certain tables and statements showing where the barracks are and 
where our soldiers are. 

Now I wish to append to. that a little piece of information which 
I venture to say neither of them will find in those tables. It is simply 
this, that there is one company of soldiers stationed at the city of 
Columbia, in my own State, for which we have no more use than you 
have for them on this floor; and we tender them respectfully to our 
fellow-citizens of Texas. [Laughter.] There is a battalion of troops 
in the city of Charleston. st Tuesday Cole’s circus exhibited 
in Charleston; I presume some of our triends here have heard of 
that institution. The soldiers there took *t into their heads that 
they would go into that circus without paying anything. So they 
went there, turned over the ticket-w n, broke down the door, and 
made a great deal of trouble generally. The police of Charleston 
got after them and did not call for any help, but gobbled them up 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I move to amend the paragraph last read }yy 
adding that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That by the recruiting of the cavalry regi 
dred men in cach company the Army shall not be increased beyo; 
enlisted men, including Indian scouts and hospital stewards actually ou the Ayo. 
rolis on the Ist day of November, 1877. : —— 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I was in favor, yesterday, of the amendmen: 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. BLAcKBURN.} Ou thi 
side that amendment has been voted down. It was not fully as ae 
tained on yesterday, nor cau I ascertain here to-day from what }, 8 
been said by the Committee on Appropriations, what is pow th 
actual status or condition of the Army in regard to its number. 
Some say that it is eighteen thousand, some say twenty thousand, 
and some say twenty-two thousand. I offer this amendment for t), 
purpose of fixing the number at the number on the rolls on the Ist 
day of November, 1877, whatever that may be. 
be a suflicient amount of soldiery for this country. 

I am willing to see Texas protected along the Rio Grande to the 
fullest extent. I would remove all the holiday soldiers from the 
cities to that section of the country. I would remove every soldier 
from the South to the Rio Grande and western Territories, excepting 
those necessary to guard the forts and barracks. I would withdraw 
every unnecessary officer and soldier from Washington, (and it is my 
opinion there are many such here who should be in the tield;) but | 
am unwilling to increase the Army one solitary soldier, merely to 
gratify ambitious leaders and to be used for police duties in the States, 
Let the States know from this Congress that they must protect them- 
selves, their citizens, and property without looking to the Govern- 
ment, and they will learn a wholesome lesson. It is a vicious habit 
for them to look tothe Government for relief every time a disturbance 
occurs in their limits. Such an action is antidemocratic and against 
our ideas of local self-government. 

As I stated yesterday, we have no Indian difficulties, and I do not 
think we will have any, provided we change the system of Indiau 
agencies in this country. I believe that the Indians should be r- 
mitted to the War Department. You will find in that Department, 
if not as much diluted Christianity as among the Indian agents, at 
least you will find in the management of that Department a great 
deal more honesty, and that is what we want in the management of 
the Indians of this country. 

1 believe, Mr. Chairman, that if the Indians had been dealt with 
as they should have been—and I have no gushing love for an India; 
I am almost forced to believe that the best Indian is a dead Iudian—[ 
believe, however, that if those Indians had been rightly managed in 
the past we would have had no such difficulties as we have had with 
them. There is no difficulty now. I say that under the admirable 
management of General Miles, whose name should be spoken with 
reverence by every man in the United States, the Indian war has 
been put down. Had we been left to depend upon the services of 
that gallant soldier O. O. Howard, who was continually abead of 
Chief Joseph, we never would have gotton through with the Indian 
war, which is now over. Some gentleman says that General Howard 
was acting as commissary for Joseph. I say nothing about that. 
I think Joseph never was able to overtake him in order to get trom 
him anything to eat. Mr. Chairman, I believe that the amendwent 
I have submitted should be adopted. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Mr. Chairman, I have sought the floor for the 
purpose of explaining somewhat a misunderstanding as to the [ps'- 
tion of the Texas delegation, and why it is that we are found voting 
against a decrease of the Army or in favor of its increase. Upon the 
frontier of Texas we have a condition of things that demands of us 
that we should resort to every means within our power to secure pro 
tection for that frontier. We ask no Federal troops for police pul- 
poses either in our State or any other. We ask merely for that pr 
tection guaranteed by the Constitution of the United States to every 
citizen within the Union, whether upon the Canadian border or upot 
the Rio Grande. If five thousand men will secure to us the protec- 
tion we need upon our border, we shall be satisfied with that nam- 
ber. If ten thousand be required, we want that number; if tly 
thousand be necessary, we shall not be satistied with less. We shall 
be found battling here until the protection guaranteed by this Go'- 
ernment to our citizens is secured to them. : ved 

It may do very well for persons living in the interior, far removes 
from the frontier, to cry “economy.” It is like persons during the 
war, secure in comfortable homes, cheering on the soldiers at the 
front. It sounds very well; but when you come to estimate hnman 
life and the rights of American citizens by the dirty standard of the 
dollar I have no part in such a transaction. 
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aad » the tection guaranteed by the Constitution shall 

— = ae may = the strength of the Army required 

be afforded ‘ose, We have constantly voted against any decrease in 
oe order that the Government might secure us the protec- 
the “we, ich the citizens upon the frontier are entitled. Upon that 
awed he e is presented to-day a spectacle humiliating to every 
icons “5 When the Administration orders the United States troops 
ee ie marauding bands of Mexicans across the border and 
to pursue the stolen property of American citizens, the reply of the 
dine general there, one of the best in the service, is that he 
gy 05 ight hundred men that he can move; that the remainder 
- aa for the protection of his post, and that he cannot obey 
* saline. There on the opposite shore stands a force of maraud- 
‘og Mexicans, estimated at from three to tive thousand, spitting defi- 
soe in the face of your commanding officer and enjoying in impunity 
a pooty captured from our citizens. We ask that this stain and 
bo a on the American Army and the American name shall be 
0 Ae 4 It is in the interest of economy that it should be. : 
, ie do not want, as has been intimated, any war with Mexico. We 
do not desire to annex either her people or her territory, Especially 
do we not desire her people. The only way the territory could be 
available would be by killing off the people. {Langhter. } 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I would like to ask the geulleman a question. 

Ile speaks of Mexicans crossing the Rio Grande, invading his State, 
Jundering and robbing its citizens. Now, I wish to know whether 
he would not rather have that question settled at once by war with 
\exico than have these depredations constantly kept up? 
“Mr. GIDDINGS. We want the question settled. We want the 
protection guaranteed to us—nothing more; we shall be satisfied 
with nothing less. Whatever may be the number of the Army neces- 
sary to atlord such protection, we shall be found voting for it. We 
ask this as American citizens. This condition of things has existed 
upon our frontier for the last fifteen years, and according to the tes- 
timony of the commanding general of the Army, taken before the 
Committee on Military Affairs of the Forty-third Congress, our front- 
ier settlements upon the western border, with the exception of a 
few towns Where the citizens are able to protect themselves, have 
been driven in from fifty to one hundred and fifty miles. We have 
a border, including the shores of the Rio Grande from its mouth to 
El Paso and then around to the Indian Territory, of over two thou- 
saud miles. Texas has labored to protect that frontier. She has 
given it all or nearly all the protection it has enjoyed. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ATKINS. I hope that we shall now have a vote. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I renewtheamendment. Mr. Chairman, I would 
not detain the committee now, asthe members are evidently tired of 
this subject, but so much has been said about the Texas frontier that 
lam afraid the House will think that is the only threatened frontier 
in the United States. Certainly I sympathize with those gentlemen 
from Texas; certainly 1 understand their feelings, appreciate their 
danger, and sorrow for their sad condition ; but I might almost say 
this bill made a discrimination in their favor and against other Ameri- 
can citizens equally deserving of their country, as much entitled to 
protection, and who are quite as much threatened. Who will say 
that the frontier of New Mexico, the frontier of Arizona and Lower 
California, the frontier of Wyoming, and the frontiers of Montana 
and Idaho are not as much threatened by hostile foes and as deeply 
crumsoned in the bloud of your people as the frontier of Texas. That 
State is represented here by a powerful delegation, unsurpassed in 
ability, and whose votes are necessary to the success of the commit- 
tee. It might be said equally that this proviso was a sop thrown to 
them; but it would be unjust to say so; the patriotic chairman of 
the committee, in charge of the purse of the whole country, feels 
upon himself the responsibility of the protection of the whole coun- 
try, and only followed the law of last year. No blame attaches to 
the committee for their apparent discrimination, which I would not 
strike out. If our fellow-sufferers in Texas can get any consolation 
from these empty words, they are welcome to do so. I desire to call 
the attention of the House to the fact that Texas does not stand alone 
in fear and affliction. 

In the Territory of Montana, during this last year, we have had 
half a hundred peaceable citizens killed, and from three to four hun- 
dred thousand dollars’ worth of property destroyed; not one coach 
alone has been stopped, but our lines of travel have been suspended 
for weeks at a time, not by any Indians within our own border, 
Whose interest conilicted with ours, but by invasion from distant 
places beyond our control. That destructive invasion never could 
have been accomplished if our military organizations had been any- 
thing more than mere skeletons. And now you propose to increase 
the cavalry so as to reduce out of existence the already emaciated 
tilantry. Let me ask those gentlemen who are familiar with the 
history of the late Indian wars whether the infantry has not shown 
its efliciency, and if most of the fights that have been won against 
the Indians in the last three years have not been won by the iniantry 
or through their co-operation. Cavalry have often gone in only to 
be massacred. The infantry have often averted disaster. Our cav- 
alry Was massacred by the Sioux, and it was by the aid of the infan- 
tty, commanded by Miles, a colonel of infantry, that Sitting Bull was 

riven across the border, Your cavalry, endeavoring to force its way 
over mountain trails, could not catch the Nez Perces, but General 


Gibbon, with a hastily collected handful of infantry, marched two 
hundred miles, surprised them in the night, would have annihilated 
the Indians if his force had been a little greater; and finally, after a 
march of thirteen hundred miles, one of the most extraordinary ever 
made, during all which time the infantry in Howard's command kept 
up with, if they did not outmarch, the cavalry, those Nez Perce Lna- 
dians were stopped within forty miles of the Canadian border, and 
stopped by a mixed force of cavalry and infantry under General 
Miles and compelled to surrender. 

If you wish to make any discrimination in the Army or to meddle 
with its organization at all, it would be better to adopt a proviso 
that cavalry and infantry regiments occupied with the defense of 
the Mexican and Indian frontier should be recruited and kept up to 
sixty men ineach company. Such organizations would be etfective. 
When General Gibbon struck the Nez Perces, if he only had a hundred 
more men he could have ended that war then and there. As I have 
already said he came upon them in the night with six companies of 
infantry, numbering in all one hundred and twenty men, and aided by 
thirty volunteer citizens, many of whom were killed, leaving their 
families without the benefit of pensions. 

Suppose those six companies numbered six hundred men instead 
of one hundred and twenty? Suppose this former major-general of 
the United States Army, the author of a standard work ou military 
science, one of the most gallant and accomplished gentlemen in our 
Army, or in any army, who went into the tight like au ordinary sol- 
dier, with his riile on his shoulder, and fought the savage foe like a 
bushwhacker—suppose he had the command of a lieutenant-colonel 
of the Army only, he could have wiped out the whole of the Nez 
Perces and ended the war at once. What is the use of having an 
Army at allif it is not to be properly recruited, but allowed to remain 
in askeleton condition dangling from the scaffold of economy and 
bleaching in the wind of starvation? Let the organization be com- 
pletely destroyed and adopt some other method of defense; but it 
you do maintain its frame-work of regiments and companies, economy 
and patriotism aud decent respect for the lives of brave men cry out 
that you should maintain the companies at such a standard as will 
enable them to defend themselves, if not to punish the enemy and 
protect the country. 

Now, if you wish to re-organize the Army and reduce the number of 
regiments, do so by a proper bill which will lop off all excrescences ; 
and if you reduce the number of organizations, at least let those 
which are kept in active service have a respectable number of men. 
Do not take out the rifles and leave a rickety frame-work standing. 
The democratic party, Mr. Chairman, is not responsible for the begin- 
ning of this system of bad legislation by reducing the Army in appro- 
priation bills. The Army was fixed by law at thirty thousand men. 
But in the Forty-third Congress an appropriation bill was brought in 
which kuocked tive thousand rifles outof the Army, and while that was 
done it did not take off a single shoulder-strap; it did not take away 
a single regimental organization, nor a single wagon; it did not 
diminish the smallest portion of the machiuery of the Army, but 
merely reduced the effective force of the Army to the extent of tive 
thousand men. 1 well remember the occasion. The bill was brought 
in from the Committee on Appropriatious, of which Mr. Garriiup 
was chairman, by Mr. Wheeler, now Vice-President of the United 
States. I remember very well the words which he used at. that time, 
that if those frontier settlements could not protect themselves, then 
they had better be wiped out. I thought it proper that the most 
cruel blow ever struck at the Army should be defended by the most 
cold and heartless speech I ever heard on this floor. That was the 
beginning of this bad policy of reducing the Army in the appropri- 
ation bills; a vicious practice, for when you reduce it in the appro- 
priation bills by reducing the number of the men merely, you do not 
diminish any portion of the machinery of the Army ; you do not strike 
off any of the officers, or do away with auy of the transportation, 
but you simply knock out of the service so much of the effective force 
or so many men which are really needed in order to make it effective. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentieman’s time has expired. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I rise to oppose the amendment, and yield my 
time to the gentleman from Montana. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy. Mr. 
Chairman, I have been sorry to see in this debate that gentlemen 
from the West care sv little for the lives and property of their friends 
in the newer lines of States and Territories. 1t seems singular to 
me that gentlemen who represent the dark and bloody ground, whose 
memories are the romance vf American history, from ludiana where 
the field of Tippecanoe raised its hero to the Presidency ; from Ohio, 
whose earlier struggles aroused the sympathies an] called out the 
assistance of the whole country; from Lllinois, where the grass is yet 
green over the victims of Biack Hawk’s bands, should be more 
uliberal toward the new frontier than the far eastern States. 

I know you are farmers and you need economy; but what makes 
your farms and houses secure? Is it not because we have pushed on 
beyond you a cordon of new States and Territories, and have raised 
a barrier of gallant hearts and strong arms between you and the 
savages that raided your early settlements but a generation ago? 
Now you have peace; you are beyond invasion. Our danger is your 
safety and our exposure is your security ; but should you not extend 
to us the same sympathy and the same protection that the nation far 
less able then exteuded to your failers wheu your lands were the 
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frontier? Because you are safe are you to be selfish? Does not the 
blood of your fellow-citizens, ay, of your sons and relatives, weigh 
anything against your dollars because danger is no longer at your 
own doors? Is all patriotism lost in the desire to save; and will 
you allow your citizens to be butchered, your country mocked at, her 
tiag and its defenders insulted because it is done far away in the new 
country? 

Why do you leave us to be massacred? Why do you leave your 
flag to be insulted? Why leave us to feel that your promise of pro- 
tection issimply a mockery and that the shadow of the American flag 
is a snare, deluding the poor settler from his own defense that he 
may be murdered beneath its powerless folds? 

Gentlemen, I cannot believe that your apathy to our condition 
arises from selfish indifference. I have fought side by side with the 
men of Illinois, and Ohio, and Indiana, the frugal tillers of a fruitful 
soil, and I know they never count the cost of the demands of patriot- 
ism. I know the gallant and chivalrous people of Kentucky, and I 
believe their Representative [Mr. BLACKBURN ] when he intimatesthat 
they would fly to the rescue of the tlag when the most remote point 
of the most remote border was threatened with invasion, or the most 
distant settlement attacked by savages. The difficulty in this case 
is the difficulty only of making you understand and feel the dire 
necessity we are under for the protection that the Army recruited and 
filled can afford. And I can only add my voice to that of other gen- 
tlemen in saying that not only on the Mexican, but on every other 
line of our now double frontier necessity exists for succor and increase 
of the troops already there. 

My friend from Missouri [Mr. CRITTENDEN] says the Indian war is 
over; Joseph captured and Sitting Bull gone. Why, sir, when this 
Congress adjourned last spring who ever dreamed you would have a 
war with Chief Joseph? And who can tell how many wars you will 
have before the end of this year with all these Indian tribes? They 
are threatening everywhere. You havean Army of twenty-five thou- 
sand men. Some ask what it is doing. It has to deal with and keep 
down three hundred thousand savages, brave men who know how to 
ride, how to live in the wild country, who are natural soldiers and 
who, when armed as they are now armed with breech-loaders and 
magazine-rifles, are equal man for man to any troops in the world. 
That is what your Army is doing. It is holding in check those three 
hundred thousand savages. And why has the frontier of Texas not 
been protected? It is because when the Sioux war and other wars 
broke out the troops had to be removed from these to meet the difli- 
culty. An Indian outbreak has just been subdued in New Mexico, 


another in Arizona; another may break out to-morrow. Some sol- 
diers are moving the Sioux who have treated, others sconring the coun- 


try forseattered bands that have not come in. Some ar’ on the march 
to winter stations from the recent campaigns. All along the lines 
your forces are everywhere weak, every where outnumbered ; and none 
could be summoned to meet an emergency to-morrow without leaving 
some other point fatally exposed. 

Mr. FRANKLIN and Mr. HARRISON rose. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. My time is limited, and I cannot yield. 

But the gentleman says that we will have no more trouble with 
Sitting Bull, as he is beyond the Canadian border. But what is he 
doing there? He is endeavoring to organize the Northwestern tribes, 
and if he succeeds he can march a force of ten thousand men, equal 
to any soldiers you can put in the field, and sweep every settlement 
before him; he can clean the country from the line to the railroad 
before you can organize any force to stop him. Do you think that 
because he is on that side of the line his respect for Queen Victoria 
or a squadron of Canadian policemen will stop him when he has re- 
organized his forces and is ready for war ? He will defy them as he 
deties you, and he will not conceal his intentions. Sitting Bull has 
the merit of having been consistently hostile: and, mark me, the next 
news you get of his movements will be that he is again preparing to 
carry on that war against the United States which for eighteen years 
he has waged with so much protit and glory to himself. 

Look for a moment at the history of that chief. Born in a for- 
eign land, as be himself avows, where Indian and white alike obey 
the law, he sought the ———— of making a name and record for 
himself among his people by coming to this country and engaging 
in hostilities, which our policy made possible. He crossed to this side 
of the line, joined in the first hostile movements against the whites 
in 1858, has persistently fought us ever since, and from a poor, ordi- 
nary Indian, without bereditary rank or family influence, he has made 
himself rich, powerful, and celebrated among his people by waging 
unceasing war on the insufficient forces and unprotected frontier of 
the United States. Do you suppose that the same dream of ambition 
does not lurk in the heart of many another savage? They have heard 
of the bravery of their fathers from the day of childhood ; they have 
listened to the boastings of older warriors and braves; they have 
been tanght that it isthe duty of every man to make himself a record 
in the blood of his enemies; and as you have your ambition and I have 
mine, so they have theirs; and the great ambition of every aspiring 
spirit among them is to unite and organize their race and make war 
upon the whites. Lacknowledge much that has been said abont their 
wrongs, and members know how earnest an advocate I have been on 
this tloor for reform in our Indian policy. But it is your policy and 
the people of the frontier are not responsible for it. Until you change 
it and while you are changing it you owe them that protection which 


government is instituted to give to its citizens. You m; 
your policy and be able to reduce your forces. But be y 
guine of thesuccess ofany system. No matter what you may 
policy you may adopt, there isan irrepressible conflict bet wes 
tion and savagery which must be waged until one is tring 
the other submits. 

[ Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Mr. Chairman, we 
have an Army and should defend our frontier settle 
Indians and should defend our people on the border from thy 
croachments of those living ae another flag, or we should re 
our Army up and have no Army and concede that the United — 
have nut power enough to defend their own people. — 

Sir, there is no man living, who has the least acquaintance wit) the 
subject, who does not know that if we had had an adequate " 
the northwest, in the Sioux country, we never should have had tl 

7 monies = ad the 
war with ‘‘ting Bull. Had we had five thousand men in proper co, 
dition in neighborhood of Idaho in the spring of 1277, the masse, 
eres by v. ch fifty men lost their lives in Idaho would never oa 
occurred this year, and the war would not have broken out, apd ms 
noble friend and neighbor, Captain Owen Hale, who perished so o\,. 
riously in the attack on Chief Joseph would have been now aliye 

Gentlemen seem to forget somewhat in talking about the expenses 
of our Army that we have some extent of country to defend beyond 
what Austria has, beyond what France has, beyond what Englay) 
has in Europe. Sir, we have a territory as large practically as tho 
whole of Europe together, and gentlemen are complaining abogt 
there being an Army of twenty thousand men to defend that tery. 
tory and take care of the Government property at the various posts 
in this country. Twenty thousand men, such is the how!—twepty 
thousand men to put down the liberties of the country! My eoj- 
league from New York [Mr. Breese] inquired why the expenses of 
the Army were greater for twenty-five thousand men now than jn 
1860. Let me tell my friend that since 1860 we have advanced into 
the Sioux country ; we have advanced into the neighborhood of the 
Pi-Utes, into the neighborhood of the Nez Perces ; we have taken pos- 
session of Arizona, Montana, Idaho, and Dakota. We are maintaiy- 
ing this Army over distances such as armies never hail to trayerw 
even in the days of the Roman power. Shall we begrudge the ex. 

ense ? Shall we leave our people to the tomahawk and scalping. 

nife of the savage in the interest of economy as we are urged upou 
this floor every now and then? I hope not, sir. I hope this nation 
will not disgrace itself and say it is inadequate to meet Sitting Bull 
and Crazy Horse; ay, and the crazy mules too, if any such still re- 
main, I won’t say where. [Laughter.] No, sir; we are able to de- 
fend our people, and with the help of my God I will give my intlu- 
ence in favor of protecting them. 

There is but one other thing to do, sir, with these savages. We 
might possibly withdraw the Army and conciliate them. [ Laughter.) 
Unless we are to do that, we have got to keep up an Army somewhat 
adequate to the wants of the country. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BEEBE. Mr. Chairman, my colleague from New York [Mr 
TOWNSEND ] has ordered up a powerful re-inforcement. He says that 
by the aid of his God he will give us a solution of all these ditlicul- 
ties. Perhaps that will do away altogether with the necessity for au 
Army, for what his God cannot accomplish I am sure his aid will be 
sufficient for. Sir, his argument in regard to the area of our country 
which is to be defended is not a new one. When we take into con- 
sideration the mining settlements in the far West which have attracted 
immigrants to those localities; when we remember that there ar 
dense populations now in comparison with what existed in 1>6), we 
find that we have not a more extended area to protect than we hal 
in 1860. 

The Secretary of War, in his report made to Congress on December 
3, 1860, pointed to the fact that at that time there were Indian dlii- 
culties in every portion of that vast area of territory to which alla- 
sion has so frequently been made. oe 

Sir, my colleague is in error in supposing that our frontier 's 
more extensive than that of England. They have, fortunately for 
Canadian settlers, a different policy controlling the administration 
of their affairs touching the Indians, and in Canada and in the other 
provinces the Indians are controlled in the method which the Secre- 
tary of War in 1860 and 1861 besought Congress to adopt. If the 
Indian Bureau had then been transferred to the War Departinent and 
kept there, I believe we should not have had any of the difficulties 
which have been continued upon our frontier. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Will my colleague allow me 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BEEBE. Oh, yes; I will always yield to my colleague. — 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. My friend will bear me witnes 
that I have always shown upon this floor that Ihave no namby-pat)) 
sentiment towards the Indian. I want to pat him under the Wer 
Department, and I would put war enough there to make him civil. 
{ Laughter. } sata 

Mr. BEEBE. I am glad that my colleague and myself are 10 - 
mony at least upon one proposition. I believe that if we shou : 
now resolutely adopt the policy which the Secretary of War rece 
mended in 1860 and 1861, and adhere to it, we should have a — 
tion of these troubles upon the frontier. I believe further that, i 
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the arm of the Government were exerted with resolution and power 
she protection of the Texan border, we should have no more dif- 
= cin een I for one would teach that State that, if it is too weak 
so mnennae its own robbers and marauders, the Government of the 
United States is powerful enough to do it, and I would do it, and 
make Mexico bear all the expenses incident to that transaction. 
” Now, sir, 1 desire to say that the War Department had at its maxi- 
om in 1560 eighteen thousand men, and not thirteen thousand, as 
i . chairman of the Committee on Appropriations said yesterday. 
It certainly had over sixteen thousand men and the expenditures 
were $10,000,000, Now, with an Army of eighteen thousand men, the 
Department asks $32,000,000. I say that there is nothing in the con- 
dition of the country to justify this great increase in the expendi- 
tures of this Department. I have here the report of the Secretary of 
War, to which I have already referred, which shows that at that 
time there were Indian difficulties more numerous and more power- 
ful than any we have now. Bands of Indians composed now of fifty 
were then one hundred strong, ay, one thousand strong. The Sioux 
Nation, one of the most powerful tribes ever known upon this conti- 
nent, were then much stronger than they are now, and it was with 
the Arapahoes, the Cheyennes, and the Pi-Utes in the field against us. 

If we have difficulty now it is because of this quaker rule with our 
soldiers in South Carolina and Louisiana. Had your President 
promptly called them from those States and transferred them to the 
frontier then we should have had that peace which we all so much 
de sire. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HARRISON. I move to strike out the last word. I do it in 
order to give some information to the gentleman from New York 
[ Mr. TOWNSEND] who seems to be unable to determine why it is that 
the Indians have been getting the better of us during the last year. 
It was because the Army of the United States, instead of fighting 
Sitting Bull, was employed, a part of it, in Louisiana in aiding a re- 
turning board to defraud the people of their rights of free ballot. It 
was because a part of that Army was sent into Florida, where two 
men on a dark night were seen firing a wooden railroad bridge, and 
the governor of Florida telegraphed to Zack Chandler, who was sit- 
ting at the headquarters of the republican party in New York City, 
asking that soldiers should be sent to protect the railroads in Florida. 
Sir, when the committee of the last Congress, of which I was a mem- 
ber, directed to investigate the fact that the President had sent into 
certain States of the South soldiers during the election, were in ses- 
sion, but which was never able to report, we had before us the gov- 
ernor of the State of Florida, and he testified under oath that there 
was one single bridge burned, or perhaps two—but I think it was 
only one—and that on that account he had telegraphed to the chair- 
man of the central republican committee, Mr. Chandler, requesting 
United States soldiers to be sent to Florida, and on that requisition 
soldiers were ordered to Florida by the President of the United 
States, 

The question was asked the governor how many men were seen 
destroying the bridges. He replied that two men were seen running 
away from them, and therefore he as governor of a southern State 
was unable to protect those bridges. In another instance he said 
that the railroad tracks were torn up. He was asked what length of 
track was torn up. He said that he could not tell exactly, but prob- 
ably a few yards. He was asked how many men it would take to 
tear up those tracks during one night; if it required many men. He 
replied that a few might do it; possibly a half dozen or so. Yet be- 
cause a few men in the night, probably eight or ten according to his 
answer, who were never seen, tore up a few yards of railroad track, 
he telegraphed to the chairman of the republican national committee 
asking for troops, and the President on that requisition sent troops 
to Florida. And while troops were being sent into the South to pre- 
vent men from voting, as they had a right to under the Constitution, 
Sitting Bull and the other Indians in the far West were organizing 
their armies. Sir, keep your soldiers where your soldiers ought to 
be, _ we will have a sufficient Army even with but fifteen thou- 
sand men. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I have but one word to say. I 
rise simply to defend the administration of President Grant. The 
President relied with eorfidence upon having troops sufficient to 
defend the frontiers against the Indians and against the Mexicans, 
because he knew that at any moment he could call into the service 
that gallant Marine Band, whose services were saved to the country 
by the eloquence of the gentleman from Chicago. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. HARRISON. I fear its music would have been powerless to 
soothe the savage breast of Sitting Bull, for in two years it has not 
proved effectual upon that of my friend from New York. I withdraw 
my formal amendment. 

rhe question recurred upon the amendment of Mr. CRITTENDEN. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to strike out the last word. 1 voted against 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky, [ Mr. BLack- 
BURN.) to reduce the Army to fifteen thousand men, not believing 
that under existing circumstances it was safe and prudent to reduce 
= military force of this country tothat number. W1en the troubles 
‘hat we now have shall have been settled, I shall most heartily vote 
for that reduction. 

But this is the purpose more especially for which I rise: I have also 
Voted to keep the military force within the present number. I have 








done so because I believe that the force we now have, if properly dis- 


tributed, would be sufficient for the defense of the frontier. I think 
the difficulty is not in the want of men, but in the proper distribution 


of the men we now have. 


I have feared that the necessities of the frontier of Texas have 
been employed to coerce, if practicable, our delegation to go in favor 


of the greatest increase of the Army that could be obtained. Tho 
military arm of the Government, like all other Departments of tho 
Government, seeks to augment its power. We know that it is the 


opinion of the General of the Army that we ought to have an Army 


of fifty thousand men. We know that other men of high military 


reputation have expressed themselves within the last six months, 


especially since the occurrence of the late riots, as of opinion that 


fifty thousand men were necessary to police the States and preserve 
public order. 

Sir, let me say that we have a financial policy, arevenue policy, which 
has brought this country to the brink of destruction and ruin, sacrificing 
its highest and dearest interests, impoverishing the people and putting 
the iron hand of oppression upon them until they can bear it no longer. 
It is proposed that we shall resort to the tyrant’s remedy and create 
an Army to hold them down under the heel of oppression. I have no 
sympathies with those men. I desire to see people made contented 
by a wise, just, humane, and beneficial public policy that will give 
prosperity and happiness to the people. They want no strife; they 
want no trouble; they want peace and prosperity. And if you will 
make legislation so that it will not rob the people of millions of dol- 
lars each year, if you will repeal your resumption act, take the pres- 
sure off the national banks, remonetize silver and give it free coinage, 
you will restore capital into circulation, give peace and prosperity, 
employment and plenty to the people; and it would be worth more 
than a hundred thousand armed men to the peace of this country. 

I do not want the idea ever to gain a lodgement in the American 
heart that our people are incapable of self-government and must be 
governed by a power above them wielding a military force to keep 
them in order, instead of by appeals to their intelligence, their vir- 
tue, and their patriotism. I do not want any army for that purpose ; 
I do not believe that it is necessary for the general welfare. I will 
not, for one, be coerced into voting for an increase of the Army to 
accommodate the views of military men, when I know that by a 
better distribution of the force we now have we can have better pro- 
tection. 

One more word. If we continue to pursue the policy that has been 
pursued on the Mexican border, so long will there be turbuleuco 
there, so long will we have no peace there. If this Government can 
ever be brought to the point of properly understanding that question, 
so that when robbers cross our borders and commit robbery and 
murder they shall be pursued, and retaliation visited upon their 
alties and protectors, that moment peace will come, and you will 
never have it otherwise. 

No matter how many regiments of cavalry you may send there to 
act as a defensive force, they cannot give you peace and protection. 
The right policy is to pursue the aggressors, and teach them that 
they shall not violate the rights of American citizens with impunity. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, all day we have had attempts re- 
peated by various motions to reduce the Army. Although the com- 
mittee has adopted the motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SCHLEICHER] amendments looking to a reduction have been offered 
time and again in violation of the spirit in which that was agreed 
to, and couched so as to defeat its purpose. I wish tosay that I have 
not antagonized, or desired to antagonize, any effort of the Represent- 
atives from Texas to secure protection for their frontier; but I wish 
to call attention to the fact that the present attempt is to reduce the 
Army and at the same time to secure such protection in a manner 
that would leave other portions of the frontier without adequate 
defense. Iam willing that the frontier of Texas shail be protected, 
but if the other side of the House insist on reducing the Army and 
sending the whole available force to the frontier of Texas they leave 
unprotected the frontier elsewhere for a thousand miles, 1 would 
have moved to strike out “ Texas,” but I wished that frontier to 
have adequate protection, and to accomplish this I appeal to these 
gentlemen not to force others to antagonize this measure. 

I know that the question of defending the Texan border is a large 
question, one which our Army at present is unable to handle. The 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] who has just spoken refers to 

yursuing the Mexicans upon their own soil. Sir, the population of 
fexico on that frontier is so debased that nothing but power can 
keep it in subjection or secure safety to our borders. In it we find a 
people who have not been and cannot be kept in subjection by the 
overnment of Mexico, weakened by political dissensions and para- 
ate by imbecility. A population of mixed Indian and Spanish blood, 
a mixture which seems to have debased the original elements, it 
has neither the nobility of the Castilian nor the simple dignity of the 
Indian, and possesses all the vices of both and none of the virtues of 
either; a set of men who gamble for an occupation, are filthy, 
unwashed, unkempt, unregenerated; who wear ragged gaberdines, 
their uniform being a sombrero, a blanket, and a pair of spurs; who 
eat red-pepper pies and dark-complected bread; who are one day 
in the army, the next day robbers on the frontier, the next pronun- 
ciadores, (for a Mexican borderer when he wishes to steal anything 
pronounces for God and Liberty; ) a set of men who curse the very 
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soil on which they tread ; a body of people so debased and loathsome 
that when they lie down to die, on the prairie even, the coyotes will 
not eat them. 

Who shall say that this race governs the unhappy region over 
which it claims jurisdiction. The only Spanish quality that seems to 
have survived is Castilian pride and the theory that discovery is a 
hetter title than possession. These are our neighbors. The Rio 
Grande, as a permanent boundary, is not so well defined on the face 
of the country as the map. It changes its location almost as often as 
the freebooters on its banks, and those who have been professional 
robbers and murderers in their own country can scarcely consider it 
much of an enormity to carry it on in ours. 

Between the Rio Grande and the Neuces River there isa stretch of 
country which was once one of the richest cattle-producing regions to 
be found, Nearly two hundred years ago herds of cattle and horses 
were driven from that country to the first French settlements in 
Louisiana. To-day it is a bloody debatable ground, for many Mexi- 
cans who have forgotten the Mexican war and who never compre- 
hended the treaty think it belongs tothem. It is a region harassed 
and robbed on all oceasions. Its history repeats the history of the 
old English and Scottish border. The only check to the work of 
plunder is the difficulty of finding a market for the booty ; and mur- 
der isso common a thing that the only astonishing thing is a natural 
death. Iam willing to protect the people of Texas against that wild, 
nomadic, lawless, worse than barbarous population; but I appeal to 
the other side of the House not to reduce the Army to such an extent 
that the immense frontier of the West cannot also be defended. Re- 
member the helpless settlers there, subject to the incursions of the 
merciless savage, and do not deny to others the protection you seek. 

Mr. ATKINS. Mr. Chairman, it is very evident that the House de- 
sires to discuss further this feature of the bill. I therefore move that 
the committee rise. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. 
mwowent. 

Mr. ATKINS. 
draw my motion. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Mr. Chairman, I regard this question of 
the reduction of the Army as one of vital interest to the country. I 
believe that it is a matter of economy to keep the Army at twenty-five 
thousand men, and I will give one or two reasons for that belief. At 
the time the Sioux war begun there was strife and warfare upon the 
Texas border—not merely upon a few hundred miles of it, but upon 
its whole extent, nearly two thousand miles. And notwithstanding 
the necessity for troops in that region of country, the cavalry and in- 
fantry had to be removed from Texas to the Sioux country ; and the 
cost of transporting those troops amounted to almost as much as if the 
Army had been increased so as to allow a suflicient force upon that 
border and also in the Sioux country. 

In my judgment it would be more economical to keep the Army at 
twenty-tive thousand men than at twenty thousand, because when 
it is necessary to move troops from one scene of difficulty to another 
the cost of transportation is immense. If troops were kept in the 
Sioux country to-day to protect that region against another incursion 
by the Indians, this large expense of transporting troops would not 
be incurred. It may be pleasant, Mr. Chairman, for gentlemen to 
talk about economy, but it is not pleasant to those of us who have 
people suffering every day for the want of the protection we now ask. 
While this talk of a reduction of the Army and of economy is going 
on by gentlemen who have no constituency in danger, there are oth- 
ers of us whose people are being murdered and whose property is 
being destroyed almostevery day. In my judgment, it is true economy 
on our part to keep the Army at the standard suflicient to defend all 
portions of the country without transporting troops from one section 
to another in case of emergency. Look at our border from Canada 
to the Pacitic Ocean, from Canada down through the Sioux country 
and the Territories to the Rio Grande, and from the mouth of the 
Rio Grande to San Diego, and say whether there is not actual neces- 
sity for military posts and a company at each one of those posts and 
at intermediate points for the protection of our people. We ask no 
army so far as Texas is concerned, for the purpose of acting as a 
police in that State orin other States. We ok nothing in the way of 
an increase of the Army to coerce labor. The people of Texas, in 
asking that the Army should be kept up to the standard of twenty- 
five thousand men, do not ask that it shonld be kept up merely for 
the purpose of coercing the laboring-men of the country. 

{ Here the hammer —- 

Mr. ATKINS. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I wish to ask whether there is any amendment 
pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [ Mr. CRITTENDEN ] is pending. 

Mr. ATKINS’S motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under 
cousideration the Union generally and particularly the bill (H. R. 
No, 902) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for other purposes, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move all debate on the pending paragraph be 
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I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a 


I cannot refuse the gentleman’s request. I with- 
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closed in ten minntes after the consideration of the Army }iJ) oy 
ss resumed in the Committee of the Whole on the rae 

nion. 

Mr. BANNING. Say twenty minutes. 

Mr. ATKINS. I will say twenty minutes. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope not upon the paragraph, 
the amendment. 

Mr. ATKINS. Yes; upon the paragraph. 

Mr. CONGER. But there are other amendments to be offered 

Mr. ATKINS. The paragraph has been discussed very extensix ‘ 

Mr. CONGER. Some portions of it have not been discussed aaa 
and I ask the gentleman to confine his motion closing de a 
amendment. 

Mr. ATKINS. I cannot consent to that, as this Paragraph or ¢} 
spirit of it has been discussed nearly all day. : r 

Mr. ATKINS’S motion was agreed to; and the debate in the c 
mittee of the Whole on the pending paragraph was limited to tw; 
minutes. 

Mr. ATKINS moved to reconsider the vote just taken; an 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FINLEY. I move that when the House adjourns to-day j; 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. eT 

The motion was disagreed to. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. HAZELTON, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of 
absence for fifteen days, on account of urgent business. 


MRS. MARY HACKLEY, 


On motion of Mr. SLEMONS, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the peti. 
tion of Mrs. Mary Hackley, no adverse report having been made in 
the case. 

JOHN FLETCHER. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, leave 
was granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the 
papers in the case of John Fletcher, no adverse report having been 
made upon it. 

WOLFF & BROWN. 


On motion of Mr.GLOVER, by unanimousconsent, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in th: 
case of Wolff & Brown, no adverse report having been made upon it. 


MATILDA SHIELDS. 


On motion of Mr. GLOVER also, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers 
in the case of Matilda Shields, no adverse report having been made 
upon it. 

MRS. MARY DE ZERALOS. 


On motion of Mr. GLOVER also, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal of the papers in the case of Mrs. Mary De 
Zeralos, no adverse report having been made upon it. 

JOSEPHINE C. OWEN. 


Mr. PATTERSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H.R. 
No. 1243) for the relief of Josephine C. Owen, postmaster at Ran- 
dolph, New York; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES E. FAHNESTOCK. 


Mr. BOYD, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (I. R. No. 
1244) for the relief of Charles E. Fahnestock; which was read a first 
and second, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SAMUEL V. B. STRIDER, OHIO. 


Mr. DICKEY, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1245) for the relief of Samuel V. B. Strider, of Chillicothe, Obie; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE SAINT CROIX RIVER. 


Mr. HUMPHREY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (IL. R. 
No. 1246) to appropriate money to improve the Saint Croix liver, 
between Hudson, State of Wisconsin, and Saint Croix Falls, in said 
State; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Coll- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT LA CROSSE. 
Mr. HUMPHREY also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bil! A. 


R. No. 1247) to appropriate money to improve the Mississippi River, 
from the crossing at the Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint Paul [ta''- 
way Bridge, above the city of La Crosse, Wisconsin, to the mouth ot 
Root River, below said city; which was read a first and second tim 


referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
NAVIGATION LAWS. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, by unanimous consent, presented ; 
petition in regard to the navigation laws from the National Board o 
Trade; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed, and also printed in the Recorb. 











The paper is as follows: 
MEMORIAL. 


the National Board of Trade to the honorable the Senate and 
. ¢ Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled respectfully 
——— “that ihe National Board of Trade, having at its late anuual meeting, in 
repre — Milwaukee, had under its consideration the subject of the present de- 
ae a c ndition of the foreign shipping interests of the country, adopted the 
sta o solutions, to wit: 
toll ae ae judgment of the National Board of Trade the navigation 

Resoivees -nited States, which forbid registration under the American flag to 
it vessels, purchased and owned by American citizens, have not only 
id the advantages expected from them to the American ship-building 
hose benefit they were enacted, but also have contributed to the serious 

‘ine and almost threatened extinction of the American ship-owning interests 
“ ae ‘the ocean-earrying trade of the United States. es 
om ki ined, That the immediate repeal of these laws, by giving encouragement to 
An ey in citizens to become ship-owners, and to engage in the forcign commerce 
i. ~ountry, would conduce also to the permanent prosperity of the ship-builders 

"nited States. 

= oT hat the immediate repeal of these laws would offer the best induce- 

a aah h the Government could hold out at the present time to American citi- 
= * to enter into competition with the citizens of other countries for a proper 
gene of the vast steam traffic of the Atlantic Ocean, now carried on almost exclu- 
sively under other flags than our own.” ; 
“These resolutions were, by vote of the board, directed to be laid before your 
honorable bodies as an expression of a body in largo measure representing the 
vvmmercial interests of the country, on a subject believed by it to be of the first 
in portance in respect to the welfare and prosperity of the whele people of the 
United States, and your honorable bodies are respectfully memorialized to adopt, 
at an early day, legislation in harmony with the views therein exp’ 

And your memorialists will ever pray, &e. 
By order and on bebalf of the National Board of Trade. 
’ FREDERICK FRALEY, 
President, Philadelphia. 


The memorial of 


Jaws of the 
foreign bat 
failed to yt 
class, for W 


CHaRLes RANDOLPH, 
Secretary, Chicago. 
WASHINGTON, 1877. 
ELIAS D. BRUNER. 


Mr. TUCKER, by unanimous consent and by request, introduced a 
pill (A. R. No. 1248) for the relief of Elias D. Bruner; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

And then, on motion of Mr. LUTTRELL, (at two minutes to four 
o'clock p. m.,) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. CAIN: The petition of the Protestant Episcopal church of 
the parish of Saint Michael, in the city of Charleston, South Carolina, 
that certain duties paid on their church bells be refunded—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: Papers relating to the claim of M. L. Broad- 
well for two horses lost while in the United States service—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of J. 8. Frizell for property de- 
stroyed by United States troops—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Dr. William H. Curran, for pay for services 
rendered as assistant surgeon United States Army before his muster 
into service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of George E. Saunders and 199 others, 
of Plymouth County, Massachusetts, that no unjust discrimination be 
made in fixing salaries of Government employés—to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of California: Papers relating tothe petition of C. 
N. Felton, assistant treasurer United States at San Francisco, Cali- 
fornig, to be reimbursed the amount paid by him on forged United 
States disbursing officers’ checks—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. FELTON: The petition of citizens of Gordon County, Geor- 
gia, for the amendment of the laws so as to extend the time for filing 
war claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GLOVER: The petition of citizens of Marion County, Mis- 
souri, for the repeal of the act demonetizing silver, the repeal of the 
resumption act, and maintaining the volume of legal-tender notes to 
at least $400,000,000 and making them a legal tender for all pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: The petition of the letter-carriers of 
Hoboken, New Jersey, for an increase of their salaries—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Oftice and Post-Roads. 

_ By Mr. HARTZELL: Papers relating to the claim of Hugh Worth- 
ington for pay forthe steamer Eastport, captured by the confederate 
and afterward recaptured by the Federal forces—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

_ By Mr. HEWITT, of New York: The petition of citizens of New 
York, in favor of accepting the invitation to take part in the Paris 
exposition of 1878—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HU NTON: The petitions of George 8. Ayre, administrator ; 
James Baldwin, John W. Conrad, E. J. Conrad, Joseph Conrad, Philip 
Derry of Peter, Philip Derry, Lewis W. Derry; C. C. Gaver, adminis- 
nd Emma R. Moore, agent; Isaac S. Myers, George Neer, John 
‘isewaner, Jonas Potts, and Eli Tavenner, for compensation for stock 


aoe off by order of General Sheridan—to the Committee on War 
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By Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire: The petition of Mark H. Went- 
worth, administrator, that 2 per cent. additional interest be allowed 
upon the judgments awarded by the commission of Alabama claims— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: Papers relating to the petition of Alonzo Sny- 
der for pay for amount expended by him in defending certain suits 
brought against him while an officer in the provost-marshal-general’s 
department in the twenty-fifth district of New York—to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

By Mr. MACKEY: The petition of citizens of Clinton County, 
Pennsylvania, for the repeal of the resumption act of January, 1875; 
the abolition of all laws authorizing the intervention of national 
banks in furnishing the currency of the country; to make the notes 
issued by the Government a legal tender for all debts, public and 
private; for the remonetization of silver and the taxation of the 
property and securities of the bondholders the same as the property 
of the laborer and mechanic—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Papers relating to the claim of James Cummings 
for lumber and cordwood taken by the United States Army—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of Sarah Wilson for relief—te 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Sarah Wilson for services 
rendered to the United States by her late husband—to the Committee 
of Claims. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of Henry Bruner, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: Memorial of the National Board of Trade, for 
appropriations for light-houses, the removal of wrecks and obstruc- 
tions from navigable rivers, and for the assertion of the right of the 
Government over all navigable waters of the country—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. POLLARD: Papers relating to the petition of Jackson 
Lovenburg, late postmaster at Unionville, Missouri, for relief—to the 
Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of Amanda M. Cook, for compensa- 
tion for property destroyed by Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indians—to 
tho same committee. 

By Mr. RAINEY: The petition of Sarah Morrison, administratrix, 
for compensation for damages occasioned to the property of Christian 
B. Morrison by the firing of experimental guns by United States ~ fli- 
cers from the battery near Fort Hamilton, New York—to the samo 
committee. 

By Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts: The petitions of M. N. Williams, 
F. A. Schriver, and Arnold Otto Meyer, that they be granted 2 per 
cent. additional interest on the judgments heretofore awarded by the 
court of commissioners on Alabama claims—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCHLEICHER: Papers relating to the claim of E. H. 
Hoppe for services rendered and expenses incurred while special 
deputy United States marshal in arresting stage-robbers—to the 
Committee of Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of the heirs of Ferdinand Cais, 
a citizen of France, that authority be conferred upon the Court of 
Claims to consider their claimn—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Audrew Newman for pay for 
a vessel lost while in the United States service—to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Mary E. Brackenridge—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania: The petition of Levi Wike, for 
a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Papers relating to the claims of the 
heirs of Abel Lee, of John Jackson, and James M. Waid, for com- 
pensation for damages sustained by Indian depredations—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of N. Bowen, J. W. Williams, and 
others, in behalf of the trustees of the Judson Female College, Hender- 
sonville, North Carolina—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. WALSH: Papers relating to the claims of Thomas M. Mac- 
cubbin and James W. Anderson, for property taken by the United 
States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of C. N. Walker, postmaster at 
Frostburgh, Maryland, to be reimbursed an amount of money burned 
in the mail-car while in transit—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of William McIndoe, post- 
master at Lonaconing, Maryland, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the administrator of Samuel 
T. Anderson, of Baltimore—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the petition of George Hobbs, for a change of his army rec- 
ord—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the heirs of Nathaniel Heard, 
for pay for property destroyed by British soldiers during the Revolu- 
tion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Lewis Roderick, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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328 CONGRESSIONAL 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, November 10, 1877. 


The Honse met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. Davip WILLS, 
D. D., of Washington, District of Columbia. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


NANCY READ. 


Mr. PRICE, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1249) 
granting a pension to Nancy Read, widow of John Read, a soldier of 
the war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DAVENPORT, IOWA. 


Mr. PRICE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill(H. R. No. 
1250) appropriating money for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a post-oftice and other Government offices in the city of Davenport, 
in the State of lowa; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. PRICE. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The SPEAKER. A bill giving the authority of law for the erection 
of a public building would go to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, but a bill making an appropriation for such a building 
goes properly to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


STRENGTH OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. BANNING. I ask unanimous consent to submit and to have 
adopted at this time the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and they are hereby, in- 
structed to inquire into— 

1. The Sete weamben of general, staff, field, and line officers, non-commissioned 
officers, musicians, artificers, wagoners, and other enlisted men and employés in all 
branches of the Army on the Ist day of July, the Ist day of September, and the 
Ist day of November, 1877, respectively, and where, how, and in what service such 
officers and men have been employed during the present fiscal year. 

2. The number and rank of officers on the retire: list. 

3. The number and rank of all officers on the active list who are unassigned and 
the reason why they are so unassigned, the number and rank of officers on the 
active list physically unfit for the proper discharge of their duties by reason of 
age, disease, or other disability, and the number and rank of all officers upon leave 
of absence during the present fiscal year, and the length of such leave in each 
Cant. 

4. The condition of affairs on the frontier of the State of Texas, the number and 
character of the troops in the Papeanaae of Texas, the conduct of military oper- 
ations in that department, and what, if any, additional military protection ought to 
be provided for the people on that frontier against Indian and Mexican marauders. 


5. The number and location of all military headquarters, forts, and posts, the 
annual cost of maintaining cach of them and the necessity therefor. 

6. The practicability and expediency of reducing, consolidating, or otherwise 
changing the oe organization of the Army with a view to promoting its efli- 
ciency and reducing its cost, 

And the committee is authorized to send for persons and papers and may report 
by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. CONGER. I object to the last clause of the resolution. 

Mr. BANNING. What part ef the last clause? 

Mr. CONGER. I object tothe clause which authorizes the commit- 
tee to send for persons and papers. 

Mr. BANNING. Do you not want the committee to be informed ? 

Mr. CONGER. I want the information, but it can be obtained with- 
out that clause. 

Mr. BANNING. I would like the gentleman to tell me how. 

Mr. CONGER. I will be glad to tell the gentleman at leisure. 
have not time to discuss it now. 

Mr. BANNING. If the House will indulge me for one minute I desire 
to say that we were told yesterday that the Committce on Military 
Affairs should inquire into this matter and make a full report, and I 
am very sorry to see my friend now objecting to giving us the oppor- 
tunity. I hope he will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. CONGER. The information is in the Department and can be 
obtained from it. If this is a committee of investigation let it ap- 
war>®r BO. 

, Mr. BANNING. Let me say to the gentleman from Michigan that 
this resolution does not go back beyond the present fiscal year. It 
does not go back into old matters. There is no disposition on the 
part of myself nor, I think, on the part of the committee to go back 
into anything of that kind. The object is merely to obtain a full 
understanding of the condition of the Army, that we may act intelli- 
gently. 

Mr. CONGER. If the committee find that they fail to get the 
proper information without compulsory powers they can then ask 
for them. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan therefore suggests 
that the latter clanse be stricken out? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BANNING. The power to send for persons and papers f 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BANNING. The committee can without the resolution obtain 
almost all that is asked for if that is stricken out. 

Mr. CONGER. I suppose so, 

Mr. BANNING. Then why does the gentleman object to this? Is 
there anything we ought not to find out? 


We 
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Mr. CONGER. I think the country is satisfied with t 
of investigation of last Congress, and I believe we had better a te; 
to the business requiring action in this extra session. Let us a 
what Army we have, before we go on with these further jy, uir a 

Mr. BANNING. The gentleman himself told us yesterdae wn 
had a most ridiculous Army. vee 

Mr. CONGER. No, sir; I did not make that remark. 

Mr. BANNING. The gentleman said so in his speech, 
it will be found so reported. He used the word ridiculous jy refex 
ence to the Army organization. That is the fact, and I hope that n - 
it will not stand in the way of putting that organization in g cel 
and useful shape. = 

Mr. BANKS. It appears to me that the universal custom is, exoe 
where some great crime or frand is alleged, that a committee dene 
not ask for the privilege of sending for persons and papers aati 
some information is refused; and then the House never hesit i 
grant it. If any information the gentleman from Ohio should Want 
should be refused by anybody, undoubtedly the House, on considers, 
tion of the facts, would grant the power to send for persons ayq 
papers; but it would be an unwise thing for the House to grant 
for the mere purpose of ordinary inquiry, this privilege on ever: 
question that should be presented to the House. ’ 

Mr. BANNING. Then I ask that the resolution be adopted, omit. 
ting that portion of it to which the gentleman from Michigan [\{; 
CONGER] objects. . 

Mr. GARFIELD. I ask that the resolution be read as modified. 

The Clerk read the resolution 2s modified. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let it lie over until we have a regular repory 
from the committee; I object to it. 


he great range 


and I think 


ALES.to 


ADELIA VOGLF. 

Mr. BROWNE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 
1251) granting a pension to Adelia Vogle, mother of Nicholas Vogle, 
late a private in Company G, One hundred and first Regiment Peny- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensiors, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES WEIR GRAYDEN. 


Mr. BROWNE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (1, 
R. No. 1252) to authorize the President of the United States to place 
the name of James Weir Grayden, of the United States Navy,-on the 
lieutenant’s list in such a place as to make his date and rank corr- 
spond with the date of his enlistment in the volunteer Army of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHOCTAW CLAIMS. 

Mr. HOOKER, by unanimous consent, presented a memorial of the 
Choctaw Nation, asking for the settlement of their claims; which 
was read, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


PRESENTATION OF A MEMORIAL. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I ask unanimous consent to present the petition 
of 5,500 farmers of Missouri and Illinois, that it may be referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency and printed in the Recono, 

Mr. ATKINS. I object to printing it in the Recor. 

Mr. FOSTER. Let it go into the petition box. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Does the gentleman object to the introduction or 
to the printing in the Recorp? 

Mr. FOSTER. Let it be presented in the regular way under the 
rule. 

Mr. BANKS. Will the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Foster] with- 
draw his objection and yield to me for a moment ? 

Mr. FOSTER. Certainly. os 

Mr. BANKS. There is objection to printing papers of this charac- 
ter in the RECORD, based upon the fact that the Record extends 
now frém ten to twelve or fourteen volumes every session of Con- 
gress, and in those fourteen volumes there is not the slightest indi- 
cation of an index, and no man who possesses them, unless he has by 
him the index printed in a separate volume, can find any clue of the 
votes or action of the House. This is fatal to its use, and by placing 
these things in the RecorD we make it so cumbersome as to be en- 
tirely useless. me 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made the petition is not Te 
ceived. 

R. G. PETERSON. 


Mr. FINLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (IH. R. No. 
1253) granting a pension to R. G. Peterson, of Ohio; which was real a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Peusiovs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ATKINS. I call for the regular order of business. : 

I move that the Honse resolve itself into Committee of the W hole 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of further considering the 
bill (H. R. No, 902) making “a for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for other purposes 

The motion was agreed to. : ; 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Cox, of New York, in the ¢ hair.) 
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The pending paragraph was as follows: 


" chase of horses for the cavalry and artillery, and for the Indian scouts, 

For pure h infantry as may be mounted, $200,000. Provided, That cavalry regi- 
an | for such Yecruited to one handred men in each company, and kept as nearly 
ments ee at that number; and a sufficient force of cavalry shall be employed 
as eee enneet the Mexican and Indian frontiers of Texas. 


in tae ; 
(nd the pending question was upon the motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, 
to add the following thereto: 
voided further, That by the recruiting of the cavalry regiments to one 
- in nen in each company the Army shall not be increased beyond the number 
_ seted men, including Indian scouts and hospital stewards, actually on the 
coer rolls on the Ist day of November, 1877. 


Mr. FOSTER obtained the floor, but yielded to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, (Mr. BANKS.) - : : 

Mr. BANKS. Itisnot my wish, Mr. Chairman, to extend this debate 
unnecessarily nor defer for any length of time the decision of the 
committee, but there is one fact, or rather a series of facts, to which 

| desire to call attention which is of some importance in the decision 

of the question before us. : } 

Much has been said on one side and the other side of the House 
in regard to this strait in which the officers of the Army have been 
nlaced by the failure of the Army appropriation bill last session. I 
do not wish to raise the question of responsibility for that failure ; 
but only to press upon the attention of the House the necessity for 
immediate relief. 1tis within my own knowledge that officers of the 
Army have suffered very great inconvenience and loss, and certainly 
many members of Congress will know what embarrassment, if not 
distress, would be imposed upon them if their pay was suddenly with- 
held for nearly a year, and, situated as the officers of the Army now 
are, they have an indisputable title to immediate relief. 

But it is necessary to consider the condition of the rank and file of 
the Army as well as that of the staff, and, with the distress of both 
officers and men, the disability of the Army on the frontier to protect 
its settlers, punish its enemies, and protect its honor. 

Not having satisfactory personal information upon this subject 
from my own observation, I wish to read a letter which I have just 
received from a lady resident in my own section of the country, who, 
having a relative in the Army, has visited several of its camps on the 
frontier, and from her own careful observations, made in the presence 
of the troops and in the immediate neighborhood of the Indians, 
knows their situation, and whose statements I think I can vouch for 
upon my own personal responsibility as being entirely worthy of our 
consideration. Ifthe committee will pardon me I will read it, because 
it deserves the attention of members of the committee. The writer 
is not a camp-follower, a speculator, or a partisan, but a patriotic 
woman, whose love for her children and their country led her to brave 
the hardships of frontier life and the perils of Indian wars, to miuis- 
ter to the sufferings of her own offspring and to encourage and succor 
the defenders of the country. 

WASHINGTON, D. C., November 8, 1877. 

Dear Sin: I am a stranger to you, but I venture to approach you on the know]- 
edge that you once knew my husband, and I think at the time you were in the 
Legislature there was quite a friendship existing between you. This must be my 
excuse for writing to you. As the Army debate is before the House and I know 
youare its friend I venture to cito a few of the facts and incidents which came 
before my eye on a recent visit to the frontier this past summer. 

Itishard, but nevertheless truo, that ourmembers of Congress judge of our Army 
by the staff in our large cities. This part of our Army is but the flowery side—the 
rosy lining to the clouds—and but few men are fortunate enough to get in such 
positions, 

Itisof the men on the far frontier of whom I write ; men who have not seena 
city for years. To show to what straits these men are put I cite an instance of a 
fort eighty miles from where I was. Last fall there was a force of cavalry and 
infantry there and fifteen hundred Indians near. To re-enforce another fort which 
was menaced at a far distant place on the frontier all but sizteen men were drawn 
off from this fort. This, too, was at a time when the appropriation for food for 
Indians was exhausted, Congress having failed to appropriate. These Indians 
were in & mutinous state. The commanding oflicer issued rations to them so long 
as ho could from their own stores, and when they had no more to give, the Indians 
were turned ont on the prairie to dig roots in order to keep them alive and to save a 
massacre. All this time the wives and children of the brave men who had gone at 
the word of command to the point of danger, and to risk their lives if need be, were 
at the merey of these Indians. 

Tt is a noted fact that no English insurance office or company will insure the 
lives of any of our officers now. In times past they often did; but they now say 
our Government risks the lives of their officers too much, and utterly refuse to in- 
sure them. At the fort where I was the cannon had been taken away four or five 
months before I came, and a promise that more would be sent in their stead; but 
none ever came, and had the Indians known the defenseless condition the fort 
a in they could have taken it any day and murdered every soul there. These 
ew facts are but an example of the many constantly occurring, and yet I never 
saw a more uncomplaining set of men. I heard no murmuring, but al) are ready 
- go and face danger any day. They expected this when they entered the service, 
ven not to be slowly starved or to uselessly jeo ize their lives to an overwhelming 
oe Indians, which is constantly being done. 

. ou see fit you can show this letter to any one with whom you think it would 
oe effect; and beging pardon for tus occupying so much of your valuable 

‘ine—and my exense is my warmth of feeling for the Army from what I have been 
an eye-witness to—I am, with respect, very truly, yours. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 


Mr. CONGER. I think the order of the House was that twenty 
minutes should be allowed for discussion. 

= CHAIRMAN, Twenty minutes is the limit of debate. 

Mr. CONGER. Has the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Banks] occupied ten minutes? 

'he CHAIRMAN. The gentlemen has occupied five minutes. 


Mr. CONGER. Then I will take the floor and yield to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. 


Mr. BANKS. Ido not wish to trespass further upon the attention 
of the committee than to say that I know the writer of this letter 
and her family very well, and I believe it will be admitted that 
her narration of what she saw will be accepted as a truthful state- 
ment of the condition of our Army. Is it true that the officers and 
men of our Army are left in small numbers, sometimes less than a 
score, in the presence of large bodies of Indians, their cannon taken 
away, their men transported fifty or a hundred miles distant to de- 
fend other points no more defenseless than those they leave? Is it 
true that their wives and children are left behind wiih the small gar- 
risons they abandon perfectly defenseless? If the Indians knew the 
actual condition of our Army, it is said by this writer, their small 
number of men, the want of artillery in the forts, the scarcity of 
food, the ex posed condition in which they and their families are, at 
almost any time the Indians could have taken the forts and captured 
and massacred their garrisons. These are the facts that appeal to us 
for the immediate passage of the bill reported by the committee, and 
for increased liberaiity in its provisions for arms, rations, and men, 
as well as for the stipulated pay due to officers and soldiers. There 
is too little known of the actual and suffering condition of the Army 
on the frontier. We are prone to form our judgment as to the con- 
dition of the Army from the position of officers and privates when 
on leave or in garrison in the large cities; but, as the writer of the 
letter I have read hassaid, these are few in number and form no basis 
upon which we can estimate the suffering and peril of the Army on the 
frontier. We waste more money in a single week’s debate than 
would supply their necessities for a year and enable them to bring 
the war to a victorious termination. 

I would not have read this letter—Ido not remember that I ever, 
in the way of argument, read in this House or in Committee of the 
Whole a letter addressed to myself—but this letter comes from a 
person whose statements are so modestly and carefully presented, 
and are so completely and entirely enforced by other facts within 
our own knowledge, that I think they will have weight upon this 
committee and lead both the committee and the House to give to 
the Army on the frontier of our country euch support in the way of 
men, arms, and rations for themselves, and if necessary for the In- 
dians that are in their keeping, as will at least enable them to de- 
fend their own positions, if not to conquer their savage opponents. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. BANKS. Certainly. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Will the gentleman state how many soldiers 
there are now stationed in the city of Washington ? 

Mr. BANKS. I have not the slightest information upon that sub- 
ject, nor do I think it important with regard to a proper understand- 
ing of the question upon which I am speaking. I am speaking of 
the soldiers of the United States on the frontier of the Republic, sent 
there by the Government under the laws of Congress, who are com- 
manded to defend our forts, and are by our inaction deprived of can- 
non and men, and even of food; who are deprived by the inaction of 
Congress of that which is necessary to enable them to perform their 
duty, whereby their lives are uselessly and criminally exposed. 

In regard to the administration of the affairs of the War Depart- 
ment, if the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CRITTENDEN ] desires to 
institute an inquiry I will support him with all my heart, and if 
there be found any laxity, neglect, or wrong in that administration 
I will go with him to censure whoever has been guiity. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The gentleman will pardon me for interrupt- 
ing him again, but as he is so candid I will state that I have learned 
that there are here in the city of Washington at this time two full 
regiments. Now, would it not be better to remove those regiments 
from this city, where they are doing no good whatever, and thus to 
that extent increase our army on the frontier ? 

Mr. BANKS. Why should not the honorable gentleman from Mis- 
souri move as an amendment to this bill that these regiments, if there 
be such, shall be sent from Washington to defend the frontier? 
That would be a reliefto our soldiers; it would tend to give support 
and encouragement to the brave men who are now defending the 
interests of the Government there. But while these regiments are 
here and while no word has been spoken in Congress against their 
presence until this moment, we ourselves by unnecessary delay are 
depriving the Army on the frontier of those means for the preserva- 
tion of their lives and the defense of the country which they have a 
right to demand. We leave them without pay, without support, 
without arms, withont artillery, without food; and yet we command 
them to defend the flag of this country! 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
before he sits down, because I know he understands these matters so 
fully. Have not the President and the Commanding General the 
power to remove these troops from here and send them to the 
field ? 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Chairman, the President will answer that in- 
quiry. My understanding, from what has been said in these debates 
and heretofore, is that we have withheld from the President the 
money necessary to transport these troops; that if they were called 
for upon the frontier and if the President desired to send them there 
there is no money in the Treasury which he can apply to that pur- 
pose, and that the responsibility for this deficiency is ours and not his, 





230) 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Then we had better give him the money and 
not provide for more troops. 

The question beine taken on the amendment of Mr. CRITTENDEN, 
there were—ayes 114, noes 152 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CRITTENDEN and Mr. BANKS were 
appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 104, noes 
117. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINS. Mr. Chairman, I received this morning, as chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, a dispatch from the Adjutant- 
General, which I ask the Clerk to read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CONGRESSIONAL 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, B. C., November 10, 1877. 
{From War Department to Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS, chairman Committee on Appro- 
priations, louse of Representatives.) 


In your speech on Thursday, the Sth instant, reported in the Recorp of this 
morning, you cite the communication of October 30, from the Secretary of War, 
giving the number of troops at 21,363, and then added that a dispatch was addressed 
yesterday to the Adjutant-Gcneral, requesting more definite information, to which 
no reply had been given. I beg to say that I telegraphed you on November 7 that 
the number was 21,902, and that it was an increase, since the communication from 
the Seeretary of October 30, of 539. This of course would make, inclading 400 in 
the Signal Corps, mentioned ip the communication of October 30, 22,302. You will 
understand that the figures given are only estimates, most of the retarns from 
the Army being not of latest dates. I cannot account for your not receiving my 
reply, as the operator here informs me my telegram of the 7th was duly sent to you. 

E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Adjutant-General. 

Mr. ATKINS. Mr. Chairman, Iam no more able than the Adju- 
tant-General to account for the non-receipt of thatdispatch. It was 
not received by myself or any member of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, or any clerk connected with the committee; nor is there 
any impression of such a dispatch in the impression book of the tele- 
graphic operator in this Capitol. No such dispatch, then, was received 
here. 

Now I want to call attention toone point: The Adjutant-General 
now asserts that there are nearly twenty-two thousand enlisted men 
upon the rolls, although when before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions he agreed with the General of the Army that there were not 
over twenty thousand men, as has been repeatedly asserted on this 
floor. I wish to call attention also to the admission in that telegram 
that since the committee began the draft of this bill the Army has 
been increased to the extent of more than five hundred men, and that, 
too, without authority of law and without one dollar of appropria- 
tion for the reeruiting of those men. We are now called upon to 
swell the aggregate of this appropriation bill, because since we began 
the draft of the bill in the Committee on Appropriations, the Depart- 
ment has been swelling the number of troops in the Army without 
authority of law and without any appropriation to pay for recruiting 
them. Having made that statement, I wish to make no further com- 
ment upon it; it bears its own comment. 

Mr. CLYMER. I wish to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations a question for the further elucidation of this matter. 
In regard to the Army having been decreased to twenty thousand 
men, was not the reason given that there were no funds appropriated 
for recruiting and that the Department could not, under the law, 
add to the force in that way? 

Mr. ATKINS. Of course, that was the statement. 

Mr. FOSTER rose. 

Mr. ATKINS. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from Ohio, 
[ Mr. BANNING. ] 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BANNING. The gentleman from Tennessee has yielded to me 
four minutes, and 1 want to occupy the time. 

Mr. FOSTER. I think that a reply ought to be made to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee at once. 

Mr. BANNING. I need all my time, 

Mr. ATKINS. I will give the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Foster] 
an opportunity to reply. - 

The CHAIRMAN. The twenty minutes limited by the House for 
debate upon this paragraph is exhausted, and no unanimous consent 
in Committee of the Whole can prolong the time. To make any such 
extension it will be necessary for the committee to rise. 

Mr. FOSTER. How does it happen that the chairman of the com- 
mittee got ten minutes f 

Mr. ATKINS. Idid not occupy the whole time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman only gecupied five minutes. 

Mr. FOSTER. I thought debate had closed. 

Mr. ATKINS. It has not closed. The other side occupied the floor 
for ten minutes. 

Mr. FOSTER. The debate closed when the vote was taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. Another amendment was offered. 

Mr. FOSTER. What amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood a formal amendment was 
offered, as usual. 

Mr. FOSTER. I have the right, then, to reply to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. ATKINS. Let us understand this. The other side occupied 
ten of the twenty minutes. This side has not occupied its ten min- 
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utes as yet. I am willing the little time I occupied althong} 

promised it all away, shall come out of the ten minutes, lac. l 
know how many minutes I did oceupy—not more than two—. 
yield four minutes tothe gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Banyiye ~ 
then will yield twominutes tothe gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Posy. 
and afterward two minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr ER,) 
BEROOX.) ea ae 

The CHAIRMAN. Neither the Chair nor the commi 
power to prolong debate. 

Mr. FOSTER. But I wish to defend the General of the 
the Adjutant-General from the very unfair criticism of the 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ATKINS. I have only stated the truth, and if that js unfair | 
cannot help it. - 

Mr. FOSTER. It is unfair. 

Mr. ATKINS. I have only stated the truth, and no man d 
say that I have not. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Ohio wishes to extend 
the time he knows the mode by which it can be done. 

Mr. FOSTER. I do not understand this thing. The debate closeg 
when the vote was taken. 

The CHAIRMAN, But another motion was made. 

Mr. FOSTER. No other amendment was made since, as I wn 
stand it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the usual formal amend. 
ment was made, 

Mr. FOSTER. Have I nota right, then, to make a pro forma amend. 
ment myself, if the chairman had such a right? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not on this paragraph. 

Mr. CLYMER. LI rise to a point of order, and it is this: Yesterday 
by order of the House, the debate in committee was limited to twenty 
minutes. , 

Mr. FOSTER. And debate was closed when the vote was taken. 

Mr. CLYMER. So I thought. Then the only way is to move to 
go into the House for the purpose of extending the debate on this 
paragraph in the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio will understand that 
the larger portion of the twenty minutes was occupied by his side of 
the Honse. 

Mr. FOSTER. Now allow me to make asuggestion. Let the read- 
ing go on, and let pro forma amendments be made on the succeeding 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the rule, anyhow. 

Mr. BANNING. I wish to offer an amendment to this paragraph. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. ATKINS. Lobject to proceeding to the next paragraph until 
we have disposed of the one under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was not aware the Clerk was pro- 
ceeding to read the next paragraph. The pending paragraph was 
still open to amendment. 

Mr. FOSTER. Without debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without debate, of course. 

Mr. ATKINS. We have been cheated out of our portion of the 
time on this side. [Langhter.] 

Mr. BANNING. I believe I have the floor to offer an amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. The remark of the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations that they had been cheated out of their time is not 
courteous to this side of the House. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules it out of order. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONGER. But perhaps it was more discourteous to the Chair 
than to this side. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposed the gentleman only used it 
as a playful remark. 

Mr. ATKINS. I intended nothing by it to reflect on the other 
side or on the Chair. It was simply a pleasantry. 

Mr. BANNING. I appeal to the gentlemen on the other side, and 
particularly to my colleague from Ohio, that I may be permitted to 
offer my amendment. By the amendment of the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. TUCKER,] which was adopted, we have already pro- 
vided in reference to the cavalry. I therefore move to strike out 
lines 103, 104, 105, 106, and 107, and if there be no objection I will 
give my reasons for it. Strike out these words : 

Provided, That cavalry regiments may be recruited to one hundred men in cach 
company, and kept as nearly as practicable at that number ; and a sufficient force 


¢ cavalry shall be employed in the defense of the Mexican and Indian frontiers of 
exas. 


ttee has the 


Army and 
chairmay 


are galn- 


ler- 


Mr. FOSTER. I do not think it requires any debate, as those lines 
should be stricken out. a 

Mr. BANNING. Then, if there be unanimous consent, I will offer 
that amendment and give my reasons for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate being closed by order of the Honse, \t 
is not in order, even by unanimous consent, for the committee to pr- 
long the debate. 

Mr. MILLS. Is it in order to move the committee rise for the pur 
pose of going into the House to further extend the debate to twenty 
minutes: ten minutes for that side of the House, and ten minutes 
on this for my colleague, [Mr. CULBERSON 1] 

Mr. BANNING. I yield to the gentleman from Texas to make 
motion. 


The question being taken on the motion that the committee rise 


the 
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rpose of having the time for debate extended, it was not The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania[Mr.CLYMER ] 


and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Foster] will resume their places 
as tellers. 

The committee divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 121, noes 114. 

So the substitute, as amended, was adopted. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following 
paragraph: 

For transportation of the Army, including baggage of the troops, when moving 
either by land or water; of clothing and camp and garrison equipage from the de 
pots of Philadelphia and Jeffersonville to the several posts and Army depots and 
from those depots to the troops in the field; of horse equipments and of subsist- 
ence stores from the places of purchase and from the places ef delivery, under 
contract, to such places as the circumstances of the service may require them 
to be sent; of ordnance, ordnance stores, and small-arms from the founderies and 
armories to the arsenals, fortifications, frontier posts, and Army depots; freights, 
whartage, tolls, and ferriages; the purchase and hire of horses, mules, oxen, and 
harness, and the purchase and repair of wagons, carts, and drays, and of ships and 
other sea-going vessels and boats required for the transportation of supplies and 
for garrison. purposes; for drayage and cartage at the several posts; hire of 
teamsters ; transportation of funds for the pay and other disbursing departments ; 
the expense of sailing public transports on the various rivers, the Gulf of Mexico, 
and the Atlantic and Pacilic; for procuring water at such posts as, from their situ- 
ation, require it to be brought from a distance ; and for clearing roads, and for re 
moving obstructions from roads, harbors, and rivers, tothe extent which may be 
required for the actual operations of the troops in the field, $4,200,000, . 


Mr. WALKER. I offer the following amendment: 


Add to the paragraph just read the following: 

Provided, That no military or naval officer, or other person engaged in the civil, 
military, or naval service of the United States, shall order, bring, keep, or have 
under his authority or control any troops or armed men at or near the place where 
any general or special election is held in any State, cither on the day of such elec 
tion or for ten days prior or subsequent thereto, unless it be necessary to repel the 
armed enemies of the United States; and any person violating any of the provis- 
ions of this section shall be fined not more than $5,000 and sutfer imprisonment at 
hard labor not less than five years, and be deprived irom holding any oftice of 
honor, p. ofit, or trust under the United States. 
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1 CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 


dleman from Ohio, (Mr. BANNING. ] 

Mr. BANNING. _Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BANNING. I wish to understand if we have passed the para- 
gb _ ‘HTAIRMAN. No, sir; the paragraph is now pending. 

Mr. BANNING. I ask that my amendment be read. 

The amendment was again read. : 

Mr. CULBERSON. 1 offer as a substitute for the amendment of 
th gentleman from Ohio the following: 

Strike out the proviso and insert after the word “provided " as follows : - 

That a force of four cavalry regiments shall be recruited to one hundred men in 
each eompany, and the same shall be employed in the defense-of the Mexican and 
Indian frontiers of Texas. : 

Mr. ATKINS. Loffer as an amendment to the substitute what I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the whole number shall not exceed twenty thousand enlisted men, 
including Indian scouts and hospital stewards. 

Mr. ATKINS. I hope the gentleman from Texas will accept that 

vendment. 
ie CULBERSON. I cannot accept it now. Let it be again re- 
ported. : 

The amendment of Mr. ATKINS was again read. 

Mr. FOSTER. I ask that the substitute of the gentleman from 
Texas be read. 

, The substitute offered by Mr. CULBERSON was again read. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. ATKINs to the 
substitute, there were—ayes 119, noes 127, 

Mr. ATKINS. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. ATKINS and Mr. CONGER were ap- 

vinted. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 112, 
noes lls. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] for the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. BANNING. } 

Mr. CLYMER. I offer as a substitute for the pending proposition 
what I send to the desk. 

Mr. CONGER. There is a substitute already pending. 

Mr. CLYMER. I offer it as an amendment to the substitute pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Texas, and ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Provided, That nothing herein contained —— 

Mr. SAMPSON. Mr. Chairman, is that in order? There are now 
two amendments pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is now pending a substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Texas for the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio. It is in order to amend that substituse. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let us know what the amendment is. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk was about to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall authorize the recruiting the num- 
ber of men on the Army rolls, including Indian scouts and hospital stewards, beyond 
twenty thousand, of whom four full cavalry regiments shall be kept in service on 
the Mexican frontier in Texas. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I make the point of order on that amendment 
that it is out of order to interfere with the President’s constitutional 
right to command the Army, to transfer it to Congress by an amend- 
ment in Committee of the Whole, as is done in this amendment. An 
amendment stationing four regiments of cavalry by an act of Con- 
gress is out of order. 

—_ CLYMER. We were taught that practice by your side some 
ime ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. The objection made by the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. GARFIELD] goes to the merit of the proposition. It is not prop- 
erly a question of order. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Several members called for tellers. 

— were ordered ; and Mr. Foster and Mr. CLYMER were ap- 
pointed, 

The committee divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 114, noes 112. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the substitute of 
the gentleman from Texas, as amended. 

Several members called for tellers. 
wie CHAIRMAN. As the count is so close, the Chair will order 

‘lers. 

Mr. FOSTER. Let the substitute, as amended, be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the iso and insert as follows : 

. That a force of four cavalry regiments shall be recruited to one hundred men 
in each company, and the same shall be employed in defense of the Mexican and 


Indian frontiers of Texas: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall authorize 


= recruiting the number of men on the Army rolls, including Indian scouts and 
ane Stewards, beyond twenty thousand, of whom four full cavalry regiments 


| be keptin ser. ice on the Mexican frontier in Texas. 


Mr. GARFIELD. I make the point of order on that amendment 
that it is general legislation—changing existing law in the appro- 
priation bill—and that it is not in the interest of retrenchment. 
| Langhter.] . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. The 
amendment evidently changes existing law. 

Mr. WALKER. What is the ruling of the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order that this 
amendment changes existing law. 

Mr. WALKER. This point of order has been decided before, and 
there are precedents of its being in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not in the matter of transportation. 

Mr. WALKER. It does not change existing law; it merely adds 
to it. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would also rule that is not in order 
to offer a pending bill as an amendment to an appropriation bill. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move to strike out the last word, and do it for 
the purpose of replying to what, I repeat again, was an unfair attack 
of the chairman of the Committee of Appropriations on the General 
of the Army. I regret exceedingly, Mr. Chairman, that the chairman 
of our committee should have felt called upon in such violent te:n- 
per, to say the least of it, to make this attack. The General of the 
Army, as I understand it and I believe it to be the fact, did not pre- 
tend to give us the actual number of enlisted men in the Army. He 
said that it was his opinion that there were about twenty thousand 
men inthe Army. I did not understand the Adjutant-General of the 
Army to give an opinion asto the number; he did furnish us with an 
estimate showing that on the 15th of October there were some twenty- 
two thousand enlisted men in the Army, and believed that there had 
been a pretty large reduction from casualties and from other causes 
from that time to the present. 

In the telegram which I hold in my hand and which was read by 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. ATKINS, ] the Adjutant-General 
used these words : 

You will understand that the figures given are only estimates, most of the re- 
turns from the Army being not of the latest dates. 

The General of the Army and the Adjutant-General, I think— 
at least that is my recollection—did not pretend to give the actual 
number; but they stated that they believed the reduction would 
amount tosome two thousand men from the date of the last re- 
turns until the time when they met us in the committee. There- 
fore, I think that the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
was unfair in his criticisms and in his attack, if it may be so char- 
acterized, and I do characterize it as such, on the General of the 
Army and the Adjutant-General asto their unwarranted uses of money 
for recruiting. I do not understand either the General of the Army 
or the Adjutant-General to make the statement that they were not 
authorized and permitted to recruit; but they had no appropriation, 
and they stated that there was no money to do the recruiting with. 

Mr. CLYMER. If they had nomoney, how was the Army increased ? 

Mr. FOSTER. How could the Army have been run at all, if they 
had no money for that purpose ; and yet they have run it? 

Mr. CLYMER. If the President had called Congress together ear- 
lier there would have been no difficulty about the matter. 

Mr. FOSTER. But the Army has b-en run. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, And it isa matter for fature explanation how 
it has been run. 

Mr. FOSTER. It has been run, has it not? 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. It has been run without law. 

Mr. FOSTER. All right; we will be glad to have you show how 
it could have been avoided. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. We will show you. 

Mr. FOSTER. It will be ashowing that the country will be sick of. 

Mr. ATKINS. Mr. Chairman, I beg to say to the House and to my 
colleague on the committee [Mr. Foster] that if [have exhibited vio- 
lent temper I was not aware of it. I have a very earnest manner of 
speaking when I speak at all. I never speak anything that I do not 
believe to be true, and consequently I throw earnestness into it. I 
am not the least excited at this moment; I was not the least excited 
when I made the statement to the House; but in order to speak above 
the confusion prevailing in the House I was necessarily compelled to 
raise my voice almost to the highest pitch, and I did so. 

So far as any attack on the General of the Army, or upon the Adju- 
tant-General, is concerned, I want to say that I confined my remarks 
within the scope of the telegram received this morning and the state- 
ment made the other day before the Committee on Appropriations, 
and I will leave the matter to every member of the Committee on 
Appropriations to state whether or not I stated the facts on the day 
before yesterday, because I repeat that the General of the Army said 
that there were less than twenty thousand enlisted men in the Army 
and the Adjutant-General concurred in that opinion and stated that 
the decrease had been brought about by desertion and other casual- 
ties. A friend near me reminds me that he stated that desertions 
were increasing. I simply want to state that there was an admission 
in the telegram that since this bill has commenced to be matured in 
the Committee on Appropriations the Army has been increased five 
hundred and thirty-nine men. 

Mr. FOSTER. Since the last report ? 

Mr. ATKINS. Why, sir, if I remember correctly the contents of 
that telegram it uses the words “since the telegram of the Secretary 
of the 39th of October.” 

Mr. FOSTER. The telegram will show. 

Mr. ATKINS. Yes, the telegram will show. I made no attack on 
the General of the Army, unless it was an attack for me to say that 
he said the Army was less than twenty thousand men. I made noat- 
tack on the Adjutant-General of the Army, unless it was an attack to 
say that he concurred in the statement of the General of the Army. 
I am the last man to make an unwarranted attack or an unjustifiable 
assertion with regard to high officials. I have never done so upon 
this floor, and I hope never to do so, Thatis not all. When I com- 
mit an error, 1 hope I have the manliness to admit it. But in this 
case I have not treated these officers unfairly, nor have I exhibited 
any violent temper. I expect my friend from Ohio [Mr. Foster] is 
madder now a great deal than lam. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read Rule 48, 
bearing upon the ruling of the Chair upon the point of order made 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia. The Chair 
will have the rule read at this time, so that it may appear in the Rec- 
ORD. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No motion or proposition on a subject different from that under consideration shall 
be admitted under color of amendment. No bill or resolution shall, at any time, be 
amonded by annexing thereto, or incorporating therewith, any other bill or rosolu- 
tion pending before the House. 

Mr. FOSTER. I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I renew it, and my purpose in doing so is to take 
advantage of this opportunity to ask the House whether a proposition 
that was introduced here many years ago by a distinguished gentle- 
man from Ohio, Mr. Pendleton, does not seem to be a thing which 
would have saved us a world of trouble during the past two days. It 
was simply that the heads of the Departments, when matter pertain- 
ing to those Departments were under consideration, should have the 
right to seats in front of the Clerk’s desk and have an opportunity 
to give us frum their portfolios authentic official information with 
regard to the matters upon which we would have to act. Had that 
been the case now, instead of disputing whether somebody had heard 
the Adjutant-General of the Army say something on one side of the 
door, and somebody else had heard him say another thing within the 
door, we should have had a dignified, proper, indisputable statement 
of the official facts, which I think would have saved two days of 
debate. 

It seems to me that everything that has been said here upon this 
subject has been simply because we have been doing that which, 
with due deference to the House, I must say I think a large —— 
tion of the intelligent people of this country have been laughing at 
for years. We have been asking for hearsay statements, for vague 
opinions of high officers in the Army, officers who have had nothing 
to do with the custody of the statistics or records. And all this time 
we have bad it in our power by a simple resolution, entirely within 
the Constitution, as Mr. Pendleton showed, to have the authentic figures 
given without any dispute as to what anybody meant or thought. 

1 sincerely hope that this opportunity may not improperly be im- 
proved by calling attention to the advantage which might accrue 
by requiring the Secretary of War, for instance, under such cireum- 
stances, to be here to answer such inquiries as might be put to him 
by the chairman or the Speaker, as the House may direct. Had the 
gentleman now at the head of the War Department been asked what 
was the number of the Army, would there have been any dispute as 
to whether there was twenty thousand men or twenty-two thousand 


inthe Army? If he were here this morning and was asked if }. 
recruited any men for the Army, and, if 80, how he obtained the aad 
for the purpose, would there have been any doubt about the one y 
I insist upon it that our method of getting at facts appears : mrt 
something like child’s play, when it might have been dignitic I a 
satisfactory. ~~ oe 

Mr. COX, of New York. My namesake from Ohio has revived ; 
old proposition which at one time I had the honor to defeat: i; ,., 
but three votes in this House after a long and interesting discassiny 
Now, for fear that “Mr. Cox, of Ohio,” may be mistaken for “Me 
Cox” from somewhere else, and as I notice I was very much vit 
perated in a Cincinnati republican paper for offering a fiscal me naa 
and making an admirable speech in its support, which my honor), 
friend and namesake himself made, and as the New York NG 
Post has attributed to my humble self all the gentleman’s rare skill 
in finance and far-reaching understanding of such recondite topics 
I feel a little reluctant to have any remarks from my namesake }ik. 
those just made go out, unless the honorable gentleman and mys if 
are in perfect and pleasant accord. or) oe 

Now, about this matter of allowing members of the Cabinet to come 
into the House, it can only be done satisfactorily in a parliamentary 
way, under the English system. That is not our system, and cannot 
be without an amendment of the Constitution. Our Constitution j, 
not the English constitution. If we should bring in the Cabinet hers 
and vote against them, would they resign? If we should bring \, 
Sherman, the Secretary of the Treasury, into this House to-morpow. 
and ask him to interpret his financial policy, and we were then to 
vote adversely to bis plans, would he resign, as an English mivister 
would be bound to resign, on such an important question? No, sir. 

My friend [Mr. Cox, of Ohio] objects to the indefinite quality of 
the facts produced here from the War Department, and attributes it 
to our not having the English system. We should have definite ang 
authentic facts sent to both committees and House. All nebuloys 
and gossipy reports from the Departments, such as have been referred 
to here, can be avoided by proper methods. Thatcan all be obviated 
by requiring printed and written reports from the Cabinet otiicers 
or heads of bureaus, or those who are subordinate to them. Our 
practice has been, from almost the earliest stages of the Government, 
to have definite reports in writing, printed and laid upon our desks, 
or sent to committees, which is a better system than the English sys- 
tem, with its personal declamation and explanations. ; 

But I cannot on this appropriation bill properly discuss the propo- 
sition. It involves much debate. One consideration that 1 would 
like to enlarge upon is that whenever members of the Cabinet come 
upon this floor to participate in our proceedings they bring their 
patronage with them. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. That is the doctrine; yon are 
right. 

‘Mr. COX, of New York. Thatis the old doctrine of Walpole: tobring 
the Cabinet in, with all the power of the administration or “ govern- 
ment,” to overwhelm or debauch the popular body. We are not ready 
yet for that in thiscountry. There is patronage enough used already 
to influence Congressmen, without having introduced here the per- 
sonal influence of the men who dispense it. Therefore, speaking for 
good government, honest administration, for a proper relation of the 
co-ordinate departments—the separation of the judiciary from the 
legislative, and each and both from the executive—I cannot concur 
in my namesake’s proposition. 

Mr. McCOOK. would like to ask the gentleman whether the ex- 
periment referred to has not been once attempted on this continent. 

Mr. COX, of New York. There were several attempts made in 
Congress, and there has been an attempt, I think, somewhere in the 
Argeutine Confederation. 

Mr. McCOOK. If I am not very much mistaken, an experiment 
of this kind was made in Montgomery, Alabama, under the constitu- 
tion of the so-called Confederate States formed there, and was only 
partially successful. 

Mr. COX, of New York. There is no doubt of one fact, that under 
our Constitution members of the Cabinet are not obliged to resigu 
when they are beaten. That settles the question for us until we 
change the Constitution. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the pending amend- 
ment will be regarded as withdrawn, that the gentleman from ew 
York [Mr. HEWITT] may renew it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I renew the amendment. 

Mr. BANKS. If the gentleman from New York will allow me one 
moment, I wish to say that in regard to the question now before us 
it would not make the least difference whether the Cabinet oflicers 
were here or not, with or without their portfolios. The question 
here is one of fact. The telegram which has been read this morning 
at the request of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
says that upon the rolls it appears that there are 21,902 men, near'y 
twenty-two thousand ; but the statement made by the officers of the 
Army relates to the actual force in the field, which they say does net 
probably reach twenty thousand men—I suppose not eighteen thew 
sand men. Every man knows that it is impossible for the Adjutant 
General to have information every morning before the meeting of 
Congress as to exactly how many men are in service. The actual force 
will ordinarily fall from 10 to 20 per cent. below the number on the 
rolls. In the letter read this morning, it was stated that at the fort 
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mentioned probably show that there were one hundred, two hund- 
me s 


; erhaps three hundred there. The difference is between the 
om ~ yresented upon the rolls and the force actually in the field; 
and it is the ine ee in the field that appeals to us to be sup- 
| and strengthened. 
yp ted WITT. of New York. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts {Mr. Banks] has referred to the precise point upon 
; h ch Lhad proposed to touch. When the Committee on Appropria- 
ee began the preparation of this bill the first thing they did was 
a the Seeretary of War to state the number of men actually upon 
tho Army roll. His reply was that the number was 21,363. Subse- 
: vntly the Adjutant-General and the Commanding General came 
Stone t he committee, and the Commanding General produced a state- 
‘ent showing that the namber was 21,903, a will find upon 
sage 22 of this morning’s Recorp. When asked how it happened 
Phat the number differed from the number given by the Secretary of 
War, the committee were informed that the return produced by the 
Commanding General was in the main made up to the 3ist of August, 
and that between that date and the date of the communication of the 
Secretary of War the number had failen to 21,363. The Commanding 
General was then asked whether the number had been increased or 
diminished since that date. He informed the committee that the 
number had been decidedly diminished, and that in his judgment it 
was below twenty thousand by reason of desertions, casualties, and 
expiration of terms of service. When the Adjutuant-General came 
before the committee he confirmed this statement; and when he was 
asked whether the Army had been increased since the 4th of March, 
he replied that it had not been because there was no money avail- 
able for recruiting. If you will turn to page 22 of the REcorD you 
will find a statement of the recruits ready to go into the service on 
the 10th of October; and the number is fifty-seven, thirty-five avail- 
able at Fort Colambus, New York Harbor, and twenty-two at Colum- 
bus Barracks, Ohio. Now, in the telegram sent here to-day by the 
Adjutant-General he asserts that since that communication was made 
to the committee, five hundred and thirty-nine have been added to 
#e Army; therefore nearly five hundred men have been recruited 
since last week when thess efficers were before the committee. 

Now, I have stood upon this floor (if I may be allowed to say it) in 
the committee as the advocate of the right of the President to main- 
tain the Army under the permanent law. He had no right to allow 
it to be dissolved; but if it dissolved itself by the expiration of terms 
of service, by casualties, or by desertion, he has no right under per- 
manent law to add a man to it, for such increase can only be made by 
recruiting service, and there was not one dollar appropriated or avail- 
able for that service. Therefore the law has been violated ; and if it 
las been done by the authority of the Secretary of War he is clearly 
impeachable for having expended the public money without warrant 
of law. I do not believe that the gentleman who fills the high posi- 
tion of Secretary of War has given any such authority ; but Lask the 
attention of this House, which represents the people and holds the 
purse-strings of the nation, to the fact that, in the face of the distinct 
declaration of the Adjutant-General that there was no money availa- 
ble for recruiting, there have been added to the Army within one week 
nearly five hundred men. 

it is that violation of law to which I wish to call the attention of 
the House; and I say that the time has come when we must make 
the voice of the people of this country felt in its control over the 
Army, and impose such limits upon its number that it shall not be 
increased without appropriation made according to due form of law. 

Mr. BANNING. I should like to ask my friend from Ohio—— 

Mr. MILLS. Are these recruits for the cavalry or the infantry ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. There is nothing to indicate. 

Mr. MILLS. Well, before the Secretary of War can be condemned, 
the one who prefers the charge against him must be required to 
prove positive violation of law on his part. The law authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of War to recruit cavalry regiments up to one 
hundred men in each company, and it is to be presumed the recruits 
he put into the Army are for the cavalry, unless something is shown 
to the contrary. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The answer to that is that, no mat- 
ter what the law requires, it is a felony or misdemeanor, (I am not 
lawyer enough to know which ;) it is a violation of the law to spend 
one dollar of money not appropriated by Congress. 

Mr. MILLS. Does the gentleman say the Secretary of War should 
tefuse to obey the law of the land when he is ordered to fill up cav- 
alry regiments to one hundred men in each company ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The Adjutant-General said that no 
recruiting could be carried on, because no appropriation of money 
had been made on the part of Congress. 

a — But I am talking about the statement of the Adju- 
ant-General, 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Hrwitr) has expired. 

_Mr. BANNING. I wish to ask the gentleman from New York a ques- 
tion. I concede the gentleman from Texas could not help the Secre- 
tary of War out, because the appropriation ran out on the 30th of 
June, but I wish to ask the gentleman from New York whether these 


recruits which are now added may not have been brought from re- 
cruiting stations f 
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there were only sixteen men. The rolls of the War Depart- | Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The answer is on page 22 
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22 of the 
REcoRD, that there were then on October 10, 1377, only fifty-seven 


available recruits at ali the stations, and there was no money to add 
to the number. . 

Mr. BANNING. I suspect, Mr. Chairman, that this report which 
was sent to mo from the Adjutant-General’s Office, and which I pro- 
duced here the other day, is correct. I thought it was correct at 
that time, but the gentleman from New York disagreed with me. 
That made the number of the Army 22,307 strong, and these recruits, 
I take it, when we come to understand the subject, will be found to 
have been brought from the recruiting stations, and not to have been 
actually recruited since that time. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will the gentleman look at the table 
on page 22, which says that all available recruits at the different sta- 
tions there mentioned on October 10, 1877, were only fifty-seven? It 
is in the table before his eyes. 

Mr. BANNING. I was going to say to the gentleman that this is 
the way out of it. 

Mr. HARRISON. There is no way out of it. 

Mr. BANNING. We want them to be outif it is right, and if it 
is not we do not. Ihave no doubt this is the way out. I have no 
doubt the statement I have presented was the correct one—that 
these recruits were recruited prior to the end of the fiscal year, and 
were then at the recruiting stations. I know the gentleman’s report 
is otherwise—that they were not in the statious at the time. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will the gentleman point them out 
in the statement? 

Mr. BANNING. If the gentleman will let me alone, I will. I can- 
not point them out in his paper. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Then point them out in your own 
paper. 

Mr. BANNING. I was going to point them out if the gentleman 
will let me—— 

Mr. ATKINS. Does the gentleman say that is an official paper? 

Mr. BANNING. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ATKINS. Whose name is signed to it ? 

Mr. BANNING. It is from the Adjutant-General. 

Mr. ATKINS. Who signed that paper? 

Mr. BANNING. The outside paper is in the committee-room ; the 
Adjutant-General’s name is on it. I produced it here the other day. 

Mr. ATKINS. It is a communication to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. BANNING. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt, and I hope I am 
correct—it may be the gentleman is correct—I have no doubt these 
recruits were recruited prior to the end of the fiscal year. The gon- 
tleman shakes his paper at me to point it ont. His paper may be a 
mistake, or mine may be, either of them may be; but this paper, as I 
stated to the House the other day, and I only do it in justice—— 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The telegram I hold in my hand 
from the Adjutant-General’s Office says this number has been recruited 
or added since the communication of the Secretary of War on the 30th 
of October. 

Mr. BANNING. Very well, sir. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. It so states. 

Mr. BANNING. If I may be allowed, I think the gentleman’s own 
paver shows the way out. It may be he is correct, that the Adjutant- 
General shows in his report these men have been recruited or added. 
Now, this report which I hold in my hand shows, as I stated then in 
the House, the number of the Army to be 21,902 men, nearly twenty- 
two thousand; to which it is stated, in a foot-note, must be added 
the four hundred men of the Signal Corps. That would make the 
Army 22,302 strong. I have no doubt, Mr. Chairman, that this was 
the correct statement. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will the gentleman pardon me for 
calling his attention to the fact that the statement published in the 
RECORD shows exactly the number of men which ie now recites, 
21,903, or only six more than the gentleman’s statement. But where 
is the warrant for the five hundred and thirty-nine added ? 

Mr. BANNING. Ionly make thisstatement now as I made it then, 
because it was sent to me; andif there ig no objection I will ask that 
this be printed with the statement in the Recorp, so that if incor- 
rect no injustice will be done to any man, as I know that my friend 
from New York does not wish that any injustice shall be done. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The statement referred to by Mr. BANNING is as follows: 


The number of enlisted men in the Army on November 1, 1877, (taken from the 
latest returns received,) is as follows: 


snipe ddeace de ndisdudess cecoudsedivocdetcceteresdesaue céustsocsvedsee 7,951 
PE rescbcnddscecsdececdccccesccesscsctbocescsseses séescdeberonersesnse 2,313 
ED iasticwecwens condccccee cevsceddvcentceceuccdec coscsssedceccouseavess 8, 901 
iti cnemmbaatiannedeeh>taniiatatneunnonintyweaimeceatounee 1938 
CUED. coccccecoceccosccocce cocccqcesecces ccnsee ceseesceceesceses coscese 346 
EE Mcdccn sdeqebedediccedaceacdédebdbeddndseeneteseesdncsccsetevase 5H2 
BEIOSENOE ss cows vesccccecc scccccccocesedocss Sensecdecdesseuseess cceceses 1,611 

OE icctdecddttindedasiée éte cing :wadd con dtpddacsetbesiéueus détreacstetnee *21, 902 


Number of men on extra and daily duty, 3,976. 


Mr. FOSTER. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 








* This does not include four hundred in Signal Corps. 
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The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following 
paragraph : 

For all contingent expenses of the Army not provided for by other estimates, and 
embracing all branches of the military service, to be expended under the immediate 
orders of the Sec retary of War, $40,000 

Mr. HOOKER. I-offer the following amendment: 

Add to line 151 the following : 

Provided, That no portion of the moneys appropriated by this act shall be ex- 
pended for the transportation or support of any portion of the military forces of 
the United States to be used or employed in any State of the Union for the pur- 
pose of suppres,ing insurrection, maintaining order, or supportiag any govern- 
ment or pretended government in such State, unless such forees shall have been 
first applied for by the Legislature of such State or by the executive thereof when 
the Legislature cannot be convened. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER. What is the gentleman’s point? 

Mr. GARFIELD. It is that the amendment is general legislation 
ov an appropriation bill, and not in the interest of retrenchment or 
relating to retrenchment. 

Mr. HOOKER. I think, Mr. Chairman, it will be found that the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Ohio was completely 
overruled in the last Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot see that this proposition tends 
to extravagance. That is very clear, and from the precedents of the 
last Congress and precedents running as far back as the Kansas ter- 
ritorial difficulties, the Chair would believe that all amendments 
tending to direct the use of the Army made to a clause like this, 
that provides for general estimates, embracing all branches of the 
military service, would be in order, not oaly by precedent, but by 
the authority and by the very nature of the lower branch of Con- 
gress or of the Congress of the United States, which holds a certain 
privilege against the prerogative of the Executive. The Chair there- 
fore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. HOOKER. I have introduced this amendment, Mr. Chairman, 
to the clause of the bill under discussion becanse I believe that it is 
proper that this sort of legislation should accompany every bill with 
reference to the creation and use of the Army. It has been well said 
by the chairman of this committee, and by the distinguished chair- 
man of the Naval Committee at the last Congress and in this, that 
the Army of the United States was the Army of the people, subject 
to the control and direction of the legislative department of the 
Government as to its creation and its use. 

There is, Mr. Chairman, but a single authority under our Constitu- 
tion for the Executive of the nation sending the troops of the Army 
to the various States; and that is limited to a requisition by the 
Legislature of the State, if in session, for the purpose of suppressing 
insurrection, or by the executive of the State where the Legislature 
is not in session and where it cannot be convened. And the language 
of the amendment which I have the honor to offer to this portion of 
the bill is expressed én totidem verbis in the language of the law on 
this subject, to be found in section 5297 of the Revised Statutes, which 
law when examined will be found to be simply permissive in its char- 
acter; that is to say, it uses the expression that it shall be lawful for 
the President of the United States, upon the requisitions being made 
in accordance with the two modes pointed out in the Constitution, 
then, and in that case, and in no other, to send the Army of the United 
States to any of the sovereign States composing it. 

It will be observed, Mr. Chairman, that this issimply an expression 
that it shall be lawful. I propose to embody this amendment in 
order to make it inhibitory on the Executive to use the Army of the 


United States for so unlawfal a purpose as sending it to any State to | 


supervise its election. It is not alone sufficient that this power 
should be conceded, in the language of this law, to the President. 


But looking, sir, to the events of the past ten or fifteen years, is it | 


not proper that we should ingraft upon this bill this provision which 
requires that the Army shall not be thus used. I venture to assert 
that if it was left to the gallant men who command that Army, and 
the officers and the men who compose its rank and file, they would 
say no more disagreeable duty had ever been assigned them than 
being sent to a State for the purpose of policing that State pending 
an election in the interest of any party. And, Mr. Chairman, I make 
this amendment not in any spirit of complaint in regard to the pres- 
ent national administration of the Government. I make it not, sir, 
in reflection upon its action in withdrawing the troops from any 
State; but onthe contrary it should rather be said to be commend- 
atory of the course which the Executive has pursued in withdraw- 
ing the Army from two of the States of the couatry. It only 
gives the sanction of law to what has been denominated the policy 
of the Administration. It only makes it absolutely inhibitory upon 
the Executive of the Nation to use the Army in any State, with- 
out reference to where it stands, whether in one locality or in an- 
other, under the Constitution and laws. It leaves no power with 
the Executive or the Department of Justice to send the Army to 
any State. I can see no reason why the proviso should not be added. 
When you can say, as you did in the language of the amendment 
adopted a few moments ago, that a portion of the Army, so many in 
number, shall be stationed at a particular point in any State, why 
should you not inhibit that army from being degraded into consti- 
tuting a police force for the purpose of carrying an election in a State 
in the interest of any pert f 
{ Here the hammer fell. ] 
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Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I ask the attention of the ¢ 

mittee to tvo points in the proposed amendment of the ani 
from Mississippi. In the first place the amendment assumes ¢} a 
President will violate his oath of office and violate the Const ae 
unless a shackle is put on him in the Army bill to prevent jt. :T9q 


gratuitous and unprecedented assumption that such a and isa 


sl “ Vle is . 
essary, Which all his friends on this floor will ie ; = . 
sent, 


But the second point I make is far more important t 
sonal consideration relating to the President. 
guage of the amendment: 


No portion of the money appropriated by this act shall be e 


transportation or support of any portion of the military forces of the Cane tet the 
to be used or employed in any State in the Union for the purpose of suppr _ 


insurrection, &c. essing 


I stop there and ask this House to reflezt what would } 
our condition if in 1861 just this clause and its limit 


han any 
any per. 
Let me read the lan- 


L ave been 
ations had been 


had no authority to use the Army to put down rebellion and — 


rection inany State without the request of the governor or Legislatyy. 

What better guarantee of successful revolution by the overturpins 
of the Republic could have been had than this, if it had been the Jay 
in 1861, when Legislatures and governors joined in resisting the Jaws 
of the Union? I ask ‘f gentlemen on this floor to-day mean now ty 
lay plans for a future like that, should rebellion arise in the Nort) or 
the East, the West or South? We did not suppose in 1860 that such 
a thing as did occur would ever have occurred in America. [I pees). 
lect that, in my short-sighted weakness in 1860, I made an argument 
with all my strength to prove that rebellion against this Government 
was impossible; that there were no men in America who would wis) 
to break the Union. If any man had then offered such a propositioy 
as this, I should have said that it was utterly harmless, for the case 
could never arise; but the fearful example of the events through which 
we have passed—the gentleman spoke of the last fifteen years, if |je 
had said sixteen he would have covered the whole ground—makes jt 
important that we should not so shackle the Government for the future 
that it may not be free to protect its own life without the consent of 
governors or Legislatures. I ask all men who love the perpetuity of 
our nation not to layshackles of this sort on our Government to pre- 
vent it from defending itself, if need be, for the protection of its own 
life. Ido not intimate that there is any purpose to re-enact the scenes 
of 1861 and subsequent years. I trast there is no such purpose any- 
where in the Union; but I say, in all kindness to gentlemen, that the 
proposition, coming as it does, without apparent reason now, will 
cause anxiety throughout the Republic and delay the pacitication so 
much longed for. It is not enough that our poor, unpaid, starving 
Army shall, by the delay of this House, be doomed to many days of 
further starvation, while their numbers are reduced by sickness and 
Indian warfare, only to learn that a merciful Congress proposes sti!| 
further to reduce them, butat last that the Commander-in-Chief shal! 
be shackled, and the Army itself shackled, and finally that the House 
of Representatives shall itself take command of the Army and post 
its cavalry regiments where they choose. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Will the gentleman allow me to 
| ask him a question before he takes his seat ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. He speaks of this House, or this side of the 
| House, having starved the Army. Now,does he not know that when 
the Army bill failed last session, it was the province of the President 
| to call an extra session of Congress? And does he not know also, 
and perhaps he was consulted on that subject, that it was made the 
subject of a Cabinet consultation, wherein it was decided that the 
Army could be run by the Administration until the 15th day of 
October. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Iam not responsible for causing the extra ses- 
sion; but I am aware that there was great anxiety on both sides of 
this House that there should not be an early call of an extra session. 
And I am very well aware that a majority of the leading men of the 
gentleman’s own party thought it need not be called early. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Then why does the gentleman 
blame this side of the House for what was determined upon in Cabi- 
net meeting? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I do not, but for making an extra session neces- 
sary. 

Mr. GOODE. I regret exceedingly, Mr. Chairman, to differ on this 
subject with my distinguished friend from Mississippi, [Mr. Hooke. | 
I ain opposed to his amendment, but not forthe reason assigned by tlie 
gentleman from Ohio, | Mr. ny In my judgment it would be 
exceedingly unwise and impolitic for this House of Representatives 
incorporate such a provision upon this appropriation bill. In my 
judgment it would beregarded by the country as an imputation upon 
the present Executive. ‘T know that my friend does not so intend It, 
but I believe that it would be so accepted. 

It will be remembered that in the closing hours of the Forty-fourth 
| Congress this House undertook to ingraft such a provision as this 
| upon the Army appropriation bill, and that appropriation bi!! failed 
to become a law because the two Houses could not agree upon that 
question. I voted then with the majority of this House. | do net 
regret, I never expect to regret that vote. Under similar circut- 
stances I would give the sanie vote again. , 

We cannot, however, close our eyes to the fact that the circut- 
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itil d us to-day are altogether different from the 
stances which i chick we were surrounded then. We felt then 
oe Te caiiie liberties were impcriled by the unauthorized use of the 
that the ve saw the State-honses in South Carolina and Louisiana sur- 
a by an armed soldiery who undertook to examine the cre- 
ee of members of the State Legislature and to overawe and 
pare nid te them in the discharge of their duties. We felt, as the 
nomena tives of the people, that we would be derelict in duty, that 
ae disappoint the just expectations of the country, if we 
fail a to interpose the legislative arm of this Government for the 
a soathans of an unarmed and helpless and a defenseless people. 
Ve therefore refused to vote a dollar then, and we would have per- 
ciated in refusing to vote it, because we believed such action was 
essary to prevent an illegal and unauthorized use of the Army. 
‘7 But what are the circumstances now f Is my friend from Mississippi 
[Mr. Hooker] blind to the changed condition of affairs? I know 
he isnot. But I wish to call to the minds of members of this House 
the fact that immediately after the accession of President Hayes 
to the Presidency he issued an order directing the withdrawal of 
troops from the State-houses in South Carolina and Louisiana. 

What did that mean? It meant to indicate that the President of 
the United States was willing to trust the people of the South. It 
meant to indicate that he regarded them as a brave and honorable 
people, W ho meant what they said when they professed to renew their 
allegiance to this Government. It meant to indicate that in his 
judgment the use of the bayonet was not necessary to enforce law 
‘yud orderand peace at the Sonth. That is the way we understood it. 
We accepted it as an overture of peace. And if I know the people of 
the South, there is nothing to-day which they so earnestly and anx- 
iously desire as a lasting andenduring peace. We accepted it as an 
overture of peace, and the people whom I have the honor to repre- 
sent are not willing to refuse to take the right hand of fellowship 
when it is held out to them by the President of the United States. 

{ Here the hammer fell.] ‘ 5 

Mr. HOOKER. I desire to say simply in answer to what has fallen 
from the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] that he might have 
remembered that the substance of this ameudinent which I have offered 
was not only incorporated in the Revised Statutes, where it now 
stands as section 5297, but that the original act upon this subject 
was passed in 1797 and was amended again in 1807, But though the 
law of the land thus stood from 1797 down to the present time, it 
was utterly disregarded during the eight years of the republican ad- 
ministration of the predecessor of the present Executive of the United 
States. 

I have offered this amendment not because I do not recognize the 
changed condition of the country to which my friend from Virginia 
{Mr. GoopE] has referred. In my opening remarks I took occasion 
to say that it was not in refesence to the action of the present in- 
cumbent of the executive office of the United States, who is to me 
nothing more than a simple individual filling under peculiar cireum- 
stances the position of the Executive of the United States. I believe 
this amendment ought to be adopted, it matters not who occupies 
the chair of state at the White House. I believe it is founded on the 
priuciple of protecting the Army from that abuse which has been 
wade of it; for I venture to assert that no one will complain more 
bitterly of the manner in which the Army has been used than the 
intelligent and brave officers of the Army themselves. 

The gentleman from Ohio might well have remembered that this 
has been the cardinal principle of our legislation founded upon the 
Constitution itself, which was in existence in 1860, and in contra- 
vention of which provision no law could have stood upon your statute 
book. If the gentleman had turned to section 4, article 4, of the Con- 
stitution, he might have remembered that in the law, from which I 
have quoted this amendment, is embodied the substance of that fourth 
section which has been in existence from the time of its adoption in 
17-, and was in existence at the period to which the gentleman from 
Ohio has referred. I give the section of thy Constitution and also 
the section of the Revised Statutes to which I have reference. Sec- 
tion 4, article 4, of the Constitution, reads as follows: 


The United States shall guarantee to every State in this Union arepublican form 
of government, and shall protect each of them against invasion, and on app ication 


cf the Legislature, or of the executive, (when the Legislature cannot be convened,) 
azainst domestic vidence. 


Section 5297 of the Revised Statutes reads as follows : 


In case of an insurrection in any State, against the government thereof, it shall 
be lawful for the President, on application of the Legislatare of such State, orof the 
executive. when the Legislature cannot be convened, to call forth such number of 
the militia of any other State or States, which may be applied for, as he deems 
suilicient to suppress such insurrection ; or, on like application, to employ, for the 


‘ime purposes, such part of the land or naval forces of the United States as he 
deems necessary. 


It has been because the Army of the United States has been used 
for the purpose of carrying elections in States that we found it 


hecessary to put this amendment upon the Army appropriation bill of 
last year, And I would remind my distinguished friend from Vir- 
ginia [Mr.GoopE] that the price of liberty is eternal vigilance. If 


_ a of circumstances so late as the close of the Forty- 
ourth C . 


this pro 
bill, 


ongress, when he and I had the honor to vote together on 
position, demanded such an amendment to the appropriation 
would vote the same way now upon the same principle. The 
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gentleman will remember, if we are to credit the current reports of 
the time, that it has since been asserted that those troops had been 
ordered to be withdrawn before the present Executive of the nation 


was installed in the seat which he now holds. 
I offer this proposition not because Mr. Hayes chances to oceupy 


the position of President; but I say that such a proposition should 
be adopted, no matter who holds the reins of power as the Chief Ex- 
ecutive of the nation. The theory that the Executive of the nation 
or the head of the Department of Justice can order the Army or any 
portion of it where he pleases into any State at his own option ought 
to be forever set at rest by positive legislation, by an inhibitory 
clause such as I propose to attach to this bill. 


The Army is the Army of the people in sympathy with it. So far 


as concerns its action in my own State, I will say that we never yet 


have had occasion to make complaint, except of those military cfilcers 
whose “ vaulting ambition has overleaped itself and fallen on the 


other side :” military officials who aspired to obtain civil positions. 
To the presence of the Army proper, the men who stand as the leaders 


of it and the soldiers, we have never objected when there was a 


necessity for it; but when they were ordered to the polls in contra- 


vention of the law as it stands upon the statute-book to influence 
the elections in Mississippi, we dict have occasion to say that it was 
a prostitution of the Army which was never intended to police the 
ballot-boxes in the intluence of a party. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move as a pro forma amendment to strike out the 


last word. By way of supplement to the remarks of the gentleman 


from Virginia, [ Mr. Goops, | wish to state the reasons why under exist- 
ing circumstances I cannot vote for the pending amendment. Last ses 


sion, from a sense of duty, I voted to incorporate into the Army appro- 
priation billa provision similar to this. Iwas influenced to do soby the 


precedent facts which had occurred in the administration of the Gov- 


ernment and in the direction of the operations of the Army—a course 
of action which, in my judgmentand inthe judgment perhapsof a major- 


ity of the House, had been clearly violative of the Constitution and of all 
law uponthesubject. If the same condition of things existed to-day— 
if the Constitution was being trampled upon, if the laws were being 
violated, if the peace of the couniry was being jeoparded,if the liberty 


of the citizen was being assailed, if the rights of the States were being 


trampled down now as they were then—I would vote to-day for the 
same provision. But in acting upon legislation, while we should 
always have respect to proper political principles we should at the 
same time take into consideration the exigencies which cal for legis- 
lation; and sometimes there may be political reasons of a character 
which should justly influence the action of a legislator in voting for 
or agaiust a given proposition, whether it be in the abstract right or 
wrong. 

If we want law to restrain the power of the President so that he 
shall not invade the rights of the States, control the organization of 
Legislatures, and trample upon the liberties of the people, we tind 
that protection to-day in the Constitution of the United States and 
in the laws upon statute-books. Why should we wultiply laws of 
this kind? The things intended to be prohibited by the amendment 
of the gentleman from Mississippi are already prohibited by the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States. A proposition, then, to make 
a renewed expresion of those prohibitions could have, it would seein, 
but one object, (though that is disclaimed by the gentleman from 
Mississippi, and L accept hisdisclaimer as trut hfal)—to rebuke a vio- 
lation of the Constitution and the laws. But the present Executive 
has shown by his action that he does not propose to use the Army for 
such purposes as it was used for by his predecessor; that he proposes 
to limit the use of the Army to those purposes contemplated by the 
Constitution and the laws of the land. That being so, I do not wish 
him, in pursuing what seems to me to be the line of conscientious 
duty under the law, to feel that we wish to re-open the Pandora's 
box of the past for political agitation and excited discussion. 

There is a line of legislation on this subject that might be right 
and proper in itself, and which I would support if properly preseated. 
That would be to make it, if necessary, an impeachable offense on 
the part of the President or heads of Departments to violate the law 
by such use of the Army and to make it cause for dismissal and pun- 
ishment of any military officer to attempt to execute such orders in 
violation of the Constitution and laws. This would give an efficient 
remedy. But the proposition before us would only add to the exist- 
ing provisions of the Constitution and laws a new provision which 
could be no more efficient than the law and the Constitution as they 
stand to-day. Because, it seems to me, such a provision must be in- 
effectual, and because also it strikes me as calculated to give rise to 
discussion of an improper nature, I shall not support the amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not wish to speak on the merits of this propo- 
sition ; but in regard to my own action, and that of other gentlemen 
perhaps on this side of the House, I wish to say that I am very do- 
sirous to have a recorded vote upon such a proposition as this; and 
the only way we can secure it is by allowing the amendment to be 
adopted in Committee of the Whole, so that it may come up for 
action in the House, when we can have the yeas and nays so that 
we may see how gentlemen of this Congress desire to vote upon this 
proposition. I think the country would like to know whether the 
ery of our friends of the South is continually that of the daughters 
of the horse-leech, “Give, give, give,” and as fast as their demands are 
complied with all is peaceful and harmouious, but ou every oppor- 
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tunity they will by their votes here attack the giver, attack the 
President as this attacks him, notwithstanding his yielding to their 
demands thus far. And in order that we may have a vote in the 
House, where our votes will be recorded, I shall vote, and only for 
that purpose, for this amendment so that the House may have an 
opportunity of putting itself upon the record on the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ELLIS. I renew the formal amendment. Mr. Chairman, I 
believe the amendment now before the House is very well known to 
a majority of the members of the House. I entirely agree with my 
friend from Virginia, [Mr. Goopg,] and I am sorry to be obliged to 
disagree with my friend from my sister State, the gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Hooker.] I am agreed with him in this, sir: Iam 
agreed with him that at the proper time and in the proper way it 
would be well for a law coming from the proper committee at the 
proper time to define, to prescribe, and to limit the use of the Army 
of the United States. I would do this more as a warning and for an 
example and asa teaching to posterity than from any exigency which 
is upon us now. The President of the United States in the manly, in 
the patriotic, and in the constitutional course which he has pursued, 
has drawn the best hearts of both the political parties after him. I 
am free to say, sir, that in the course he has hitherto pursued, giving 
peace to the South, even as He of old gave peace to the elements 
when He said, “ Peace, be still;” in that position I stand with him. 

What has been the prayer of the South? Has she not for ten 
long weary years, with pallid lips and quivering heart, prayed for 

peace and prayed to be trusted? And if she means to be trusted 
must she not trust? When the olive branch is extended and the 
voice of trust and confidence comes out to her, shall she, incasing 
herself in the cold icy mantle of reserve, withdraw herself and say, 
“T will not trust you?” God forbid, sir, she should assume any 
such position! [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, nor do I find lurking in this amendment anywhere 
the mare’s nest attempted to be pointed out by the distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD.] Let me tell him that there 
is no sentiment or thought of rebellion lingering in the hearts or 
minds of any portion of the people of this great nation, unless it be 
in the hearts and minds of certain gentlemen who, like the ghoul, 
linger in the grave-yards of the past and try to bring up old buried 
Issues, 

Look at the President, not only in regard to his course to the South, 
but in regard to the perfectly constitutional attitude he assumed 
when this great country shook to its center beneath the throes of 
labor strikes some months ago. He did not hastily respond to the 
demand for troops. He referred the governors of those great com- 
monwealths, who, to their shame be it said, hung their heads like sick 
and puny children against the Federal Government and cried for aid— 
he reminded them of the Constitution, and assumed a perfectly legit- 
imate and constitutional attitude. 

At the proper place I will be found in perfect accord with the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi. Now is not the time; it is impolitic; it is 
unwise; it is a refusal to trust when we are asked to trust, and when 
we have prayed so long to be trusted. 

[ Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HENKLE. I shall vote for the amendment offered by my 
worthy friend from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] with a great deal of 
pleasure. I always shall vote fora similar proposition. I shall vote 
for it because I believe it to be right in itself. I shall vote for it 
because it is entirely consistent with law and justice and with the 
spirit and intention of our Constitution. Our past experience has 
demonstrated it abundantly that some such restrictive clause as this 
is necessary, and that, although there may be no threatening circum- 
stances now surrounding us, now is the very opportunity and occa- 
sion and time for us to insert, as a precautionary measure, this sort 
of an amendment into this bill. 

I do not believe the present Executive contemplates any improper 
use of the Army. The people of the State which I have the honor in 
part to represent believe in and approve his course without regard 
to party line or feeling. He has the sympathy and affection of our 
— as no man who occupied that chair for the last fifteen years 
1as had them. But as I said a moment ago, when there was no par- 
ticular danger threatened it occurred to me was the most opportune 
time to establish sucha safe and useful precedent. What has occurred 
in the past may be repeated in the future, and there can be no good 
reason urged against the insertion of such a precautionary clause in 
a bill like this. 

If the present Executive has contemplated no injury to any section 
of the country, no violation of the law, then the insertion of this clause 
can donoharm. If he does contemplate a violation of the law and an 
improper use of the Army, then the insertion of such a clause is a 
necessity. 

I say then, Mr. Chairman, that this is a good opportunity to estab- 
lish this precedent. I am perfectly satisfied that the country shall 
know my vote, and I am perfectly willing to join with my friends in 
a demand that the members of this House shall be placed on record 
on this subject. I want the country to know that I am not willing 
to vote against such an amendment. I dare not doit, because I know 
in doing so I should not represent faithfully my constituents ; and I 
hope to see a clause like this inserted in every Army appropriation 
bill now henceforth and forever. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Chairman, is it proper for me to call for the 


Novemser 10, 


moan: of the latter part of the remarksof the gentleman fro L 
isiana ane 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I think we need not have it ov 
again. ome 

Mr. BUCKNER. It is avery unusual request to make. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I wish to know whether the gentleman f 
Louisiana proposed to cast any insult on the governor of ee 
because he would not call for troops to be used against the laboring 
men who struck on the various railroads of our State, when they a 
sired to show the capitalist that they were not receiving a aoe . 
compensation for their services. Does the gentleman propose — 
sult Governor Williams, the governor of my State, by his remarks ' 

Mr. ELLIS. I should be very sorry to do so. (Laughter. } 

Mr. HAMILTON. May I ask the gentleman to repeat | 

Mr. ELLIS. I am very sorry that the gentleman di 
better attention. 


1i8 words? 


- 1 not pay 
Instead of insulting the governor of his State | 


— him. My remarks were rather in atone of censure 
against the governors of those great commonwealths who, before 
they had exhausted the forces at their command, leaned their he a 
like sick children. I believe I said against the Federal Government 
I honor Blue Jeans that he did not call for troops. [Langhter.) 

Mr. ATKINS. Ifthe gentleman from Indiana is through, [ inoyo 
that the committee do now rise for the purpose of limiting debate 
on this proposition. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 124, noes 49. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose ; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the State of the Union had, according to order, had 
under consideration the Union generally and particularly the jj! 
(H. R. No. 902) making appropriations for the support of the Army 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for other purposes, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move that all debate on the pending paragraph he 
closed in ten minutes after the consideration of the Army bill shal! 
be resumed in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FINLEY. I move to amend the gentleman’s motion by strik- 
ing out “ten” and inserting “ twenty.” 

The question being taken upon Mr. FINLEY’s amendment, it was 
not agreed to. 

The motion of Mr. ATKINS was agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINS moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINS. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
further considering the bill (H. R. No. 902) making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1272, 
and for other purposes. 

The motioa was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, all further debate is 
closed upon the pending paragraph in ten minutes. 

Mr. MILLS rose. 

Mr. ATKINS. I yield three minutes to my colleague from Tennes- 
see, [Mr. YOUNG. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to know from the Chair if the gentleman from 
Tennessee has the ten minutes allowed for debate at his disposal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] 
can only have five minutes. The Chair would say that some con- 
fusion was occasioned this morning because the ten minutes on each 
side were portioned out by the gentleman having the floor. The 
Chair would suggest that each ouvienen speak five minutes in hisown 
time. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. YOUNG] is recognized. 

Mr. YOUNG. I would not address the House on this question but 
for the reason that it involves considerations which in my judg- 
ment ought to be carefully and calmly examined by every member 
of this body, and for the farther reason that I feel I owe it to myself 
and to my constituents to give the reasons which under the peculiar 
circumstances that now surround us will influence me in voting 
against the amendment of the gentleman from rt 

All legislation, it occurs to me, Mr. Chairman, should be governed 
and regulated by some public necessity. The law and the Constitu- 
tion of this country already fix and define the powers of every oflicet 
in it; those of the President of the United States as clearly as those 
of the humblest one of our public servants. It is scarcely probable 
that in the next fifty years of our history we will be so unfortunate 
as to have another President that will utterly ignore and disregard 
every constitutional restraint and every provision of the law. If we 
are to judge of our present Chief Magistrate in future by his conduct 
in the past, I must say for myself, and I believe I express the sent!- 
ments of the people whose Representative I am in saying, that I have 
no fear that he will override the Constitution, violate the law. and 
strike down the liberties of the people and the sovereignty of the 
States, as has been done by his predecessor. Following out the 
beautiful ideas so eloquently expressed by the gentleman from Loni- 
siana, (Mr. Exuts,} I say that when the President has trusted every- 
thing to the honor and good faith of the southern people it is but an 
ill return on our part for that confidence to say to him, “Now, sit, W¢ 
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will shackle you with additional laws to keep you from violating 
e. 
nad ae I see no objection to a measure of legislation of the 

In ao roposed by this amendment, yet under the circumstances 
— saveeed us it implies a distrnst of the President’s integrity 
= suspicion of his fature condact which are unjust to him and 
= osthie of us, and to which I shall not assist in subjecting him. 
a ‘now having the first constitutional administration of the 
Government that we have had for at least eight years. We at last 
have a President of this country who has thus far evinced some 

‘cornition of law and some regard for constitutional obligations, 
a for one, am Willing to trust him until he departs in some way 
from the course he has been as If any legisiation of the kind 
snggested be necessary at all, it is singularly inopportune and impol- 
itie to urge it at this time. For these reasons, and many others which 
] cannot present in the short space of only five minutes, I feel it my 
duty to vote against the a amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, the only ground I have heard urged 
against the adoption of the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. HOOKER is the one soeloquently presented by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. GoopE] and the gentleman from Louisiana, 
[Mr. Exi1s,] and it is that of confidence in the President. I have as 
much confidence in our distinguished Chief Magistrate as any of my 
friends on this side of the House. I admire the patriotic course he 
has taken, and I accord him the highest credit for it, and will be 
among the last to throw any im liment across his way or unnerve 
his arm in the great contest he is waging for the pacification of all 
sections of the Union, and quieting its discords, healing its wounds, 
and uniting its hearts. But the doctrine of reposing confidence in 
men clothed with great official power is as old as the history of English 
people and is a part of that history in all their struggles against 
arbitrary power. Our fathers have given us their warning voice. 
They have told us that confidence was the parent of despotism, and 
jealousy the safeguard of free government. I was surprised, sir, 
when I heard a gentleman reared in Virginia under the very shadow 
of Monticello urging this House to repose confidence in the President 
of the United States and deliver the Army into his unshackled hand ; 
that he was a good man and had shown himself a patriot in the 
manner in which he had already used it. I had expected him to be 
well fixed in the faith of the great father of American independence 
and the father of American democracy as well. You remember 
the history of the alien and sedition laws of 1798 and 1799. By 
those laws authority was given to John Adams, President of the 
United States, one of the greatest of the eats of those days, to 
banish from the United States any person whom he adjudged in the 
tribunal of his own discretion to unfriendly and dangerous to 
our country and its institutions. Mr. Adams was a man around whom 
the affections of the people closely clustered and in whom their con- 
fidence rested with unshaken trast. When those extraordinary laws 
were passed the country was thrown into convulsions at the prospect 
of danger to the personal security of its citizens. The friends of that 
measure said, conld not Mr. Adams be trusted? Can we not confide 
in one of the great founders of our Government? What was the 
answer of Mr. Jefferson to the argument of confidence? What 
words has he left us by which to guide our course and preserve the 
institutions our ancestors gave us? He said: 


It would be a dangerons delusion were a confidence in the men of our choice to 
silence our fears for the safety of our rights; that confidence is everywhere the 
parent of despotism ; free government is founded in jealousy and not in confi- 
dence; itis Jealousy and not contidence that prescribes tumited constitutions to 
bind down those whom we are obliged to trust with power; that our Constitution 
has accordingly fixed the limits to which, and no Teather, our confidence may go; 
and let the honest advocate of confidence read the alien and sedition acts, and sa 
if the Constitution has not been wise in fixing limits to the Government it created, 
and whether we should be wise in destroying those limits. 


Again, further on, he says: 


In questions 0 , then, let be said i . . ‘ 
down from alot by'tho chutes of the id of confidence in man, but bind him 


ont YOUNG. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
lon 


= a Certainly. 
r. YOUNG. Is it your theory of government that we should den 
the President of the United States that presumption of law which is 
= every felon in the land, the presumption that he will do 
g 
_Mr. MILLS. It is my theory of government that the le of the 
United States should look with a Salons eye upon every one 3 whom 
they have trusted power; that is my theory, and in that I steadfastly 
stand in the foot-prints of my fathers. I heard this question of con- 
fidence discussed at the last session of Congress in the electoral com- 
mission matter, of which you have doubtless heard. We were asked 
then, “Could you not trust the Supreme Court of the United States ?” 
fl Laughter.] Could you not trast those distinguished men who with 
ndaged eyes hold the poised balances of justice in their hands? I 


elected by the people, but the best President you have had for twenty- 
five years. [Laughter and applause. } 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, rose. 
Mr. ATKINS. Debate is exhausted on this amendment. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I cannot attempt in the limited time ; 
remaining to reason upon this question—— : 
[Cries of “ Regular order!”} 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia will suspend. 
. Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I believe there are two minutes remain- 
ing for debate, and within that time it is impossible for me to reason 
upon this question. ; 
_The CHAIRMAN. Debate was limited to ten minutes, and that 
time is more than exhausted. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Very well; then I yield the floor. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now is upon the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Mississippi, [ Mr. moore] ; 
Mr. ELLSWORTH. Upon that question I call for tellers. ] 
5 
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Tellers were ordered, (30 members voting in favor thereof ;) and 
Mr. GARFIELD and Mr. HooKER were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 39, noes 137. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope that gentlemen on the other side will be as j 
good as their word, and allow us to have a vote in the House on this 5 
proposition. 4 

; 
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[Cries of “No objection!” on republican side. ] 

Mr. EDEN. I object. 

Mr. CONGER. 1 am surprised at that. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following : 

Medical Department: 

For purchase of medical and hospital supplies, medical care and treatment of 
ofticers and soldiers on detached duty, expenses of purveying depots, advertising, 
and other miscellaneous expenses of the Medical Department, $200,000. 


Mr. MORRISON. I move to amend the paragraph just read by 
adding that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the heads of the several Departments are hereby authorized to 
detail for temporary service in the Surgeon-General’s Office, to be employed in 
furnishing information called for by the Commissioner of Pensions, clerks from 
such Departments, or any of them, whenever practicable. 

Mr. MORRISON. The object of that amendment is to secure a 
speedy adjustment of a class of claims one of which is mentioned in 
a communication from the Commissioner of Pensions, which I ask 
the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., October 31, 1877. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by your reference, of the in- 
closed letter of Frederick Rundershausen, of Alton. Illinois, relative to his claim 
for invalid pension No, 228,628, and in reply to inform you that in said claim this 
office awaits a report from the Surgeon-General United States Army, called for 
April 12, 1877. 

Owing to the lack of clerical force in the Surgeon-General’s Office, that officer is 
nnable to respond promptly to calls for information from his official reo rds, and it | 
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is not probable that his report will be received prior to June 1, 1478. 
It will be observed that the cause of delay in this case is a matter over which 
neither the Surgeon-General nor myself has control. 
I am, sir, very respectfully, 






J. A. BENTLEY, Commissioner. 
Hon. WILLIAM R. Morrison, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. ATKINS. I have no objection to that amendment, though I 
am not so very certain that it is pertinent to the bill. 3 

The amendment was agreed to. ii 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. ‘ah 

Mr. ATKINS. I move to add as a new section that which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

SECTION 2. That now or hereafter no officer selected, detailed, or assigned to duty / 
upon the staff of, or as an aid to, any general officer, or uponany other duty what- = 
soever, shall be entitled to or receive any additional rank, pay, or allowance by ik 
reason of such selection, detail, or assignment. And all laws or parts of laws in ‘ay 

if 
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conflict with the provisions of this section are hereby repealed. 


Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order that that is new legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. CLYMER. It is in the line of retrenchment. 

Mr. ATKINS. This section is offered in the interest of economy, vi 
There are a great many officers, 1 will remark to the gentleman from + 
















Michigan, [ Mr. CONGER,] who are assigned to staff duty and whose 4 
pay and rank are increased by such assignment. This section is in- eR) 
. 
§ 






tended to prohibit that, and therefore it is manifestly in the interest 7% 
of economy. ih 
Mr. CONGER. On the other hand there are a great many officers 
and soldiers who are performing double duty for which they receive a 
no additional compensation. The gentleman will not say that by ae 
mere assignment of duty the salaries of officers are increased. That ia 
cannot be done without a violation of law. 
Mr. ATKINS. The effect has been to increase their salaries. 
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said, no! My fathers said jealousy was the watchword by which free | Mr. CONGER. It cannot be possible that there would be any in- ‘ ivy 
institutions are  Frarded. I was almost read out of the party because | crease of salary of an officer by being assigned to additional duty. if iB 
I did not trust the Supreme Court of the United States. Mr. ATKINS. What objection to the section, then? . 3 ib 
What was the result of your confidence then? You were lost. Mr. CONGER. My objection is to new legislation upon this bill. a it 
our Government was overthrown and the executive office placed in| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. Bt 


of a President of the United States who had not been 
VI——-22 





The amendment was ugrecd to. 
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Mr. ATKINS. I now move that the Committee rise and report the 
bill and the amendments to the House. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. No. 902) making appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1278, and for other purposes, and had 
directed him to report the same to the House with sundry amend- 
mnents. 

Mr. ATKINS. I now call the previous question upon the bill and 
amendments. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask for a separate vote on all the amendments 
which affect the strength of the Army. 

The first amendment, as read, was to strike out the following: 

And no mone by this act shall be c ruiting the Army be- 
yond the nensber Ficdlaes use, ineludim tet ont hospital wtownrda, 
actually on the Army ro.Js on the Ist day of November, A. D. 1877. Nothing, how- 
ever, in this act shall be construed to prevent enlistments for the Sivnal Service 
which shall hereafter be maintained, «s now organized, and as provided by law, 


with a force of enlisted men not exceeding four handred, after present terms of 
enlistment have expired. 


Mr. WHITE. I call for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

Mr. ATKINS. If the House will allow me one moment. The 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SCHLEICHER ]}—— 

Mr. FOSTER. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, 

Mr. CLYMER. This part of the bill is supplied by an amendment 
further on in the bill, which was adopted on my motion. 

Mr. FOSTER. I object to any debate, 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and upon 
a division there were—ayes 34, noes 104; more than one-fifth voting 
in the aflirmative. 

Before the resalt of the vote was announced, 

Mr. SPRINGER called for tellers on ordering the veas and nays. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In order to get out of this difficulty I move to 
reconsider the vote by which the main question was ordered upon 
this bill and pending amendments. 

Mr. CONGER. Was not the motion to reconsider and table made 
by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. ATKINS?T] 

The SPEAKER. That motion was not made. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I move to lay on the table the motion to re- 
consider, 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 
112, noes 106, 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Mr. EDEN. I move that the House now adjourn, 

The SPEAKER, (having put the question.) The noes appear to 
have it. 

Mr. EDEN. I call for tellers. 

‘Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. EDEN and Mr. ELLSWORTH were ap- 
poiuted. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 116, noes 102. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; avd there were—yeas 130, nays, 113; not 
voting 47, as follows: 


YEAS—Mesasrs. Aiken, Atkins, Banning, Bell, Bicknell, Blackburn, Bland, 
Blount, Bouck, Bridges, Buckner, Cabell, John W. Caldwell, W. P. Caldwell, Cand- 
ser, Carlisle, Alvah A. Clark, Joba B. Clarke of Kentacky, Jobn B. Clark, jr., of 
Missouri, Clymer, Cobb, Collius, Cook, Covert, Samuel 8. Cox, Cravens, Critten- 
den, Culberson, Cutler, Davidson, Joseph J. Davis, Dibrell, Dickey, Douglas, Dur- 
ham, Eden, Eickhoff, Elam, Ellis, John H. Evins, Ewing, Felton, Finley, Forney, 
Franklin, Fuller, Garth, Gibson, Giddings, Glover, je, Gunter, Hamilton, 
Hardenbergh, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Harrison, Hart, Hartridge, Hart- 
xell, Hateher, Henkle, Henry, Herbert, Abram 5. Howitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, 
Hooker, House, Hunton, James Taylor Jones, Kimmel, caere Knott, Landers, 
Ligon, Luttrell, Mackey, Maish, Manning, Martin, Mayham, McKenzie, McMahon, 
Mills, Money, Morgan, Morrison, Morse, Muldrow, Muller, Pridemore, Quinn, Rea, 
Reagan, Reilly, Americus V. Rice, Riddle, Robbins, Robertson, Sayler, Scales, 

wringer, Steele, 


Schleicher, Shelley, Singleton, Slomons, William E. Smith, Sparks, 
. Throckmorton, Richard W. Townshend, Turner, Turney, 
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Stenger, Thom 
Veeder, Waddell, Walsh, Harry White, Whitthorne, Alpheus 8. Williams, James 
Williams, Jere N. Williams, Albert 8. Willis, Benjamin A. Willis, Wilson, Wood, 
Wright, Yeates, and Young—10. 

NAYVS—Messrs. Aldrich, Bacon, John H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, Bayne, Bisbee, 
Royd, Brentano, Brewer, Brizgs, n, Browne, Bundy, Burdick, Cain, Calkins, 
Camp, Campbell, Cannon, Caewell, Claflin, Rush Clark, Cole, Conger, Jacob D. 
Cox, Crapo, Comenien, Danford, Darrall, Horace Davis, Deering, ison, Dun- 
nell, Eames, Ellsworth, Errett, 1. Newton Evans, James L. Evans, Ficld, Foster, 
Freeman, Gardner, Garfield, Hanna, Harmer, Haskell, Hayes, Hazelton, Hendee, 
Henderson, Hum y. Renguiee™. Hunter, Ittner, James, John S. Jones, Jor- 
om Joyoe, Keifer, Keightley, Ketcham, Lapham, Lathr Lindsey, 

ring, Marsh, McCook, McGowan, McKinley, Mitchell, Monroe, Neal, Oliver, 
O'Neill, Overton, Pacheco, Page, Patterson, Phi Pollard, Price, Pugh, Rainey, 
Randolph, Reed, William W. Rice, G D. . ton 8S. Robinson, 
Sampson, Sexton, Shallenberger, Sinniekson, A. Herr Smith, Starin, Stewart, John 
W. Stone, J C. Stone, Strait, Tipton, Amos Townsend, Martin I. Townsend, 
Van Vorhes, Wait, Ward, Watson, Welch, Michacl D. White, Willets, Charles G. 
Williams, Richard Williams, and Wren—113. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Bagley, William H. Baker, Beebe, Benedict, Blair, Bliss, 
Boone, Bragg, Bright, Burchard, Batler, Chalmers, Chittenden, Dw Pp Frye, 
Ganse, Benjamin W. Harris, Hiscock, Hubbell, Frank J ey, Kenna, 
a is ’ ‘Sp. Stal Sen y Stephens Swai Thorabargh, 
Roberts, yan, 8, . Swann, rg 
Tucker, Vance, Walker, Jone. and Andrew Withitene it. 
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So the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were 

Mr. WILSON. My colleague, Mr. KENNA, who is absen 
with the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. THORNBURGH a 
league, if he were here, would vote “ay” upon this proposit) te 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. ‘1 am paired with the gentleman "co 


from Georgi; 
Mr. STEPHENS. If he were here, he would vote “ ay” and | ne 
vote “ no.” Should 


Mr. HUBBELL. I am paired with the gentleman fro 
olina, Mr. VANCE. If he were present, I should note “ 
Mr. FRYE. On this vote I am paired with the gentleman f 
Virginia, Mr. Tucker. If he were present, he would vote « - 
and I should vote “ no.” a 


Mr. DURHAM. My colleague, Judge Boons, is detai 
House by indisposition. : » 18 detained from thy 


Mr. O'NEILL. My colleague, Judge KELLEY, is detained hi 
room by sickness. - 
Mr. LANDERS. The gentleman from New Hampshire, Mr, Bi) 
who if present would vote “ no,” is paired with the gentleman fp, ; 
Maryland, Mr. Roperts, who would vote “ ay.” ” 

Mr. ATKINS. Before the result of the vote is announce: 
unanimous consent that the bill, with the amendments ad 
the Committee of the Whole, be printed in the Recorp, 

Mr. GARFIELD. That ought to be done. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be mad 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. , 

The bill and amendments are as follows : 


A bill (H. R. No. 902) making appropriations for the support of the 
fiscal year ending June W, 1878, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Stats» 
America in assembled, That the following sums bo, and the sane a. 
hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
for the support of the Army for the year ending June 30, 1873, as follows - 

For expenses of the Commanding-General's office, $3,000. 

For expenses of recruiting and trans n of recruits, $75,000. And no money 
a ~ae by this act shall be paid for recruiting the Army beyond tho number 
of en men, including Indian scouts and hospital stewards, actually on the 
Army rolls on the ist day of November, A. D. 1877. Nothing, however, in this et 
shall be construed to prevent enlistments for the Signal Service, which shol! here 
after be maintained as now organized and as provided by law, -vith a force of eulisted 
men not exceeding four hundred, after present terms of enlistment have expired 

For contingent expenses of the Adjutant-General’s Department at tho hewlquar 
ters of military divisions and departments, $3,000. 

For expenses of the — service of the Army, purchase, equipment, and repair 
of el tield-telegraphs and sigual-equipments, $10,500. 

Pay Department: 

For pay of the commissioned and non-commissioned officers, privates, military 
storekeepers, medical storekeepers, musicians, and veterinary surgeons, artiticors 
farriers, saddlers, and wagoners, including the pay proper of three hundred pri 
vates employed as Indian scouts, and the pay of contract surgeons, the pay of tify 
two paymasters’ clerks, of two hundred hospital stewards, of two huudred hus 
pital matrons, one hundred and forty-eight commissary sergeants, wessengers wo 
paymasters, extra-duty pay to enlisted men, ee and commutation of subsist 
ence to discharged soldiers, retained pay to dischar, men, pay to soliliers for 
clothing not drawa, additional pay te enlisted men. mileage of officers of the Army 
when traveling under orders, and for postage on letters and packages received and 
sent by officers of the Army on public servico, cost of telegrams, compensation of 
citizen witnesses attending ua courts-martial, military commissions, courts of 
inquiry; traveling expenses of paymasters' clerks, $11,300,000. 

Subsistence Department: 


For subsistence of regular Indian scouts and guides, and Indian prisoo- 
ers, which shall include coffee and cooked rations for troops traveling ou cars aud 
other conveyances, $2,370,000. 

Quartermaster's Department : 

For the regular supplies of the Quartermaster’s Department, consisting of stoves 
for heating and cooking ; of fael for officers, enlisted men, guards, hospitals, store 
houses, and offices; of forage in kind for the horses, mules, and oxen of the 
eos Department at the several and stations and with the armies ia 

eld; for the horses of the soveral regiments of cavalry, the batteries of artillery, 
mounted men of the Signal Service, and such companies of infantry and scouts a 
may be mounted, and for the authorized number of oflicers’ horses, including bed- 
ding for the avimals; of straw for soldiers’ bedding; and of stationery, incloding 
blank-books for the Quartermaster's Department, certificates for discharged »/- 
diers, blank forms for the Pay and Quartermaster’s Departments, and for printing 
of «division and department orders and reports, $37,000,000. 

For incidental crpeneet, to wit: For postage and telegrams or di hes ; extra 
pay to soldiers oe under the direction of the Quartermaster's Departweat 

n the erection of ks, quarters, storehouses, and hospitals, in the construc 
tion of roads, and other constant labor, for periods of not less than ten days, under 
the acts of March 2, 1819, aud August 4, 1854, including those employed as clerks 
at division and department headquarters and Signal Service sergeants; expense 
of expresses to and from the frontier posts and armies in the field ; of escorts 
paymasters and other disbursi: and to trains where military escorts aa 
not be farnished ; expenses of interment of officers killed in action, or who die 
when on duty in the field, or at posts on the frontiers, or when traveling on orders 
and of non-commissioned officers and soldiers ; authotized oifice furniture ; bire of 
laborers in the Quartermaster’s Department, including the hire of eters 
spies, and guides for the Army ; es to officers of i. ay 
master's Department; compensation of forage wagon masters aut 
the act of July 5, 1838; for the apprehension, acd delivering of deserters 
and the expense incident to their pursuit; and for the seeming expenditures re 
quired for the several regiments of cavalry, the batteries of light artillery, a 
such companies of infantry and scouts as may be mounted, and for the trains, © 
wit: hire of veterinary surgeons, medicine for horses and mules, icket-ropes and 
for ing the berses and mules ; also, generally, the proper authorized ek 
penses for the movement and operations of the Army not expressly assigned to 42 
other department. 000. 


For parchase of for the cavalry and artillery, and for the Indian souls 
and for such infantry as may be mounted, $200,000: Provided, That cavalry Tt 
ments may be recruited to one hundred men in each company, and kept a* —_s 
peactioad at that number; and a sufficient force of cavalry shall be employe # 

© defense of the Mexican and Indian frontiers of Texas. SZ 

For transportation of the Army, inclading baggage of the troops, when moving either 
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. of clothing and camp and garrison equipage from the depots of 
wy lent of weet oneal le to the several posts and Army depots, and from 
Philade Po. to the troops in the field ; of horse equipments and of subsistence stores 
thse cept laces of purchase and from the places of dclivery, undcr contract, to such 
from the aoe circumstances of the service may require them to be sent; of ord- 
places #3 ; vance stores, and small-arms from the founderies and armies to the arse- 
pance wiScations, frontier posts, and Army depots; freights, wharfaze, tolls, and 
ale, oe tho purchase and hire of horses, mules, oxen, and harness, and the pur- 
ferriazes repair of wagons, carts, and drays, and of ships and other sea-going 
chaee, aed boats required for the transportation of supplies and for garrison 
vessels fn" or drayage and eartage at the several posts; hire of teamsters ; transpor- 
eee fends for the pay and other disbursing departments ; the expense of sail- 
tation ie (ransports on the various rivers, the Gulf of Mexico, and the Atlantic 
ine Pe cific ; for procuring water at such posts as, from their situation, require it to 
and Pac ut from a distance; and for clearing roads, and for removing obstructions 
ek harbors, and rivers to  pcasaose which inay be required for the actual 
oe in the fiel |, 200, 000. 
ay = een ae oficers on military duty, hire of quarters for , of 
eee for the safe-keeping of military stores, of offices. and of grounds for 
- and summer cantonments, and for temporary fronticr stations; for the con- 
rt of temporary huts and stables ; and for repairing public buildiags at 
1 posts, $1,100,000. 

eee aien and repair of hospitals, $100,000. ; 
For purchase and manufacture of clothing and oa and garrison equipage, and 
reserving and repacking the stock of clothing and camp —— ison equipage 
ot ceria on hand at the Philadelphia, Jeffersonville, and other depots of the 





































ale 
ter’s De t, $900,000. 

For all cont So lee of the Army not provided for by other estimates, and 

embracing all branches of the ee keaton to be expended under the imnie- 

diate orders of the Secretary of War, $40,000. 


Medical Department : 

For purchase of medical and hospital supplies, medical care and treatment of 
officers and soldiers on detached duty, a of purveying depots, advertising, 
and other miscellaneous expenses of the Medical Department, $200,000. 

For the Army Medical Maseum, and for medical and other works for the library 
of the Surgeon-General’s Office, $10,000. 


Engineer Department: 


For engineer depot at Willet’s Point, New York, namely: For purchase of engi- 
neering materials to continue the present course of instruction of the engineer 
battalion in field enginee . $1,000. 

For incidental expenses of the depot, remodeling pontoon trains, repairing instru- 
wonts, fuel, forage, stationery, chemicals, extra-duty pay, and o ry reptirs, 
$!,00. 

Ordnance Department : 

For the ordnance service, required to defray the current expenses of the arsenals : 
of receiving stores and issuing arms and other ordnance — of police and 
oitice duties; of rents, tolls, fuel, and lights; of stationery oflice furniture ; of 
tools and instruments for use ; of public animals, forage, and vehicles; incidental 
expenses of the ordnance service, ra. compensation of workmen in the 
arwory and museum building connected with the Ordnance Office, and those at- 
tending practical trials and tests of ordnance, small-arms, and other ordnance sup- 
plies, $100,000: Provided, That none of the money hereby appropriated shall be 
expended, directly or indirectly, for any use not strictly necessary for, and directly 
connected with, the military service of the Government ; and this restriction shail 
apply to the use of public animals, forage, and vehicles: And provided further, 
‘That neve of the money hereby appropriated shall be expended for the construc- 
tion or repair of buildings. 

For wanufacture of metallic ammunition for small-arms, $75,000. 

For overhanling, cleaning, and preserving new ordnance stores, on hand at the 
arsenals, $30,000. 

For repairing ordnance and ordnance stores in the hands of troops and for issue 
at the arsenals and depots, $35,000. 

‘ For purchase and manufacture of ordnance stores, to fill requisitions of troops, 
100,000, 

For infantry, cavalry, and artillery equipments, consisting of bags, clothing, 
—— canteens, and great-coat straps, and horse equipments for cavalry troops, 

For manufacture of arms at the National Armory, $100,000; and should a board 
of ordnance officers recommend a suitable magazine-gun for the military service, 
the conta of War is authorized to expend not more than $20,000 of this amount 
in its manulacture, 


Fa fe conversion of ten-inch smooth-bores into rifles, and carriages therefor, 


For establishing and maintaining military cemeteries, $125,000. 
For pod of seventy superintendents of military cemeteries, $59,000. 
‘The total sum recommended by this bill is $25,763,000. 
Total sum appropriated for the supportof the Army for the year 
GE DURO OE, INT socacdicatensttesacacccecana a eteeaaeeiaaarn te ai $25, 987, 167 90 
Including amount appropriated for increased cavalry force. ..... ° 
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The deficiency estimate to cover the service of the year ending June 
30, 1877, is, for transportation ...........c.ccecceeesseecees eeeeee $1, 200, 000 00 


The estimate for the support of the Army for the year ending June 
et eade> wis cpcaen takers nema’ coaneeennnn pepens $30, 516, 756 50 
Amendment of Mr. SCHLEICHER: 

Strike out the fi y all * e 

ning the werd ome ine —_— the word “dollars,” in line 11, to and 
And no mone ropriated by this act shall be paid for recruiting the Arm 

beyond the number of enlisted ce. inclading Indian scouts and hos: ital sheenta 

actually on ao oe rolls on the Ist. day of November, A.D. 1877. Nothing, how- 
ever, in this act be construed to prevent enlistments for the Signal ice, 

— beveatton bo maintained, as now organioed. and as provided by law, 

; enlisted men four after 

adtenes batons exceeding undred, present terms of 

Amendment of Mr. TUCKER: 


_After the words, im lines 10 and 11, “for of recruiting and transporta- 
tou of recruits, $75,000," insert the following in lieu of the words stricken out by 
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wy — amendment: 

And no money appropriated by this act shall be paid for recruiting the Arm 
ita, pe the number of enlisted men, includin Teding secats and hospital stewards, 
. alry ly on the Army rolls on the oy of November, 1877, exeept for the cav- 
. In Le hen for om t exclusively in the defense of the Mexican and 
| : 80 far only as shall be necessary for that purpose, no fur- 
be ther but nothing herein Seanaloen Shall authorine a2 increnec of cay cavalry com. 


pauy beyond the number of one hundred as now authorized by law: Provided, That 
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each com 
Indian front 
the recruiting the humber of men on the Army rolls, including Indian scouts and 
hospital stewards, beyond twenty-thousand men, of whom four full eavalry regi- 
ments shall be kept in service on the Mexican frontier in Texas. 





nothing herein contained shall authorize the recruiting of the Army beyond twenty- 
tive thousand ' 


men. 
Amendment of Mr. CANNON, of Tilinois: 
In the paragraph relating to the Pay Department, strike out in lines 40 and 41 


the words “and for postage on letters and packages received and sent by officers 
of the Army on public service." 


Amendment of Mr. CULBERSON, 98 amended on motion of Mr. 


CLYMER: 


In the paragraph relating to purchase of horses for cavalry and artillery, &c., 


strike out all after the word “ provided,” in line 102, to the end of the paragraph, 
as follows: 


That cavalry regiments may be recruited to one hundred men in each company, 


and kept as nearly as practicable at that number ; and a suflicient force of cavalry 
shall be employed in the defense of the Mexican and Indian frontiers of Texas. 


And insert the following : 


That a force of four cavalry regiments shall be recruited to one hundred men in 
pany, and the same shall be employed in the defense of the Mexican and 
of Texas: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall authorize 


Amendment of Mr. Morrison: 
Add to the paragraph relating to the medical department (lines 152 to 156) the 


following : 


Provided, That the heads of the several Executive Departments are hereby au- 


thorized te detail for temporary service in the Surgeon-General's Office to be em- 
ployed in farnishing information called for by the Commissioner of Pensions, 
clerks from such Departments or any of them, whenever practicable. 


Amendment of Mr. ATKINS: 


Add to the bill the following : 
Sec. 2. That now and on no officer selected, detailed, or assignod to duty 


upon the staff of, or as aid to, any general officer, or upon any other duty whatso- 
ever, shall be entitled to or receive any additional rank, pay, or allowance by reason 
of such selection, detail, or assignment. And all laws or parts of laws in conflict 
with the provisions of this section are hereby repealed. 


The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was announced as 


above stated; and accordingly (at four o’clock p. m.) the House ad- 
journed, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 


under the rule, and referred as stated : 


By Mr. BANKS: The petition of Captain Joseph H. J. Rutter, of 


Maryland, for compensation for services rendered the military au- 
thorities of the middle military department of the Government as 
special agent during the months of April, May, June, and July, 1861, 
amounting to $500—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. BLAIR: Papers relating to the claims of Sidney P. Luther 
and Isaiah H. Pickard for property wrongfully seized by United 
States revenue officials—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. BUCKNER: The petition of 5,000 citizens of Missouri, for 
the adoption of a system of finance that will free our currency from 
the absurdity of coin redemption—to tle Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of Peter Scowden, for an honorable 
discharge from the United States Army—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. COX, of Ohio: The petition of citizens of Toledo, Ohio, that 
the salaries of letter-carriers be increased—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CRAPO: Memorial of W. T. Smith, Jonathan Bourne, and 
Samuel Osborne, jr., agents and managing owners of the barks Midas, 
Progress, Lagoda, and the ships Daniel Webster and Europa, to be 
reimbursed on account of losses sustained by abandoning their voy- 
ages and taking on board of their vessels twelve hundred wrecked sea- 
men—to the Committee of Claima. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: The petition of Coleman Cole and other cit- 
izens of the Choctaw Nation, in the Indian Territory, for the estab- 
lishment of a post-route from Dallas, Arkansas, to Stringtown, in said 
Territory—to the Committee on the Post-Otlice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DARRALL: Memorial of citizens of Louisiana, represent- 
ing the city government and chartered institutions of New Orleans, 
that the land grant made to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicks- 
burgh Railroad, now lapsed, be re-granted to the New Orleans Pacific 
Railroad—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. DICKEY: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel V, B. 
Strider for property destroyed by the United States Army—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EICKHOFF: The petition of C.Schmith and other citizens 
of New York, against anjust discrimination in fixing the salaries of 
Government employés, and also against the violation of the spirit of 
the eight-hour law in Government Departments—to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. FELTON : Papers relating to the claims of James H. Rog- 
ers and Charles J. Shepard for property taken by the United States 
Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William Hedgpeth to he re- 
funded the amount of taxes illegally collected from — by United 
States officials—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. FRANKLIN: Papers relating to the claim of James Brice 
on account of Indian depredations—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating tothe petition of Minor T. Smith for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. HANNA: Papers relating to the claim of John W, Dodd & 
Co. for work done on the arsenal grounds at Indianapolis, Indiana— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, the petition of 5,000 citizens of Indianapolis, Indiana, for the 
increase of the salaries of letter-carriers—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HASKELL: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. C. F. Short, 
whose husband and son were killed by Indians in 1574—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

By Mr. HOUSE: Papers relating to the claim of the Mount Olivet 
Cemetery Company, of Nashville, Tennessee, for damages to their 
property by the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUNTON: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs, Amelia A. 
H. Richards, administratrix of Felix Richards, for property used by 
the United States during the late war—to the same committee. 

By Mr. JONES, of Ohio: The petition of J. H. Rogers, electrician 
of the House of Representatives, relative to his plan of calling the roll 
of members and alien pages—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. ; 

By Mr. MAISH: Papers relating to the petitions of Martha J. 
Porter and John Nichtman for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Ernestine Stevens and Thomas 
8. Rhett, administrators of the estate of W. H. Stevens, deceased— 
to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: Papers relating to the petitions of James 
MeMulliv and Michael O’Brien for pensions—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Ly Mr. MULLER: Papers relating to the petitions of Sergeants 
Condon, Hughes, and Delaney, for increase of pay—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Papers relating to the bill introduced in the 
Forty-fourth Congress, regulating the hours of labor, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of Nancy Read, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. SCALES: Papers relating to the claim of Margaret Martin, 
for property destroyed by the United States Army—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of W. H. Thompson, collector 
internal revenue, fifth district North Carolina, to be reimbursed the 
amount taken from his deputies by robbers—to the Committee of 
Claims. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: The petition of 64 pilots on western 
and southern rivers, in service forty years and under, that the law 
be so amended as to require the appointment of one competent pilot 
in each and every board of local inspectors whose duty it is to exam- 
ine and license pilots—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SINGLETON : Papers relating to the claim of Asbury Dick- 
ens—to the same committee. 

by Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York: Papers relating to the claim of 
Susan E. Willard for supplies furnished to and for use of property 
by the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALSH: Papers relating to the petitions of Ambrose Wel- 
len, Captain Robert C. Bramford, and Eliza Ceville, for pensions— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the petitions of Frederick Division, No. 15, 
Sons of Temperance, of the State of Maryland, and of the trustees 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church at Old Town, Alleghany County, 
Maryland, for the use and destruction of property by the United 
States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky: Papers relating to the petition of 
Will R. Hervey, of Louisville, Kentucky, to be reimbursed the amount 
paid by him as a United States officer on a forged check for $4,000— 
to the Committee of Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
MonpDAY, November 12, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. McDONALD presented the credentials of Daniel W. Voorhees, 
appointed by the governor of the State of Indiana a Senator from 
that State to fill, until the next meeting of the lature thereof, 
the vacancy occasioned by the death of OLIVER P. MorTON, 

The credentials were read ; and, the oaths prescribed by law having 
been administered to Mr. VoorHeEss, he took his seat in the Senate. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I am not sure that it ever hap- 
pened to me before to ask the Senate to listen to a personal explana- 
tion. A bit of newspaper enterprise has, however, come to my atten- 
tion which seems to require a word of notice. 

The New York Herald of Friday, November 9, contains three col- 


occasion therefore to say that I have not for months he 


claim the publication, not alone because of its substan 
respects, but because forms of expression are ascril 
seem to me quite indecorous, to say the least. Words like 


others, of Penobscot County, Maine, signed, I think, alm 








umns of matter vaguely purporting in some 

from me. It does not literally profess to be an utterance , f 

it states itself to be a narrative of private conversations os a 

disclaims accuracy. Nevertheless it seems to have Reine It also 

something which has come to be known as an “ interview ” . ss 
e “anf 


ld an inter. 
ase, and they 


General sense to coms 


view for publication with any one, save only in one ¢ 
solely as to the services and usefulness here of the dead Senat 

Indiana; in every other instance I have positively declined “t oo 
add that though some of the remarks ascribed to me in the nul lice 
tion in question may at some time have been made in —— 


casual conversation, others of them never proceeded fro om 


™m me at any 
pound to dis- 
Ce I sever! 
ved to me whic! 


time. The matter is of small consequence, but I feel | 


i 
Some of these 
any time, and 
ements of thy 


would have been contrary to my sense of propriety at 
in the presence of the gratifying and splendid achiey 


republicans of New York, I could not be in the mood they would ing 
cate. ; 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HAMLIN. I present the memorial of Frank A. Floyd and 


; ; ; Ost by the 
entire bar of that county, protesting against the repeal of the Bank. 


rupt law. I wish to take this occasion to say that, in legal abjlir, 


in integrity, and in practical understanding of the operations of that 


law, Iam quite sure the opinion of no bar in the State of Maine ix 
superior to theirs. I move the reference of the memorial to the ( 


mittee on the Judiciary. - 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented the petition of Johy J 


Orton, of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, praying that an act of Congress |. 
passed 


providing that the Government shall receive its legal-tender 


notes at par for all impost duties and for all other duties whateyer: 


which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of Thomas M. Owen and 


others, of Arkansas, praying for the establishment of a mail route 


from Little Rock to Mount Ida, in that State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BURNSIDE presented the petition of George T. Gould, of Mil- 
lersburgh, Kentucky, praying a donation of public lands as an endow- 
ment for a college for women in that State ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WALLACE presented the memorial of W. A. Clark and other, 
mechanics of the city of Philadelphia, praying for the restoration of 
former wages on public buildings, and protesting against the viola- 
tion of the spirit of the eight-hour law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Daniel Smith, of Pawneo 
County, Kansas, praying for a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the State of New York, remonstrating against the repeal of 
the bankrupt law; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented the memorial of Charles L. Hopkins and others, 
merchants of New York, remonstrating against the repeal of the bank- 
rupt law, praying for amendments thereto and for a commission of 
revision ; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the memorial of the Sun Mutual Insurance Com- 
pany of New York, the Mercantile Insurance Company of New York, 
the New York Mutual Insurance Company of New York, and the 
China Mutual Insurance Company of Boston, Massachusetts, in favor 
of a rehearing of the claim for the loss of the bark Caldera, and pay- 
ment for the same out of the surplus of the Chinese indemnity fund; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, pray- 
ing an additional appropriation by Congress to remove obstructions 
in the Detroit River; which was referred to the Committee on Cou- 


merce. 

Mr. WINDOM. I present the memorial of the National Board of 
Trade in favor of the establishment of a department of the Govern- 
ment to be designated the Department of Commerce. The reasons 
are stated briefly in the memorial, and I bold in my hand a bill which 
I shall take occasion to introduce at the proper time. I move the 
reference of the memorial to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HEREFORD presented the petition of W. D. Rollyson, of Brax- 
ton County, West Virginia, praying that Onaga may oe a bill for 
his relief, ting him pay for services rendered the United States 
forces during the late war as chief of scouts in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. ree 

Mr.GORDON. I present the petition of the vestry of Saint Mv 
chael’s church, Charleston, South Carolina, praying fora elaine 
the duties on bells recast in England. I wish to remark that t a 
bells were donated to the colony of South Carolina long before the ok 
Revolution, were seized by the British during the revolutionary on 
and recently they have been returned to the city of Charleston Ee 
merchant in England who had purchased these bells in order to dona 
them to this church. The vestry ask for a remission of the duties on 








[sié. 

ne 
them. I move that tho petition be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. — — agreed te 

T 0 *. 

rhe MORDON presented the petition of W. F. Hovis, of Walker 
wanty, Georgia, late assistant assessor of internal revenue for the 
. steonth division of the first collection district of Georgia, praying 
an the passage of a bill by Congress granting him $594 with interest 
thereon for services rendered as assistant assessor of internal revenue 
from the Ist of October, 1865, to the lst of February, 1866; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. ; 

He also presented the petition of James H. Glenn, of Woodville, 
Georgia, praying compensation for property taken for the public serv- 
ice alter the close of the late war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. ty t 

He also presented the petition of Guerry & Son, commercial law- 
vers, of Americus, Georgia, praying for the repeal of the joint resolu- 
tion of March 2, 1867, requiring an oath of oyalty before receiving 
bounty land; Which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. F. A. Timberlake, of Au- 
gusta, Georgia, praying for the introduction duty free of a monument 
for the Augusta soldiers’ cemetery; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 7 se ' 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of Miriam L. Gager, widow of 
John Gager, praying compensation for property taken by the United 
States authorities from the navy-yard at Memphis, Tennessee, in the 
vear 1863; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate of the United States : 


In compliance with the resolution of the Senate of the 30th of October, 1877, I 
have the honor to transmit herewith a statement of the annual appropriations and 
expenditures for Army and Navy pensions, showing also the repayments, the 
amounts carried to the surplus fund, and the net expenditures under each appro- 
priation from March 4, 1789, to June 30, 1876. 

R. B. HAYES. 


EXgcuTIVE MANSION, 
November 12, 1877. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following com- 
munication from the President of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
To the Senate of the United States : 

In compliance with the resolution of the Senate of the United States of the 16th of 
October, 1877, I have the honor to transmit herewith a statement of the appropria- 


fe ent engunditapas by the Navy Department from the 4th of March, 1789, to 
une 30, 1876. 


A similar statement for the War Department is being prepared as rapidly as 


the limited clerical foree in the Treasury Department will permit, and when com- 
pleted will be transmitted to the Senate. 
R. B. HAYES. 


EXEcUTIVE MANSION, 
November 12, 1877. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. No. 28) authorizing the appointment of sten- 
ographers by the judge-ad vocates of the several military departments, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WINDOM. I ask leave to introduce, without previous notice, 
a bill to establish a Department of Commerce, and I ask its reference 
to the Cc mmittee on Commerce. I desire to say that on some suita- 
ble occasion, when I can consult the convenience of the Senate and 
my own, I propose to address some remarks to the Senate on the bill 
now presented. 

_ By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introdnce a bill (S. 
No. 248) to establish a Department of Commerce; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. Bl RNSIDE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 249) to amend certain sections of titles 48 
and 52 of the Revised Statutes of the United States concerning com- 
merce and navigation, and the regulation of steam-vessels ; which 


— — twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 


. introduce a bill (8. No. 250) for the relief of the National Bank of 
estern Arkansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 
‘ He also asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to intro- 
ee bill (8. No. 251) for the relief Henry M. Vance and Harry C. 
7 ~ of Little Rock, Arkansas; which was read twice by its title, 
ud referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post Roads. 


Mr. HEREF ; ; 
te ieelneen can asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 


wae ice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 


Mr. HILL asked, and b i i 
: ’ y unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
raluee a bill (S. No, 253) to refund to the State of Georgia certain 
¥ expended by said State for the common defense in 1777 ; which 
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(8. No. 252) for the relief of W. D. Rollyson ; which | tion by the Committee on Military Affairs, and afterward by the 


| Senate, of the condition of the Rio Grande frontier of Texas, which 
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was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 254) to amend section 764 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States and to enlarge the right of appeal in 
habeas corpus cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 255) for the relief of Miriam L. Gager; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLISON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 256) for the relief of Israel 
Yount; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on 
tile in the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 257) to amend section 4200 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the clearances of 
ships and vessels bound to foreign ports; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 258) to retrecede to the State of Florida jurisdic- 
tion over lands reserved for a dock-yard in the county of Escambia, 
in said State; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No, 259) to revive and extend the provisions of an act 
approved June 8, 1872, granting the right of way through the public 
lands of the United States to the Pensacola and Louisville Railroad 
Company of Alabama; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 260) for the relief of H. A. Myers; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. MATTHEWS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 261) for the enforcement of judgments and 
decrees in other States than those where rendered or made; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. TELLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 262) to authorizethe President of the United 
States to promote and retire First Lieutenant David I. Ezekiel, of 
the Fourth Regiment of Infantry, United States Army ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. CONOVER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 263) to provide for a survey of an inland 
water-route and canal from the Mississippi River to the Atlantic 
Ocean; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select 
Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 264) for the relief of the heirs of General William 
Thompson, of the revolutionary war; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S, No. 265) to remit taxes of insolvent sav- 
ings-banks; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
999 


Mr. MAXEY. On the &th instant I introduced a bill (S. No. 222 
for the relief of Henry Warren which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. On investigation I find that it properly belongs to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and not to the Committee on Claims. 
I move that the change of reference be made, to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. GORDON, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Samuel Noble be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. JONES, of Florida, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of certain citizens of Jacksonville, Florida, praying 
for an appropriation for the improvement of the Saint Jobn’s River, be taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


RIO GRANDE FRONTIER. 
Mr. MAXEY. I offer the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military A ffairs is hereby instructed to inquire 
into the expediency and propriety of a system of defensive works on the Rio 
Grande frontier of the United States; and if upon investigation the committee 
deem it expedient and proper to construct the same, they will report, by bill or 
otherwise, a plan of defensive works for said frontier and the estimated cost 
thereof, having due regard to practicability, efficiency, and economy. 


Mr. President, the object of the resolution is to secure a considera- 


I regret to say is lamentable. I desire to make some remarks upon 
the resolution before it is sent to the committee, and I wish to do se 
before the Army appropriation bill shall be acted upon by the Senate, 
because this raises questions which the Senate should consider in 
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their action on the Army bill; and if it will not interfere with the 
business of the Senate I would ask that at the close of the morning 
business on any early day that may be named, say Wednesday next, 
I have the privilege of the floor to address my remarks to the Senate 
on the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go on the Calendar, 
to come up as a matter of conrse. 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask that the resolution be printed, and laid on the 
table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That course will be taken. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. If it is in order, Mr. President, I would 
most respectfully ask of the Senate that I be excused from any far- 
ther service upon the Committee on Pensions. I find it impossible 
to discharge satisfactorily to myself the duties imposed upon that | 
committee and also those imposed upon the Judiciary Committee. 
The Pension Committee deals chiefly with facts in individual cases. 
The Judiciary Committee deals with questions of law, and very diffi- 
cult ones at times to determine; and it is hardly necessary for me to 
say that in my judgment I can be more useful upon the Judiciary 
Committee than anywhere else in the Senate. 

When the late Senator from Indiana, (Mr. Morton,) whose recent 
death has saddened all our hearts, informed me last spring that I 
was appointed to this committee, I remonstrated with him about it 
at the time, but he told me that if I found the labors of it could not 
be discharged compatible with the duties of the Judiciary Committee, 
he had no doubt the Senate would excuse me. It was with that view 
that I did not make the application at the time. I hope it may com- 
port with the views of the Senate to grant me this discharge. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois asks to be 
excused from further service upon the Committee on Pensions. The 
Chair hears no objection, and he is excused. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I wish to ask unanimous consent of the Senate 
to be excused from service upon the Select Committee on Transporta- 
tion Routes to the Seaboard. I belong to several committees most of 
which have business more or less connected with the section of the 
country that I have the honor in part to represent, and it is more 
suitable I think that I shonld continue my work on those committees 
than on this. On that account, as well as for other reasons that might 
be given, I desire to be excused from service on this committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska asks to be 
excused from further service upon the Select Committee on Trans- 
portation Routes to the Seaboard. To this the Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and he is excused. 

Mr. WADLEIGH submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the names of Newron Booru and B. Wapveten be transposed in 
the Committee on Patents; that the nameof Mr. Boots may stand first on said com- 
mittoe and thatef Mr. WapLeicu second, and Newron Bootn is hereby appointed 
chairman of said vommittee, 

LANDS ON WEST CAPITOL FRONT. 


Mr. DAWES. I ask the Senate to take up the bill (S. No. 179) to 
authorize the taking of certain parcels of land for the public use at 
the intersection of Pennsylvania and Maryland avenues on the west 
front of the Capitol grounds which was laid aside informally on 
Friday last. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It comes up in order as a matter of 
course. The bill isin the Senate, and the pending question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. WHyTr. 

Mr. WHYTE. I withdraw that amendment, and in lieu of it I | 








offer this 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me to offer some verbal 
amendments first, if it is agreeable to him? 

Mr. WHYTE. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. I have prepared several amendments conforming 
the bill more to the criticisms that were offered on Friday, and making 
it better, I think. The first of these amendments is in line 5of sec- 
tion 3, after the word “ application” to insert the following words: | 

After due notice to, and hearing of, all parties interested in said property. 

Mr. WHYTE. I was about to offer a similar proposition but a 
little fuller than the proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts ; 
and if he will allow me to have it read before he presses his, I would | 
prefer it. 

Mr. DAWES. I will hear it. 

Mr. WHYTE. I propose after the word “ adopt” on the sixth line 
of section 3 to insert these words: 


By petition containing a particular description of the property required, with 
the name of the owner or owners thereof, and his, her, or their residence, as far as 
the same can be ascertained. 


Mr. DAWES. I do not see any objection to that if the Senator 
wishes it. 

Mr. WHYTE. It is a little fuller. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not hear it accurately enough to know whether 
the amendment contains an order for notice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported by the 
Secretary. 

Mr. WHYTE. Iam going to offer another one right after that, 
which will cover that point. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam told it does not contain it. Then I suggest | 
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| not overcrowded with public business, properly discuss and frame 4 
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Sirs. 

that my amendment had better be adopted, and the Senator 
ment will come in well enough after that. , p monater's amend. 
Mr. WHYTE. If the Senator will allow me, I 


ro ; 
other amendment immediately afterward, a | Pepe: © offer an. 


; ine below . ; 
word “ adopted” in the seventh lino to strike out the ate 


. word “ to” 
insert : to” and 


After notice to the owners of the said 
publication once a week for four Penal mm gots beg mad a 
published in the city of Washington, to appoint five commissioners 
of said city, who sball make a just and equitable appraisement, ; 

Mr. DAWES. I shall be obliged to oppose so much of 
the fixing of the price of this land in the judgment of oe 
sioners. So far as it contains a provision for notice, | woul c 
object to that form or mode of notice, though the form of notic 
which I have proposed strikes me as better; but, as it is all form it 
any Senator prefers one form rather than another with the sary 
substance, I have no objection. If the Senator will allow me to got 
the matter of notice in first, he and I will discuss after that if he 
desires, the propriety of substituting the five commissioners for the 
court. Has the Senator any objection to that method? He wil! nee 
so far as notice is concerned, that if my amendment is adopted it 
will cover everything that he bas in view in that respect. It is this: 


Shall, upon application, after due notice to and hearing of all parties interest: 
in said property, in such mode and under such rules cod ino 


eaent, £0 Tegulations as it may 

I think that will cover all matter in reference to notice t 
Senator could desire. But, still, if the Senator from Mar 
tenacions about his method of notice, I do not object at all. 

Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, I am not tenacious about it at all: 
but the difficulty is that the proposition of the Senator from Massa. 
chusetts does not designate the mode in which the notice shal! be 
given. I put it in the alternative, either by a summons or, in case of 
non-residenta or children, by order of publication, which is the usual 
form adopted in such cases. 

Mr. DAWES. I thought on Friday, and I think still, that if we 
provide, for instance, for the commencement of a suit of any kind 
against parties, it is hardly worth while for us to set out in the bil! 
all forms of notice that it may be necessary to make, for the very 
term itself implies a notice; but still, that there may be no question, 
I think that, if the supreme court of this District is enjoined by stat- 
ute to give due notice to all parties, that would be as sufficient par- 
ticularity as would be uired, so far as notice is concerned, in a 
statute. The Senator will permit me to remind him that I think it 
was Lord Bacon who said that in generalities there is safety but in 
particulars there is danger. If you undertake to prescribe that the 
court shall give notice in a particular form, it may be difficult to 
follow the mode. For instance, I have known it to be sometimes 
ordered by astatute that notice should be given in a particular news- 
paper that died before the notice got to it. It would have been a 
great deal better to give “due notice” than to insist on it that it 
should be done in a particular way. That is the reason why I pre- 
fer this general form. The court is held responsible for due notice. 
The court is required in all general statutes, probate statutes especi- 
ally, to give due notice; and what would be a proper notice to par- 
ties right here on the = would not be “due notice” to owners of 
property who are not here, in the judgment of anybody who is fit 
to sit in a court as a judge. That is the reason why I prefer my form. 
I have no other reason. 

Mr. WHYTE. This subject, Mr. President, was one of such in- 

rtance that before the States would accept the Constitution of the 

Inited States fully they required certain amendments to be added 
to it, and one of those amendments was inserted for the very pur- 
pose of protecting the owners of property from its being taken by 
the Government of the United States without just compensation to 
the citizen. The language of the fifth article of the amendments is: 

Nor shall private property be taken for public use without just compensation. 


That was only carrying ont one of the clauses of Magna Charta, in 


OT order of 
NEWSpapers 
freehoiders 


1 hot 


hat any 
Yland is 


| which it was provided that no subject should be disseized of bis prop- 
erty without just compensation, and there was always a regular law- 


ful proceeding and a writ of ad quod damnum issued and a jury sum- 


_moned to assess the damages before the Government could take the 


property. It is for that very pu that I desire to hedge about 
the owners of private property with such clauses in the law anthor- 
izing its condemnation as will secure t# each owner his right of just 
compensation. As we are about to substitute some other mode of es- 


| timating the value of this property, it isa —_ time to establish a 


nt; and,as we are going to seek a different mode than a jury, 

it isa time to hedge that mode in with proper safeguards for 

the citizen. If the court is to determine this thing without a jary, 
require the court either to order a summons to be served upon the 
owners of the property or to give direction for an order of publica- 
tion, so that notice may be brought home to him. bag’ 

The amount of property involved in this proposed condemnation '* 

¢ principle is one which we can, at this time, when 


law which hereafter may be a model and a fact for the guidance of 
Congress. There ought to be some provision here as to the mode in 
which notice shall be given. Hardly any State has overlooked in its 
constitution this very provision ; and although in some of the States— 
not in mine—the jury trial has been dispensed with, they always have 
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=_— rsons other than the judges of the court, 
commiesionnappeet oi know much about in welled of property or 
(who are rn yraged in financial affairs,) to estimate the value of the 
to be largely engaged - : th rt f it: fi ti 
property and submit that estimate to the court for its confirmation 
— ‘aul T desire to do is to designate the kind of notice that the 

‘ rt shall give—not to leave it optional with the court to give 
<= inst as it pleases—because I know that, under some of onr 

—s where we have made express provision for notice to claim- 
trattne notice has been published in newspapers where the claim- 
—_ ould never possibly see it, and so they have heen excluded from 
“ie » their claims before the commission. What I want to do is 
a the court to direct a summons to be served specifically 
tie owner, or, if he be a non-resident and not accessible to the 
Ta of the court, an order of publication, to be published in 
Wesbington, in two or more newspapers in this city, so that it is 
likely that those persons interested in property in the city of Wash- 
ington will have their attention called to this process of condemna- 
rs that is about to be nenguewes in the District ampeune court. 
it is for that purpose, and that purpose only, that I object to the 
general terms used by the Senator from Massachusetts in his proposed 
SEA WES. Mr. President, the Senator will not understand 
os = controverting any object that he may have in view; and if he 
really thinks that a notice in a newspaper, without prescribing the 
particular newspaper and giving a chance of having it published in 
a Utah or other distant newspaper, is safer to parties than enjoining 
upon the court to give them due notice, (which means fair, proper, 
just notice,) T shall not quarrel with the Senator about that term, 
because he and I want to do just the same thing. I have just as pro- 
found areverence for that constitutional provision which the Senator 
has cited over this little corner of land as it is possible for the Sena- 
tor to have; and I had an idea that if you enjoined upon the court 
to give due notice and left it to the court to judge in each particular 
ease what did make due notice, inasmuch as it all comes back to 
us, it would be quite as safe as it would be if we should allow the 
court to say, “Did you not order publication in a newspaper, and did 
we not find a little Critic here that is going around the streets sold 
for a penny, and did we not put it in that newspaper ?” 

But, still, I said to the Senator that if he was tenacious of the form 
he has proposed, so far as that feature of his amendment was con- 
cerned, [should not object to it. I do not object now if the Senator 
will separate from that the idea of commissioners, for upon the mat- 
ter of commissioners I should like to submit the views which the 
committee had; and having done so, I propose to leave the matter en- 
tirely with the Senate. But if the Senator insists upon the whole of 
hisamendment, which includes the ascertaining of the value of this 
land by five commissioners without review by the court, then I sub- 
mit that it is not worth while to trouble the court with it. The 
machinery that requires the supreme court of the District to do this 
thing is altogether unnecessary, if you submit it to five commis- 
sioners. 

I said on Friday that this bill as it comes before the Senate was 
the form that had bee adopted by the United States in all the con- 
demnations of land in the District and thronghout the country, and it 
never was discovered before to have been loose and unsafe; and it 
never has in practice resulted in anything but that the Government 
was obliged to pay more than the lanl was worth, often twico as 
much ; and such will be the result, I warned the Senate on Friday, in 
this case. But it is proper, as the Senator from Maryland says, to 
guard the rights of — individual. If he means by his amendment 
to set up as conclusive the judgment of five men to be appointed by 
this court, I submit that it is better for us to refer it to the court to 
ascertain the value according to the best methods the court may adopt, 
aud they will do just as they did in regard to the squares east of the 
Capitol; they will appoint commissioners to ascertain and report to 
the court, and then the eourt will revise the judgment of the commis- 
sioners. If the United States feel aggrieved, or if the party feels 
aggrieved, there is a rehearing; and although the award seems to 
be in form the judgment of the court, it is in reality their judg- 
ment, informed, assisted, and aided by the commissioners. That was 
one of the reasons why the committee preferred to adopt the old 
wethod, and reported this bill in the form it is. 

For these reasons I shall be opposed to surrendering, without review 
and conclusively a the United States, to any five commissioners 
inadvanee. I would rather take their judgment reported to the court 
and reviewed - the court if either party desired, so that the final 


judgment of value should be the judgment of the court rather than 
the conclusive jud 


notice, I have no choice. 
‘ The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on theamendment offered 


y the Senator from Massachusetts, which will be read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 


The Cum CLERK. After the word “application,” on line 5of sec- 
tion 3, it is propose: to insert : 
After due notice to, and hearing of, all parties interested in said property. 
PB en VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland offer 
Proposition as a substitute for this? 
Mr. DAWES. I am not going to contend with tho Senator. Iam 


nt of five commissioners. As to the form of 
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willing myself, if it meets the judgment of the Senate, to take the 
form that the Senator has suggested, for he and I are trying to make 
the best possible bill to accomplish the same end. 

Mr. WHYTE. I should like to take the sense of the Senate on the 
language which I have proposed, as a first amendment; and it will 
not interfere with the proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
Before the vote is taken on his proposition, I should like to offer this 
to come in after the word “Columbia,” on line 3 of section 3: 

By petition containing a particular description of the property required, with 
the name of the owner or owners thereof, and his, her, or their residence, as far 
as the same can be ascertained. 

Mr. DAWES. _ I hope that will be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to this amendment ? 
The Chair hears none, and it is agreed to. 

gee ee Now does the Senator insist on his form for the 
other 

Mr. WHYTE. I prefer it. It is the form used in the States. 

Mr. DAWES. Well, I have no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Maryland is accepted by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
It will be reported for the information of the Senate. 

The Cuter CLERK. After the word “adopt,” in line 6 of section 3, 
it is proposed to insert the following words: 

After notice to the owners of the said property either by summons or order of 
oo once a week for four successive weeks in one or more newspapers pub- 

ished in the city of Washington. 

Mr. DAWES. I trust that will be adopted. ° 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHYTE. Now I would ask my friend, the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, what objection there can be to inserting in this bill the 
requirement upon the part of the court to appoint five commissioners 
to make an estimate subject to the ratification of the court ? 

Mr. DAWES. I am entirely content with that. 

Mr. WHYTE. Then that covers all the objections I have. 

Mr. DAWES. I am entirely content with that. If the Senator 
has that in form, I hope he will offer it. 

Mr. WHYTE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts a 
question. Under the provision at the close of section 3: “ and inall 
such appraisements both damages as well as betterments shall be 
taken into consideration,” I ask him whether the commissioners, if 
they believed the residue of the owner’s property would be benefited 
to an extent greater than the damage done in taking the portion con- 
demned, would have the right to take his land for nothing? It seems 
to me so under this language. 

Mr. DAWES. I was going to offer an amendment at that point, 
but I do not know that the amendment would throw any light on the 
interrogatory of the Senator. 

Mr. BECK. My idea is that we have no right to take the land, 
even if it is improved beyond the amount of the damage, without 
paying just compensation for the property. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will postpone his interrogatory until 
we get down to that section, I shall be obliged to him. 

Mr. WHYTE. I propose now, after the word “ adopt” in line 6 of 
section 3, to insert . 

Shall appoint five commissioners, freeholders of the District of Columbia, to 
make a just and equitable appraisement. 

And then at the close of the section to add— 

Which appraisement shall be subject to confirmation by said court. 

Mr. DAWES. Does that mean that it may be rejected? 

Mr. WHYTE. Yes, sir; or put in the words “or rejection” or “sub- 
ject to ratitication.” 

Mr. DAWES. Very well. The idea of the Senator is a good one, 
and I know the Senator will put it in the best possible form. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported for the 
information of the Senate. 

The Cuter CLerK. It is proposed to insert after the word “adopt” 
in line 6 of section 3 : 

Shall appoint five commissioners, freeholders of the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHYTE. Now this will come in at the close of the third sec- 
tion : 

Which said appraisement shall be subject to ratification by said court. 


Mr. MATTHEWS. Before that amendment is agreed to finally, I 
beg to suggest that its present language seems to exclude the-power 
of the court to set it aside and to make anew appraisement, I think 
the whole matter of the appraisement ought to be subject to what- 
ever action the court may see fit to take, whether to approve or 
whether to reject and order a new appraisement. I submit that to 
the Senator. 

Mr. WHYTE. That is the object of the amendment, and we sup- 
posed the language in the amendinent covered just that case and 
allowed the court to reject and re-appoint other commissioners and 
ratify their report. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I propose, in the eleventh line of section 3, to strike 
ont the word “ betterments,” and insert in place of it “ all benefits 
and advantages ;” and perhaps there is no objection to having the 
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phrase “betterments” in also. I will state my idea about the inter- 
rogatory put by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Beck.] I do not 
see that in a fair use of the term “damage” it is not absolutely neces- 
sary to take the thing asa whole. There cannot be apy real ascertain- 
ment of actual damage that does not take into Zonsideration the 
advantages resulting. The actual damage which the proceeding in- 
volves cannot be arrived at without taking into consideration the 
condition the man is left in after it is done. 

I know that we can reduce to very fine points our abstract reason- 
ing and that we can take a man’s property and say he is better off 
without it than with it sometimes; but here is a portion to be taken 
of a given lot. How is the damage to the owner to be ascertained ? 
I do not know what are the laws of Kentucky; they make highways 
there I know and good ones, and they take private property for pub- 
lic uses there, and I suppose they have there, just as they have in all 
the States of which I have any knowledge, some provision which has 
this idea; and if they have it carries the idea which this bill bas in it. 

Mr. BECK. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to say that all the 
provisions in Kentucky and elsewhere as far as I know them are that 
the man whose land is taken is entitled to the actual value of the 
land so taken, regardless of any benefit to him from the improvement 
for which it is taken; but in estimating the damages beyond the 
value of the land, it is proper to consider the advantages as well as 
the damage, but I see no provision in this bill requiring that the 
owner shall be paid for the actual value of the land. Damages and 
improvements outside of the value may be considered, but not to pre- 
vent him getting the.actual value of the land taken. 

Mr. DAWES. If we come down to fine points, how can the value 
to him of the land taken be ascertained without taking into consid- 
eration the benefits that the taking of this portion of it from him is 
tohim? If it enhances the value of what is left twofold to take 
this part of it, then the damage to him by no refinement of reasonin 
can be as much as it would be if there was no advantage to him. 
would not establish a precedent that would by any possibility do 
wrong to any of these owners, but I do not see how it would myself. 

Mr. BECK. I think it is very easy to ascertain, wholly regardless 
of this proceeding, what the quantity of land taken is worth if proper 
application is made. And just here I desire to say that while per- 
haps this bill is in accordance with precedent, it would be far better 
if the Senate of the United States should commit it to the Judiciary 
Committee and direct a bill to be prepared authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to apply to the supreme court of the District of Colum- 
bia for a writ of ad quod damnum, and that a jury should be called 
to take the private property of a man for public use. I have no 
doubt it can be done by commissioners under the rulings of some of 
the courts, but it is not a good precedent to establish ; and when the 
proper time comes I propose to test the sense of the Senate by moving 
a reference to the Committee on the Judiciary to prepare a bill look- 
ing to a writ of ad quod damnum betore a jury of cakdbhes. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will wait until I get this bill in as 
good shape as I can, [ will trust it to its fate. This is my first experi- 
ment; and I should be quite glad to have the Senate take it off the 
hands of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and turn 
it over to the Judiciary Committee; but I should like to get it, in 
the light of the discussion, in as good a shape asI can before it 
goes anywhere; therefore | ask for a vote on this phraseology. 

Mr. WHYTE. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me to 
suggest to him that probably this bill has been copied from some other 
bill, and that the word “ betterments” has evidently been incorrectly 
used? 

Mr. DAWES. I have an amendment pending on that point. 

Mr. WHYTE, The idea probably was to use the word “ benefits,” 
and not the word “ betterments,” which merely means the improve- 
ments or the buildings on the land. 

Mr. DAWES. I have that word in this amendment. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me 
to suggest that I think the bill will be improved by leaving out the 
entire clause which constitutes the last member of the last sentence 
of the third section—the words “ and in all such appraisements both 
damages as well as betterments shall be taken into consideration ;” 
for the reason that the previous part of the section requires the ap 
praisement and compensation to be made of the cash value of each 
interest taken. Now, if the cash value of the interest taken is paid 
for, it seems to me the party has that “ just compensation” which the 
Constitution requires. If the whole of lis property is taken, he can ask 
no more than its cash value. Ifa part of the perty is taken and 
heis paid the cash value of the interest taken, that necessarily, it seems 
to me, involves the cash valac of the actual property taken as well 
as whatever injury accrues, by taking that part of it, to the remainder ; 
so that in either event (and the alternative embraces every possible 
case) the words ‘‘ cash value of the interest taken” embrace all that 
a party has a right to ask any compensation for. I think therefore 
the bill will be improved by leaving out those words which seem to 
lay down a rule for the estimate of the damage. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, certainly the words here, as pro- 
vosed to be amended by the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Suildings and Grounds, can do no harm. These several lots, in the 

opinion of many judicious persons, will be worth more after the 
United States have taken what they require than they are now as a 
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whole. That corner will be a circle directly in front of the Cay; 
and will be most desirable for future improvements ; and w| a 
word “ betterments” is stricken out and the words « bonebie Se 
advantages” are inserted, the clause certainly can do no en “ 
trust, therefore, that we shall not consume any time about wh “a : 
desire to have done, that both the damages and the advanta a ot 
be taken into consideration by the men who are to appraise esha 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the ameninen, 
posed by the Senator from Massachusetts, which he will Please ints 
again. 

Mr. DAWES. Strike ont the word “ betterments” “ 
benefits and advantages.” ano” ond insert “al 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on this amendment 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. DAWES. I propose to amend, in section 4, line 
word “respectively,” by inserting— 

Or to such person as shall be authorized to receive the same for any such owner. 


So that if there are minors under guardianship or others under dis 
ability, the guardian or other lawful person may receive the money. 

The amendment was agreed to. = 

Mr. DAWES. In the twelfth line of that section I move to insert 
“or such person authorized as aforesaid ;” which is the same thing iy 
another place. ” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHYTE. The assessed value of this property, according to the 
statement made by the chairman of the Committee on Public Build. 
ings and Grounds, is a little over $25,000. It is probably a low esti- 
mate being an assessment. I like when public money is voted away 
that we should know exactly how much we are voting. At all events 
we should have some limit beyond which it cannot go, and therefore 
I desire to offer an amendment to come in at the close of section 6, in 
these words: 


Provided, The same shall not exceed the sum of $30,000. 


Mr. MORRILL. Of course that may operate to entirely prevent 
the obtainment of these pieces of property. The appraisal shows that 
they are appraised at a very low rate, and not far exceeding the amount 
named by the Senator from Maryland; but, at the same time, if tive 
men under oath show us that the land is worth $500 or $1,000 more, 
whatever sum they may say it is worth, I take it the United States 
will be disposed to pay. I hope, therefore, the amendment of the 
Senator from Maryland will not prevail, because I would regard it in 
effect the same as a defeat of the bill. 

Mr.WHYTE. Mr. President, I have no objection to any specific 
amount, but really I do not think we ought to vote away the public 
money without specifying how much of the public money we are go- 
ing to vote. This is only $30,000 or $40,000, but it might be a million. 
The bill ought to contain some sum within which the Secretary of the 
Interior will be circumscribed. That is all. Put $40,000 or $50,000, 
if you will; so that when we vote we do not vote a general power to 
pay out of the public Treasury whatever amount may be assessed for 
property. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not see how we can vote very understand- 
ingly on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maryland. If 
the object of this bill is actually proper and necessary, then we have 
provided a mode for ascertaining the value of property to be taken by 
the appointmeut of commissioners or appraisers to determine what 
the value may be. It may be $50,000; it may be $10,000, or $100,000; 
but I do not see how the Senate is to determine what shal! be paid, 
in advance of the appraisement, for that property. It is to be pre- 
sumed that the parties appointed by the court to make the valuation 
of the property will put a just estimate on it. Therefore, I cannot 
vote intelligently for the amendment of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. MORRILL. And I would su t to the Senator from Dela- 
ware also that if it is placed at a higher sum than what its real value 
is, these appraisers would consider themselves authorized to go to the 
full amount of what the judgment of the Senate appeared to be. — 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will say further that there are features of this 
bill I do not approve of. There is a provision here for taking by cou- 
demnation the property of private individuals, simply by the deter- 
mination of persons appointed by the court, they having no voice 11 
reference to the parties who shall appraise and put an estimate on 
their property, and there is no provision in the bill securing them 4 
right of appeal from the decision of the appraisers. Now, I believe 
that in the acquisition of property by condemnation, the right ought 
to be secured to every private individual whose property is taken for 

ublic use, to appeal to some tribanal as the ultimate tribanal where 
od be h and his rights determined. I am therefore not in 
favor of the provisions of this bill. The property here to be acquired 
is of small value comparatively, I understand, but notwithstanding, 
this bill contains the principle of the acquisition of property without 
securing the owner the right of ap from the judgment of the ap- 
praisers appointed tocondemnit. In principle, therefore, it is wrong ; 
and I hope the Senator having charge of this bill will consent to defer 
the vote on the bill until he, or some one else, can put it in ashape to 
secure to private individuals whose property is taken the right of ap- 

al to an ulterior tribunal from the judgment of the appraisers. 

it will meet the view of the Senator from Massachusetts, who has 
charge of the bill, I hope that it may go over until to-morrow that 


4, after the 
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come provision may eyes wale it securing the right of appeal HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
j ent 0 ie) 

= the ws Mr. President, I had some experience in the other MonpDAY, November 12, 1877. 
branch with an idea that it was specially necessary to guard the ¢ , 

rad } the owners of property, and that experience has taught me The House met at twelve o’clockm. Prayer by Rev. Davip WILLs, 
inet the rights of the United States that, in practice, in fact, D. D., of Washington, District of Columbia. 
= the strictest guard on all such occasions. I do not think there | The Journal of Saturday was read. 
need’ vas an instance in the history of the United States—at least it et ei 
vert been recorded where I have seen it—where the United States . ' iin aan be : 
has no twice what the property taken was worth, and I expect Mr. JONES, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I notice in the proceedings of 
a el twice what this property is worth. If they are not Saturday that on the motion to adjourn I am recorded as not voting. 
= oo take with that expectation, then you should reject this I was present at the time in my seat and voted “ no.” 
i il . fr you are willing to go through that narrow strait (to which The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 
the straits of Magellan are nothing in comparison for peril to life and The Journal was then approved. 
ins) oes a ol Sheen well ad rot nt a ns 
States are obliged to pay for this p 55 08 Win thes taey ened Mr. ATKINS. I ask, Mr. Speaker, as a matter of privilege, before 
Fe cae yc atatit mets; | got to the rogula bine the day toate road the paper ich 

a . . € th eTK 8 de@8K. 

nd Lexpect that result. We have provided that in the , ae . 
ore and ditunanaaied freeholders under oath, appointed There was no objection, and the Clerk read as follows: 
by the supreme court of the District of Columbia out of all influence (Copy of telegram No. 1.) 
of party or otherwise, shall say what it is worth. They are to report House OF REPRESENTATIVES, November 7, 1877. 
tothe court. If either party is aggrieved, he can signify it to the | ToGeneralE.D, Towssrxp, le 
court and have @ rehearing, and then the matter is to be referred 7 : ¥ 


; : ae Tam directed to request the Adjutant-General to be good enough to furnish, to 
back to this commission or to a new commission and they are to Te- | the best of his ability, estimated or otherwise, the senate sn of enlisted 
port again until we capes to actual justice as near as can be, in | men on the rolls of the Army on the 1st November, 1*77. 


the judgment both of the land-owners and of the United States. ___, ROBERT J. STEVENS, 
Then we propose to take it and pay the money for it, whatever that Official: Clerk Committee on Appropriations. 
ult may be. : ae THOMAS M. VINCENT, 

“i do not quite agree with Senators who think that this is one of Assistant Adjutant-General. 

those proceedings that the Constitution requires shall be submitted [Copy of telegram No. 2.) 

toa jury. [used to think so, but I have got over that. I do not War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 

think it is required to be submitted toa jury; and not being required Washington, D. C., November 7, 1877. 

to be submitted to a jury, it is of all things the last that should be. | Chairman Committee on Appropriations House Representatives : 

I hope, therefore, the bill may pass as it is and that we may not de- Referring to telegram asking that committee be furnished, by estimate or other- 
art from the old mode of doing this thing. wise, proke ble number of enlisted men on rolls November Ist, [ find number taken 

, The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- | fom Jatest returns to be twenty-one ee ee aes ae 

posed by the Senator from Maryland, (Mr. WHYTE, ] which will be This is an increase since telegram of October 30 of five hundred and thirty-nine 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE. 


ed (539) and results from returns received since then indicating the increase. 
wrted. 


"Mit. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Maryland will withdraw 
that amendment. Official : 


The CuieF CLERK. At the end of the sixth section it is proposed ee Tantei, 


Mr. ATKINS. Now let the Clerk read the indorsement. 
Provided, The same shall not exceed the sum of $30,000. The Clerk read as follows: 


E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Adjutant-General. 


to insert : 


The amendment was rejected. War DEraRTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Mr.DAWES. Before passing any farther, if the Senator from Mary- ial cont tfally farnished the H ble J.D coon prt 
land will indicate the right place, I should like to have the words Official copies respectfully farnis © Honorable J. D. C. ATKINS, chairman 


° : . . Committee on Appropriations House of Representatives. 
“under oath” inserted in the clause relative to the five commis- The operator inthe War Department telegraph-office states that office has the 


sioners. check of the operator at the Capitol for the receipt there of the telegram of Novem- 
Mr. WHYTE. After the word “make,” in line 6, insert “under | et 7, herewith, marked No. 2. B.D. TOWNSEND 
h;” so as to read: . D. VNSEND, 
oath;” 80 Adjutant-General. 
To make under oath a just and equitable appraisement, &c. Mr. ATKINS. Itis proper for me to say I called the operator to my 
The amendment was agreed to. desk two days ago and he said that he gave no such receipt. He 
Mr. BAILEY. I offer this amendment as an addition to the third | Utterly denies he gave any such receipt or received any such dispatch. 
section : He reiterates what he said the other day. I thought it due to the 


Adjutant-General as well as to: the operator and to the House to make 
And if any one of the owners shall not be contented with the sum awarded by the | this statement. 


issi to him for the land taken f him, h hall h: he right to 2 
except thereto, and tewougen the « wt shail submit the windienal ccmenmattion SMOKING IN THE HALL. 
toa jury of the country. The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to direct the attention of the 
Mr. DAWES. I hope that will not be adopted. It will involve the | House to a portion of Rule 65, complaint having come to him repeat- 
United States in a very serious sum of money, I am sure. edly during the session, and again this morning on the same subject. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment offered e Clerk read as follows: 
by the Senator from Tennessee ar BAILEY. ] Smoking is prohibited within the bar of the House or gallery. 


{ 
The amendment was rejected. The SPEAKER. Gentlemen een to smoke during the pendency 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the | of public business will be kind enough to do so elsewhere than in the 
third time, and passed. I of the House. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. . ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


; F ‘ Mr. ATKINS. I now demand the regular order. 

Mr. SARGENT submitted the following resolution; which was| The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the considera- 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: tion of the Army appropriation bill reported from the Committee of 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be instructed to inform the Senate | the Whole on the state of the Union on Saturday last with sundry 
cone savin nan ae  cousions sent ont —~ ane | Seaentes of “ United | amendments. The amendments will be read in their order. 

: , " case therein named. . * 

shall be promoted to a higher grade until he has been examined bya board of | _ 26 Clerk read the first amendment, as follows: 

naval surgeons and y qualified S pane all his duties at Strike out the following, (being all after the word “dollars,” in line 11, to and 
; are convened all cases of officers pro- | including the word “expired,” in line 21 :) 

osexd for promotion are referred to them ; what is the character of examination prac- And no money appropriated by this act shall be paid for recruiting the Army 
tieed by such boards ; if it is the same for all grades ; and if in the knowledge and | beyond the number of enlisted men, including ian scouts and hospital stew- 
Judgment of the Secretary such boards strictly perform their duties under such | ards, actually on the Army rolls on the Ist day of November, A. D. 1877. Nothing, 
sections ; or if further legislation is necessary to protect the active list of the | however, in this act shall be construed to prevent enlistments for the Signal Serv- 
Navy from promotions of officers physically unfit for duty at sea. ice, which sball hereafter be maintained, as now ee and as provided by 

law, with a force of enlisted men not exceeding four hundred, after present terms 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. of enlistment have expired. 


Mr. HAMLIN. __I move that the Senate now proceed to the consid-| Mr. ATKINS. I move that amendment be concurred in. 
— of executive business. The amendment was concurred in. 
a was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid-| Mr. ATKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 


‘ie f executive business. After thirty minutes spent in execu- | ment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
‘ve session the doors were re-opened, and (at two o’clock p- m.) the | sider be laid on the table. 


Senate adjourned. The latter motion was agreed to. 
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The Clerk read the second amendment, as follows: 


After the words, in lines 10 and 11, “ for expenses of recruiting and transporta- 
tion of recruits, $75,000,” insert the following in lieu of the words stricken out by 
the last amendment: : 

And no money appropriated by this act shall be paid for recruiting the Army 
beyond the number of enlisted men, including Indian scouts and hospital stewards, 
actually on the Army rolls on the Ist day of November, 1877, except for the cav- 
alry service and for employment exclusively in the defense of the Mexican and 
Indian frontiers, and so far only as shall be necessary for that purpose, and no far- 
ther; but nothing herein contained shall authorize an increase of any cavalry com- 
pany beyond the namber of one hundred, as now authorized by law: Provided, That 
nothing herein contained shal! authori# the recruiting of the Army beyond twenty - 
five thousand men. 


Mr. ATKINS. I move the House concur in that amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 151. 

So the amendment was non-concurred in. ; 

Mr. ATKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was non-concurred in; and alsc moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the third amendment, as follows: 


In the paragraph relating to the Pay Department, strike out in lines 40 and 41 


the words “and for pomeee on letters and packages received and sent by oflicers 
of the Army on public service.” 


Mr. ATKINS. I move the House concur in that amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. ATKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the fourth amendment, as follows : 


In the paragraph relating to purchase of horses for cavalry and artillery, &c., 
strike out all after the word “ provided,” in line 102, to the end of the paragraph, 
as follows: 

That cavalry regiments may be recruited to one hundred men in each company, 
and kept as nearly as practicable at that number; and a sufficient force of cavalry 
shall be employed in the defense ef the Mexican and Indian frontiers of Texas. 

And insert the following : 

That a foree of four cavalry regiments shall be recruited to one hundred men in 
each company, and the same shall be employed in the defense of the Mexican and 
Indian foontiers of Texas: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall authorize 
the recruiting the number of men on the Army rolls, inclading Indian scouts and 
hospital stewards, beyond twenty thousand men, of whom four full cavalry regi- 
ments shall be kept in service on the Mexican frontier in Texas. 


Mr. ATKINS. I move the House concur in that amendwent. 

Mr. CONGER demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 133, nays 127, not voting 30; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Atkins, Banning, Bell, Benedict, Bicknell, Blackbarn, 
Bland, Blount, Boone, Bouck, Bridges, Brogden, Buckner, Cabell, Johu W, Cald- 
well, W. P. Caldwell, Candler, Carlisle, Chalmers, Alvah A. Clark, John B. 
Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cobb, Collins, Cook, 
Covert, Samuel 8. Cox, Cravens, Crittenden, Calberson, Cutler, Davidson, Joseph 
J. Davis, Dibrell, Dickey, Darham, Eden, Eickhotf, Elam, Ellis, John H. Evins, 
Ewing, Feiton, Finley, Forney, Franklin, Fuller, Garth, Gause, Gibson, Glover, 
Goode, Gunter, Hamilton, Hardenbergh, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Harri- 
son, Hart, Hartridge, Hartzell, Hatcher, Henkle, Henry, Herbert, Abram 8S. Hewitt, 
Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hooker, House, Hunton, Frank Jones, James Taylor 
Jones, Kimmel, Knapp, Knott, Landers, Ligon, Lockwood, Luttrell, Lynde, 
Mackey, Maish, Martin, Mayham, McKenzie, McMahon, Morgan, Morrison, Morse, 
Muldrow, Muller, Potter, Pridemore, Quinn, Rea, Reagan, Reilly, Americus V. 
Rice, Riddle, Robbins, Robertson, Ross, Scales, Shelley, Singleton, Slemons, Will- 
iam E. Smith, Sparks, Springer, Steele, Stenger, Stephens, Swann, Throckmor- 
ton, Richard W. Townshend, Turner, Turney, Vance, Veeder, Waddell, Walker, 
Walsh, Warner, Jere N. Williams, Albert S. Willis, Benjamin A. Willis, Wilson, 
Wood, Wright, Yeates, and Young—133. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Bacon, Bagley, John H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, Bayne, 
Bishee, Boyd, Brentano, Brewer, Briggs, Browne, Barchard, Burdick, Butler, 
Cain, Calkins, Camp, Campbell, Cannon, Caswell, Chittenden, Claflin, Rush Clark, 
Cole, Conger, Jacob D. Cox, Crapo, Comming, Danford, Darrall, Horace Davis, 
Deering, Denison, Dunnell, Eames, Elisworth, Errett, 1. Newton Evans, James L. 
Evans, Field, Fort, Foster, Freeman, Frye, Gardner, Garfield, Giddings, Hanna, 
Haskell, Hayes, Hendee, Henderson, Hiscock, Hubbell, Humphrey, Hungerford, 
Hunter, Ittner, John 8S. Jones, Jorgensen, Joyce, Keifer, htley, Kelley, 
Ketcham, Killinger, Lapham, Lathrop, Leonard, Lindsey, Loring, Marsh, McCook, 
McGowan, McKinley, Mills, Mitchell, Monroe, Neal, Norcross, Oliver, Over- 
ton, Pacheco, Page, Patterson, Peddie, Philli Pollard, Powers, Price, Pugh, 
Rainey, Randolph, Reed, William W. Rice, Milton 8. Robinson, Ryan, Sam > 
Sapp, Schleicher, Sexton, Shallenberger, Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, Starin, Stew- 
art, John W. Stone, Joseph ©. Stone, Strait, Thom . Thornbargh, ES carn 
Awos Townsend, Martin L. Townsend, Van Vorhes, Wait, Ward, Watson, Welch, 
mare White, Michyel D. White, Willets, Charles G. Williams, Richard Williams, 
and Wren—1!27. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. William H. Baker, Beebe, Blair, Bliss, Bragg, Bright, 
Bundy, Dougles, Dwight, Hale, Harmer, Benjamin W. Harris, Hazelton, James, 
Kenna, Manning, Money, O'Neill, Phelps, Pound, Roberts, G D. Robinson, 
Sayler, Smalls, Southard, Tacker, Whitthorne, Alpheus S. Willi Andrew 
Williams, and James Williama—0. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

During the call of the roll the following proceedings took place: 

Mr. YOUNG. I desire to say that Mr. Money, of Mississippi, is 
absent on important business. 

Mr. HUNTON. My colleague, Mr. TUCKER, is paired with Mr. Hag, 
of Maine. If present, Mr. Tucker would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. HARRISON . Mr. WILLIAMS, of Delaware, has been suddenly 
called to the bedside of his brother, in Philadelphia, who has been 
stricken with paralysis. 

Mr. BLAIR. On this —— and on all questions relating to this 
bill I am paired with Mr. Roperts, of Maryland, who, if present, 
would vote “ay” and I should vote “no.” 
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Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I am requested to state th 
league, Mr. Biss, is paired with Mr. HarMER 
present, Mr. BLiss would vote “ay” 
“no.” 

Mr. O'NEILL. I am paired with Mr. Money, of 
preseut, he wonld vote “ay” and I would vote “no,” 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. On this questior 
with Mr. PHeps, of Connecticut. If he were present, 
“ay” and I should vote “ no.” 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I am paired wi 
THORNE, of Tennessee, who is absent from the House on account of 
sickness. If present, he would vote “ ay” and I should vote “ no.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. I desire to withdraw my yote I 
am paired with Mr. KENNA, of West Virginia. If present, he would 
vote “ay” and I should vote “no.” ‘ ; 

Mr. SAYLER. I was not in the House until the close of the rol}. 
call and ask unanimous consent that my vote may be recorded. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection the gentleman wil! he 
allowed to vote. 

Mr. SAYLER. I vote “ ay.” 

Mr. EWING. My colleague from Ohio, Mr. SouTHARD, is detaina| 
in New Jersey by the very severe illness of a member of bis family 

Mr. CONGER. I rose to object to the vote given by ihe gentleman 
from Ohio, (Mr. SaYLer.) I ask if that gentleman was in the House 
when the last name en the roll was called ? 

Mr.CLYMER. The gentleman from Ohio stated that he was pot. 

Mr. WADDELL. He stated he was not and asked unanimous con. 
sent to be permitted to vote. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I object to his vote being recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan was late in rising 
to object. The Chair, however, will recognize him if he rose for that 
purpose. 

Mr. BANKS. The gentleman from Michigan certainly was not late. 
He rose and I rose to make the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not take any advantage of the 
gentleman. The vote of the gentleman from Ohio being objected to, 
it will not be recorded. 

Mr. POUND. I desire to say that upon all political subjects I am 
paired with my colleague from Wisconsin, Mr. BraGc. 1 have 
voted upon this subject, but I do not desire to be open to the charge 
of having violated the pair. 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter for the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin and the friends of his colleague who have charge of his pair to 
determine. 

Mr. CLYMER. This is a political question, of course. 

Mr. POUND. I believe I will regard it as a political question. I 
therefore ask that my vote be not counted. 

Mr. CONGER. I objected to the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Say- 
LER, recording his vote, because L thought the vote was very close, 
and his vote might carry the amendment. 1 withdraw the objection 
now becanse it would not accomplish what I intended. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan withdraws his 
objection to the vote of the gentleman from Ohio being recorded. 1s 
there furtber objection f 

Mr. SAYLER. I decline to accept the gentleman’s courtesy. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman is at liberty to decline. 

Mr. KNOTT. I desire to submit to the Chair the point that a rule 
which seems to deprive a gentleman of the right to vote unless he is 
within the bar of the House before the last name on the roll is called 
is in contravention of the Constitution of the United States. I sub- 
mit that this House has not the right by rule to deprive any Repre- 
sentative of the right to cast his vote at any time before the result 
is announced. 

Mr. CLYMER. Let that be considered by the Committee on the 
Rules, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would himself lean to the Constitu- 
tion. The rule stands there, and the Speaker is placed here to admiu- 
ister the rules; unless, of course, they are in conflict with the 
Constitution of the United States. In all his former decisions the 
present occupant of the chair has always decided in favor of the 
Constitution as against any rale that interfered with it. 

Mr. KNOTT. I make the point that the rule is in conflict with the 
Constitution. pe. gv 

The SPEAKER. Whenever the case arises and a decision 1s re- 
quired of the present occupant of the chair, he would take it inte 
consideration and give a decision after due reflection. ye 

Mr. CONGER. 1 suppose the Chair will admit that the objection 
has been taken without opposition or without objection universally 
for years. 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. CONGER. It is nothing new to make this objection. 

The SPEAKER. There has been a controversy as to what that rule 
meant; whether it meant that a member must be in the House before 
the last name on the roll was called or whether he must be in the 
House during the time of the calling of any name. The impression 
of the Chair is that the construction of the rule there should be the 
widest latitude, and that a gentleman might vote even under this rule 
if he was in the House at any time during the call of the names. | 

Mr. CONGER. I believe that has been the construction of it hith- 
erto. 


at my eol- 
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and Mr. HARMER Would vote 
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Mr. GARFIELD. Will the Chair please repeat his closing words? 
| did not hear them distinctly. co : 

The SPEAKER. The statement of the Chair is that if called upon 

decide he would constrae the rule so that a member who was 
wi hin the bar during any portion of the time of the calling of the roll 
Thould have the right to vote at the end of the roll-call ; for example, 
: might be called out momentaril and be absent when his name was 
called, and might lose his right if he happened to stay out beyond 
the time of the completing of the roll-call. ra 

Mr. GARFIELD. I would like to inquire whether that decision 
would not include cases where a scattering call is being made, after 
the regular call is over? yr 

The SPEAKER. Where agentleman has not been within the Hall 
at all during the roll-call an comes in before the announcement of 
the vote, then the rule prevents him from voting. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If the Chair will allow me, I want to say asingle 
word about the constitutional point. q 

Mr. ATKINS. Is this discussion in order during the roll-call ? 

The SPEAKER. The roll-call has been completed and a gentleman 
was asking the right to vote, and the Chair permitted the discussion 
to proceed because the Chair thinks this a vital question, involving, 
as it does, the privilege of a gentleman to vote; and the Chair would 
like to have read a portion of Rule 29. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


When the roll-call is completed, the Speaker shall state that any member offering 
to vote does so upon the assurance that he was within the bar before the last name 
on the roll was called ; Provided, however, That any member who is absent by leave 
of the House may vote at any time before the result is announced. 


The SPEAKER. The vote on concurring in the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee of the Whole is yeas 133, nays 127. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. ATKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
Jaid on the table. 

The latter motion was a; to. 

The Clerk read the fifth amendment, as follows : 


Add to the paragraph relating to the Medical Department (lines 152 to 156) the 
llowing : 
to yovided, That the heads of the several Executive Departments are hereby au- 
thorized to detail for temporary service in the Surgeon-General's Office, to be em- 
Joved in farnishing information called for by the Commissioner of Pensions, clerks 
oom such Departments or any of them, whenever practicable. 


Mr. ATKINS. I ask that the House concur in that amendment. 

The question was taken ; and the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. ATKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was to. 

The Clerk read the sixth amendment, as follows: 


Add to the bill the following : 

Sec. 2. That now and beveatier no officer selected, detailed, or assigned to duty 
upon the staff of, or as aid to, any general officer, or upon any other duty whatso- 
ever shall be entitled to or receive any additional rank, pay, or allowance by reason 
of such selection, detail, or assignment. And all laws or parts of laws in conflict 
with the provisions of this section are hereby repealed. 


Mr. ATKINS. I ask that the House concur in that amendment. 
Mr. CONGER. On that amendment I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 123, nays 129, not 
voting 38 ; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Atkins, Banning, Bell, Benedict, Bicknell, Bland, Blount, 
Boone, Bouck, Bridges, B en, Buckner, Cabell, John W. Caldwell, W. P. Cald- 
well, Candler, Chalmers, Alvah A. Clark, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, 
Cobb, Cole, Collins, Covert, Samuel S. Cox, Cravens, Crittenden, Culberson, Cutler 
Davidson, Joseph J. Davis, Dibrell, Dickey, Douglas, Durham, Eden, Elam, Ellis! 
John H. Evins, Ewing, Felton, Finley,Fort, Franklin, Fuller, Garth, Ganse, Gibson, 
oa. Glover, Goode, Gunter, Hamilton, Hardenbergh, Henry R. Harris, Hart, 
Hartri ge, Hartzell, Hatcher, Henkle, Henry, Herbert, Abram S. Hewitt, Gold- 
smith W. Hewitt, House, Hunton, Frank Jones, James Taylor Jones, Kimmel, 
ae Knott, Landers, Ligon, Lockwood, Luttrell, Lynde, Mackey, Maish, Man. 
ning, Martin, Mayham, McKenzie, McMahon, Mills, Morgan, Morrison, Morse, 
Muldrow, Pridemore, Quinn, Rea, Reagan, Reilly, Americus V. Rice, Riddle, Rob- 
Ross, es, Shelley, Singleton, Slemons, William E. Smith, 

ringer, Steele, Stenger, Throckmorton, Richard W. Townshend, Turner, 
arney, Vance, Veeder, Waddell, Walker, Walsh, Warner, Jere N. Williams, 
Wilson, vie, Yeates, and Young—123, 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Bacon, ley, John H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, Bisbee, 
Blackburn, Boyd, Brentano, Brewer, Briggs, Browne, Burchard, Burdick, Cain, 
Calkins, Camp, Campbell, Cannon, Carlisle, Caswell, Claflin, John B. Clarke 
of Kentacky, Rash Clark, Conger, Cook, Jacob D. Cox, Crepo, Cammings, 
Danford, Darrall, Horace Davis, Deering, Denison, Dunnell, Eames, Eickhoff, Ells- 
worth, I. Newton Evans, Field, Forney, Foster, zee, Frye, Gardner, Garfield, 
Hanna, Harmer, Harrison, Haskell, Hayes, Hendee, Henderson, Hiscock, Hubbell 
Humphrey, Hungerford, Hunter, Ittner, John 8S. Jones, J: sen, Joyce, Keifer, 
Keightley, Kelley, Ketcham, Killinger. Lapham, Lathrop, Leonard. Lindsey, Lor- 
ing, Marsh, McCook, McGowan, McKinley, Mitchell, Monroe, Muller, Neal, Nor- 
cross, Oliver, Overton, Pacheco, , Patterson, Peddie, Phillips, Pollard, Potter, 
Powers, Price, Pugh, Rainey, Randolph, Reed, William W. Rice, Milton S. Robin- 
oa, Ryan, Sampson, : berger, Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, 
Starin, Stewart, John W. , Joseph C. Stone, Strait, Thompson, Thornbargh, 
Tipton, Amos Townsend, Martin I. Townsend, Van Vorhes, Wait, Ward, Watson, 
Welch, Michael D. White, Willets, Charles G. Williams, Richard Williams, Albert 
8. Willis, Benjamin A. Willis, Wood, and Wren—129. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. William H. Baker, Bayne, Beebe, Blair, Bliss, Bragg, 
Bright, Bundy, Butler, Chittenden, Dwight, Errett, James L. Evans, Hale, Ben: 
jawin W. Harris, John T. Harris, Hazelton, Hooker, James, Kenna, Money, 
O'Neill, Phelps, Pound, Roberts, D. Rebinson, Sayler, Schleicher, Saate 
Southard, Stephens, Swann, Tucker, arry White, Whitthorne, Alpheus 8. Wiil- 
ams, Andrew Williams, and James Williams—338. 
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So the amendment was not concurred in. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. Iam paired with Mr. Kenna. If 
he were present, he would vote “ay” and I should vote “ no.” 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired upon this question with Mr. Roperts. 
If present, he would vote “ ay” and I should vote “ no.” 

r. NEILL. Iam paired upon this question with Mr. Money. 
If present, he would vote “ay” and I should vote “ no.” 

Mr. FRYE. My colleague, Mr. HAL, is paired upon this question 
with Mr. Tucker. If my colleague were present, he would vote 
“ no. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I am paired upon this question with Mr. 
STEPHENS, of Georgia. If he were present, he would vote “ay” and 
I should vote “ no.’ 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I am paired upon this question 
with Mr. Puecps. If he were present, he would vote “ay” and I 
should vote “ no.” 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I am paired upon this question 
with Mr. WHITTHORNE. If he were present, he would vote “ay” and 
I should vote “ no.” 

Mr. POUND. Regarding this as a political question, I announce 
my pair with my colleague, Mr. BraGca. If he were present, he would 
vote “ay” and I should vote “ no.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and read a third time ; 
and being en i, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. ATKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed and read the third time; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

a oan I call the previous question on the final passage of 
the bill. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

Mr. ATKINS. I shall not avail myself of the privilege which the 
rule gives me of addressing the House for an hour on this question. 
I think the question has been sufficiently discussed already. I yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] for a few minutes. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have no desire on my own account to say any- 
thing upon this bill. But I have received a letter from the Secretary 
of War, which in justice to him and in justice to the Army I think 
should be spread upon our records. During the course of the debate 
on this bill, a number of conflicting statements were made as to 
the size of the Army and as to the recruiting of the Army since the 
close of the last fiscal year. Among other things, it appeared from 
one of the dispatches read here (or at least such a construction of 
one of the dispatches seemed to be possible) that there had been some 
five hundred men enlisted since this bill was framed by the Committee 
on Appropriations and reported to the House. And upon that con- 
struction one of the gentlemen on the other side, the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Hewitt, } held that the Secretary of War had by such 
recruitment committed an impeachable offense. 

Without discussing that matter at the present time, I desire to have 
read a letter from the Secretary of War, and at the conclusion of the 
reading of that letter, I ask to have read a brief telegram making a 
slight correction in a statement contained in the letter. I think I 
= say nothing more, unless something be said that may call for a 
reply. 

The Clerk read the letter and telegram, as follows : 


War DerartTMent, 
Washington City, November 12, 1877. 


My Dear Str: In view of what was said in the debate in the House upon the 
Army bill on Saturday last, I address to you this letter, which you can use as you 
may deem proper. I cannot doubt that gentlemen who indulged in unkind cr'ti- 
cism of my official action will, upon a clearer understanding of the law and the 
facts, see that they were in error and be entirely willing to say so. 

The question raised by the debate referred to is this: Was the enlistment of re- 
cruits ie the Army after July Ist a violation of law? 

. — answer depends upon the question whether such recruiting was authorized 
vy law. 

Recruiting was authorized up to the limit of twenty-fivethousand men. Section 
1094 of the Revised Statutes provides that the Army “shill consist of" + given 
number of officers and “ five regiments of artillery, ten regiments of cavalry, 
twenty-five regiments of infantry,” &c. These regiments are certainly authorized, 
but how many men shall they have? This question is answered by the statute. 
Section 1099 provides: ‘‘ Each regiment of artillery shall consist of twelve batter- 
ies," &c. Section 1100 says: “Each battery of artillery shall consist of * * * 
as many privates, not exceeding ono hundred and twenty-two, as the President 
may direct." Section 1102 provides: “ Each faery of cavalry shall consist of 
twelve troops,” &c. Section 1163 provides: “ Each troop shall consist of * * * 
such number of privates, not exceeding seventy-eight, as the President may di- 
rect.” Section 1106 provides that “each infantry regiment shall consist of ten 
companies.” 

SECTION 1107 provides: “ Each company of infantry shall consist of * * * * 
fifty privates and the number of privates may be increased at the discretion of 
the President not to exceed one hundred whenever the exigencies of tho service 

uire such increase.” 

The power of the Executive to keep up the Army by recruiting is limited only 
by the foregoing sections and by section 1115, which provides that the Army shall 
not at any one time contain more than thirty thousand enlicted men (reduceil to 
twenty-five thousand enlisted men by act of July 24, 1876.--19 Stat. 97.) 

Recruiting for the Army and for the purpose of keeping up its organization and 
pambers is authorized by sections 1116, 1117, 1118, 1119, and 1120 of Revised Stat- 
utes. But it is said that after July i there was no appropriation for pay of tho 
Army and that therefore to enlist a man after that date was a violation of law be- 
cause it was a contract to pay him his wages, for which there was no appropriation. 
It is claimed that such is the meaning of section 3679, which forbids the head of a 
Department to expend ‘in any one fiscal year any sum in excess of appropriations 
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made by Congress for that fiscal year, or involve the Government in any contract 
for the future payment of money in excess of such approriations.” 

This section, however, is supplemented and modified by a subsequent section of 
the same statate, to-wit: Section 3732, which says “no contract or purchase on be- 
half of the United States shall be made unless the same is authorized by law OR is 
under an appropriation adequate to its fulfillment, &c.” 

This clearly means that if a contract is authorized by law, it may be made not- 
withstanding there is no appropriation adequate to ita fulfillment. The enlist- 
ment of recruits for the Army is expressly authorized by law, and hence the con- 
tract of enlistment may be entered into in the absense of an appropriation to pay 
the Army. A moment's reflection will make this entirely clear. 

The President has the same right to enlist recruits in the Army that he has to 
appoint judges of the Federal courts. The law providing for the organization of 
the judiciary authorizes him to appoint the judges, and provides that they should 
be paid a given salary. In like manner, and in equally clear words, the law pro- 
viding for the organization of the Army authorizes him to appoint the officers and 
enlist the privates to compose the Army. It will not be claimed that the failure of 
an appropriation for the judiciary would take away the right of the President to 
appoint the judges authorized by law to be appointed, or to fill vacancies occurring 
while there are noappropriations for judicial salaries. No more does the temporary 
failure of the Army appropriation bill take away the power of the President, ex- 
pressly conferred, to keep the Army in existence and up toa given standard by 
recrultin 

A oun t has never been claimed, and I suppose will not be claimed, that the 
failure of an appropriation for the pay of the Lenny would deprive the President 
of the power, expressly given by statute, to appoint the officers of the Army and 
to fill vacancies among the oflicers occurring in the absence of such appropriations. 
To claim this would be equivalent to a claim that the failure to procure appropria- 
tion for the pay of the Army works tho repeal of all laws enacted for its organiza- 
tion, government, and control. And yet the power to appoint officers in the Army 
is not more clearly conferred upon the President, than is the power to enlist 
orivates. 

. Such was and still is my view of the law. Nevertheless, I did not deem it best 
to continue recruiting after July 1; not for want of authority, but because I 
thought it inexpedient to muster men into the service when we had no money to 
pay them. Orders were accordingly issued to oes on the Ist of July. 
Subsequently an urgent appeal came to me from jor-General McDowell, com- 
manding the military division of the Pacific, approved and urged by the General 
of the Army, then on the Pacific coast, asking authority to enlist recruits for the 
cavalry regiments engaged in that department in carrying on the then existing 
lodian war. It was urged that serious loss of life might be prevented and earlier 
peace secured by recruiting the regiments engaged in that struggle. I yielded to 
this appeal, and recruiting was, for a short time, permitted for the pu above 
stated. At the same time, however, instructions were given to explain fully to 
each recruit the fact that his pay would depend upon a fature appropriation b 
Congress. The order for recruiting these cavalry regiments was not only lewtal, 
but urgent and necessary, and a refusal to make it under the then existing circum. 
stances, would, in my opinion, have subjected this Department to grave censure, 
especially as the smallness of our force Ssonget in that Indian war was, even with 
the recruits, the occasion of the great delay in conquering , and of the death 
of a namber of brave officers and men. If it be said that this recruiting was 
unlawful because there was no fund provided by law for the recruiting service, 
the answer is, that it did not cost the United States a cent. The division-com- 
mander was only too glad to order recruits to be received at the varions posts and 
mustered into the regiments then in the field. Everything required was done by 
the officers of the Army on duty, without extra charge or pay, and the appropria- 
tion for recruiting was in no wise anticipated. I beg also to add that the order 
for recruiting was countermanded as soon as the emergency seemed to be over, and 
no enlisting ‘has been done since. The impression that some five hundred men 
have been enlisted recently, and since the Army bill has been under consideration, 
is an entire mistake, growing out of a misconstruction of the tel of Novem- 
ber 10, from the Adjutant-General of the Army to the chairman of the Committee 
of a oe Ea 
am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
GEO. W. McCRARY, 


Secreta War. 
Hon. James A. GARFIELD, — 


House of Representatives. 


Hovst OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., November 12, 1877—12.42 p. m. 
[From War Department to Hon. J. A. GARFIELD.) 
The record shows that I was mistaken about having myself ordered recruiting 
for Indian service on Pacific coast. It was made by the General of the Army on 
the Sth of July. My letter to you of to-day should be in this respect canceled, but 


in no other. 
GEO. W. McCRARY, 
Secretary of War. 


Mr. ATKINS. I now yield a moment to the gentleman from Ohio 
{ Mr. BANNING] to have a paper read. 
Mr. BANNING. Upon this same subject the Adjutant-General has 
sent me a communication which I ask may be read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, November 12, 1877. 


Sin: In reply to your inquiry of this date, recruiting returns show one thousand 
and twenty-three men have been enlisted since July 1, 1877. The principal part 
of these were enlisted on the Pacific coast by authority of the General, given July 5, 
to meet exigencies of the Nez Percés and Arizona Indian wars. The companies on 
that coast had been very much reduced, and the authority confined enlistments to 
the legal standard of companies. No authority was given to incur any expense, 
but enlistments were made by company officers without opening rendezvouz, and 
this could be done without even paying for administering the oath of enlistment. 
Thus no law was infringed. 

A comparatively small part of the above number was composed of mechanics and 
musicians, for whom imperative necessity always exista, and who were enlisted in 
the same way. Thesec of men are hard to get and are constantly in demand 
at isolated posts. The authority to enlist on the Pacific coast was withdrawn by 
the Secretary August 28. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
ee adjutant Generel, 
Hon, H. B. Banntna, 


House of Representatives. 

Mr. ATKINS. I may have been mistaken in my construction of 
the telegram of the Adjutant-General received by me on Saturday 
last, but I do not think so; I still stand by my construction of it. 
Every gentleman can judge of the telegram for himself, it having 

















been published in the Recorp. 
New York, [Mr. HEwitr } 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The Secretary of War at tl 
of the communication which has just been read to the House — 

The impression that some five hundred ee 
the Army bill bas been under Conrtderation in an otra malstake, een ao sine 
misconstruction 0} © tele of Now sm OU OL 
Army to tue Counnsiteee on Beau 10 of the Adjutant-General of the 

If there is any mistake or any misapprehension it is not the 
of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
member of that committee, but it is owing to the conceal 
on the part of the Secretary of War, or of officers of the Army 
their want of candor in stating to the committee the exact facts of 
the case. As I stated on Saturday, the first effort of the Commitien 
on Appropriations was to ascertain the number of men in the : 
The Secretary of War was applied to and he informed us by te} 
that there were 21,363 men in the Army. Then the Commanilis,. 
General of the Army was asked to come before the committee, ani 
he stated that, according to a return which he exhibited and whict 
has been published in the Recor, there were 21,903 men in the 
Army ; but he declared as his opinion that the Army had been reduced 
to less than twenty thousand men by the stoppage of enlistments 
by the expiration of terms of service, and by casualties in the service. 

Then came the Adjutant-General, who confirmed the statement of 
the Commanding General and specifically stated to the committes 
that enlistments had stopped, recruiting had ceased, since the Ist day 
of July last; and now, by the letter which he has sent to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, [Mr. BANNING, ] it appears 
recruiting was resumed on the 5th day of July and terminated oy 
some day in August stated in the letter, but which I do not now 
remember. That fact was known to the Adjutant-General when he 
was before the committee, but he did not state it to the committes. 
On the contrary, he gave as a reason for the cessation of recruiting 
that the appropriation was exhausted and there was no money ayail- 
able for keeping the Army up to the standard fixed by law. 

The Secretary of War, who now says that he gave this order for 
recruiting on the 5th day of July, was sitting, al am informed and 
recollect, in the committee room when these statements were made, 
and he did not give the information to the committee which is now 
furnished in his letter. 

Therefore, whatever responsibility may attach to any one for any 
erroneous impression in regard to the strength of the Army, it belongs 
to the Secretary of War, to the Commanding General and to the 
Adjutant-General, and not to the committee. I might stop here, but 
it would be injustice to this House, injustice to the country, if I were 
to allow the propositions laid down in this letter of the Secretary of 
War to pass without protest and without contradiction. The propo- 
sition is here deliberately stated that in the absence of appropriations 
it is the right of the President of the United States to recruit the 
Army. The Secretary of War says the question was whether the 
enlistment of recruits for the Army after July 1 was a violation of 
law. He admits that the appropriation was exhausted, and then 
proceeds to argue that under the statute which fixes the Army at 
twenty-five thousand men the President has tho right to keep it up 
to that number and that it is his duty to do so. And he refers us to 
the several clauses of the statute in support of his position. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in the few moments which I have had at my 
command I have read over those clauses, and Ido not find in any one of 
them the slightest authority for tne President of the United States to 
recruit a man. They declare what the Army shall be, and he is Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the Army; but the power to recruit is only given 
to him by the annual appropriation bill, which makes it possible to 
bring recruits into the Army by appropriating the money necessary 
for that purpose. In no single one of these sections is any power 
given to the President of the United States to recruit a man, and if 
there were such a power it would be the concession of every principle 
for which the Anglo-Saxon race have struggled from tho time of 
Charles I down to the present day. The claim of Charles I was that 
he not only had the right to maintain the Army, but the right to go 
outside of the votes of supply and raise money for its support; and 
he imposed the illegal ship-money tax against which John Hampden 
and the patriots of that time rebelled, and brought his head to the 
scaffold in consequence of this violation of law. That long contro- 
versy was settled by the bill-of-rights under William ILI, which 
declared that a standing army should not be maintained in time of 
peace except by the consent of the people; and the British army is 
now, as I said the other day, maintained only by the annual passage 
of the mutiny bill, without which the army of Great Britain would 
cease to exist. 

Now, will it be pretended that when we declared the number of the 
Army by statutory regulation we by that fact gave the right to the 
President of the United States to maintain an Army in the absence of 
the annual appropriation? I refer gentlemen who propose to main 
tain that proposition to the Commentaries of Judge Story, which I 
have not for a very long time, but which, as I remember per- 
fectly well, declare that the control of the le over the standing 
Army is vbsolute by reason of the power of the House of Representa 
tives to direct the appropriations. The proposition here is that the 
President may maintain the Army up to this limit io the absence of 
appropriations. If it means anything, it means that. From that 
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sosition I dissent in the name of free government, which is endan- 
- | when the power of the people over the Army ceases to exist. 
5 Now the Secretary goes further. He says that the power is given 
sections 1116, 1117, 1118, and 1119 of the Revised Statutes. But, 
ai every one of those sections is a limitation upon the right of the 
President torecruit, There is no authority given in any one of them 
for recruiting. For instance, section 1116 provides that— 

Recruits enlisting in the Army must be effective and able-bodied men. 


That is no power to recruit. When the power is given by the ap- 
yropriation bill, then he must take effective and able-bodied men. 
The next section provides that— 

No person under the age of twenty-one years shall be enlisted or mustered into 
the military service. 

That gives no power to recruit those who are over twenty-one years 
ofage. It is a imitation on the power to recruit. 

Section 1118 provides that— 

No minor under the age of sixteen years, no insane or intoxicated person, &c., 
shall be enlisted or mustered into the military service. 

This is only a further limitation. 

The last clause on which the Secretary of the War relies is that— 

All enlistments in the Army shall be for the term of five years. 


That is merely directory as to the nature of the enlistments when 
they are made. The power to enlist, if we have any safeguard in 
reference to a standing Army, comes from the appropriation bill, and 
from no other source whatever. 

Now the Secretary makes a plea in regard to the limitation upon 
the power tomake contracts beyond the period of the appropriation. 
The limitation on the power of a Department to spend money not 
appropriated is contained in section 3679 of the Revised Statutes, as 
follows: 

No Department of the Government shall expend in any one fiscal year any sum 
in excess of appropriations made by Congress for that fiscal year, or involve the 
Government in any contract for the future payment of money in excess of such 
appropriations, 

That language is absolute, and is so declared in the letter of the 
Secretary. But the Secretary says that it is moditied by section 3732. 
Now let us look at the language of this section: 

No contract or purchase on behalf of the United States shall be made unless the 
same is authorized by law or is under an appropriation adequate to its fulliliment, 
except— 

The Secretary omits the exception— 
except the War and Navy Departments— 

For what? 


for clothing, subsistence, forage, fuel, quarters, or transportation; which, how- 
ever, shall not exceed the necessities of the current year. 

There is no exception made in favor of recruiting, and the omis- 
sion of the word “recruiting” is by implication an absolute—— 

Mr. PHILLIPS rose. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will not be interrupted, 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I only want to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will not be interrupted, There is 
by implication an absolute prohibition upon the spending of any 
money, the incurring of any obligation, or the entering into any con- 
tract in reference to recruits in advance of the fiscal year. Now, the 
law which I have just read provides that recruits shall be taken for 
five years. To recruit men is therefore a contract to pay them for 
five years; it is a contract capable of being enforced in the courts; 
and here in the section I have just read is the absolute prohibition 
against such expenditures or contracts in the absence of any appro- 


priation for the fees 

The Seeretary tinally sa: he has given a good many reasons but his 
fiual reason is this—that he enlisted over a thousand men without in- 
curring any expense whatever. I want the House to fiotice, Mr. Speaker, 
the fact that this thing which began with five hundred and thirty- 
nine has now grown up to be a thousand, and, if we do not now and 
here check the operation, may continue to grow by what it feeds on, 
aud no one knows what the Army will be by the middle of next week. 
But his final answer and defense is that he bas done this without 
expense. I congratulate the Secretary of War, I congratulate this 
House, I congratulate the country upon the fact that we have at 
length discovered bow to enlist men without appropriation ; and, for 
one, a8 a member of the Committee on Appropriations, I propose to 
get the secret of this discovery, in order, when the next bill comes ap, 
We may limit all appropriations for recruiting to a very small sum or 
to nothing at all, tinding that the Secretary has discovered the mode 
of keeping up the Army without spending money. 

1 now say frankly, Mr. Speaker, that I z not ies it possible to 
enlist one thousand men into the Army of the United States without 
spending money. I do not believe they have discovered all at once 
(his extraordinary method of economy when they have heretofore 
stated to the committee that it required $25 per head in order to en- 
list a recruit. That was the language of the Adjutant-General, and 
now the Secretary of War tells us that he has enlisted over a thou- 
sand men without expense at all! 

There can be nothing added, it seems to me, to show the utter in- 
consistency and the want of candor and frankness involved in this 
Whole transaction. I wish te say that 1 have endeavored to act in a 
fair, liberal, and candid spirit, as I believe all the other members of 


the committee have done, but on the other side we have not been met 
with equal fairness, equal frankness, and equal candor, and hereafter 
I shall feel it my duty to watch every expenditure of the War Depart- 
ment with the closest and most jealous scrutiny. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I ask the gentleman from Tennessee to yield me 
the floor for a few moments. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope the gentleman will yield to me for five 
minutes, 

Mr. ATKINS. How long does the gentleman from Ohio want ? 

Mr.GAKFIELD. Five minutes. I may want ten, but I do not 
think I will. 

Mr. ATKINS. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio for five minutes. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I think the House of Represent- 
atives will compare the candor of the letter just read with that of 
the gentleman who has criticised it in such way as to be not in any 
sense unfavorable to the Secretary of War. I am quite willing the 
candor of both parties—I mean the two parties referred to—shall be 
weighed by any fair judges. 

I want to know from the gentleman and those who sympathize 
with him, whether he thinks the Army ought to have been dissolved 
on the let day of July last. I want to know if he thinks it was the 
duty of the Secretary of War to dissolve it because the appropriation 
bill failed. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The gentleman asks a question; does 
he want an answer? 

Mr. GARFIELD. When you have the floor to answer. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Then whydo you ask me the question? 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman will have time to reply when I 
sit down. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. All right. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman does not 
mean that, does he mean the Army should be allowed to be reduced 
by death and desertion until it is a mere shadow and utterly inefti- 
cient for the purpose of protecting the Indian frontier? Is that what 
he means? Does he mean to tell us the President has no power to 
appoint an officer to fill a vacancy because there was no appropri- 
ation to pay that officer? Has that doctrine ever been advanced by 
any lawyer or jurist until the gentleman has just taken the floor to 
advance it? If so, let us hear where ? 

Mr. BANNING rose. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman says our Constitution and laws 

Mr. BANNING. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Not to any one now, as my distinguished prede- 
cessor has said. [Laughter. } 

The gentleman said our Constitution and laws limit our armies to 
two years—that no power exists beyond the appropriation for two 
years. How, then, has anybody the right to make a contract for eulist- 
ment of a soldier for five years, a8 that overruns the two years by 
three? How does the gentleman say our Army does not exist outside 
of appropriation ? I can tell him our whole Army bill was passed with- 
out a dollar of appropriation in it. It stands as separately as the 
judiciary itself from the appropriation bill. The Army law of the 
United States is a structure standing alone, but including all the ma- 
chinery of our military establishment. Of course Congress can refuse 
to furnish the motive power to set that machinery in motion, but that 
refusal does not destroy the machine, it does not disband the Army. 
The law of the United States establishes the Army, describes all its 
parts, and limits it to twenty-five thousand men; and that law is not 
repealed nor is the Army dissolved by the temporary failure to appro- 
priate money to support it. 

Now, I agree with the gentleman that, except for the purpose of 
feeding iol clothing the Army, contracts cannot be made beyond the 
provisions of appropriation bills. But here we have the fact before 
us that in the great pressure of danger on the Pacilic coast gallant 
citizens, to protect their homes, went to our Army headquarters at 
the several endangered posts, tendered their services, and enlisted 
as soldiers. But our officers were compelled to say to all those men 
who came, “ We would be glad to have you enlist, but we caunot pay 
you a dollar nor guarantee you anything in the future; butif, on your 
own patriotic motion, you put yourselves in the Army and help us 
fight the Indians, you must rely on the justice of Congress whether 
you will be paid at all.” And the Secretary of War tells us that 
every enlistment thus made in the face of the savage enemy was made 
on those conditions. This recruitment did not cost this Government 
one cent, because the endangered people came and tendered their serv- 
ices without solicitation. If the gentleman wants Indian wars to 
introduce that method of recruiting for nothing, then he may learn 
the secret of which he speaks. The secret, I trust, will not continue 
to be a condition hereafter. 

That is the way the Army was recruited without cost; and yet 
when the Administration has thus saved the country by this timely 
and proper action of the Secretary of War, it is flaunted in that 
officer’s face that he is impeachable for high crimes and misdemean- 
ors, Is that the way in which honorable men propose to treat our 
Army? I do not believe the majority of gentlemen on that side 
sympathize with this sort of talk at all; and I believe the country will 
set it down at its true value as an unworthy purpose to throw obsta- 
cles against and obloquy upon our gallant Army which has done so 
much to save us from the perils of an Indian war during the recent 
summer, 
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Mr. Speaker, the argument in the letter of the Secretary of War 
is simply unanswerable, and is wholly unanswered by any utter- 
































I do not wish, Mr. oe, to protract this disenssion. 
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are as I have stated them. I do not wish to cast any fea Sots 


ance that is made here. So far as the chairman of the Committee | upon the officers of the Government. I am as jealous of their 
on Appropriations is concerned, I see that the telegram of the Ad- | as any gentleman upon the other side of the House. Bat if thin 
jutant-General was susceptible of two meanings and I was not sur- | Government is to be conducted with econom - 


y and honesty 
prised that the meaning he took should have appeared to be the rea- ~ 


sonable one. I did not know but that was the meaning, until I came 
to see that, from the nature of the case, all their statements about the 
present strength of the Army must have been estimates. Why, sir, your 
Army is scattered over five thousand miles at distant posts. One post 
sends in a report which when it gets to Washington may be a month 
old. You therefore do not know to-day what the strength of the Army 
is at that particular post. The Secretary and Adjutant-General never 
claimed, as I understand it, that they were making an accurate report 
to date of the strengthof the Army. But from the reports straggling 
in from Oregon and all the way along the Pacific coast, according to 
the best estimate they could make, they stated the approximate 
strength of the Army, and in a few days fuller reports came so that 
they conld correct their estimate; and these apparent discrepancies 
that came to the committee I suppose were mere discrepancies of 
estimate, and did not arise from recruitment. There has been no 
recruitment whatever since this bill was introduced. 

I do not criticise the chairman of the committee for what seemed 
to him a probable construction of the telegram. But the talk of 
impeachment, and the denunciation of the War Department for its 
patriotic action in this case and for receiving a voluntary recruitment 
to protect’ the frontier is in my judgment as unkind as it is unpatri- 
otie and eruel tothe Army and tothe Department. Now, I grant that 
this House can refuse to pay any of these one thousand men that were 
recruited in July and August. The House can, if it pleases, put a 
clause on the bill rane that no part of this money shall be used 
to pay anybody recruited late or early; but I want the issue fairly 
made and I waut the country to know whether we really mean to 
support the Army we have to-day, the Army which has been fighting 
the Indians during the past summer, and to do it generously, or 
whether we mean to carp at it and make it understand that Congress 
is its enemy. 

Mr. CONGER. Iask the gentleman from Tennessee to yield to 
me five minutes. 

Mr. ATKINS. I yield five minutes to my colleague of the commit- 
tee, the gentloman from New York, (Mr. Hewitt. } 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee has twenty min- 
utes of his hour remaining. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, The honorable gentleman from Ohio 
asks me whether I think the Army should be dissolved in case of 
the failare of an appropriation bill. If that gentleman had listened 
to the remarks which I made on Saturday he would have found the 
answer. 

I believe that the Army exists by virtue of law, that it should not 
be dissolved by the failure of an appropriation ; but that it should 
continne to exist so long as the officers and men are willing to serve 
without pay. But it is not necessary that the Army should ever be 
reduced even in numbers to the extent of a man by the failure of an 
appropriation bill. If the Army is in any danger of dissolution the 
remedy is obvious; the President of the United States has the right 
to call Congress together in extra session, and his first impulse in 
that direction last spring was sound and right, as, according to tho 
newspapers, it was announced that he would call Congress together on 
the 15th of April or 15th of May. If, therefore, any trouble has oc- 
curred in regard to the support ofthe Army, it has been simply because 
the President did not see fit to call Congress together at an earlier 
date than that at which we recently assembled. 

Now, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] has wasted a great 
deal of feeling on the subject of impeachment. I did not utter that 
word in anything I have said here to-day. It is true that on Satur- 
day I did say that if the Secretary of War had expended public 
money without an appropriation warranting it he had violated the 
law and would be liable to impeachment. Wasthere anything wrong 
in that? But I disclaimed the belief that he had done any such 
thing. He is too fresh from this House and the people not to know 
his duty. All the controversy I have with the Secretary of War 
now is as to his propositions of law. He insists that he can recruit 
the Army in the absence of an appropriation. I insist that he cannot 
do se. lam not a lawyer; heis. I leave it to the judgment of the 
legal profession and to the commentators; to those judicial 
minds who have interpreted the Constitution ; and I think that gen- 
eee on the other side will find that they sustain the view I have 
taken. 

Now, in regard to the size of the Army, I am willing to admit that 
it is impossible to tell its size on a day present; it must be on a day 
past. Bat I ask gentlemen to account for the concealment of the 
fact that over one thousand recruits were added to the Army between 
the Ist day of July and a certain day in August. They knew it as 
well when they were before the committee as they know it now. 
That is my charge against them, that they did not tell us of these 
recruits; and more than that, they positively asserted that recruiting 
ceased on the Ist day of July, and was not resumed for want of an 
appropriation. That is my charge, and if the gentleman wants to 


answer it, let him take what I say and not something which I have 
never uttered. 


pensible that there should be absolute frankness bet jhe 
of the Government and the Committee on Appropriations wie e 
bound ander the —- under the rales of the House to being 
in appropriation bi on a fair and just estimate 5 
Saonian = of the facts of each case. j are end: tak 

Mr. ATKINS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mich 
gan, (Mr. ConGER. , 

Mr. CONGER. In five minutesI shall be unable to say what | 
would say upon this question. 

Mr. ATKINS. I cannot yield any more time to the gentleman 

Mr. CONGER. I will say what I may within that time, sir. Tao 
not propose now to defend the Secretary of War, our colleavne oo 
this floor for so many years, and a man whose reputation for hone; 
integrity, frankness, and truthfulness stands as high as that of any 
other member in this House, or of any other men in the country. je 
he who he may. r 

I do not stand here to defend the frankness or veracity, which has 
been assailed, of General Sherman. The country knows him as well 
as they know his accusers here on this floor. Thero is no need for 
defense from me of these gentlemen nor of the Adjutant General of 
the Army. Let those charges go to the American people from the dis. 
tinguished gentlemen who make them, and if they do not recoil Upon 
their inventors I am mistaken. 

But, sir, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewirr}] says the Army 

exists by virtue of law. What does that law say? It says that the 
Army shall consist of twenty-five thousand men, whether an appro- 
aren be made or not. If the gentleman will read the law he wil! 
ind that it provides that the Army shall consist of one General, one 
Lientenant-General, giving then a list of the officers and the number 
of regiments of cavalry, infantry, &c., and it defines the number of 
men in each company, and provides that it shall consist of twenty. 
five thousand men. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will the gentleman allow me 4 
moment? 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman will excnse me. I cannot be inter- 
rupted a second. 

ir. HEWITT, of New York. Very well, then. 
Mr. CONGER. I followed his illustrious example a few minutes 


oO, 
“eThat is the law; why did he not read the law? Why does he at- 
tempt in the Appropriation Committee, and by argument on this 
floor, to defy the law, by undertaking to make appropriations for a 
less number of men than is required by the law of the land, which he 
is bound to obey? I call the attention of the gentleman to section 
1103, which says: 

Each troop of cavalry shall consiat of such number of privates, not exceeding 
seveuty-eight— 

I ask the attention of the gentleman to this— 
a= number of privates, not exceeding seventy-eight, as the President may 

rect. 


The law gives the President and his executive officers the power 
tokeep the cavalry up to the number of seventy-eight in each company, 
whether there is or not an appropriation for enlistments. And I ask 
the gentleman to look at another section : 

The number of privates may be increased at the discretion of the President— 

Not at the discretion of that distinguished gentleman from New 
York ; not at the discretion of the Committee on Appropriations— 
may be increased at the discretion of the President, not to excced one hundred 


whenever the exigencies of the service require such increase. 

Now that is the law. The General of the Army found that upon 
our western coast the Indians were massacring men and women and 
children, and that we had no Army there to defend them. He found 
that there were hundreds of men on that coast and in the country 
who were willing to accompany the Army without any pay what- 
ever, and who desired to go into the ranks and be soldiers of the 
Army in order to defend their homes, their wives, and their children. 
Now, what does the law say of the expense of enlistment! Section 
1120 says: ay 

A premium of $2 shall be paid to any citizen, non-commissioned officer, or soldier 
for each a ee slew bring to a recruiting station. . 

The $2 shall be paid to the man who brings the recruit. There is 
no appropriation to pay that $2, and the gentleman from New York 
is in distress because t) who bring recruits will not get their 
But here came men who were defending their families without movey, 
without the $2, who came and enlisted without expense to the Gov- 
ernment, and fought, and many of them died in the service of their 
country. 

or the hammer fell.] Obi 

r. ATKINS. Inowyield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. BANNING, ] the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BANNING. Before gee to a vote upon this measure, 

have some remarks to make upon the subject which I consider 0 
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vital importance to the country. I shall be very brief, because in a 
statement of the case the argument is made. : 

The Forty-fourth Congress adjourned without making the usual 

riations for the support of the Army. How this happened is 
approp ats aos : as 
well understood. The House of Representatives, exercising its clear 
werogalive, placed in the Army appropriation bill a proviso the same 
in principle as was put into asimilar bill by a republican House in 

1-56 at the suggestion and upon the motion of the present Secretary 
of the Treasury. The purpose sought to be accomplished by the pro- 
yiso in question was to direct or rather to restrict by law the use of 
the Army in certain cases. ; : 

In addition to the precedent made by a republican House to which 
I have referred, we have the authority of so eminent a republican 
jeader as the late William H. Seward, who said : 

tatives may, therefore, lawfull a bill probibitin, 
me emat a Amer of the United States in oumenting lawe in Kanes 
which it does not approve, no matter by whom those laws were made. Since the 

House of Representatives has power to pass a bill, distinctly it has power also to 
pans al equivalent probibition in an ll which it has constitutional power to 
pass ; and “7 uaa a constitutional right to place the prohibition in the annual ap- 

propriation DIL. 

When we separated last March it was the universal expectation 
that a special session of Congress would be called before the expira- 
tion of the then current fiscal year, to provide for the support of the 
Army. In this, however, the country was disappointed. The Presi- 
dent, without giving any reason therefor, fixed the date for the con- 
vening of Congress months after the old appropriation had been 
exhausted, The result is that since the 30th day of June last we have 
had no legal or constitutional Army. The responsibility for this 
unfortunate condition of affairs rests solely upon the Executive. 
Between the 4th day of March and the 30th day of June there was 
ample time in which to call Congress together, and if the soldiers 
have served without pay and the officers have been compelled to sell 
their accounts they have the President and his advisors to thank for 
it. Itcanuot be said that the fault rests with the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the last Congress, for the President, in doing just what 
was demanded should be done in South Carolina and Louisiana, has 
fully vindicated the wisdom and the patriotism of the position 
assumed by that House. 

But, sir, the important point in this whole matter is the constitu- 
tional principle involved init. While under the circumstances we feel 
impelled to vote these appropriations, yet we cannot be true to our 
oaths of office or faithful to the trusts confided to us by our constita- 
ents if we permit the grave infraction of the Constitution which has 
een committed to pass by unnoticed and unrebuked to become a 
precedent for future Presidents. All history teaches that an army 
under the unrestrained control of Executive power is a great and 
constant danger, against which constitutional government must ever 
be jealously guarded. 

The framers of the Constitution realized thisfact. They were familiar 
with the history of England, where, after a prolonged and sanguinary 
struggle, a King was deposed because he had endeavored to subvert 
the laws and liberties of the kingdom “by raising and keeping a 
standing army within this kingdom in time of peace without con- 
sent of Parliament.”? They had suffered in their own persons and 
ae from the exercise of arbitrary power, and in our iramortal 

eclaration of Independence had read a similar indictment against 
another King of Great Britian for keeping “among us in time of 
peace standing armies without the consent of our Legislatures,’’ In 
framing a Constitution they stripped the Chief Executive of the pre- 
rogatives possessed by the King of Great Britain “to make war and 
peace, to issue letters of marque and reprisal, to regulate weights and 
measures, to coin money, to erect offices, to naturalize aliens,” and 
other important powers concerning internal and foreign relations, 
and placed them in the hands of Congress. But lest the Representa- 
tives elected by the people might, from corruption or apathy, grant 
supplies for an Army for an indefinite time, they limited the power 

of Congress to make an appropriation of money for the Army to a 

eriod of two years, so that every House of Representatives would 
© required to vote supplies or the Army to disband. This feat- 
ure of the Constitation is somewhat similar to the English law 
which provided, “That the raising or keeping a standing army 
within the kingdom in time of peace, unless it be with the consent 
of Parliament, is against law.” I might occupy the time of the 

House for hours in reading from English history and law te show 
that the British army cannot be legally maintained without consent 
of Parliament. 

_Satlice it, however, to give the following extract from Blackstone’s 
Commentaries, (chapter 13,) where the question is discussed at 
length: “ But as the fashion of keeping standing armies, which was 
lrst introduced by Charles VII in France, A. D. 1445, has of late years 
universally prevailed over Europe, it has also for many years past 
been annually jadged necessary by our Legislature for the safety of 
the kingdom, the defense of the possession of the crown of Great 
Britain, and the preservation of the balance of power in Europe, to 
maintain even in time of peace a standing body of troops under the 
command of the crown; who are, however, ‘acto disbanded at 
the expiration of every year unless continued by Parliament.” 

© provisions of the Constitution in relation to the Army, as re- 
ported by Pinckney, gave Congress the power “to raise armies,” 
Which was subsequently amended by adding after “raise” the words 
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“and support,” and still farther amended by the convention by the 
addition of the words, “but no appropriation of moneys to that use 
shall be for a longer period than two years.” This clause of the 
Constitution is a grant of power to the Legislature. Nowhere in 
that instrument can be found a grant of such power to the President. 
He caunot “raise” an army, nor can he “support” one when raised 
by Congress. What follows as a necessary consequence? Why, sir, 
that when Congress fails to pass a bill to support our armies, there 
are no means by which they can be kept in existence by Executive 
authority. The intention of the framers of the Constitution is plain. 
They meant not only to deprive the Executive of the power to tix the 
number of the military establishment, but also to prevent a willing 
Congress from granting supplies for an indefinite period. Discussing 
this very question, Alexander Hamilton, in No. 28 of the Federalist, 
uses the following emphatic language: 

The Legislature of the United States will be obliged by this provision, once at 
least in every two years, to deliberate upon the propriety of keeping a military 
force on foot; to come to a new resolution on the point; and to deck » their sense 
of the matter by a formal vote in the face of their constituents, 


How is “the propriety of keeping a military force on foot” to be 
determined by Congress? Simply and solely by making or failing to 
make an appropriation for the support of the Army, and “ their sense 
of the matter” is “declared” in the same way. 

In commenting upon this clause of the Constitution, Mr. Justice 
Story says, ( sec. 1158:) “Unless the necessary supplies are voted by 
the Representatives of the people every two years, the whole es- 
tablishment must fall.” Upon the same subject, Tucker, in a note 
to his edition of Blackstone, says, (page 414:)“ They can only be 
raised and kept by authority of Congress.” Now, sir, if the President 
has the power to continue in service an Army once authorized by 
Congress (but for the support of which no appropriation has been 
made) for three months and a-half, then he has the power to keep a 
standing army for an indefinite period without such appropriations. 
If this were so, then the President would have a power in relation to 
raising and supporting armies greater than that lodged in Congress. 
To claim any such power, either for the President or for Congress, is 
to fly into the face of one of the plainest provisions of the Constitu- 
tion and to destroy one of the most valuable guarantees of the rights 
and liberties of the people. I have searched the debates and the 
early writers on the Constitution in vain to find any such dangerous 
theory advanced. The great men who made our Constitution and 
carried into effect its provisions by the necessary legislation never 
dreamed of such an interpretation. 

Mr. Speaker, believing, as I do, that the military establishment 
which has been maintained by the Executive since the Ist day of 
July last is in no legal or constitutional sense the Army of the 
United States; that its maintainance has been in violation alike of 
the letter and the spirit of our Constitution and laws and contrary to 
the genius of our institutions, I shall vote to pay its officers and sol- 
diers only with extreme reluctance. I should never cast my vote for 
such an ere as this were there any possible way by which 
these men could recover compensation for their services from those 
who have illegally employed them and failed to convene Congress to 
support them. But that cannot be done; and in voting for this ap- 
propriation 1 protest, as I think the House ought to protest, in the 
most solemn terms against this case becoming a precedent for the 
future. 

Mr. ATKINS. I would inquire of the Speaker how much time I 
have left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has four minutes of the hour re- 
maining. 

Mr ATKINS, I yield three minutes of that time to the gentleman 
from Minnesota, [| Mr. DUNNELL.] 

Mr. DUNNELL. I have eaused no delay in the passage of the 
present bill providing for the Army. I have offered no amendments, 
nor have I occupied any of the time of the House or of the committee 
in the discussion of the bill or amendments thereto, Ishould not now 
have asked for the three minutes allowed me had it not been for one 
word that fell from the lips of my friend, the distinguished gentle- 
man from New York, [ Mr. HEWITT. } 

When the word “concealments” rolled from his lips and was 
applied to the honorable Secretary of War, I then felt that I desired 
at least three minutes to vindicate that gentleman here—not that 
he needs it among those who have known him; not that he needs it 
before the country, for the letter coming from him which has been 
read is one of the grandest vindications that any man could have 
made for himself in the short space that he devoted to that vindica- 
tion. There is not a fairer man connected with this Government 
than George W. McCrary. A more honest man never had a connec- 
tion with this Government from its earliest days to the present time. 
“Concealment” is not a part of his nature, for he is an eminently fair, 
just, and honorable man. ? 

Again, Mr. Speaker, the argument of the Secretary of War is made 
by an eminent lawyer. Alongside the letter of the Secretary let 
the argument of the gentleman from New York [Mr. HEwitr } stand. 
Much as I respect that gentleman for his intelligence, 1 venture to 
say that the laurels in this controversy will not come tohim. The 
argument embodied in the Secretary’s letter stands, in the language 
of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD,] unimpeached and 
unimpeachable. 
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In reference to the bill before us, it has been, in my belief, loaded 
with some amendments and carries along with it some provisions 
that ought to have been stricken out. The bill provides, in a ian- 
ner in which it ought not to have provided, for the troubles along 
the Mexican or Texas frontier. It magnifies that frontier to the neg- 
lect of the frontier of the territorial sections of the country, the home 
of the mineral wealth of the country. 

(Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. ATKINS. I now ask for a vote on ordering the main question. 

The main question was ordered. 

Mr. ATKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the main ques- 
tion was ordered ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was a 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. ATKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
I rise to call for the consideration of the special 
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Mr. EWING. 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ewin] calls up 
the special order authorized under a suspension of the rules, being 
the further consideration of the bill in reference to the repeal of the 
resumption act, 

Mr. CONGER. Does that take precedence of the regular order of 
Monday ? 

The SPEAKER. The rule which establishes the regular order 
of Monday has been suspended by a two-thirds vote. The gentle- 
man from Ohio might, with the consent of the House, allow the busi- 
ness of the morning hour to proceed. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that, by unanimous consent, the presentation 
of bills for reference be proc with before we enter upon the con- 
sideration of the special order, 

Mr. EWING. I have no objection to yielding for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unanimous 
consent that the special order be postponed to allow the call of States 
and Territories for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for 
reference, not to be brought back upon a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. CONGER. I did not include in my motion the offering of 
House resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not included House resolutions in 
the statement of the proposition. 

There being no objection, the order proposed by Mr. CONGER was 
made. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour now begins at thirty-one min- 
utes past two o’clock ; and the business in order is the call of States, 
beginning with the State of Maine, for the introduction of bills and 
joint resolutions for reference to appropriate committees, not to be 
brought back on a motion to reconsider, Under this call, resolutions 
of State and territorial Legislatures will be in order. 

JOHN A. DARLING. 


Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1254) for the relief of John 
A. Darling; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVIGATION OF PISCATAQUA RIVER. 

Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire, introduced 4 bill (H. R. No. 1255) 
for the examination and survey of obstructions to navigation of the 
Piscataqua River; which was read a first und second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA B, REMICK. 

Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1256) granting a pension to Rebecca B. Remick; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

INTEREST ON 3.65 DISTRICT BONDS. 


Mr. HENDEE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1257) to prevent default 
or delay in the payment of interest on the bonds authorized by act of 
Congress approved June 20, 1874; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

POSTMASTERS’ CLAIMS FOR LOST STAMPS, ETC. 

Mr. HENDEE also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1258) to provide for 
settling claims against the Government for postage-stamps, stamped 
envelopes, ments or other property in the hands of masters which 
may have been lost, stolen, or destroyed without fault or neglect of 
the postmaster having possession of the same; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRICT NIGHT LODGING-HOUSE ASSOCIATION. 
Mr. HENDEE also introduced a bil] (H. R. No. 1259) appropriating 
$2,000 for the benefit of the Night Lodging-House Association of the 
District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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NATHAN H. DUNPHE. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. Ny, 128 
for the relief of Nathan H. Dunphe, of Bridgewater, in the — 
Massachusetts; which was read a first and second time oh of 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, rae 

ANN J. EATON, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (1 RX 
1261) for the relief of Ann J. Eaton, widow of Jacob F. Eatm. 
Quincy, Massachusetts; which was read a first and second time, “ 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, j 

ROLLIN WHITE, 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1262) for the relief of 
Rollin White, of Massachusetts; which was read a first and seco, 
time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed 

SOUTHERN MARYLAND RAILROAD, 

Mr. BUTLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1263) to aid jn the 
construction of the Southern Maryland Railroad, and fo 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Coy. 
mittee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


CONTRACTORS FOR VESSELS OF WAR, ETC. 

Mr. BUTLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1264) for the relief 
of certain contractors for the construction of vessels of war and steam 
machinery; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER some time afterward said: The last bill introdnced 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] took a wrony 
reference, as the subject heretofore has been considered by the Con. 
mittee on War Claims, and there being no objection the bil! wil! io 
referred to that committee. : 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

SAMUEL G. REED. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1265) authorizing the 

changing of the name of the ship Samuel G. Reed; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, ani 
ordered to be printed. 


r other pur- 


BARK MONTEBELLO. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1266) granting an 
American registry to the bark Montebello; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

INTERNATIONAL TELEGRAPH. 

Mr. LORING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1267) to aid in the estab- 
lishment of additional telegraphic communication between the 
United States and Europe, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HALF-WAY ROCK LIGHT-HOUSE, MASSACHUSETTS. 

Mr. LORING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1268) authorizing 
the construction of a light-house on Half-way Rock, on the coast of 
Massachusetts; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SALARIES OF COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Mr. CRAPO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1269) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to fix and limit the salaries of the collectors 
and other officers of customs ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. CRAPO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1270) to repeal sections 
2513 and 2514 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

COLLECTORS OF PLYMOUTH AND NANTUCKET. 

Mr. CRAPO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1271) establishing the 
salaries to be paid collectors of customs of Plymouth and Nantucket; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

OLD DOMINION STEAMSHIP COMPANY. 

Mr. CRAPO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1272) for the relief of 
the Old Dominion Steamship Company; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

THIRD-CLASS MAILABLE MATTER. 

Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1273) to amend the law re- 
lating to e on articles of mailable matter of the third class; 
which was a first and second time, referred to the Committee 01 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

He also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1274) to amend the law re- 
lating to pos' on articles of mailable matter of the third class; 
which was a@ first and second time, referred to the Committee 


on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
SAMUEL H. CANFIELD. 
Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1275) for the relief of 
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mnel H. Canfield, postmaster at Seymour, Connecticut; which was | 
) a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ai ond to be printed. 
IMPROVEMENT OF STONINGTON HARBOR, 


Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (11. R. No. 1276) for continuing the 
 wavetnent of Stonington Harbor, Connecticut ; which was read a 
+ and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
oak red to be printed. 

DONATIONS OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (Hl. R. No. 1277) donating con- 
‘ayned eannon and canuon-balls to the Colchester Monument Asso- 

sion. of Colehester, Connecticut, for monumental purposes ; which 
: 9 read 4 first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 

(airs, and ordered to be printed. 
so introduced a bill (IL. R. No. 1278) donating condemned can- 
} eannon-balls te the Ledyard Monument Association, of Led- 

) Connecticut, for monumental purposes; which was read a first | 
“1 weond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BINDING OF DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. LANDERS introduced a bill (II. R. No. 1279) authorizing the 
binding of docnments for members of Congress; which was read a 
frst and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL-BANKING LAWS. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, introduced a bill (i. R. No. 1220) to 
simplify the national-banking laws and remove all unnecessary restric- | 
tions and burdens therefrom ; which was read a first and second time, | 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to 
be printed. 

UNITED STATES ACTIONS. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1281) 
to provide for the payment of costs in all actions and legal proceed- 
ings wherein the United States are a party; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee op the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF HARLEM RIVER. 


Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (IT. R. No. 1282) 
appropriating moneys for the improvement of Harlem River between 
Rendall Island and Hudson River; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

JAMES GILBERT. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1283) for the relief | 
of James Gilbert; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

F. LEE AND C. F. DUNBAR. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1284) for the re- 
lief of Franklin Lee and Charles F. Dunbar; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered | 
to be printed. 

ARABELLA RILEY. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1285) for the re- | 
lief of Arabella Riley, exeeutrix of the late Brigadier-General Ben- 
nett Riley ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the | 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOUN T. NEALE. 

Mr. COX, of New York introduced a bill (fH. R. No. 1286) granting | 
relief to John T. Neale, an employéof the Provost-Marshal-General’s | 
Departing nt in 1861, for injuries sustained in the line of his duties ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of | 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ADMINISTRATRIX OF JOSEPH WHEATON. 

Mr. QUINN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1287) for the relief of the 
aministratrix of Joseph Wheaton, deceased ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed 

M. L. GAGER. 

Mr. McCOOK (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1288) for the 
rellefof M. L. Gager ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

LIEUTENANT-COLONEL SCHUYLER HAMILTON. 


Mr. McCOOK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1259) for the relief 
of Lientenant-Colonel Schuyler Hamilton, late of United States Army; | 
a 1 Was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
ou Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

0. B. AND O. 8. LATHAM, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1290) for the relief of Oba- 
wae ‘Latham and Oliver 8. Latham, of Seneca Falls, New York; | 
\ ich was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. RAPPLEYE. 


Mr. CAMP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1291) for the relief of | 
VI——-23 





Mr. CAMP 
diah B. 


| and ordered to be printed. 
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William W. Rappleye, of Farmer Village, New York; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 


| Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARIA SHULER. 

Mr. BENEDICT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1292) for the relief of 
Maria Shuler, administratrix of John S. Shuler, M. D.. deceased ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REVOLUTION ARY CLAIMS. 
Mr. POTTER (by request) introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1293) to pro- 


| vide for the settlement of the unpaid claims of those oflicers of the 


line of the revolutionary army who served to the close of the war 
of Independence aud are returned on the books of the Treasury; 


} which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 


War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE YOUNG. 


Mr. LAPHAM introduced a bill (11. R. No. 1294) granting a pension 


| to George Young, late a private in Battery F, United States Artillery; 


which was read a fist and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to,be printed. 


MEETING OF CONGRESS. 
Mr. LAPHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1295) designating 


| the time for the annual meeting of the Congress of the United States; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION, 

Mr. KAPHAM also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 41) pro- 
viding for an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

lie also introduced a joint resolution (I. R. No. 42) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


WASHINGTON STOCK-YARD. 
Mr. CUTLER (by request) introduced a bill (11. R. No. 1296) to pro- 
vide for the care of all animals to be slaughtered for food purposes 


| in the District of Columbia and to incorporate the Washington Stock- 


Yard and Abatteir and Rendering Company; which was read a first 


| and second time, referred to the Committee for the District of Colum- 
| bia, and ordered to be printed. 


PRESENTS TO REAR-ADMIRAL REYNOLDS. 
Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, introduced a joint resolution (IT. R. 
No. 43) to authorize Rear-Admiral William Reynolds to accept cer- 


| tain presents from the King of Siam, a younger brother of the king 


and the second king: which was read atirst and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
EDWARD Hl LEIB. 
Mr. KILLINGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1297) for the relief of 


| Edward H. Leib, late captain Fifth United States Artillery; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
DANIEL BISHOP. 

Mr. KILLINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1298) granting a 
pension to Daniel Bishop; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid’ Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

UNSTAMPED INSTRUMENTS. 

Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1299) to 
revive and extend the time for stamping unstamped instruments ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM WHEELER HUBBELL. 

Mr. WARD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1300) to fully 
pay the damages duc to William Wheeler Hubbell ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY E. WILKINSON. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1301) for the relicf of 
Henry E. Wilkinson, late first lieutenant Company I, Ninety-ninth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 


| be printed. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, 


Mr. O'NEILL introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1302) for the relief of cer- 
tain citizens of the United States, relative to private land claims; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. FREEMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1303) to provide for 

the equalization of bounties; which was read a first and seeond time, 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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ANNA M. CLIPPINGER. A. H. HERR 
Mr. STENGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1304) granting a pen- Mr. CABELL (by request) introduced a bill (H.R. No 1319 
sion to Anna M. Clippinger; which was read a first and second time, | the relief of A. H. Herr, of Georgetown, District of Columbia 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be | was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee a, \ 
printed. | Claims, and ordered to be printed. - 

CATHARINE CHAMBERLAIN. 

Mr. STENGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1305) granting a | 
pension to Catharine Chamberlain, widow of David Chamberlain ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 


WILLIAM TABB, 
Mr. DOUGLAS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1320) for t) 


he relief of 
William Tabb, of Fredericksburgh, Virginia; which ce aaa 


and second time, referred sC ittee Jar Claima ; 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. on “08 ~ ne dy erred to the Committee on War Claims, and , 
CHARLOTTE A. BYERS. SALLIE HARDEMAN. 

Mr. STENGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1306) for the relief Mr. WALKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1321) for the relict of 
of Charlotte A. Byers; which was read a tirst and second time, referred | Sallie Hardeman; which was read a first and second time, referpy| 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. | to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. ; 

GRORGE EYSTER. JOUN T. TUCKER, 

Mr. STENGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1367) for the relief | Mr. WALKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1322) to remo, 
of George Eyster, assistant treasurer of the United States at Phila- | the political disabilities of John T. Tucker, of the District of Co), 
delphia, Pennsylvania; which was read a first and second time, | bia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit. 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be | tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
printed. ° CHARLES B, OLIVER, 

sl 7” a Mr. WALKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1323) to remove the 

Mr. REILLY introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1308) for the relief of | political disabilities of Charles B. Oliver, of Virginia; which y “ 

Daniel Small, a soldier of the war of 1812; which was read a first and 5 


! i ‘ ; | read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Jud). 
second time, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, ciary, and ordered to be printed. : 


and ordered to be printed, MARY E. TWIFORD. 
PHILLIP LAWALL. 


ae : . cs cack cae le a Mr. JORGENSEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1324) for the relief 
ae REILLY also ramaanes ag gac nate ae 1% relic ior of Miss Mary E. Twiford; which was read a first and secoud tiny 
the legal representatives of Phillip Lawall, deceased ; which was reac | referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered ty je 
a tirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, | wrinted : , 
and ordered to be printed. I =: MRS. CELLIE STOCKTON 
HENRY C. PANY. Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1325) for tly 

Mr. REILLY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1310) for the relief | relief of Mrs. Cellie Stockton, of Virginia; which was read a first and 
of Henry C. Pany, doctor of medicine, late an assistant surgeon in | second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
the United States Army; which was read a first and second time, | to be printed. 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 


SAMUEL B. STAUBER AND OTHERS. 

Mr. ROBBINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1326) for the relief 
Samuel LB. Stauber and others; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 


HOWARD D. POTTS. 

Mr. REILLY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1311) for the relief | 

of Howard D. Potts, an assistant engineer in the United States Navy; | 

which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Atiairs, and ordered to be printed. 





8. D. PLEMMONS. 
Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1327) for the relief of s 
JOHN C. COMFORT. D. Plemmons, of North Carolina; which was read a first and secoud 
Mr. MAISH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1312) for the relief of John | time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
C. Comfort, of Shiremanstown, Cumberland County, Pennsylvania; | be printed. 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of : aa anes Se 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. Mr. WADDELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1328) to reduce the 
JULIA WATKINS number of cadets at the Military Academy ; which was read a firs 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Atfairs, and 


Mr. HENKLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1313) granting a pension | ordered to be printed. 


to Julia Watkins; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. LIGHT-HOUSES ON CAPE FEAR RIVER. 


PHARMACY IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. Mr. WADDELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1329) to provide 


inte : : - ; for the re-establishment of light-houses on Cape Fear River; which 
Mr. HENKLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1314) to regulate the | was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
practice of pharmacy in the District of Columbia; which was read a | merce, and ordered to be printed. 


first and second time, referred to the Committee for the District of ee 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. - 7 : cote Sa — eS 
Cc. H. WALKER Mr. WADDELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1330) in favor of 


John Plunkett; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


Mr. WALSH introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1315) for the relief of C. | the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


H. Walker, postmaster at Frostburgh, in Alleghany County, Mary- 


: : : 'F sEYMOU 0. 
land; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- a = petra eS = » Mn 2991\ her 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1331) for 
ROBERT W. SMOOT the relief of Stafford, Seymour & Co., and sundry other parties therein 


named, for Indian depredations; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed, 





Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1316) for the relief of | 
Robert W. Smoot, of Montgomery County, Maryland; which was 


r 3 & zRS. 

read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War . c ne BACH ARDS ° a : i 

Claims, and ordered to be printed. Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 15°.) 
> B DYE for the relief of V. Richards & Brothers; which was read a first and 


* : y ‘I? a 
| second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 


Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1317) for the relief of | to be printed. 


I’. EK. Dye, executor of Thomas M. Macubbin, deceased ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SETTLEMENT WITH RAILWAY COMPANIES. 


Mr. HARTRIDGE introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1333) to provide for 
the settlement with certain railway companies; which was reat 4 


METROPOLITAN POLICE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Ailairs, 
Mr. WALSH also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 44) for | and ordered to be printed. 


the relief of the Metropolitan police force of the District of Colum- ANTHONY L. MAXWELL. 
bia ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- | Mr, BLOUNT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1334) for the relief of 
tee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. Anthony L. Maxwell, of Macon, Georgia, for ordnance stores and et 
CLASSIFICATION OF MERCHANT MARINE. plies taken at Knoxville, Tennessee, for the use of the | ae on. 
M HUNT“ YN j luced a bill (H R N 1318 = 1 Gov Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Lol 
Mr. NTON introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1318) to provide Gov- | Fittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ernment classification for the sailing merchant marine of the United 


States engaged in foreign commerce; which was read a first and sec- WILLIAM A. nye iggtnwene ni 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be Mr. COOK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1335) for the remova b ae 
printed. political disabilities of William A. Cornwell, of Georgia; which wi 
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, first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- ial aeihdieiaiaa 
“and ordered to be printed. 


clary, ab 


read 


Mr. HOOKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1351) to stop the 
SURVEY OF FLINT RIVER, GEORGIA. Boanet Carré crevasse in the Mississippi River, sbove the city of New 
; : . 4990 . | Orleans, in the State of Louisiana; which was read a tirst and see- 
- also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1336) to appropriate | 7 : - roe ae eee ee : ec 
Mr. COOK - oe in ee os which sawe mie] : first ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
ww for survey 0 ’ mits : C as é i ‘ 
ond a ‘ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered | 
and secon , 
' 
| 
| 


printed. 
RENEAU FEMALE UNIVERSITY. 

Mr. MANNING (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1352) to 
endow Renean Female University, in the State of Mississippi; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


he printed. 


Ww 


COTTON CLAIMS. 


Mr. COOK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1337) authorizing pay- 
; al for all cotton seized after May 29, 1865; which was read a first 


» second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 

and set ? . “AN ° ro . ’ : 

ordered to be printed. COTTON TRANSPORTATION ON STEAMERS CARRYING PASSENGERS. 
SOLDIERS OF SEMINOLE AND FLORIDA WARS. Mr. CHALMERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1353) to amend see- 


Mr. COOK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1338) granting pensions | tion 4472 of the Revised Statutes, so far as the same relates to the 


to the soldiers of the Seminole and Florida wars; which was read | ae eee of cotton on steamers carrying passengers ; which was 
- éret and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 4 4 first and second time, refecred to the Committee on Commerce, 
afirst i ; aad and ordered to be printed. 

and ordered to be printed. 


REFUND OF COTTON TAX. ESTATE OF GREENWOOD LEFLORE. 

Mr. COOK also introduced a bill (HL. R. No. 1339) to refund certain | | Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1354) for the relief of John 
taxes collected by the United States on raw cotton during the years | D. Leflore and James C. Harris, executors of the last will and testa- 
1403, 1X64, 1865, 1866, 1867, and 1868; which was read a first and sec- | ment of Greenwood Letlore, deceased, of the State of Mississippi; 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered | which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
to be printed. Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

5 JAMES BUCHANAN. ieaciaicaiiacnie. aniiab’ ead = 
ee Georgia, introduced s bill (HL. R. No. 1340) restoring IMPROVEMENT OF RED RIVER. 

Mr. SMITH, of Georgia, in nek Nee Oe ts | = Mr. ELLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1355) making an appropri- 
to the pension-roll the name of James Buchanan, of Blakely, Early . . aor a Spies 

| eg ; ’ : esas. s ‘W,08 ’ | ation for the improvement of the mouth of Red River, in Louisiana ; 
County, Georgia, first lieutenant, Georgia militia, in the Florida In- Se a an : oe : “eee ‘ 

, anos F 7 which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
dian war of 1836, and whose name was dropped from the rolls under | on Commerce, and ordered to be printed 
the act of February 4, 1562 ; which was read a first and second time, | ns I E 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be B. H. AND B. C. PETERSON, 


printed. ; Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1356) for the relief of B. 
SAM yond NOBLE. | H. and B. C. Peterson, contractors for carrying United States mails; 
Mr. FORNEY introduced a bill (HL. R. No. 1341) for the relief of | which was read a first and second time. 
Samuel Noble; which was read a first and second time, referred to | Mr. ELLIS. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. | the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
IMPROVEMENT OF COOSA RIVER. The SPEAKER. Bills of this character have heretofore been re- 
Mr. FORNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1342) for the improve- | fered to the Committee of Claims olleagne 
ment of the Coosa River, in the States of Alabama and Georgia; | yet) nar. ; 1 if tl ae “og sta ” ane ie "at be eee a ’ 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on | “T VARRALL, and if that is the usual course let it be so referred. 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. | The bill was referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 
W. P. VAN DERVEER. 
ait. PORNEY also introduced a bill (H. BR. No. 1543) for the relief | Mr, ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1357) in relation to the 
on ear ae Saaeaeetiien aan PUShee OFM Aarles 1 > May; WNC) | proceeds of captured and abandoned property remaining in the Treas- 
2 i _ 7 — ey = aa time, referred to the Committee of Cisims, | ury of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
and ordered to be printed. referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPTURED AND ABANDONED PROPERTY. 


BRIGHT BYRD. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1344) | ccc idiaiae ici tplinipinagrgapiningagaiaitage 
granting a pension to Bright Byrd, a soldier in the North Carolina | Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1358) to repeal the twenty- 
Volunteers in the war of 1812; which was read a first and second | Second section of an act entitled “ An act to incorporate the Texas Pa- 
time, referred tothe Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered | Citic Railroad Company and to aid in the construction of said road, 
to be printed. and for other purposes,” and to declare the rights and privileges and 
DEPOSIT SAVINGS ASSOCIATION OF MOBI.E. | lands granted in said twenty-second section to the Mew Orleans, Ba- 
Mr. JONES, of Alabama. introduced a bill a gar ton Rouge and Vicsburgh Railroad Company forfeited, and that the 
oe ae 2S a BOGE &: Os AH. R. do, 1345) for the said twenty-second section be re-enacted in favor of the New Orleans 
reliel aan Deposit Sav ings Association of Mobile, Alabama ; which Pacific Company ; which was reud a first and second time, referred to 
wasread a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, | the Committee on the Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 
and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM C. EDMONSTON. Mr. ELAM introduced peceaphingenponge 9) for tl lief of E.¢ 
Mr. JONES Alabama. ; . : tn 124¢) |. Mr. ELAM introduced a bi . R. No. 1359) for the relief of E.C. 
as ae ot Ses ee ees 2 SR Ce. DT. See Davidson, of Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, 
second time, referred to the Committee of Claims. and ordered ioe tow | referred to the Committee of Elections, and ordered to be printed. 
‘ ’ 


printed, SALARIES OF DISTRICT COURTS. 


___ IMPROVEMENT OF MOBILE HARBOR. | Mr. LEONARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1360) fixing the sala- 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1347) | ries of the judges of the district courts of the United States; which 
to appropriate money for the improvement of the barbor at Mobile, | was read a first and second time, referred to ths Committee on the 
Alabama; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


Committee on Commerce : inte 
nerce, and ordered to be printed. JULIA A. ROBERTS. 


JESSE STALLINGS. Mr. RICE, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1361) granting a 
Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1348) to restore the | pension to Julia A. Roberts; which was read a first and second time, 
name of Jesse Stallings, of Butler County, Alabama, to the pension- | referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
list; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- | printed. 
tee on Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered to be printed. WILLIAM D. COBAUGH. 
IMPROVEMENT OF PEARL RIVER. Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1362) granting 
Mr. HOOKER introduced a Dill (H. R. No. 1349) for the removal an increase of pension to William D.« obaugh ; which was read a first 
of the bar ¢ ; » pee ee emova’ | and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
barat the mouth of Pearl River where the same empties into | ordered to be printed 
the Mississippi Sound; which was read a first and second time, re- ; , 


re : : t MRS. MARIA B. CRAIG. 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. ; 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1363) for the relief 

IMPROVEMENT OF PASCAGOULA RIVER. of Mrs. Maria B. Craig; which was read a first and second time, 

Mr. HOOKER also introduced a Dill (H. R. No. 1350) for the re- | referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

moval of the bar at the mouth of the Pascagoula River, and for the | printed. 

improvement of navigation of the same; which was read a first and CAPTAIN JOHN A. LYNCH. 

ae time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to | Mr. BANNING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1364) for the relief of 
printed. Captain John A. Lynch; which was read a first and second time, 
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referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered ‘to be 
printed. 





LYDIA A. MORRIS. 
Mr. BANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1365) granting a 


. 0 ‘ j f . Morris, do o slate J nkK. M rris, Com- | . a “ ° 
pension to Lydia A. Morris, widow of the la obn K orri om- | of sections 563 and 629 of the Revised Statutes of the | 


pany A, Fifth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BUCKLEY. 

Mr. BANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1366) granting a 
pension to William Buckley, a private in Company C, Fiftieth Ohio 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES A. THOMAS. 
Mr. BANNING also introduced a bill (11. R. No. 1367) for the relief of 
James A. Thomas; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RAND GAS-LIGHT COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. VAN VORHES (by request) introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1368) to 
incorporate the Rand Gas-Light Company of the District of Columbia; 
which wasread a first and second time, referred to the Couunittee for 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

MILTON KENNEDY. 

Mr. NEAL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1369) for the 
payment of $500 to Milton Kennedy for services of the steamboat 
Piketon ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HILLBORN C. MILLER, 


Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1370) to change the date 
of the muster-in roll of Hillborn C, Miller, late of Company G, Virst 
Ohio Heavy Artillery; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. SKILES. 


Mr. KEIFER introduced a bill (IT. R. No. 1371) for the relief of John 
W. Skiles: which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FORM OF OATH OF OFFICE. 

Mr. GARDNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1372) to prescribe the 
form of oath of office and to repeal sections 1756, 1757, and 1758 of the 
Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMISSIONERS OF ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

Mr. KNOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1373) for reviving and 
continuing the court of commissioners of Alabama claims, and for 
the distribution of the unappropriated moneys of the Geneva award : 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. SALLIE B. M’CAMPBELL. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1374) for the relief 
of Mrs. Sally B. MeCampbell, of Jessamine County, Kentucky; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

OLIVER H. PENNY. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (TT. R. No. 1375) for the 
relief of Oliver H. Penny, administrator of Mary Scott, of Jessamine 
County, Kentueky; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE D. BLAKEY. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1376) 
for the relief of George D. Blakey, late collector of internal revenue 
for the second district of Kentucky ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed, 


SECTION 363 OF REVISED STATUTES, 


Mr. DURHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1377) repealing section | 


363 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and substituting 
another section in lieu thereof; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department 
of Justice, and ordered to be printed. 

TRANSPORTATION OF NITRO-GLYCERINE, ETC. 

Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1378) to amend sec- 
tion 4278 and other sections of the Revised Statutes in regard to the 
transportation of nitro-glycerine and other explosive materials ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


FINAL FEE IN PATENT CASES. 
Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (TT. R. No. 1379) to 
extend the time in which payment may be made of the final fee in 
cases of patente passed and allowed; which was read a first and sec- 


ond time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky. I desire to say I introduce this } 


without committing myself in any way to its provisions an 


JURISDICTION OF CIRCUIT CoUrRTs. 
Mr. McKENZIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1380) to repeal , 


Nited Star, 


and to regulate the original jurisdiction of the circuit ¢> 
tain cases: which was read a first and second time. referred ¢ 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. _ 


THE PUBLIC DFBT. 

Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1381) to repea) ceo: 
3693 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, title « Ty P 
Debt ;” which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


LEWIS C. DILS. 

Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1322) for the pelses 
of Lewis C. Dils, late a private in Company B, Thirty-ninth Kent ; 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, refery dl tot 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1333) to amend 
third subdivision of section 4693 of the Revised Statutes, title «py. 
sions ;” which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com. 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. J 


the 


ANNE WEKE. 

Mr. CARLISLE introdneed a bill (H. R. No. 1384) granting a ) 
sion to Anne Weke, of Newport, Kentucky ; which was read 4 firs 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, anq 
ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JOHN Il. EVANS. 

Mr. ATKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1385) for the relief of py 
minor heirs of John H. Evans, deceased; which was read 4 firs 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Allairs, and 0; 
dered to be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES. 

Mr. YOUNG introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1326) to provide for thy 
refunding of internal-revenue taxes illegally collected ; which. 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


wr 


PETER TARGARANNA. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1387) for the relict of 
Peter Targaranna; which was read a tirst and secoud time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REUBEN 8. JONES. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1388) for the relief of 
Reuben 8. Jones, of Memphis, Tennessee; which was read a firs 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


SALMON B. COLBY. 

Mr. RIDDLE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1329) for the 
relief of Salmon B. Colby; which was read a first and second 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be print 

LAND FOR RAILROAD AND TELEGRAPH LINES. 
Mr. FULLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1390) to forfeit certa 


public land grants to aid in the construction of railroad and telegraph 

lines; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 

mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be*printed. 
EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. FULLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1391) to equaliz t] 
bounties of soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HARBOR AT MICIIIGAN CITY, INDIANA. 

Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1392) to appropriate 
$52,500 to aid in the construction of a harbor at Michigan City, I 
ana, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second tin 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed 

ALEXANDER D. EVANS. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1393) for the 
of Alexander D. Evans, late a private in Company C, One ha 
and fourteenth Ohio Infantry ; which was read a first and - 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordere: to 
printed. 


INDEX TO CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


Mr. CALKINS also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. ») 
respecting an index to the CONGRESSIONAL REcorD ; which was 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, #! 


| ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS OF THE MEXICAN WAR. 
. 7 ‘ onsi soldiers 
Mr. HUNTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1394) to pension so” 
of the Mexican war who are sixty years of age and upwards, be : 
pension all under that age as fast as they arrive at the age of sis") 





1877. 
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rears; W 


“sittee ON Invalid Peusious, and ordered to be printed. 


J. G. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. HUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1395) for the relief 
6] G.( ampbell, of Clinton, Indiana; which was read a first and 
ond time referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
priuted. 


\MENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES. 


\fe, HUNTER also introduced a joint resolution (IL. R. No, 46) pro- 


nr an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, pro- 
sna the payment of claims growing out of the rebellion; which 
veal a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH R. HULL. 

Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (I. R. No. 1396) granting a pen- 
on to Elizabeth R. Hull; which was read a first and second time, 
soferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
pr ited. 


is read 


Jadiciary, 


APPRAISEMENT OF DUTIABLE GOODS, 

Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1397) to simplify the 
annraisement of goods, wares, and merchandise imported into the 
[nited States and subject to ad ralorem duty ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed, 

NATURALIZATION, 

Mr. BRENTANO introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1398) to establish a uni- 
form rule and to provide for uniform certificates of naturalization ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JURISDICTION OF CIRCUIT COURTS, ETC. 

Mr. TIPTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1399) to amend the first 
section of the act entitled “ An act to determine the jurisdiction of 
the cireuit courts of the United States, and to regulate the removal 
of causes from State courts, and for other purposes,” approved March 
1-75: which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
wittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


LIENS OF JUDGMENTS. 

Mr. TIPTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1400) to define the liens 
of judgments in the courts of the United States; which was read a 

rstand second time, referred to the Committes on the Judiciary, 
ud ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM KILGOUR. 

Mr. KNAPP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1401) for the relief of Will- 
iam Kilgour and others, devisecs of James E. Kilgour, executor and 
devisee of William Kilgour; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER W. TAYLOR. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1402) for the 
relief of Peter W. Taylor, late lieutenant colonel Fortieth Regiment 
Ohio Infantry ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HAMILTON ROBB. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1403) grant- 
ing a pension to Hamilton Rotb, late chaplaip Indiana volunteers ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
lavalid Pensions, aud ordered to be printed. 

© J. D. GRAHAM. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1404) for the relief of 
J.D. Graham; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

e INSOLVENT SAVINGS BANKS. 

Mr. HARRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1405) to remit 
taxes on insolvent savings-banks ; which was read a first and second 
a a to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
” printed, 

GIBBES & CO. 

_Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1406) for the relief of 
Gibbes & Co., of Charleston, South Carolina; which was read a first 
an second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
(lered to be printed. 

MILO M. ADAMS. 

_ Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1407) granting an 
Honorable discharge to Milo M. Adams, Company D, One hundred and 
ek venth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry; which was read 
* rst and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR MEXICAN WAR. 

{ » . ’ . . 
on . OLLARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1408) granting pensions 
- dows and children of Mexican soldiers who were drawing pen- 
fons at the date of their death; which was read a first and second 


racer ed to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
ited, 


hich was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


e 
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MISSOURI WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1409) to authorize the 
| Third Auditor of the Treasury to examine the evidence of payments 
made by the State of Missouri to State troops serving in the Union 
| Army, and also the evidence as to supplies furnished to troops and 
which are yet unpaid; which was read a first and second time, re- 
| ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF MISSOURI RIVER, 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1410) for the im- 
provement of the Missouri River from the city of Saint Charles to 
the mouth of the said river, and to prevent the erosion of its banks 
in Point Prairie in Saint Charles County, Missouri; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LOTTERY TICKETS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1411) to prevent 
the sale of policy or lottery tickets in the District of Columbia ; 


which was read atirst and second time, referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 





DEPREDATIONS UPON PROPERTY IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1412) to prevent 
depredations upon property in the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


SOLOMON T. KAUBLE. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1413) granting a 
pension to Solomon T. Kauble, private in Fifth Cavalry, Ninetieth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate by Mr. SyMPson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed a bill (S. No. 179) to authorize 
the taking of certain parcels of land for public use at the intersec- 
tion of Pennsylvania and Maryland avenues on the west front of the 
Capitol Grounds; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested. 

BLASIUS REIDINGER. 

Mr. HATCHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1414) granting a pen- 
sion to Blasius Reidinger, of Madison County, Missouri; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT L. LINDSAY. 

Mr. HATCHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1415) for the relief 
of Robert L. Lindsay, late captain of the Fiftieth Regiment, Missouri 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LINDSAY MURDOCH. 

Mr. HATCHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1416) for the relief 
of Lindsay Murdoch, late collector of the seeond district of the Stute 
of Missouri; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

M. M. LYNCH, 

Mr. HATCHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1417) for the relief 
of M. M. Lynch, of Washington County, Missouri; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ARMSTRONG O'HARA. 

Mr. HATCHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1418) for the relief 
of Armstrong O’Hara; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN MIX AND RANDOLPH NORWOOD. 

Mr. HATCHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1419) for the relief 
of Captain John Mix and Lieutenant Randolph Norwood, of the United 
States Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM LETT. 

Mr. REA introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1420) granting a pension to 
William Lett, late a-private in Company C, First Regiment Tennes 
see Volunteers in the war of 1861; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LEAF-TOBACCO. 

Mr. REA also introduced a bill (1. R. No. 1421) to authorize farm- 
ers and planters to sell leaf-tobacco of their own production to other 
persons than those who have paid a special tax, without paying a 
special tax therefor ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES L. HAMMACK. 

Mr. REA also introduced a bill (II. R. No. 1422) granting a pension 
to James L. Hammack, of St. Joseph, Missouri; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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ANDREW M. JORDEN. 

Mr. REA also (by request) introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1423) for the 
relief of Andrew M. Jorden, of Benton Township, Atchison County, 
Missouri; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW WOLCOLM. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1424) for the relief of 
Andrew Wolcolm, of Rolla, Phelps County, Missouri; which was 
reml a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOUN JACKSON. 

Mr. GUNTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1425) for the relief of 

John Jackson, of Kansas City, Missouri; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 
MINORS OF JOUN W. JONES. 


Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1425) for the relief of 


the minors of John W. Jones; which was read a first and second time, | 


referred to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 
LAND CLAJM IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1427) to confirm 
land claim No. 45, New Mexico; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered | 


to be printed. 
JAMES P. OWEN. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1428) for the relief 
of James P. Owen; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT SMITH MILITARY RESERVATION. 
Mr. CRAVENS introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1423) donating the 


military reservation at Fort Smith, Arkansas, to the city of Fort 
Smith for 


ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
POWELL E,. HOGAN. 

Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1430) for the relef 
of Powell E. Hogan ; which was read a tirst and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF DETROIT RIVER. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H.R. No 1431) 
making an appropriation for improving the navigation of Detroit 
River; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

RECORDING DEEDS, ETC., DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 

1432) providing for the recording of deeds, mortgages, and other 


conveyances affecting real estate in the District of Columbia; which | 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
MARY E. WHEELOCK. 

Mr. STONE, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1433) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary FE. Wheelock, widow of Edward C. Wheelock, 
late musician in Third Regiment, Michigan Infantry Volunteers ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN LANGLAND. 


Mr. STONE, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1434) 


which was read a first and second time, referred | 


free schools; which was read a first and second time, re- | relief of Louisa Albertson, of Dallas, Texas; which was read a | oa 
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granting a pension to John Langland, late private Company B, | 


First Michigan Sharp-Shooters; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JULIA F,. HISCUTT. 


Mr. STONE, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1435) 
granting @ pension to Julia F. Hiseutt, guardian of the minor heirs 
of William 8. Price, late corporal Company D, Twenty-first Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteers ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 

LITTLE TRAVERSE POINT LIGHT-HOUSE, 

Mr. ELLSWORTH presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 

of the State of Michigan, asking for the construction of a light-house 


on the point of Little Traverse Harbor, Michigan ; which was referred | 


to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
MANATEE AND FORT MYERS MAIL ROUTE. 


Mr. DAVIDSON presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Florida, asking for a mail route from Manatee Village, on the Mana- 
tee River, to Fort Myers, on the Caloosahatchee River, in Monroe 
County, by the way of Helena, on Sarasota Bay, Hickory Bluff, on 
Peace Creek, and Punta Rasa; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

WEEKLY MAIL ROUTE BETWEEN TUCKERTOWN AND BARTOW. 

Mr. DAVIDSO® also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 

of the State of Florida, asking for a weekly mail route between Tuck- 


| Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


jurisdiction of the judges of the Federal courts in vacation: y 


| River, to the Atlantic Ocean ; which was read a first and second ti 
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ertown, in Hernando County, and Bartow, in Polk ( ount: 
State; which was referred to the Committee on the Poston 


IMPROVEMENT OF SUWANEE RIVER. 

Mr. DAVIDSON also presented a joint resolution of the r 
of Florida, asking Congress to appropriate $100,000 ; 
of improving the navigation of the Suwanee Rive 
which was read a first and second time, 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


si8lature 
for the pur 
T.IN Said Stor 


referred to the ( olumi 





IMPROVEMENT OF CALOOSANATCHEE RIVER. 
Mr. DAVIDSON also presented a joint resolution of the Lee 


of Florida, asking Congress to appropriate $20,000 for the gnu . — 
pose of improving the navigation of the Caloosahatchee Rive ; re. 
State; which was read a first and second time, referred to the ( cea 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed, 
UNITED STATES COURT, JACKSONVILLE FLORIDA. 
Mr. BISBEE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1435) to provide a 
ond term of the district and circuit court of the United Star... 


Jacksonville, Florida; which was read a first and second tipo 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be pri 
JURISDICTION OF FEDERAL JUDGES, 
Mr. BISBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1437) to enlarge 


} 
Which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on tie 

Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
MISSISSIPPI AND ATLANTIC CANAL. 

Mr. BISBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1438) to provide for 

a survey of an inland water route and canal from the Mississ 


ppi 


referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed, 
LOUISA ALBERTSON. 
Mr. THROCKMORTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1439) for thy 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


, tnd 
ordered to be printed. 


RE-ORGANIZATION OF THE JUDICIARY. 

Mr. SAPP introduced a bill (H. R. No 1440) to re-organize the 
ciary of the United States; which was read a first and second time, » 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to lx prints 

JOHN 0. VALLANDINGHAM. 

Mr. STONE, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1441) for the re- 
lief of John O. Vallandingham, Company A, Twenty-tifth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry ; which was read a first and second tiny 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to lx 
printed. 


judi 


ADELIA K. CLARK. 

Mr. DEERING introduced a bill (I. R. No. 1442) granting a pension 
to Adelia K. Clark; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM GIBSON. 

Mr. DEERING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1443) gtantinga 
pension to William Gibson ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to |» 
printed. 


HEIRS OF JOHN RICE JONES. 
Mr. BURDICK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1444) to indemnify the 
heirs and Jegal representatives of John Rice Jones, deceased, for the 
lands sold and otherwise appropriated by the United States within 


| the limits of certain confirmed private land claims in the State ot 


Illinois and to quiet titles; which was read a first and second time 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HIRAM BOOTIL. 

Mr. BURDICK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1445) for the relief 
of Hiram Booth, late a private in Company F, Sixth Regiment lowa 
Cavalry Volunteers ; which was read a first and second time, tr ferred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JONATHAN ROBERTS. 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1446) granting 
a pension to Jonathan Roberts, of Marietta, lowa; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


Cc. L. QUAKENBUSH. 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1447 forthe 
relief of C. L. Quakenbush, of Vinton, lowa; which was read a fest 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 3297 OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. CLARK, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. No.1 148) to ex- 
tend the provisions of section 3297 of the Revised Statutes to other 
institutions of learning; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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JUDGMENT LIENS OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 
OLIVER introduced a bill (H, R. No. 1449) in relation to liens 
Lements of United States courts; which was read a first and 
: it me, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
secon Te 


to be printed. 


Mr 


CHARLES T. MARTIN. 
Mr. OLIVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1450) for the relief 
£ harles T. Martin; w hich was read a first and second time, referred 
i the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. WICKWIRE. 


Mr. OLIVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1451) granting a pen- | 


1 toGeorge W. Wickwire ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
efer 


printed. — cITR 
FORECLOSURE SUITS. 


| 


| 


| 


Mr. LYNDE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1452) to provide for ap- | 
pearance on behalf of the United States in foreclosure suits; which | 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


SOLOMON SCHWENGER. 
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DAVID MORROW. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1464) for the relief of 
David Morrow ; which was read a first and seeond time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY M’NAMARA, 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1465) granting a pension 
to Mary McNamara; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAVILLA ATHEY. 


Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1466) for the relief of 
Savilla Athey; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH AT MILE CREEK, 
Mr. MARTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1467) for the relief of 
the Methodist Episcopal church at Mile Creek, Berkeley County, 
West Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


| the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. LYNDE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1453) for the relief of | 
solomon Schwenger; which was read a first and second time, referred | 


to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


CONSULATE AT OMOA AND TRUXILLO, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, (by request,) introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1454) to change the name of the “ Consulate at Omoa and Trux- 
illo: which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ANDREW E,. HODGES, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1455) for the relief of Andrew E. Hodges; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


NAVIGATION OF CHIPPEWA RIVER, WISCONSIN. 

Mr. POUND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1456) to appropriate the 
sum of $250,000 to improve the navigation of the Chippewa River, in 
the State of Wisconsin, and to regulate the volume of water in the 
Chippewa and Mississippi Rivers ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed, 

BENICIA ARSENAL, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. LUTTRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1457) to appropriate 
money for the completion and improvement of the Benicia Arsenal, 
California; which was read a first and second time, reterred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AT SAN LUIS OBISPO HARBOR, CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. PACHECO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1458) to provide for 
the location of a light-house at San Luis Obispo Harbor, in the 
State of California; which was read a first and second time, reférred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MALINDA THURSTON AND NANCY LITTLETON. 


Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1459) for the relief of Ma- 
linda Thurston and Nancy Littleton, of California; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS TORRE. 


Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1460) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Torre; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred - the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 

PAYMENT OF DUTIES. 


Mr. PHILLIPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1461) to provide for 
the payment of duties on imports in legal-tender notes of the United 
States, and to determine the time when they shall be receivable; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

- ae The billis very brief, and I ask that it be printed 
in the Recorp, 

lhe Ss EAKER. The Chair cannot ask that leave under this call. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. Then I ask that it be read. 
rhe SPEAKER, That will not insure its going into the Recor. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. I understand that very well. 

The bill was read and referred. F 


FEES OF REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. 
: Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1462) in relation to certain 
ees allowed to registers and receivers; which was read a first and 
en See to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
0 be printed, 


HARRY FOURS, 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 
larry Fours; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 








No. 1463) for the relief of | 


RAVAGES OF GRASSHOPPERS. 

Mr. ROMERO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1468) to provide for the 
relief of persons suffering from ravages of grasshoppers ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure, and ordered to be printed. 

SETTLERS ON SCHOOL LANDS IN WASIIINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. JACOBS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1469) to provide for the 
relief of settlers upon school lands in Washington Territory ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. SIMMS. 

Mr. JACOBS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1470) for the relief of 
John A. Simms, Indian agent at Colville, Washington Territory, and 
his employés; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND ENTRIES. 

Mr. KIDDER introduced a bill (HH. R. No. 1471) to give parties con- 
testant time to file or enter lands under the pre-emption, homestead, 
or timber-culture acts after the contest shall have been finally de 


| cided; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM GEMMILL. 

Mr. KIDDER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1472) for the relief 
of William Gemmill; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN L. TAYLOR, 

Mr. KIDDER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1473) granting a 
pension to Jobn L. Taylor; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

The SPEAKER. There are some other gentlemen present who 
were not present when their States were called, and the Chair now 
will receive bills that they desire to introduce, 

GUANO ISLANDS. 

Mr. KIMMEL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1474) to further sus- 
pend the operation of section 5574 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, title 72,in relation to Guano Islands; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Aflairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE REGISTRY. 

Mr. BAGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1475) granting an Amer- 
ican register to the Canadian steam ferry-boat Geneva; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLYMER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


INDEMNITY FROM SPAIN. 


OF 


Mr. SPRINGER. Before that motion is put I ask unanimous con- 
sent to submit a resolution of inquiry for consideration at this time. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to inform the House, if not 
incompatible with the public interests, what amountof indemnity has been paid to 


| this Government by the government of Spain on account of the execution of John 
| Ryan and others at Santiago, Cuba, November 4, 1573, and what disposition has 


been made of such fand as may have been received. 

There being no objection, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resoln- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. EAMES. I ask consent to introduce a bill for reference 
Many MemBers. Regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order isthe motion of the gentleman 


| from Pennsylvania [Mr. CLYMER ] that the House now adjourn. 


Pending the motion to adjourn, 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Leave of absence, by nnanimous consent, was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Bunpy, for sixteen days, on account of important business ; 

‘lo Mr. Money, for four days, toattend to important business; and 

To Mr. DarraLt, indefinitely, on account of serious illness in his 
family. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. LUTTRELL obtained unanimous consent for the withdrawal 
from the files of the House of the discharge papers of Martin Kelly; no 
adverse report, 

Mr. JACOBS obtained nnanimous consent for the withdrawal from 
the files of the House of papers in the case of F. Prosh and T, F. Me- 
elroy ; 10 adverse report. 

Mr. HATCHER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave for the with- 
drawal from the files of the House of papers in the case of Robert L. 
Lindsay, Lindsay Murdock, M. M. Lynch, and Blaisius Reidinger; no 
adverse report. 

PRESERVATION OF MODELS IN PATENT OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior in reply to House resolution 
of the 2d instant in reference to the preservation of models saved 
from the late fire at the Patent Office; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 

Hi, H. WELLS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a cominunication from the Attor- 
ney-General in relation to the account of H. IL. Wells, United States 


| 


| for pay for services rendered as an oflicer in the United s; 


' committee. 


attorney for the District of Columbia; which was referred to the | 


Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 
The motion of Mr. CLYMER was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at four o’clock and five minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC, 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. BACON: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. General J. B. 
Plummer for property lost during the late war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BANNING: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, relative to the subject of bridging the Ohio River—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


| the amount paid by him for certain property purchased by him a: 4 


Also, papers relating to the claims of Judith Perkins ana yy 
Evans, Peter F. Kendall, and James A. Payne—to the Com... . 
War Claims. 3 eene 

By Mr. FELTON: A paper relating to the establishme) 
route from Canton to Dallas, Georgia, via Cheroke: Mi 
worth—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-It, vile 

By Mr. FOSTER: The petition of Mrs. F. A. Perrin, postis 
Clyde, Ohio, to be paid the value of postage-stamps te 
by burglars—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: The petition of Captain Nathani: 


t 
Lee on 
it of a Post. 
ills a 


ud A 


} ne: . 
Stolen from her 


LR. Han 5, 


ites A 


lery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. " 

Also, nemorial of the National Board of Trade for the establishment 
of an international monetary convention—to the Committ 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: Papers relating to the claim of ( hark 
Adams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia: Papers relating to the c] 


f 1 ; laim of M. 
G. Harman for rent of property by United States Army—to the san, 


€e¢ on Coin. 


By Mr. HENKLE: Memorial of mechanics and laborip« mer 
the various Departments of the Government, for an equaliz 
salaries—to the Committee on Education aud Labor. 

By Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama: Papers relating to the claims 
B. Lovett, Reuben Roberson, W. B. Day, Carter Scott, Isham ¢ 
tery, William Graham, PriscillaGraham, Audrew J. Lugle, Cha; 
Owen, for property taken by the United States Army—to the Coy 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEWITT, of New York: Papers relating to the clajy 
G. Morris, exeentor of 8S. J. Morris, deceased, to be reimbars 


llion of 


rh, 


\ 


sale under a confiscation proceeding in Alexandria, Virginia, aga 
Dr. Orlando Fairfax, and from which he was ejected by an order of 
the District court—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HISCOCK: The petition of citizens of Syracuse, New Yor! 


| to increase the salaries of letter-carriers—to the Committee on Post 


i'ost 


Offices and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. HOOKER: The petition of 2,967 citizens of Mississippi, that 
the cotton tax be refunded—to the Committee of Ways and Meaus, 
By Mr. HUNTON: Papers relating to the claim of John A. Tr 
for property taken by the United States Army—to the Committee on 


| War Claims. 


Also, the petition of Jacob Criser, for compensation for serv ices | 
rendered the War Department—to the Committee on Military Affairs, | 
By Mr. BLOUNT: Papers relating to the claim of French Graham | 


—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BROWNE: The petition of Clement R. Strahan, to be paid | 


moneys improperly withheld from him while in the volunteer service 
of the United States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER: The petitions of Eliza A. Barnes, Eleanor M. 
Finan, and Margaret Carney, for pensions—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of William Kleingolz, for the correction of his 
military record—to the Committee on Military Aifzirs. 

Also, the petition of Lucian Prince, of Worcester, Massachusetts, 
for legislation that will prevent cruelty to animals while in transit 
by railroads or other means of conveyance within the United States— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, the petition of Benjamin N. Disbrow, guardian ad litem of the 


Also, papers relating to the claim of the owners of the bark Mary 
Teresa for losses sustained from illegal seizure by the United States 
consul at Bahia, Brazil—to the Committee on Commerce 

Also, the petition of John L. Ginck, for an international copyright 
law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JACOBS: Papers relating to the claims of F. Prash and 7 
F. McElroy—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of Sarah Morrison, for compensa 
tion for damages sustained by reason of experimental firing 


| United States officers—to the same committee. 


By Mr. KIMMEL: Papers relaiing to the claim of Henry M 
Meade, late paymaster United States Navy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KNOTT: The petition of F. K. Summers, for compensation 
for carrying United States mails—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. LOCKWOOD: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Buffalo, 


| New York, for an appropriation for deepening the channel at Lime 


minor heirs of Charles Fox, deceased, for an appropriation to satisfy | 
a judgment obtained by him against the United States—to the Com- | 


mitteo on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAIN: Papers relating to the claim of Walter D. Plowden— 
to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee: The petition of James A. Parki- 
sou, for arrears of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CANNON, of Illinois: The petition of H. 8. Clark and others, 


of Mattoon, Illinois, that a pension be granted to Hamilton Robb—to | 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHALMERS: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Emily 
Miller—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK, of Iowa: The petition of citizens of Benton County, 
lowa, that taxes on deposits, circulation, and capital of all banks be 
repealed and the subject of bank taxation be remitted to the several 
States and Territories, as before the war—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky: The petition of citizens of Bards- 
town, Kentucky, for the removal of the limitations in the pension 
laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX, of Ohio: Papers relating to the claim of Lieutenant 
Henry Z. Eaton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: Papers relating to the claim of Mary E. 
Purnell—to the same committee, 

By Mr. ELLIS: Memorial of citizens of New Orleans, asking for a 
charter for or such legislation as may be necessary to enable the 
Barataria Canal Company to be constructed—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of G. P. Work for carrying United 

‘tes mails—to the Committee of Claims. 


Kilns Crossing, Detroit River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of 500 citizens of Buffalo, New York, to repeal 
the national-banking act and the act of March, 1869, the resumption 
act of January 14, 1875, and to make greenbacks a legal-teuder for 
all dues—to the Committce on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MANNING: Papers relating to the claims of Leander I) 
Alexander and Mrs. Frances R. Alexander for property taken by the 
United States Ariny—to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a paper relating to the establishment of a post ronte trom 
Senatobia to Hudson, Tate County, Mississippi—to the Committee on 


| the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. MAYHAM: Papers relating to the elaim of Peter M. Hal- 
wick, for additional pay as a United States officer—to the Commitice 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCOOK: The petition of Schuyler Hamilton, late lica- 
tenant-colonel United States Army, for relief—to the same com- 
mittee, 

By Mr. MULDROW: The petitions of Joseph Miller, Francis ™. 
Bramlitt, Stephen W. Betts, John T. Rawles, Edwin G. Thomas, Ed- 
ward G. Shanuon, Henry Metts, Laban L. Ledbetter, Hugh M. San 


| ples, John 8. Ratliff, J. Addison Davis, James Hodges, Adam Lag: 
| rone, Josephus IF. Frazer, John H. Harris, James Betts, Charles W. 
| Martin, Mrs. Martha L. Ware, George A. Rogers, George W. Lockhart, 


| 


Burwell Jackson, Robert A. Miller, John W. Pitts, Thomas J. Babb, 
James M. Girhan, Josephus Dillard, George W. Lockhart, ageut, 
Mary Hill, Robert Kilpatrick, William R. Harris, Mrs. Mariam Davis, 
and Mrs. Mary Beckham, for property taken and destroyed by the 
United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAGE: The petition of Malinda Thurston, for compensation 
for property destroyed by the Mormons in the Mountain Meadow 
massacre—to the Committee of Claims. 





1877. 

1y Mr. PRIDEMORE: Papers relating to the claim of George W. 

)  lite—to the same committee, 

Hey SCHLEICHER: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. M. E. 

aks »ridge—to the Committee on War Claims. 

yo the petition of physicians of the United States, for an appro- 

riation for printing the subject-catalogue, as recommended by the 

re eon-General—to the Committee on Printing. 

~ Also, the petition of citizens of San Marcos, Texas, for the repeal 

of the tax on national banks—to the Committee on Banking and 

. By Mr. SINGLETON: The petition of John Woodward, for a pen- 

-ion_—_to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

i Mr. STEELE: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
et ween Hamlet, North Carolina, and Cheraw, South Carolina— 

the Committee on the Post-Oftice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THROCKM¢ IRTON: Papers relating tothe claim of Henry 

Warren for property destroyed by Indians—to the Comiittee on In- 

" Bs Mi TOWNSENI ),of Ohio: Papers relating to the claim of Julius 

M. Carrington for services rendered as an officer in the United States 

Army—to the Committee on Military Atiairs. 

" Rhy Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claim of James O. Robert- 

son—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WALKER: The petition of Sallie Hardeman, for pay for 
maintenance of sick and indigent colored people—to the Committee 
0 aims. 

on he petition of John T. Tucker, of the District of Columbia, 

for the removal of his political disabilities—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of C. B. Oliver, of similar import—to the same 

omrmittee. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin: Papers relating to the claims of 
Moss Ladd and John L. Williams—to the Committee on Indian 
Atluirs 
~ By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of Washington R. Hansom, presi- 
dent. and 62 others, members of the Florida Colonization Society of 
Baltimore, Maryland? for the passage of bill H. R. No. 110 or some 
other like measure for the aid of settlers on the public domain—to the 
Committee on Publie Lands. 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, November 13, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr.COCKRELL. I present a concurrent resolution of the Twenty- 
ninth General Assembly of the State of Missouri, instructing her Sena- 
tors aud requesting her Representatives in Congress to vote for the 
repeal of the bankrupt law. I move its reference to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, with the hope that that committee will speedily 
report a bill for that purpose. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, COCKRELL presented a concurrent resolution of the Twenty- 
ninth General Assembly of the State of Missouri, setting forth the 
inconvenience and injustice of the present law in regard to the sale 
of leaf-tobaceo by a certain class of growers, and instructing her 
Senators and requesting her Representatives in Congress to use their 
influence to secure such legislation as will protect the farmers in the 
growth and sale of leaf-tobacco; which was referrred to the Com- 
nittee on Finance, 

He also presented a resolution of the Twenty-ninth General As- 
sembly of the State of Missouri, in favor of the construction of a 
southern transcontinental railway on the line of the thirty-second or 
thirty-fifth parallel of latitude from the Mississippi Valley to the 
Pacilic Ocean; which was referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

He also presented a joint resolution of ‘the Twenty-ninth General 
Assembly of the State of Missouri, in favor of the removal of the 
National Capital toa more central point in the Federal Union ; which 
Was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Twenty-ninth General 
Assembly of the State of Missouri, in favor of an appropriation 
hy Congress for the improvement of the Gasconade River, and of a 
liberal grant of land including the lands along the coast of that 
river; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I present also a joint resolution of the General 
Assembly of the State of Missouri, in favor of an appropriation by 
Congress for the improvement of the channel of the Mississippi 
‘Iver, As it is very short, I desire to have this resolution read. 

; — VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be read if there be 
10 Objection. 
rhe Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution of the two houses of the General A ssembly of the State of Mis- 


sour memorializing Congress to make appropriations for the improvement of 
the chaunel of the Mississippi River 


Whereas the jetty system, as applied by Captain James B. Eads to remove 
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obstructions to navigation int rposed by sand-bars and mud lumps at the mouth 
of the South Pass of the Mississippi River is now an admitted suc nd 
Whereas the permanent establishment of a deep water channel connecting tl 
waters of the Mississippi River with those of the Gulf of Mexico is an event of 
incalculable importance to the agricultural, manufacturing, and commercial i 
ests of the entire valley of the Mississippi, inasmuch as it affords unimpeded 
gress to and egress from the great inland lines of water transportation, thus aff 
nk speedy and certain conmunication with the commercial ports of the worl 
ant 


Whereas the best interests of the whole country demand that all possible facili 
ties should be afforded the people to effect a cheap exchange of the products of the 
soil and commodities of trade for the products and commodities of foreign coun- 
tries—a communication susceptible of accomplishment through the de« 
channel of the South Pass; and 

Whereas it is necessary, in order that the full benefits to be derived from the 
accomplishment of the great work undertaken by Captain James B. Eads may be 
realized, that the channel of the great river which flows through the jetties should 
be cleared from Saint Paul to New Orleans of all obstructions which impede the 
progress of vessels engaged in navigating its waters: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the I; ntatives and the senate of Missouri, in General 
Assembly convened, 'Thatour Senatorsin Congress be instructed, and our Representa 
tives requested, to present the importance of the work contemplated, and that they 
use every lawful means to induce Congress to make appropriations commensurate 


with the magnitude of the work to be accomplished and the value and importance 
of the results to be achieved 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be instrneted to forward to each of our 
members of Congress a certitied copy of these joint resolutions. 

Approved March 27, 1877. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move the reference of this memorial to the 
Select Committee on the Levees of the Mississippi River. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of James A. Parkinson, late 
private in Company A, Tenth Regiment Tennessee Cavalry, praying 
for arrears of pensions ; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. BURNSIDE presented a petition of the Viticultural Society of 
the District of Columbia, praying for the appointment of a committee 
by Congress to co-operate with them in the furtherance of the object 
of that society, namely, the relief of the distressed condition of the 
surplus labor in cities; which was referred to the Committee on Ed- 
ucation and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Wirt Goldsborough, 
widow of Rear-Admiral Louis M. Goldsborough, United States Navy, 
praying for a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
s10ns. 

Mr. BOOTH presented the memorial of J. C. C. Foster and others, 
citizens of California, and settlers on lands granted to the Southern 
Pacific Railroad Company, protesting against the extension of time to 
that company and any change of its route, and praying for such leg- 
islation as will protect their rights and interests in the lands on which 
they have settled ; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, presented the petition of E. W. Heuck and 
others, homestead and pre-emption settlers on lands in the State of 
Florida, praying the passage of a law extending the provisions of 
section 2283, chapter 4, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
so as to enable them to convey certain portions of their lands to aid 
in the construction of railroads; which wasreferred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. BECK presented apetition of Mrs. Mary T. Duncan, of Louisville, 
Kentucky, praying compensation for property seized by the military 
authorities of the United States during the late war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. OGLESBY presented the petition of Beard, Hikox & Co., and 
others, bankers, merchants, &c., of Springfield, Lilinois, praying for 
the repeal of the bankrupt law ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 
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BAY OF MOBILE. 


Mr. MORGAN. I present the petition of the State industrial con- 
vention of Alabama, held at Blount Springs, Alabama, praying for 
an appropriation for the improvement of the bay of Mobile. I beg 
the indulgence of the Senate to say that I have already presented 
and had referred to the proper committee a large number of memo- 
rials and petitions coming from various parts of the State of Ala- 
bama on this subject, and the sentiment of the people is very urgent 
in reference to this matter. Last summer, my attention being called 
to the subject, 1 had occasion to address a communication to the 
Seeretary of War asking him for such information as he possessed in 
reference to the importance and feasibility of dredging the channel 
of the bay of Mobile, and making it a ship-channel of thirty feet. 
In reply to that letter I received the following communication : 

Wak DEPARTMEXT, 
Washington City, May 1, 1#77. 

Str: In reply to your letter of the 2ist ultimo, I have the honor to inform yon 
that a survey of Mobile Bay, with reference to its improvement, would cost from 
$4,500 to $10,000, and that there are no funds which can properly be devoted te this 


| purpose, 


In view of the great importance of the project, however, I inclose a copy of a 
report by Captain Damrell, and suggest that you bring the matter to the attention 
of the Committee on Commerce at the next seasion of Congress. 

Very respectiully, your obedient servant, 
GEORGE W. McCRARY 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. Joun T. MorGan, 
United States Senator, Selma, Alabama. 


I have also the report of Captain Damrell, which is not extensive, 
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and contains very full and accurate information on the subject, and 
I ask the attention of the Senate to it: 


UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
Mobile, Alabama, December 18, 1876. 
Brigadier-General A. A. THuMPpHReys, 


Chief of Engineers, United States Army, Washington, D. C. 
GRPNERAI 
November 3, 1#76, I have the honor to submit the following statements in regard 
to the survey of the bay of Mobile, Alabama, to ascertain the practicability and 
cost of cuttin? a deep channel from the lower anchorage of the bay of Mobile to 
the city of Mobile, Alabama. 

The city of Mobile is situated at the mouth of Mobile River and the northern 
extremity of Mobile Bay, and through the latter is accorded continuous water com- 
munication with the Gulf of Mexico, distant over thirty miles. 

The wharves of the city are at present accessible to vessels drawing less than 
thirteen feet of water, and all vessels drawing thirteen feet or more are compelled 
to remain in the lower bay, at what is called the “lower anchorage” or ‘lower 


In compliance with instructions contained in cireular letter dated | 


fleet,” about twenty-seven miles south of Mobile, and have to be discharged and | 


loaded by lighters. From the lower anchorage a deep channel, about ten miles in 
length, leads to the outer bar, over which vessels drawing twenty-two feet can safely 
= thus enabling vessels of that draught to enter into the bay and anchor at the 
ower anchorage, where they remain until ready for sea. From the lower anchor 
age (where we havea depth of twenty-one to twenty-three feet of water) northward 
the bay shoals to only thirteen feet in a distance of about six miles, and maintains 
this depth to within about ten miles south of the city. From this point a channel 
two hundred feet wide thirteen feet deep has lately been malted by the United 
States Government to the mouth of the Mobile River, and only vessels of less than 
thirteen feet draught can reach the wharves of the city. 

rhe contemplated improvement consists in the cutting of a channel from the 
lower anchorage in the bay to the city of Mobile of sufficient depth and width to 
allow all vessels entering the lower bay toreach the city and discharge and load at 
her wharves 

Mobile is the only sea-port of Alabama, with a population of about forty thon- 
sand inhabitants, and by means of its railroads and rivers is easy of access asa 
market and shipping point for the surplus products of a large portion of the South, 
embracing the State of Alabama, eastern partof Mississippi and Western Tennes- 
see, With an area of about seventy thousand square miles, and a population of over 
one and one-half millions. 


The following statistics of the commerce of this port for the last fiscal year have | 


been furnished me by the collector, namely : 232 vessels, with a tonnage of 118,917 
tons, entered, and 231 vessels, with a tonnage of 114,740 tons, cleared during the 
year; the total value of imports was $1,611,020 and of exports of domestic prod- 
uce $15,156,224. 

Upon careful inquiry I find that, of the whole number of vessels loaded at this 
port during last year 53 vessels, with a tonnageof 62,574 tons, were unable t¢ 
come up to the wharves of the city, and were compelled to load in the lower ba 
at 2 heavy increase of expense. The total cxporta of cotton from this port during 
last season amounted to 371,618 bales of average weight of 500 pounds each ; and of 
this quantity I learn that about 224,000 bales had to be loaded at the lower anchor- 
age because the vessels on which they were shipped could not reach the wharves 
of the city. The excess of expense between cotton loaded in the lower bay over 
that loaded at the city wharves is, as I am informed by reliable parties, at least 
forty-five cents per bale, making an increase of cost of shipment of over $100,000 
for the past season in the item of cotton alone. This amount is largely increased 
by the extra cost of discharging these vessels and lightering their cargoes and bal- 
last to the city; and even at the present depressed state of trade it is estimated 
that the commerce of this port is taxed annually to the extent of at least $130,000 
on account of the insuflicient depth of waterin the bay. The principal item of ex 
port is of course cotton, but other products of this country, such as timber, resin, 
and turpentine, enter largely in the export trade; and the demand for timber, of 
which Alabama and Mississippi can furnish an abundant supply, is steadily on the 
increase, but the expenses and risks encountered in loading vessels for foreign 
ports in the lower bay with timber are a serious drawback to this lucrative trade. 
Another great benefit of a deep water channel] is claimed for the coal and iron in- 
terest of Alabama, and the ieniene which Mobile, an easily accessible port, 
would offer to the commerce of the Gulf and the steam-vessels of the United States 
Navy, as a coaling station, where good coal could be obtained at cheap rates. 

An examination of Mobile Bay, furnishing suflicient data to determine the feasi- 
bility, with general estimate of cost of cutting a deep water channel from the lower 
anchorage in Mobile Bay to the city of Mobile, Alabama, could be made with an 
expenditure of $4,500, 

A survey of Mobile Bay, from which a project of this improvement with detailed 
estimates of costs could be prepared, and which should also inclade the obtaining 
of all data bearing upon all the various projects entertained at different times by 


able engineers, as the formation of a harbor cither north or south of Dauphin | 


Island, to be connected with Mobile by rail, or of a harbor for loading timber vées- 
sela, by construction of a breakwater north of Mobile Point, the opening of a chan- 
nel to deep water by scour of the current to be obtained by closing all other out- 


lets and forcing the combined waters of the Tombigbee and Alabama Rivers 
through Mobile River, would cost $10,000, 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
A. N. DAMRELL, 
Captain Enginecrs, United States Army. 

I will further say, Mr. President, that it is not the purpose of myself, 
or any of the other gentlemen representing Alabama, to make any 
claim or demand whatever upon Congress for money to be expended 
without public benefit on the bay of Mobile. Our desire is to have 
a systematic arrangement of all the improvements to be made there, 
80 that real economy may be practiced in all public expenditures in 
that quarter. We do not expect the Congress of the United States 
to say that the bay of Mobile shall never receive any assistance or 
any contribution from the Treasury of the United States in reference 
toitsimprovement. We know that improvements will be made there ; 
that money will be expended there; and it shall be our chief care to 
see that that money be not lavishly and wastefully, I might say fool- 
ishly, expended. 

One of our most enlightened engineers, who has been for a long 
time engaged in surveying the bay of Mobile, has had this subject 
under his special and careful consideration, and he has arrived at the 
conclusion that no money can be spent in the bay of Mobile satis- 
factorily since we have deepened the channel, as has already been 
done, to the depth of thirteen feet and two hundred feet broad, with- 


| 


out a survey to be made by a series of borings and experimental sur- | 


veys of different kinds, to ascertain whether or not the public money 


can hereafter be profitably and wisely expended in further improve- | 


ment. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the subject. 


—— 
I move that the memorial be referred to the Committes , 
merece. 
The motion was agreed to. 


m Com. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Groner \ 
ApaMs, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed {he {,) 
ing bills and joint resolution ; in which it requested the concur, 
of the Senate: ~— 

A bill (H. R. No. 4) to provide a penalty for wanton injury to 
public libraries in the District of Columbia and in the Territories .¢ 
the United States; — 

A bill (H. R. No. 902) making appropriations for the support of jj, 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for other p : 
poses; and sa 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 33) authorizing the payment of p, 
John Poisal, D. D., late Chaplain of the House of Representatives 
for time of his service as such without taking the oaths prescribed 
by law. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Committee on Public Lands having had under 
consideration the bill (S. No. 138) for the relief of settlers on the pn). 
lic lands under the pre-emption laws, have instructed me to repo; 
back with an amendment and recommend its passage. 1 present jy 
connection with the bill a letter from the Commissioner of the Gey. 
eral Land Office recommending its passage. I move that this letter 
be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The bill (S. No. 13) for the relief of Amy King 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. Itis a bill granting a ye a. 
sion. The Committee on Claims have instructed me to report the 
bill back and to move that they be discharged from its further coy 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 149) for the relief of Charles B. Varney, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 3) authorizing Commander 
Edmund O. Matthews, of the United States Navy, to accept a gilt 
tea-pot from the Emperor of Siam, reported it without amendment 

Mr. HAMLIN. I am further instructed by the same committee, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (8. R. No. 2) authorizing tl 
appointment of commissioners to ascertain on what terms a recipro 
cal treaty of commerce with the Republic of Mexico can be arranged, 
to report the same back and ask to be discharged from its furiher 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

I amalso instracted by the committee to say that they are led to 
this report from the belief that the subject is not appropriate for the 
consideration of the Committee on Foreign Relations; it is one atlect 
ing directly the revenues of the country, and which appropriately, 
therefore, belongs to the Committee on Finance. And further, while 
reporting back the resolution and recommending its reference to the 
Committee on Finance, the Committee on Foreign Relations are im- 
pressed with grave doubt whether it is a subject appropriate for the 
consideration of the Senate in any manner: first, for the reason that 
it seeks rather to initiate a system of negotiating treaties that be- 
longs exclusively to the President and, second, because it is 80 con- 
nected with the revenue system of the Government that certainly no 
such bill can originate in the Senate. 

Mr. MAXEY. I moved the reference of that joint resolution, when 
I introduced it, to the Committee on Foreign Relations, because it is 
a measure pertaining to our relations with a foreign government, and 
I knew of no committee properly chargeable with such matters, save 
that committee especially intrusted with the examination of subjects 
concerning our relations with foreign governments. For that reason, 
I asked the reference and it was made; not that I desired to keep it 
out of the Finance Committee, because I would as soon have it go to 
that committee as to any other. ; : 

The second point made, I think, by the Senator from Maine will be 
answered by his first proposition. If his committee has nothing to 
do with the resolution it has nothing to do with making any recom- 
mendation save reporting it back to the Senate and asking to be 
discharged from it and having it referred to the proper comumittee. 
Whether or not this is an appropriate mode of negotiating a treaty 's 
a question about which the Senator and others, perhaps, might ditter. 
I see no impropriety, but, on the contrary, entire propriety 10 asking 
the appointment of commissioners by the President where, in the 
estimation of Congress, a treaty of that kind would be advantageous. 
It does not follow because the commissioners are appointed or the 
treaty is presented that the Senate will be ultimately bound to ratily 
it; but it is a mode of reaching the point, not for the first time pre- 
sented here by any means. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator object to the change 
of reference ? 

Mr. MAXEY. Not atall. Ihave no objection to the resolution 
roing to the Committee on Finance. Isimply asked its reference, as 
Paid to the Committee on Foreign Relations because I thought that 
was the proper committee. 
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The VIC ‘E-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Foreign Relations is 


jiseharged, and the joint resolution is referred to the Committee on 
discharged, 


}inance. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. BECK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 


. duce a bill (S. No. 266) for the relief of Mrs. Mary T. Duncan ; | 
ee tal ~~ rice by its title, and referred to the Committee on | 
which was Te ad twice by ? | trunk lines of railway of the United States 


' Me, Mi DONALD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 


to introduce a bill (S. No. 267) in relation to distilling and rectifying 


yirits; Whieh was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- | 


ttee on Finance, 
wr, 8 \RGENT asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 268) authorizing a general account of 
aidlvances for naval appropriations ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ‘ 

Mr. CHAFFEE asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave 
+o introduce a bill (S. No. 269) to establish certain post-routes in the 
State of Colorado; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 270) to authorize the election of a Delegate 
to Congress from the Indian Territory ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
is He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 271) for the relief of W. B. Gasa, Michael Calla- 
chan, and the estate of John Waters, deceased; which was read twice 
hy its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

“Mr. KERNAN. Lask leave to introduce a bill at the request of 
ove of the corporators named in it, knowing nothing about it beyond 
having read it. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. | 


No, 272) to incorporate the Citizens’ Gas-Light Company of Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and 
reterred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. EATON. I ask leave to introduce a bill which I wish to have | 


read at lengt h. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 273) to encourage and protect the shipping interest and to revive 
American commerce ; which was read twice, as follows: 

Be it enacted, d&e., That, when not forbidden by treaty stipulations, a discriminat 


uty of 10 a cent. ad valorem, in addition to the duties now imposed by law, | 
afte ) ay April, A. D. 1878, be levied ¢ collecte : ‘ —— ; ae : 
after the Ist day of April, A. D. 1878, be levied and collected upon | introduce a bill (S. No. 231) for the relief of Captain Gaines Lawson, 
| of the United States Army ; which was read twice by its title, and 


shail, from an 
all goods, wares, and merchandise which shall be imported in ships and vessels not 
of the United States. 

Sec. 2. It shall be the duty of the President of the United States to take such 
action as may be necessary forthwith to cancel and terminate any treaty stipula- 
tions now in force preventing the levy and collection of a discriminating duty, as 

reiu provided ; and immediately upon the termination of any such treaty stipu- 


lation this act shall take effect, and the goods, wares, and merchandise now pro- | 


tected by treaty from its provisions shall be subject to the before-mentioned dis- 
criminating duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem, in addition to the duties now imposed 


by law, when the same shall be imported in skips and vessels not of the United 
States, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. EATON. No, the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CONKLING, My friend will pardon me for interposing. The 
bill just read does not belong to the Committee or. Commerce. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks it should go to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is my opinion, and I suggest to the Senator 


that it would be an anomaly to assume that a revenue measure is to 
originate in the Senate, a bill which in the English Parliament would | 
be called a money bill. It would be a still further anomaly to refer 

it to the Committee on Commerce. I think the practice of the Senate | 


has been uniform the other way. 

Mr. EATON. I have no objection to it going to the Committee on 
Finance, but I do not agree with my friend as to its being, strictly 
speaking, a money bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. I did not say “strictly speaking.” 

Mr. EATON. I should like to have it considered by a committee. 
Let it go to the Committee on Finance. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Commit- | 


| sions. 


tee on Finance, 


Mr. EATON. I ask leave to introduce another bill, and I wish to 
have it read at length. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. | 


No, 274) to allow American registry to foreign-built vessels; which 
Was read twice, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That from and after the 1st day of April, A. D. 1878, the act 
entiled “An aet concerning the registering and recording of ships and vessels,” 
approved December 31, 1792, and all acts and parts of acts supplementary thereto, 
be, and the same are hereby, repealed, so far as to admit to register foreign-built 
Vessels of wood or iron the property of a citizen or citizens of the United States : 
Provided, ‘Lhe same be purchased in good faith by such citizen or citizens. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Commit- 


tee on Commerce. 


Mr. EATON. 1 ask leave to introduce another bill, and I desire to 
have it read at length. 


ol tmanimous consent, leave was granted to introducea bill (S. No. 
wie 


») lo authorize the establishment of mail-steamship service bet ween | 








the United States and foreign countries; which was read twice, as 


| follows: 


Be it enacted, That whenever it shall be brought to the knowledge of the Post 


| master-General that mail communication has been established by steam-vessels 


owned by American citizens between a port or ports of the United States and any 
foreign port or country, he is hereby authorized and directed in his discretion to 
declare the same to be a marine mail-route and to contract for the passage of the 
mails therein at arate not exceeding the rate paid for mail carriage upon the 
Provided, That the vessels employed 
in such service shall, in the judgment of the Postmaster-General, be of the requi 
site tonnage: And provided further, That the owners thereof shall give bond with 
good and sufficient securities for the faithful performance of the contract entered 
into with the Government. 


The bill was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. CONKLING asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 276) to amend title 53 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, relating to merchantseamen ; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CONKLING. Before this bill is referred, I should like to say 
that it is the same bill, in substance, which once received action in 
the House of Representatives. In introducing it, I do not commit 
myself to it, but I introduce it at the request of many parties who 
feel interested in it. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 


| Commerce. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING also asked, and by unanimous consent oblained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 277) in addition to “An act for the 
relief of Obadiah B. Latham and Oliver 8. Latham,” approved March 
3, 1463; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 278) for the relief of Charles W. Denton ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 


| introduce a bill (S. No. 279) to authorize the construction of a bridge 


across the Mississippi at Memphis, ‘Tennessee ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No, 230) making an appropriation for the improvement 


| of the Arkansas River by removing the bar opposite Fort Smith; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


Mr. BAILEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. KIRKWOOD (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 232) for the relief of John 


S. Logan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


| Committee on Claims. 


Mr. MERRIMON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 283) to provide for the settlement and pay- 
ment of arrearages due to certain persons for services actually done 
for the United States in the Southern States prior to the late civil 
war ;.which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. PADDOCK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 234) to authorize the appointment of a 
commission to visit European countries and report on forestry and 
tree-planting ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. INGALLS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 285) granting a pension to Elizabeth D. Stone; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No, 286) granting a pension to David Torpey; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 287) granting a pension to John C. Hughes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


Mr. WADLEIGH (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 288) for the relief of Gibbes 
& Co.; which was read twice by its title, and, together with the 
papers on the files relating to this case, referred to the Committee on 


| Claims. 


Mr. HAMLIN asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 289) to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to issue a register and change the name of the schooner Captain 
Charles Robbins to Minnie; which was read twice by its title, and 


referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case of Charles W. Denton be taken 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Military Aflairs. 


On motion of Mr. CONKLING, it was 
Ordered, That the papers which were submitted at tho first session of the Forty 
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fourth Congress, accompanying Scnate bill 710, be taken from the files and likewise | 


referred to the Committee on C lains 

On motion of Mr, GORDON, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and other papers in the case of Lizzie Dixon, admin 
istratrix of the estate of A. D. Palmer, on file in the oflice of the Secretary of the 
Senate, be withdrawn and referred to the Committee on Claius. 


NEZ PERCE WAR. 


Mr. BOOTII submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That, if not incompatible with the public interests, the President be, 
and he is hereby, requested to farnish the Senate with all the information at his 
command relative to the late so-called Noz Pere i, with the cause or causes 
of the same, the number of Indians and soldiers of tho United States engaged in 
the war, the number of lives lost, and the probablo cost of snch war. Also, that 
he be requested to inform the Senate what disposition has been made of Chief 
Joseph and Une warriors who surrendered with him to the forces of the United 
States 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (11. R. No. 4) to provide a penalty for wanton injury to 
the public libraries in the Territories of the United States was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (II. R. No. 902) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1578, and for other pur- 
poses, Was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

The joint resolution (H.R. No. 33) authorizing the payment of Rev. 
John Poisal, D. D., late Chaplain of the House of Representatives, 
for time of his service as such, without taking the oaths prescribed 
by law, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WITHERS. I ask that the rales be suspended and that the 
Senate proceed to the immediate consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion. It is a very small matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the resolution just read by its title? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it had better be referred in the regular 
way. From what I have heard I dare say it is perfectly right; but 
as a habit I do not like the way of passing a bill on the spur of the 
moment, however simple it is. Inasmuch as I have no possible ob- 
jection to this bill, it is a very good time to make the suggestion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What reference is desived ? 

Mr. WITHERS. The Committee on Appropriations of course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be so referred. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

Mr. BOOTH. Task the permission of the Senate to resign my po- 
sition as a member of the Committee on Manufactures. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senate excuse the Senator from 
California from further service upon the Committee on Manufact- 
ures?) The Chair hears no objection, and he is excused. 

Mr. BRUCE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the name of Mr. Bruce and that of Mr. Rouiis be transposed on 
the Committee on Manufactures, and that Mr. RoLiins be the chairman of the 
committee, 


PACIFIC RAILROAD LINES. 


Mr. CHAFFEE. If there is no other morning business, I desire to 
call up the resolution I offered a few days ago. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will bo reported for the 
information of the Senate. 


The Cuter CLERK read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
CHAFFEE on the 8th instant: 


Whereas Congress did provide in the act of July 1, 1962, being an act enti'led 
“An act to aid in the constraction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Mis- 
souri River te the Pacitic Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the 
same for postal, military, and other purposes ;" an: also by the subsequent acts of 
July 2, teed, March 3, 1-69, and June 29, 1874, amendatory thereof, that “ said rail- 
road and branches should be operated and used for all purposes of communication, 
travel, and transportation, so far as the pnblic and Government are concerned, asone 
connected, continuous line without any discrimination of any kiud in favor of the 
business of any or either of said companies, or adverse to the roa or business of any 
or either of the others;” and upon such basis and contract with the said railroad 
company and its branches did grant to the Union Pacific Railroad Company and 
branch companic 
the purpose of aiding in the construction of said roads to be operated as aforesaid ; 

And whereas thesaid Union Pacific Railroad Company and its branch companies, 
being the Kansas Pacitic Company, the Denver Pacific Company, the Central Pa- 
cific of California, the burlington and Missouri River Company, and the Sioux City 
Branch, have heretofore neglected and still do neglect and refuse to operate their 
roads in accordance with said acts of Congress, but have heretofore operated and 
still do operate them in open violation of the same ; 

And whore as by reason of said defaults, and onaccount of the same, the Govern- 
ment of the United States and the public have been and still are being damaged 
and deprived of their just and lawful rights and privileges, as stipulated, defined, 
and agrecd upon in said acts aforesaid: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to inform the Senate what legal impediments, if any, exist which prevent 
him from executing said laws in accordance with the obligations accepted and 
acreements made by said Union Pacific Railroad Company and branches with the 
United States, as stipulated and agreed upon in the several acts aforesaid. 


Mr. CHAFFEE. Mr. President, I venture to ask the attention of 
the Senate to the subject-matter of this resolution thus early in the 
session, because the long-continned failure and refusal of some of 
these companies to operate their roads according to the compact and 
agreements made in the acts of incorporation work a continual and 
almostincaleulable damage and loss to the people and the Government. 


In my judgment it works a greater hardship than would be entailed | 


s large subsidies in bonds and lands of the United States, all for | 


| 








| sideration of Congress. 
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by the entire loss of all the bonds loaned to the sever: 
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ultimate payment of which the honorable Senat Mf, 
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[HURMAN ] is 80 anxious to secure. In dealing with these oe 
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tions we are not circumscribed by the vague boundaries which }..1_ 





an implied power, but our right of superyision is given by th 


which called them into existence. The law under which aan oe . 
panies were incorporated requires that the main line and Drape 

shall be operated as one connected, continuous line of railway: ‘that 
the main line shall not grow rich at the expense of the branches: th ce 
one part of the road shall not be used to the injury of another y., 7 


but that the main line and branches shall be the common rex inte a 
of popular favor, and shall enjoy the benefits which sprin ft 35 
an untrammeled and unrestricted trade, This, I assert, was t . 
object sought to be reached by the several acts of Congress yyo, 
which these various companies entered upon the construction of sh. 
main line and branches, and only because it was believed that tie 
main line and branches would be thus operated did Congress vent; rn 
to make the immense subsidy and munificent grants whereby cone 
of these companies have been enriched and their roads constructed, 
The relation between the Government and the great railway syste 
of the country is a subject which must soon engage the serions 
The system of railroads has been so rayid|s 
enlarged in the last few years that all former means of trausp rt: 
tion have been completely revolutionized. The annual tonn ie 
four trunk lines reaching from the Atlantic seaboard to the Mis 
sippi and Missouri River Valleys is double that of all the inland 
water lines of communication in the country. A commerce so yast 
in the contro] of a few men, bodes no good to the producers and co: . 
sumers, Who depend on these lines of transportation to carry what 
the one class sells and the other buys. A day or two ago the follow- 
ing notice fell under my observation: “The railroad alliance!” «4 
giant freight combination made and to be maintained!” “Annihils- 
tion decreed against any road that traitorously euts under.” Now, 
Mr. President, what does this announcement mean? It means that 
four men or more controlling these four great trunk lines of railway 
have the power to mark up or mark down the price of wheat, corn, 
or other products of the thousands and millions of farmers in the 
great West, exactly to suit their avarice or pleasure. The consequence 
is that after the farmers have taken the risks of drought, of grass 
hoppers, and the many other chances incident to raising good crops, 
if they succeed, as has been generally the fact this year, they have 
then to depend entirely upon the will of less than a half dozen men, 
who control the means of transporting their crops to market, as to 
the price they are to receive, or whether they can be transported at 
all without loss to the producer. The uncertainty attendant upon 
transportation is oneof the causesof the great depression inthe Wes 
But, Mr. President, Ido not intend at this time to enter upon a 
general discussion ef the railroad situation. I simply desire to invity 
the attention of the Senate and the country to the manner in which 
the laws of Congress are set aside and ignored by the Union Paciii 


a 


of 


| Railroad Company; and, further, to ascertain what remedy, if any, 


exists for the abuses growing out of these violations of laws. 

The investigations touching the manner of constructing this road 
disclosed a degree of fraud and villainy that not only shocked the 
conecience of the country, but threatened to loosen the foundations 
of public and private morality. The chapter of fraud furnished by 
these congressional inquiries has been supplemented by another chap- 
ter of infractions of law, so glaring and inexcusable in character, that 
conservative and honest men are troubled with the apprehension that 
this great Government, so potent in subduing rebellion, will itself 
fall a victim to a corporation of its own creation. os 

The scheme of a great transcontinental railroad, with its initial 
point at the one hundredth meridian, extending to the Pacific Ocean, 
and fed by branches diverging from its eastward terminus to widely 
separated points on the Missouri River, was worthy of the statesmen 
who conceived it. To the people generally it opened up alluring 
prospects, because it was pregnant with the promise of new markets, 
rapid travel, and cheap transportation. The fact that the branches 
were to reach part of the rich harvests gathered in by the main line 
conciliated rival interests; and the West, quickened by an enterprise 
so vast and inspired by the promise of benefits so rich and varied in 
character, hailed its inauguration and celebrated its completion with 
bonfires and illuminations. Part of this scheme, and one of the chict 
elements in it, was the obligation to pro-rate mile per mile upou 
allthe roads. Without this obligation conflicting interests could not 
Lave been satisfied, and the acts of 1862 and 1864 could not have been 
passed. 

When the bill of 1862 was being discussed, there were but two roads 
completed to the Missouri River on the eastern boundary of Kansas—the 
Hannibal and Saint Joseph, and the Missouri Pacific; the latter ter- 
minating at Kansas City. There were no roads completed through 
the State of Iowa, or within two hundred miles of the Missouri liv. v5 
consequently the eastern boundary of Kansas was the point which 
drew universal attention for the commencement of the Union Pacific 
Railroad, and the more northern points in Iowa were -_ ae 
1arter a rail- 
road company within the limits of a State led to the fixing of the 
initial point on the one hundredth meridian, in Nebraska, which was 
then a Territory. Had this doubt not existed, it is quite certain the 
main line would have been what is now known as the Kansas Pacilic, 








1877. 


the line from Omaha to the one hundredth meridian would have 
been the Jowa branch. y S : t Saint 
with Chicago and all points east, and w ith the Missouri Pacific road, 
Ke completed to Kansas City, would lave had a controlling in- 
duence in establishing the initial point elsewhere, had the question 
pe er been clear and free from doubt. rt 

| mention these facts to show why the initial point was fixed in 
Nebraska. The main line and all its branches were to be one cou- 
net ed, continuous line of railway. Section 12, act of 1°62, reads: 

rhe track upon the entire line of railroad and branches shall be of uniform 


and 


ready 


of pow 


width 
Why? The law answers: 
&» that, when completed, cars can be run from the Missouri River to the Pacific 
5o tam The whole line of said railroad and branches and telegraph shall be 
land used for all purposes of communication, travel, and transportation, 
ras the public and Government are concerned, as one counected, continuous 


5 It was upon this compact, made for the benefit of the people, that 
Congress loaned these companies upward of $64,000,000, and made such 
munificent grants of land to aid in the construction of the Union 
Pacitic road aud its branches. The amount of bonds issued was, for 
the— 

Union Paeifie : 

Central Pacifie of California 

Kansas Pacific 

Central Branch of Unio1 

Western Pacifie 

Sioux City and Pacific .... ececs coe coos cocces coccce ce 


$27, 236,512 
25, 85, 120 
6, 303, 000 
1, 600, 000 
1, 970, 560 
1, 6228, 320 
64, 623, 512 
These bonds run thirty years from date of issue, at 6 per cent. in- 
terest, payable semi-annually. The interest is paid by the United 
States until the maturity of the bonds, when the principal and inter- 
est become due and payable by the several companies; so that the 
whole liability of the Government up to the maturity of the bonds 
amounts (without the interest upon interest paid every half year) to 
Sinti.c Some provisions have been made in the acts of 1862 
and 104 for a partial payment each year by the several companies, 
but have not been complied with, so far as I can ascertain, in a 
single instance, P 

The two acts, those of 1862 and 1864, must be taken together in 
a discussion of this subject. Many very important advantages were 
secured by the companies in the act of 1564, in addition to those 
grauted in the act of 1862, while scarcely any additional obligations 
were imposed ; but the two acts must be construed as one act. (K.P. 
rs. Prescott, 16 Wallace, 603.) By the act of 1864 the security for the 
bonds issued was subordinated to an equal amount to be issued by 
the companies, and to be secured by first mortgage upon all the prop- 
erty of each company, thus making the security to the Government 
asecond lien. This gave each company double the amount of the 
Government bonds granted per mile, and equal to cash at par, or 
nearly so. By this change the Union Pacific could realize in cash on 
their entire line about $52,000 per mile, or more than the probable 
cost of the road and equipments. (See House Report No. 78, Forty- 
second Congress, third session, page 17.) 

By the act of 1864 the land grant was doubled—all the roads receiv- 
ing over thirty-one million acres, or more than the area of seven 
entire States of this Union, and more than the whole area of New 
York or Pennsylvania or Ohio. Of this amount the Union Pacific 
Company received over twelve million acres, from which up to De- 
cember 31, 1575, that company had sold 1,200,000 acres at an average 
price of $4.47 per acre, or $5,364,000. At this rate the land grant 
alone would pay the whole entire cost of the road. These lands are 
an absolute gift to the several companies. By the act of 1864 the 
exception of mineral lands was so modified as to allow the companies 
to take coal and ironlands. This was of immense value to the Union 
Pacilic Company, especially on the western half of their road. The 
act of 1562 provided— 

That all compensation for services rendered for the Government shall be applied 
to the payment of said bonds and interest, until the whole amount is fully paid. 

By the act of 1864 this amouut was reduced one-half, so that only 
one-half the amount due the companies from the Government for 
services rendered is to be applied to the payment of the bonds and 
interest. Many other advantages were given to these companies by 
the act of 1864. : 

Let me inquire what were the corresponding obligations imposed 
for the benefit of the Government and the people. Section 1s of the 
act of 1862 reads— 


Congress may at any time, having due regard for the rights of said companies 
named herein, add to, alter, amend or repeal this act. 

“Having due regard for the rights of said companies, may add to,” &c. 
It was for these valuable considerations, given by the Government, that 
these companies agreed that this qualitication to add to, alter, and 
amend shonld be enlarged into an absolute power to alter, amend, o1 
repeal, asin the act of 1564. Why not? The companies were getting 
from the Goverument more than enough to build and equip their 
— and they could well afford to give this absolute power to Con- 

258, 
While the theory of the act of 1862 was clearly that the main line 
aud branches should pro-rate, mile per mile, as one connected, contin- 
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uous line, as provided in section 12 of the act of 1862, it will be seen 
that full force and effect are given that section by referring to sectior 
The companies are required to do what? Not 
only to operate their respective roads as “ one 


connected, continuous 
line,” but, as the law says, so that— 


In such operation and use, to afford and secure to each equal advantages and 
facilities as to rates, time, and transportation, without any discrimination of any 
kind in favor of the road or business of any or either of said companies, or adverse 
to the road or business of any or cither of the others. 


The only construction that can be given to these words is, that all 
the branches should pro-rate per mile with the main line, for in no 
other way can they have equal advantages and facilities as to rates, 
time, and transportation. Does anybody suppose this act of incor- 
poration would ever have been granted upon any other conditions? 
To hold otherwise would be to contradict the original theory and 
object of the act. 

Of what use is a connection of these branch lines with the main 
line without this provision? Why did the Government grant them 
aid in bonds and lands if they were not entitled to pro-rate with the 
main line? For it would be an utter impossibility for them ever to 
repay the Government for the bonds issned them, unless they were 
to share in the business of a through line; and to-day, because of the 
unlawful discriminations and refusal of the Union Pacific Company 
to pro-rate with the Kansas Pacific, that road has passed into the 
hands of receivers upon motion of the first-mortgage bondholders 
for default in interest. On this account all the bonds advanced the 
Kansas Pacitic by the Government must be totally lost unless a rem- 

is provided. The original amount loaned that company was 
$6,303,000. Adding the interest the amount at present is about 
$9,000,000. At the maturity of the bonds the liability of the Gov 
ernment, and which will have to be paid when due, will be $17,648, 
400, less the amount for services rendered up to the time the road will 
be sold by the receivers. At least $15,000,000 will have been taken 
from the Treasury by the refusal of the Union Pacific Company to 
operate their road according to law. It has become a doubtful ques- 
tion among the people whether this Government possesses the power 
requisite to compel this Union Pacifie Company to comply with any 
of the obligations of their contract, or with any law of Congress, or 
decision of a court. So far this company has successfully detied the 
power of the three co-ordinate branches of this Government. The 
Supreme Court decided in the Omaha bridge case that the bridge was 
a part of the connected, continnous line of road, yet we find that 
company issuing coupon tickets separately at the rate of fifty cents 
per passenger and $10 per car for crossing the bridge; we tind them 
openly and wantonly refusing to operate their road as required by 
their act of incorporation; we find them resisting the payment to 
the Government of the 5 per cent. of net proceeds of the road. 

While the branch roads are thus made bankrupt, the Uniou Pacific, 
by illegally monopolizing all the through traflie at bonanza rates, 
are enabled to pay not only interest on over $52,000,000 of bonds, 
over and above the bonds ot the United States, but a dividend of 8 
per cent. per annum on over $36,000,060 of stock, besides investing 
large amounts annually in coustructing other roads. It should be 
borne in mind that a large part of these bonds issued by the Union 
Pacific Company were distribated as dividends to the company in 
constructing the road, and the stock never was paid for in cash as 
required by law, but was paid forat about thirty cents on the dollar in 
“road making” at enormous profits. (See H. R. Reports No. 440, Forty- 
fourth Congress. ) 

The gross earnings of the Union Pacifie Railroad for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1274, were $10,246,760; for 1875, $11,522,021; for 1576 
$12,113,990; for 1877, $13,719,343. The net earnings for 1874 were 
$5,089,789; for 1475, $5,373,655 ; for 1876, $6,666,171; for 1877, $4,317,091; 
being an increase over the year 1¢74 of net earnings of $3,227,303. 
This statement shows that the whole expense of operating the road 
is a little less than 40 per cent.—a less ratio for operating expenses 
than for any eastern road. 

That it was the design of Congress to provide that the main line 
and branches were to pro-rate with each other and. all have equal 
advantages in communication over their several lines, and that the 
immense subsidy given the Union Pacific Company was not for the 
benetit of the company at the expense of the public, but for the ben- 
efit of the Government and public, 1 refer to the following extracts 
from the law incorporating said companies. Section 1s of the act of 
1-62 says: 


’ 


And the better to accomplish the object of this act, namely, to promote the public 
interest and welfare by the construction of said railroad and telegraph line, &e. 


The people’s money was appropriated to construct these roads for 
the public good and for the benefit of the people. The branch lines 
were to enjoy equal advantages with the main line; all the roads 
were to be operated as one line of railway. Section7,act of 1562, reads: 

Provided, That in fixing the point of connection of the main trunk with the 
eastern connections, it shall be fixed at the most practicable point for the con- 
struction of the Jowa and Missouri branches. 

Why fixed at the most practicable point, except for the interest of 
the public and to enable them to be operated as one road? Section 
14, act of 1°62, reads: 

And beit further enacted, That the said Union Pacific Railroad Company is hereby 
authorized azd required to construct a single line of railroad and telegraph from a 
point on the western boundary of the State of Iowa, to be fixed by.the President 
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of the United States, upon the most direct and practicable route, to be subject to 
his approval, se as to form a connection with the linesof said company at some point 
on the one hundredth meridian of longitade aforesaid from the point of commence 
ment on the western boundary of the State of Iowa, upon the same terms and con 
ditions in all respects as are contained in this act for the construction of the said 
railroad and telegraph first mentioned. 

I quote these extracts of the law to show that the theory and design 
of the acts of incorporation, viz: that the main line and branches 
should be operated together as one line, have never been lost sight of in 
any of the acts. Thisidea is expressed or implied in almost every sec- 
tion. Linesof railway from other States and Territories were author- 
ized to be constructed upon the same conditions of equal facilities of 
transportation, travel, &c. Section 17, act of 1864, provides that— 

Whenever a line of railroad shall be completed through the States of Iowa or 
Minnesota to Sioux City, such company, now organized or that may hereafter be 
organized under the laws of Iowa, Minnesota, Dakota, or Nebraska, as the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by its request, may designate or approve for that pur- 
pose, shall construct and operate a line of railway and telegraph from Sioux City, 
upon the most direct and practicable route, to such a point on and so as to connect 
with the lowa branch of the Union Pacific Railroad from Omaha, or the Umon 
Pacitic Railroad, as such company may select, and on the same terms and conditions 
as are provided in this act and the act to which this is an amendment, for the con- 
struction of the said Union Pacific Railroad and telegraph line and branches. 

The object was to promote the publie good by giving all parts of the 
country east of the one hundredth meridian of longitude equal facili- 
ties of travel over all these branches connecting with the main line 
at points west of Omaha. 

Mr. President, this is not a controversy bet ween railroad companies. 
The issue rises far above the conflicting interests of the roads. It 
involves the good faith of the corporations to the Government and 
to the whole people of the nation. It is a question of whether the 
laws of the United States are to be sustained or violated, and whether 
obligations incurred in accepting subsidies are to be fulfilled. 

The Union Pacitic is that part of the main line reaching from 
Omaha, in Nebraska, to Ogden, in Utah a distance of 1,032 miles. 
The Kansas Pacific, with the Denver Pacific, is one branch starting 
on the Missouri River at Kansas City, in Missouri, and connecting 
via Denver with the Union Pacific at Cheyenne, in the Territory of 
Wyoming. There can be no controversy as to the rights of the Kan- 
sas Pacific as a branch line. By the act of July 3, 1866, the Kansas 
Pacific was authorized to connect with the Union Pacific at a point 
not more than 50 miles westwardly from the meridian of Denver. 
Section 2 of the act of March 3, 1869, provides— 

That all the provisions of law for the operation of the Union Pacific Railroad, its 
branches, and connections as a continuous line without discrimination, shall apply 
the same as if the road from Denver to Cheyenne had been constructed by the said 
Kansas Pacitic Railroad Company. 

The distance from Kansas City to Cheyenne by this branch is 742 
miles. The Kansas Pacific Company received United States bonds 
amounting to $6,303,000, or less than $9,000 per mile, while the Union 
Pacitic received about $27,000 per mile for the whole distance of 1,032 
miles from Omaha to Ogden. 

It is claimed by the Union Pacific Company that it is unfair to be 
compelled to pro-rate mile per mile on the western half of its road, 
because the grades are higher and the operation of the road more 
costly. If this were true, it would present no reason for non-compli- 
ance with the law, to which all companies agreed. It is true that 
the Union Pacitic Company received double subsidy, to wit, $32,000 
per mile for a large portion of the western half of its road, and 
treble subsidy, or $45,000 per mile, for the most difficult part ; so that, 
as I said before, the average for the 1,032 miles is about $27,000 per mile. 

I hold in my hand a detailed statement of the grades on the Kan- 
sas Pacific Road from Brookville west to Denver, a distance of 436 
miles, taken from the engineer’s office of the Kansas Pacific Railway ; 
also a detailed statement of the grades from the five hundred and 
tenth mile-post west of Omaha to Ogden, taken from the reports on 
tile in the Interior Department, of the examining commissioners 
appointed by the President to examine the Union Pacific Railroad, 
which I will ask the reporter to incorporate in my remarks without 
reading. 

Grad-s on Kansas Pacific Raihony from two hundredth mile-post west. 
[From engineer's office of Kansas Pacific Railway.) 
Smoky Hill division : 
Miles. Miles. 








Taek MREE...000 0c pcovcesaeseess venneensensénecnessesensnsceecooveses 19. 72 
© 6d 00 Cesk POF BINS. 200 0ccscccsesvcvctoccsencee vere se cenusseueeeses 37. 60 
10 to 20 feet per mile. . 45. 50 
20 to 30 feet per mile 35. 20 

30 to 40 feet per mile 31.7 
40 to 50 feet per mile 19. 92 
50 to 60 feet per mile 21. 81 
60 to 70 feet per mile 4.64 
70 to 80 feet per mile 3. 46 
80 to 90 feet per mile 0. 39 

220. 00 
Denver division : 

Miles. 
BEE ncaricnsccntscescnceusespconscccetundenssesneenscteeeses ee. 31.13 
0 ie te, SI inns. ssenensnancensecesshnwed chubtessesetunnstbes 11.17 
ee EO «vnc vencse ncceveanetonssanuemnwnsene atunnecunes 30. 49 
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30 to 40 feet per mile............ 000s concesevcnstcvesss sesees cocesess 25. 47 
00 Be BD Feed BEE GR. wowcceuns vecnns cosncnsesestecnc cesecssvesoussies 24.87 


50 to 60 feet per mile 
60 to 70 feet per mile 
"0 to 80 feet per mile 
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Grades on Union Pacific Railroad, as given by examinin 
by the President of the United States—taken from repo 
the Interior at Washington—from five hundred and te 
of Cheyenne) west. 
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10 to 20 feet per mile 
20 to 30 feet per mile 
30 to 40 feet per mile 
40 to 50 feet per mile 
50 to 60 feet per mile 
60 to 70 feet per mile 








70 to 80 feet per mile......... Ocneene consenceseccosesccecscaccecccccss, 
30. 
Seventeenth section, five hundred and fortieth to five hundred and sixtict) 
mile-post : — 
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Eighteenth section, five hundred and sixtieth to five hundred and eightie:) 
muile-post : ghtieth 
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0 to 10 feet per mile 
10 to 20 feet per mile 
20 to 30 feet per mile 
30 to 40 feet per mile 
40 to 50 feet per mile 
50 to 60 feet per mile 
60 to 70 feet per mile 
80 to 90 feet per mile 








Nineteenth section, five hundred and eightieth to six hundredth mile-post 
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EE ic ccnits cbshiubewsedencensdcesctnpessansbevenctebcadecseavesnecess i.e 
i I ED ccckc tebenes KeukDheeSends apabonaessweesenenescccesee 4. 
eS DD checn cknnineiedieh bboves SEGSERETSGOUseEREOS sess 4.04 
BD OD Be Bete BOE I cence coccweccsscacscccceccnsecctwcces conscecceessccces 0.83 
ee DP EE FO onan coswsecoesencusecessicnces weave 274 
Oe Be BE I. cence scrcccnccntescessucscnessssetes seccsescccns cesses 0.93 
Twentieth section, six hundredth to six hundred and twentieth mile-post 
Miles 
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Twenty-first section, six hundred and twentieth to six hundred and fortieth mile 
post: 


RED GORE 6 ic vncccmnensdcdenncecees scan sdsnnsessunsenscesccesscosusssess 32 





0 to 20 feet per mile 9.2 
20 to 40 feet per mile 6.13 
40 to 60 feet per mile 0.22 
60 to 80 feet per mile 1.20 

20. 00 


Twenty-second section, six hundred and fortieth to six hundred and sixtieth 
mnile-post: 





Miles 
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20 to 40 feet per mile..... cvccccecccocce ccccee soccer cecoccossessess - LO 
40 to 60 feet per mile...... eecoecececcconesconnce cepecesensenensceccceqsess 7. 48 
20.00 


Twenty-fourth section, six hundred and eighticth to seven hundredth mil: - 





BOG GHEE, 2c nccnccnccccsscsccscceccccessoenecase nencoseveece. cnceseecsse= . > 

0 to 10 feet per mile.......-.-..----------6- = s 
10 to 20 fect per mile...... + . 
20 to 30 feet per MIC. ..... 22.2.2 cence een n een e ce eeee ees eereerene seers eeeees ‘2 
30 to 40 feet per mile.......... sit 
40 to 50 feet per mile........... . 


— 


20. 00 
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Se naa cane nce nnn nnn ccna nS 


Twenty-fifth section, seven hundredth to seven hundred and twentieth mile-post : 
——eo~ Miles 
feet per 

) feet per 
feet per 
pel 
t ¥) feet pe r 

ny te 60 feet per 
60 to 70 feet per 


mile 
mile. ....-.e-eeeeee eccccccccccccccece Seeneusicndsa seonsaeans 


Twenty-sixth section, seven hundred and twentieth te seven hundred and for- 
tieth mul post 3 


Miles 


5. 90 
3. 33 


Level track ...--+--+eee+ eastecweerecccses Somececoonc cessor scosccoucoeecescés 
} to 20 feet per mile .. ‘ 
2) to 40 feet per mile 
50 feet per mile 
to 60 feet per mile 
) 10 feet per MIC... 0.0 ceneee cece re cence ween ee eee eee eeeeee a 


5.13 


ov t 
20. 00 


seventh section, seven hundred and fortieth to seven hundred and six 
yx pat: 


Twenty 
tieth mil Miles 
Level track... -0seeeeeceeeeerecereceeeees= 3.5 
(0 to 10 feet per mile 
10 to 20 feet per mnie 
to 30 feet per mile 

to 40 feet per mile 
) teet per mile 
50 to 60 feet per mile.. 

9 to 100 feet per milé........-+-.0.-0- 696s 0006 0nsK ones peenbewe hati neerenene 


7 
40 te 


20. 00 


Twenty-eigbth section, seven hundred and sixtieth to seven hundred and 
eightieth mile post: 


le 

0 tw 10 feet per mile 

10 to 20 feet per mile 

2 to 30 feet per mile 

30 to 40 fect per mile.... 
40 to 50 feet per mile... 
50 to 60 feet per mile 


20. 00 
Twenty-ninth section, seven hundred and eightieth to eight hundredth mile- 


post 


' 


Level 

0 to 10 feet per mile 

10 to 20 feet per mile ° 

20 to 30 feet per mile........... Soeccerecesecen se conses consenccoscecce: secece 
to 4) feet per mile .ccecsccccccee @ceccccece 


Thirtieth section, eight hundredth to eight hundred and twentieth mile-post : 


0 to 10 feet per mile 
10 to 20 feet per mile 
20 to 30 feet per mile 
30 to 40 feet per mile 
40 to 60 feet per mile 


Thirty-first section, eight hundred and twentieth to eight hundred and sixtieth 
nille-post ; 


Miles. 
hudson eccce 
0 to 10 feet per mile 
10 to 0 feet per mile 
20 to 40 feet per milo 
40 to 60 feet per mile 
60 to 70 feet per mile..... ° 


40. 00 


Thirty-second section, eight hundred and sixtieth to eight hundred and eightieth | 


mile-post : 
Miles. 
6. 66 
0 to 10 feet per mile.. 
10 to 20 feet per mile... 
20 to 20 feet per mile 
30 to 40 feet per mile 
40 to 60 feet per mile 


20.00 
Thirty-third section, eight hundred and eightieth to nine hundredth mile-post : 
eden eS a Ee ee eee ee 
0 to 20 feet per mile... vat eeseeeeecereceteneeeicess 
) to 30 feet per mile’. 
30 to 40 feet per mile... 
40 to 60 feet per mile 


20, 00 

Thirty-fourth section, nine hundredth to nine hundred and twentieth mile-post : 
Level track 734 
6 to 10 feet per mile : 
10 to 20 feet per mile 
20 to 30 feet per mile 
30 to 40 feet per mile... 
40 to 60 feet per mile........ 


* Since modified. 


| 


2. 46 | 





Thirty-fifth section, nine hundred and twentieth to nine hundred and 


‘s ieth 
milie-post : 


fort 


2} Level track 


0 to 10 feet per mile 
10 to 20 feet per mile 


7 | 20 to 30 feet per msle 


30 to 40 feet per mile 
40 to 50 feet per mile 
50 to 60 feet per mile 

20. 00 
Thirty-sixth section, nine hundred and fortieth to nine hundred and sixtieth 
mile-post ; 
Level track 
10 to 20 feet per 
2U to 30 feet per 
30 to 40 feet per 
50 to 60 feet per 


milo 
mile 
mile 
mile 


20. 00 


Thirty-seventh section, nine hundred and sixtieth to nine 


: hundred and eightieth 
mile-post: 


Miles 
Level track. ...... 


0 to 10 feet per mi 63 
10 to 20 feet per mile = 20 
0 to 30 feet per mile eae 27 
0 to 40 feet per mile 

50 to 60 feet per mile . 3. 68 
30 to 90 feet per mile 5. 73 


‘ 


00 

Thirty-eighth section, nine hundred and eightieth to one thousandth mile-post : 

Miles. 

Level track 

20 to 30 feet per mile 
30 to 40 feet per mile 
40 to 50 feet per mile 
50 to 60 feet per mile 
60 to 70 feet per mile 


Thirty-ninth section, one thousandth to one thousand and twentieth mile-post 
Level track 
0 to 10 feet per mile 
10 to 20 feet per mile 
20 to 30 feet per mile 
30 to 40 feet per mile aon 
OP Be I GE Bris wa tevsinccwisseegcevccoes 


The length of grades not given in 
| report of examining commission. 


Fortieth section, one thousand and twentieth to one thousand and fortieth mile- 

post: 

Descending west : 
Level track is 
0 to 10 feet per mile 
10 to 20 feet per mile 
20 to 30 feet per mile 
430 to 40 feet per mile 
60 to 70 feet per mile 
80 to 90 feet per mile 
Ascending west: 
40 feet per mile 


ww t« 


20. 000 


These statements show that the Union Pacific in a distance of 
510.18 miles has 90.64 miles of level track, or 17.8 percent. The Kan- 
sas Pacific, in a distance of 436.30 miles, bas 50.85 miles of level track, 
or 11.7 per cent. The aggregate length of the western parts of both 
roads being 946.48 miles, if the level track were equa!ly proportioned, 
the length of level track on the Union Pacific would be only 76.26 
miles, instead of 90.64 miles; and on the Kansas Pacitic 65.23 miles, 
instead of only 50.85 miles. 

Of level track and grades up to 20 feet per mile, the Union Pacific 
has 245.43 miles, or 45.1 per cent., and the Kansas Pacific only 175.61 
miles, or 40.2 per cent. If these grades were equally proportioned, 
the Union Pacilic would have only 226.95 miles, instead of 245.43, 
and the share of the Kansas Pacific would be increased to 194.09 
miles. 

Grades 30 to 60 feet.—Of these the Union Pacific has 208.14 miles, 
or 40.8 per cent., and the Kansas Pacifie has 249.79 miles, or 57.2 per 
cent. If these grades were equally proportioned, the share of the 
Union Pacitic would be increased to 246.84 miles and the Kansas 
Pacitic would have only 211.09 miles, instead of 249.79 miles. 

Grades 70 to 9 feet.—Of these the Union Pacific has 56.61 miles, or 
10.9 per cent., and the Kansas Pacific 10.90 miles, or 2.5 per cent. 
Equally proportioned, the Union Pacific would have 36.39 miles and 
the Kansas Pacifie 31.12 miles. 

These facts show that the Union Pacific has much the larger pro- 
portion of level track and grades up to 20 feet per mile, and that in 
grades 30 to 60 feet it is also greatly superior, its proportion of these 
last grades being nearly one-third less than that of the Kansas Pa- 
cific. The slight excess of grades of 70 to 90 feet on the Union Pacific 
is thus more than balanced by its superiority in level track and all 
grades up to 60 feet. In cost of operation, therefore, if grades alone 
are considered, the Union Pacific has greatly the advantage over the 
Kansas Pacitic. 

If fuel be taken into consideration, the advantages are found to be 
still greater on the side of the Union Pacific. Coal is abundant, 
cheap, and convenient along the western part of its line, while it 
must be brought lovg distances, at great cost, to the line of the Kan- 











368 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





NOVEMErR 13 


sas Pacific, and is subject to much deterioration. From the last an- than the eastern half, I present these figures which show to en 
nual report of the Government directors we find that coal is placed | trary. But should this claim be true, I answer that this coms... 2” 


on cars on the western half of the road for $1.294 per ton, which is 
equivalent to wood at less than $1 per cord. 

In material for road-bed, the Union Pacific has also greatly the 
advantage, and its track is kept up at less comparative cost than 
that of almost any other railroad in the United States. 

These unimpeachable facts demonstrate that the pretense of the 
Union Pacific Railroad that the operating expenses on its western 
portion are so great as to require and justify its enormous tariff be- 
tween Cheyenne and Ogden is entirely false. Such pretense is not 
sustained either by its grades, the cost of its fuel, or the character of 
the road-bed. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the following report also, for 
the purpose of showing the grades and alignment of the Union Pacific 
Railroad, from an authority which I dare say no Senator will doubt: 
Extracts from the report, dated November 23, 1868, of General G. K. Warren, of United 

Nt Engineer Corps, and Jacob Blickensderfer, jr., of Ohio,and James Barnes, 

of Massachusetts, civil engineers, who were eppointed as @ special commission by the 

President to examine the Union Pacisic Railroad. 

The line by Evans's Pass was adopted, and it may be noted that here the plains 
reach their greatest elevation and the Black Hills their lowest depression Both 
north and south the mountains are higher and the plains at their base lower than 
on this line 

The summit on the Black Hills is the highest point on the line, and is passed at 
an elevation of 8,235 feet, with grades of 70 feet, ascendivg from Crow Creek, aud 
90 feet, descending to Laramie Plains. 

. . . o * * 

The summit between Laramie Plains and Rock Creek is 7,169 feet, and is passed 

with a maximum grado of 32 feet per mile. 





* * . 

The railroad keeps near Rock Creek till its janction with the Medicine Bow River, 
crossing a spur in ono place, thereby gaining and losing 125 feet, but with grades 
not exceeding 25 feet per mile. 

* . ‘ * * * * 


The road from the Medicine Bow River ascends nearly continuously overa sandy 


country, with no well-detined valley, reaching Brown's Summit in the Rattlesnake | 
Hills at an elevation of 7,125 feet ‘This summit is passed with a maximum grado | 


of 66 feet per mile. The road descends in the valley of Mary's Creek, which is 
followed to its junction with the North Platte. 

Crossing the Platte atan clevation of 6,477 feet, and pursning a course generally 
very direct, the road begins to ascend and continues to do so with someslight descents 
till we reach another considerable summit at an elevation of 6,907 feet, which is 
passed with a maximum grade of 45 feet per mile. 

The road now enters a basin, which has no outer drainage, descends to an eleva- 
tion of 6,055 feet, and, continuing very direct, passes out of this basin at Dodge's 
Sommit, (elevation, 7,100 feet;) maximum grades on this summit 60 feet per mile. 
Phe road next crosses Red Desert Basin, descending to elevation at 6,659 feet, and 
reaches the next summit at elevation 6,791, which is passed with maximum grades of 
53 feet per mile. 

rh not now descends to the valley of Bitter Creek with moderate grades. There 
are some undulations and at one place for a short distance the grade is 90 feet per 
mile, but it is designed to reduce this to 53 feet per mile. 

The read crosses Green River just above the mouth of Bitter Creek at an eleva- 
tion of 6,078 fect. Green River is followed up a few miles, and the road then goes 
westward a few miles across a ridge 6,400 fect elevation, and descends to the margin 
of Black's Fork at elevation 6154 feet. This last summit is passed with a maximum 
grade of 61 feet to the mile 

The road now descends Black's Fork with undulating grades, whose maximum is 
53 feet per mile, to the junction of the Muddy Fork, and at the time of our exam- 
ination, October 30, [L86",) this was the end of the track. * * * 

The location is continued up the Maddy Fork to the rim of the Great Salt Lake 
basin, reaching it at an clevation of 7,460 feet. The maximum grades are to be 61 
fect per mile. The line descends along Salphur Creek to Bear River, follows down 
this to an elevation of 6,677 feet. and then turning up Yellow Creek, reaches Reed's 
Summit with easy grades at an elevation of 6,406 feet. 

The descent into Echo Cafon is made with maximum grades of 90 feet per mile. 
The line follows down Echo Cefien to the Weber River, and continues down this to 
the Valley of the Great Salt Lake, coming out of the Wasatch Mountains at the 
lower end of the Weber Caion, at an elevation of 4,570 feet, and with # maximum 
grade of 90 feet per mile, 

. . . . * * * 

This [Promontory] range is passed with grades ascending westward of 80 feet 
per mile, starting at an elevation of 4.300 feet and reaching a summit of 4,961 feet, 
from which descending grades of 53 feet per mile again bring the lecation down to 
the elevation of 4,315 feet at the head of the [Salt] Lake. 

In the valleys of the streams from Omaha throughout the line to the head of the 
Great Salt Lake the grades are low, and in the preceding summary they have not 
been specially noted. 

Care was geverally taken in the location to hold all the elevation gained at any 
place in approaching a summit, and so to adjust the grades as to enable the road 
to be properly divided inte working divisions, Very little ascent and descent in 
the whels live has been used up, except in passing summits that it was impossible 
toaveid. The elevation at Omaha is 964 fect ; at the head of tho Great Salt Lake 
4,515 feet. The sum of the ascents going west is 12,995 feet, and the consequent 
sum of the descents is 9,625 feet. 

The construction of the road in regard to the amount and character of the 
excavations and embankments has been remarkably easy. Between Omaha and 
Granite Cafion, a distance of 535 miles, there was not a yard of rock-excavation, 
and the natural surface itself, over a great portion of it, would have permitted 
nearly practicable grades. From Granite Caion westward to the [present] end of 
the track (89 miles) the work is less than en eastern roads of the same length, 
and the most diflicult parts are light compared with roads in the Alleghany Moun- 
tains. There is but one tunnel on the whole distance, which is at Mary's Creek, 
250 feetinleagth. * * * Minimum curve 955feetradius. * * * The general 
route for the line is exceedingly well located, crossing the Rocky Mountain ranges 
at some of the most favorable passes on the continent, and possessing capabilities 
for casy grades and favorable aligument unsurpassed by any other railroad line 
on similarly elevated grounds. 


Mr. President, as a matter of fact there is no other road in the 
United States that is operated for less than 40 per cent. of its 
gross earnings. The gross earnings on all the roads in the United 
States for the year 1875 (71,759 miles) were $03,065,505, net 
$155,506,433. This shows the average cost of operation to be over 
60 per cent. (Poor's Manual, 1876-77. 

If they say it costs more to operate the western half of their road 


npany 1 


ceived from the Government $32,000 and $48,000 per mile for ; 
partof their road. Should all of theirstatements about gr a ft 
&c., be true, and it did cost double as much to operate the “ , 
part of the road, their agreement made with the Governm se 
accepting the charter with a stipulation and condition requir oa a 
all to operate their roads, main line and branches, as one eo) = “4 
continuous road, without any discrimination for or against ex: bh 7 
forever bars them from sucha plea. A continual failure, yeu was a 
refusal to operate their roads according to the specifications in ti. 
of incorporation works a forfeiture of their corporate rights and f a 
chises, This is a well-settled rule of law, and I hold it to he the nl 
of the Government to take notice of such failure and refusal) : ‘ 
apply the remedy. Millions of the people of this country are wr, ae 
and injured by the wanton defiance of law practiced daily and f : 
years by the Union Pacific Railroad Company. eer 
Some of the great States of the West have protested against jt. », | 
have memorialized Congress to compel all these companies to pro-r . 
according to law. In January, 1874, by unanimous vote, the Lori). 
ture of Missouri adopted a preamble and resolutions upon this sy), 
| ject. They still remain upon the files of the Senate unsatistied J 
unheeded. I read the conclusion of the preamble aud resolution, — 


Whereas the people of the State of Missonri are largely interosted jy en 
merce and intercourse with the vast and rapidly developing regions traverse) i. 
the Union Pacific Railroad and branches and, together with the people of 
States, are entitled to all the benefits of the uniform rates and cl 


| 1 u ; his | ! hoice of rout 
| which were intended and provided for in the acts of Congress org or 


adja 
vant c c ao auizing and sub 

sidizing said railroads: Therefore, “a , 

Resoived by the senate, (the house of representatives concurring therei) 


7 
. : - ‘ ) That our 
Senators be instructed and our Representatives in Congress be requested to ; 
upon the consideration of their respective Houses such legislation as will secs 
to the people of the United States those equal advantages and facilities as ¢ 


time, and transportation on the Union Pacitic Railroad, and tho several branches 
| thereof, which are reserved and guaranteed to them as a chief part of the cons 
| eration to be given by the companies for the grant of lands and bouds so gener. 
ously given to them by Congress. » 
The Legislature of Illinois, on the 31st of March, in the same year, 
adopted a similar preamble and resolution. 
In the Legislature of Kansas, February 4, same year, the followin 
resolutions were passed : 


1. That the Union Pacific Railroad Company, by its continned and persist 
ent violation of law in its refusal to recognize the Kansas Pacitic, torn t 
Union Pacitic Railway, castern division, as one of the branches contemplated 
the original act of July, 1°62, and the subsequent amendments thereto, and by j 
further refusal to grant unto the said Kansas Pacitic or Union Pacitic Rails 
eastern division, all the privileges, immunities, and benefits as provided for 
not only injured the business of that road, but seriously setanded and injured tt 
commercial and agricultural interests of the State of Kansas, by compelling said 
road to advance their rates of transportation of freight and passengers wit! 
State, on account of its being cut off from its legitimate portion of through 
ness. 

2. That we earnestly request the Congress of the United States to take s 
measures as will at an early day compel the Unien Pacitic Railroad Company 
to afford the same facilities for the transportation of freight and passengers, vot 
in regard to rate, time, and transportation. as is contemplated by law, without 
crimination or injury to the said Kansas Pacitic, formerly the Union Pacitie Rail 
way, eastern division. 

3. That our Senators be instructed and our Members of Congress requested 
to bring this matter before the Congress of the United States at the earliest pra 
ticable moment, and that they urge an immediate investigation into the facts of t 
case, in order that such unjast discrimination shall cease and the conditions of 
the law be fulfilled. 


3 


as 


Mr. President, it requires no stretch of vision to enable any one 
to see how these unjust discriminations are practiced upon the people 
by this company. By refusing to pro-rate and give equal advantages 
to the branch lines as required by the act of incorporation, all that 
part of the country north cr south of a direct railroad connection 
with the eastern terminus of the main line is compelled to make 
connection at Omaha; for the tariff rates for passengers and freight 
are more from any point west of Omaha, at the point of connection 
of any branch, than from Omaha to Ogden. These unjust, illegal, 
and prohibitory discriminations are very severely felt by the people 
of Colorado, Kansas, Missouri, and all States south of the Ohio River. 

As I said before, it is not a controversy between individuals and 
the railroads, or one road with another. If it were, the Union Pacite 
would continue to be, as it has so far been, complete master of the sit- 
uation. Law isa matter of not the slightest importance to them unless 
it is favorable to their interests. Congress enacted the law of Juue 
20, 1874, to protect the public against these unjust and unlawinl 
discriminations. It makes it a misdemeanor for any officer or agen! 
to refuse equal rates, &c., and the punishment is a fine of $1,000 aud 
imprisonment not less than six months. }t authorizes any person of 
company aggrieved to institute proceedings, &c., but what progress 
can an individual or bankrupt company make against a corporation 
whose net profits exceed $38,000,000 per annum? Nothing but the 
strong arm of this Government can apply the remedy and compel 4 
due observance of the law. It is the right and duty of the Govern- 
ment to proceed in this matter. Let the public know whether sy 
corporation can successfully defy the law and Government 0! these 
United States. Let us know whether we have a Government avic 
and willing to protect the people in their rights and privileges. 

The obligations imposed by Congress have been and still are totally 
disregarded by the Union Pacitic Company, and in retaliation and for 
self-defense, the Kansas Company has used the Denver Pacitic 1 
shut out the main line from the State of Colorado. While these com 
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inies are quarreling over this question, the people ot the country 
ie compelled to pay these exorbitant rates. The young and 
y orous State Which I have the honor to in part represent in this 
aaher. 1 practically embargoed by the refusal of these roads to 
—_ 7 with the law. No article of commerce raised or manufact- 
a can be transported west of Cheyenne without paying more for 
st t even for 57 miles, than is charged from Omaha to Ogden, a 
aistane’ of 1,032 miles. I select a few examples of discrimination 
ren late tariff rates by the car-load of ten tons. On bacon the 
; ae from Cheyenne to Ogden exceed those from Omaha to Ogden 
61: - for beans, $35; for mess-beef, $81; coal-oil, $21; grain, $38; 
hides, $213.50; lard, $71.50; lumber, $70; powder, $108; sugar, $31. 
Excess of charges in a single train of fourteen cars for 516 miles 
over 1,032 miles is $1,054.40. Neither Kansas, Colorado, nor Missouri 
cau ship bacon, mess-beef, grain, live stock, &c., via Cheyenne, to 
any of the western States or Territories, and all are entirely shut 
out from the markets of Utah, Montana, Nevada, and other regions. 
Like discriminations are made by the Union Pacific Company in 
freight tratlic by the hundred weight. : 

[hese rates are simply prohibitory of any shipments from the line 
of the Kansas Pacific to points on the Union Pacific west of Chey- 
enue. They are intended to compel all commerce with the region west 
of Cheyenne to traverse the entire line of the Union Pacific Railroad. 





On all freight traffic from Sacramento and San Francisco, intended | constructed the road, and these immense profits were distributed as 


| dividends between the stockholders. Income bonds and land-grant 
| bonds were issued by the company and sold as low as 60 per cent., 


for points on the Kansas Pacific Railway, or via that road to points 
east or south of its eastern terminus, and on all traffic destined to 
the Pacific Coast, the same system of destructive discrimination is 
practiced. On ale and beer, bacon, bitters, canned goods, candles, 
coal-oil, dried fruit, hardware, iron and nails, liquors, (in wood,) 
stoves, and sugar, for example, the charge is greater between Chey- 
epne and San Francisco than between Omaha and San Francisco. 
The Central Pacific Railroad (from Ogden west) charges the same 
rates, whether the goods are from Omaha or Cheyenne. 

Un through passenger fares the rates are from Omaha to Ogden, 


first-class, $54 ; emigrant, $21.60; from Cheyenne, one-half the distance, | 


it is first-class, $46.50, emigrant, $46.50, so that no passenger can go 
west to California or go east from California via Kansas Pacitic 
branch without paying an overcharge of $17.50 on first-class tickets. 

There is a large emigrant travel from the seaboard cities westward, 
on which the emigrant rate from New York to San Francisco is $60, 
of which the Union Pacific receives $21.60 from Omaha to Ogden. 

On the same class of business coming from the Kansas Pacific the 
Union Pacific charges a fare of $46.50 between Cheyenne and Ogden, 
which is $24.90 more for 516 miles than for 1,032 miles. 

The mere statement of the preceding facts is enough, without 
argument, to show that the rates are intended to destroy all com- 
merce Which does not pass over the entire line of the Union Pacific 
Railroad; and that, if we may judge by its tariffs, neither passengers 
ncrshippers have any rights that the Union Pacific Railroad is bound 
to respect. 

The commerce between California and Colorado is already large 
and is constantly increasing, notwithstanding these villainous dis- 
criminations in freight by the Union Pacific Company. During the 
years 1875~76, the crops in Colorado were nearly all destroyed by 
grasshoppers, and our people had to depend on California and other 


States to supply the deficiency. Potatoes were purchased in Texas | 


and shipped to Denver, a distance of over two thousand miles, cheaper 
than they could be had from Ogden, in Utah, about one-quarter the 
distance. On cabbage by the car-load the charges from Sacramento to 
Denver are $515, distributed as follows: Sacramento to Ogden, 743 
miles, $195.50; Ogden to Cheyenne, 516 miles, $229.50; Cheyenne to 
Denver, 106 miles, $90, One firm in Denver purchased in California 
last year 160 car-loads of fruit, the freight rates being more to Den- 
ver than to Chicago. In car-load lots the rates from San Francisco 
- 100 pounds to Chicago are $1.50 ; to Saint Louis, $1.50; to New York, 

1.50; to Cincinnati, $1.60 ; to Denver, $1.94, or forty-four cents per 100 
pounds moreto Denver, b2ing 1,000 miles less distance than the nearest 
of the other points named. The rateon bottled beer from Chicago to 
San Francisco in car-load lots is $2 per 100 pounds, via the Union 
Pacific Railroad, distance about 2,400 miles. On one car-load of ten 
tous this would amount to $400. This is the published tariff rate of 
the Union Pacific Railroad Company, yet we tind them charging for 
one car-load of bottled beer, in May last, $315 freight from Cheyeune 
to Laramie, only 57 miles west of the former place. This car-load 
came from the Kansas Pacific Railway and was delivered to the Union 
Pacific at Cheyenne. I hold in my hand the original freight-receipt 
of the Union Pacific Company, to show the truth of this statement. 
These illegal and outrageous discriminations are made to compel all 
shippers west to traverse the entire line of the Union Pacific Com- 
pany. Although the Union Pacific skirtsour northern boundary nearly 


400 miles, and the Kansas branch traverses the State over 300 miles, | 


one of the State are thus, in open defiance of law, deprived of 
ne 


the continent Colorado is a forbidden land. 
During the month of July last it became necessary for the Govern- 
ment to send the Second Regiment of Infantry from Georgia to San 
They went via the Kansas Pacific road to Cheyenne. 


ee ( wheyenne to Ogden, five hundred and sixteen miles, the Union 
2o1ne Com 
being 


Francisco, 


pany charged $46.50 per capita, or nine cents per mile, 
the same rate for five hundred and sixteea miles as for ten 


VI 24 





enefits of a through line, and to all persons traveling acress | 


hundred and thirty-two miles. This account is unadjusted, and the 
papers are in the Quartermaster-General’s Office now, pending settle- 
ment. This is inopen violation of the acts of incorporation in regard 
to the transportation of troops and munitions ef war. 

Mr. President, I desire to discuss this subject fairly and candidly. 
Iam a friend to railroads. They are the great promoters of civiliza- 
tion. When subsidized by the Government so lavishly with the 


, money of the people I contend they onght to be operated for the 
| benefit of the people; and especially when such stipulations are made 





| net profits at cash value appeared to be “at least $23 


| and agreed upon as a condition of subsidy. Strip this question of all 


sophistry and state the plain, unvarnished facts and what do we find 
in regard to the conduct ef the Union Pacitic Company? First, we 
find not one dollar was ever risked in the payment for stock sub- 
scribed which was required to be paid in money by law. Second, we 
find the whole cost of construction to be in round numbers $50,000,000. 
Third, we find the first mortgage bonds issued by the company and 
the bonds of the United States amounting together in round numbers 
to $54,000,000, a sum fully equal to the whole cost of the construction 
oftheroad. Fourth, we find astock and bonded debt account amount- 
ing to upwards of $113,000,000, or a profit to the company above the 
cost of construction of about $63,000,000, including the stock and 
junior bonds issued at par value. It must be borne in mind that 
through the aid of the Credit Mobelier of America the company itself 


and the stock was taken at 30 per cent. in “ road making,” so that the 
$23,000,000.” 

In House Report No. 78, Forty-second Congress, third session, page 
17, the committee say : 

It appears, then, speaking in round numbers, that the cost of the road was 
$50,000,000, which cost was wholly reimbursed from the proceeds of the Govern- 
ment bonds and first-mortgage bonds; and that from the stock, the income, and 
land-grant bonds, the builders received in cash value at least $23,000,000 as profit, 
being a percentage of about 48 per cent. on the entire cost. 

Also see House Report No. 77, third session of Forty-second Con- 
gress; also Report No. 440, first session, Fort y-fourth Congress. 

This, sir, is the company that agreed to operate their road as one 
connected continuous line with all the branches, so that— 
in such operation and use to afford and secure to each equa! advantages and facili 
ties as to rates, time, and transportation, without any dieudeabentien of any kind 
in favor of the road or business of any or either of said companies, or adverse to 
the road or business of any or either of the others. 

Having successfully violated the law and defied the Government 
thus far, they propose to continue, and thus monopolize the through 
traffic of this entire continent. The president of the Union Pacitic 
Company, in making his report to the stockholders, dated Boston, 
March 8, 1576, says: 

Tts coal traffic to-day, in its infancy, controls almost the entire fuel trade from the 
Missouri River to the Pacific coast, and as the manufactories, furnaces, mills, and 
other powers become necessary, the traffic in this onc product cannot to-day be 
estimated. 

Again, he says: 

And that for over one thousand miles long east and west, and three hundred miles 
wide north and south, are tributary to this one great artery. 

If the Government did subsidize this company for the purpose of 
enriching it, and not to promote the public good and welfare of the 
people, as the law declares, then this ideal picture of a great monop- 
oly, to which all the people of this great nation must pay tribute, is 
worthy of its master. But he is not satisfied with the control of the 
through traffic of this nation only; he expects to be able, to use 
his words, “ to hold the great bulk of the travel and freight for the 
Pacific coast and for China and Japan and other ports in the Pacifico 
Ocean.” (See same report.) 

Mr. President, I think I have shown that these roads are not oper- 
ated according to the acts incorporating them; that they are operated 
in direct, open, and willful violation of the compact between them 
and the Government; that the object for which they were incerpor- 
ated, and for which the Government expended so many millions of 
dollars and donated such an empire of lands, has been completely 
defeated, and that by reason of such violation of law the Govern- 
ment will eventually lose in one instance about $15,000,000, unless a 
speedy remedy is provided. Now, sir, what is the remedy? No one 
can deny the power and authority of Congress to alter, amend, or 
repeal the act of incorporation absolutely and outright, for that was 
one of the conditions upon which the immense enlargement of the 
advantages and benefits granted these companies by the act of 1564 
wasimposed. The right to alter, amend, and repeal in the act of 1562 
was restricted and conditioned, but in the act of 1°64 it is without 
condition, and this is a part of the compact. Section 17 of the act 
of 1862 provides— 

That if said roads are not completed, so as to form a continuous line of railroad 
ready for use, from the Missouri River to the navigable waters of the Sacramento 
River in California, by the Ist day of July, 1876, the whole of said railroads before 
mentioned, and to be constructed under this act, together with all their furniture, 
fixtures, rolling-stock, machine-shops, lands, tencments, and hereditaments, and 
property of every description, kind, and character, shall be forfeited to, aud be 
taken possession of, by the United States. 

How completed? “So as to form a continuous line of railroad ready 
for use,” &c., says the law. It was completed in 1869 so as to obtain 
‘the bonds to be loaned by the United States when completed, but not 
completed so as to be liable te pay the Government 5 per cent. ou 
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the net earnings of the road until five years afterward. By the terms 


of the charter the companies were to receive the subsidy bonds as | 


they completed each section of forty miles, and by the terms of the 
same act were required when the roads were completed to pay 5 


_ per cent. of net earnings to the Government until all the subsidy 


bonds and interest were fully paid by the companies. 

By the same construction of the law I suppose the Union Pacific 
Company would claim they were not compelled to operate their road 
as required by law until July 1, 1°76, as that is the date fixed by sec- 
tion 17 that these roads shall be completed, “so as to form one con- 
tinuous line of railroad ready for use,” &c. 

More than one year has elapsed since that time, so that no excuse 
can be given for further default. It is a well-settled principle of law 
that an act of private incorporation is a contract between the Legis- 
lature and the corporation, and equally a well-settled principle of 
law that when corporations do not act up to the end or design for 
which they were incorporated their charters are forfeited. Who, 
then, can doubt that when specifications and conditions are imposed 
and openly and defiantly disregarded during aterm of years, that 
the power is lodged with, and it is the duty of, the Government either 
to compel a due observance of the law on the part of such defaulting 
companies, or by the proper action at law to declare their charters 
forfeited and take immediate possession of their property of every 


kind and nature. In support of this position I refer to the following | 


authorities : 


High’s Extraordinary Legal Remedies, volume on mandamus, qno 
warranto, and prohibition, page 41,: 


A corporate franchise is a species of incorporeal hereditament, in the nature of 
A Kpen ial privilege or immunity, proceeding from the sovereign power and subsist- 
ing in the hands of a body-politic, owing its origin either to express grant or to 
prescription which presupposes a grant. It follows, therefore, that the sovereign 
power has the right at all times to inquire inte the method of user of such fran- 
chise, or the tithe by which it is held, and to declare a forfeitare for misuser or 
non-user, if suflicient cause appear, or to render judgment of ouster if the parties 
ossuming to exercise the franchises have no title thereto, And it may be stated, as 
a general rule, that wherever there has been a misuser or non-user of corporate 
franchises, which are of the very essence of the contract between the sovereign 
power and the corporation, and the acts complained of have been repeated and will- 


ful, they constitute just ground for a forfeiture in proceedings upon an informa- 
thon 


Commonwealth vs. The Commercial Bank, 28 Pa. State, 283, and 
see People vs, Kingston and Middleton Turnpike, 23 Wendell, 193: 


The extent of misuser necessary to work a forfeiture is very clearly stated in the 
opinion of the court by Judge Lewis, as follows : 


These acts are expressly prohibited in the fundamental articles. 


The question then arises, do these constant and willful violations of the funda- 
mental conditions upon which the charter was granted entitle the Commonwealth 
to demand its forfeiture? The question is not whether a single act, or even a 
series of acts of misuser, through inadventure or mistake, may work a forfeiture, 
but whether the constant and willful violation of these important conditions of the 
grant produce that effect! Mr. Justice Story, in delivering the judgment of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, Mamma vs. Potomac Company, held that— 

“A corporation, by the very terms and nature of its political existence, is subject 
to dissolution by forfeitare of its franchises for willful misuser and non-user. (See 
& Deters’s Report, page 2-7.)" 

Many years before that decision was announced the same principle was fully 
recognized by the same high authority in Truett et al. vs. Taylor et al., 9 Cranch, 
43, where the right of forfeiture for misuser or non-user was held to be the common 
law of the land and a tacit condition annexed to the creation of every corporation. 
It is now well settled by numerous authorities toat it is a tacit condition of a grant 
of incorporation that the grantees shall act up to the end or design for which they 
were incorporated ; and hence, through neglect or abuse of its franchises, a corpo- 
ration may forfeit its charter, as for condition broken, or for a breach of trust. 
«See Angell & Ames on Corporations, paragraph 776, and the cases there cited.) In 
the case of The Attorney-General vs. The Petersburgh and Roanoke Railroad Com- 
pany, 6 Iredell, 461, it was held the omission of an express duty preseribed by char- 
ter is a cause of forfeiture, and that as implied powers are as much protected by 
law as those which are expressed, implied duties are equally obligatory with 
duties expressed and their breach is visited by the same consequences. 

It may be affirmed as a general eg that where there has been a misuser or 
a non-user in regard to matters which are of the essence of the contract between 
the corporation and the State, and the acts or omissions complained of have been 
repeated and wilfully, they constitute a just ground of forfeiture. 


State Bank vs. The State, (see No. 1, Blackford’s Reports, page 279 :) 


The existence of the corporation depends on the implied condition that it will 
not violate ite charter. * * * The president and directors of the corporation 
become the agents of the stockholder, and if they violate the conditions on which 
he enjoys this privilege, his privilege is immediately subject to forfeiture by this 
actof his agents. Nor will the regard which the Constitution bas for private 
property secure such property from annibilation by a diasolation of the corpora- 
tion. Se that we see nothing in the Constitution to prevent the seizure of those 
franchises, let the effect upon private property be what it may, And there can 
be no doubt but that this judgment, so far as it authorizes a seizure of the fran- 
chises into the custody of the State, is warranted by law. When it appears that 
the liberty has been once granted, and its forfeiture by misuser or non-user, the 
judgment shall be that it be seized tute the king's hands. (Year Book, 15 edition, 
page 4, cited in 2 Kyd on Corporations, 402.) And such appears to be the law at 
present. 


Angell & Ames, paragraph 803, say : 





| the seal of the Commonwealth, as by statute of the Legislature, may by 1 


| corporation shall act up to the end of its institution. 
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so long as the body corporate faithfully observes, the Legislat 
ally restrained from impairing 

Private corporations are in the nature of a contract; this isa we!) 
ciple of law. ; 


ure is consti; 
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Angell & Ames, paragraph 81: 


It was once doubted whether the being of a corporation could he 
misapplication of the powers intrusted to it; but itis now we 
tacit condition of a grant of incorporation that they shall act up to the ex 
sign for which they were incorporated, and hence through neglect Proce end oF 
franchise a corporation may forfeit its charter as for condition b eke rar ae 
breach of trust. a 2% 
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Il settled that it 
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A private corporation created by the Leg'slature may lose its fran 


9 Cranch’s Rep ri, 
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misuser or a non-user of them; ard they may be resumed by the Gore. 2 
under a judicial judgment upon a quo warraxto to ascertain and fi te - i - 
feiture. This is the common law of the land, and is a tacit condition ar nes 
the creation of every such corporation, —s 
Dartmouth College rs. Woodward, (see 4 Wheaton, 658 and ¢79 
The charter of a corporation, says Mr. Justice Blackstone, may be fort 
through negligence or abuse of its franchises, in which case tho law jude: 
the body-politic has broken the condition upon which it was incorporated, 
| thereupon the corporation is void. eo 


The Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company rs. The Baltimore 
Ohio Railroad Company, (see 4 Gill. and Johnson’s Reports, 4 


and ° 
A corporation may forfeit its charter by non-use, of its franchises: jy: 
well known that such forfeiture can only be enforced by judicial proceedinys jy. 
tuted for that purpose at the instance of the Government . e —— 


by the forfeiture of its charter through abuse or neglect of its franc! 
a condition broken, there being a tacit condition in every such y 


Commonwealth vs. The Union Fire and Marine Insurance ¢ 
pany, in Newburyport, Massachusetts, (see 2 Mass. Reports, 23 


233:) 





We are well satisfied that a corporation, as well when created by eharte; 


ance or malfeasance forfeit its franchises and that by judgment on an inf 
the Commonwealth may seize them. Aad if tho allegations stated in the yot 
for a ruling in this case were true, and the Commonwealth had caused an inf 
tion to be filed and prosecuted for the purpose of seiz ng the corporate fray 
for such a malfeasance, judgment jor those causes might have been render 
the Commonwealth. 

But an information for the purpose of dissolving the corporatioa or of sej 
its franchise cannot be prosecuted but by authority of the’ Commonwealth. 1 
exercised by the Legislature, or by the attorney or solicitor general, acting 
its direction or ez oficio in its behalf, for the Commonwealth may waiy: 
breaches of any coudition, expressed or implied, ou which the corporation w 
created; and we cannot give judgment for tho seizure by the Commonwealt) , 
the franchises of any corporation, unless the Commouwealth be a party in inter 
to the suit and thus assenting to the jadgment. F 








I contend that this Government has the right to declare the char. 
ter of any company organized by act of Congress, and subsidized | 
Congress, forfeited for willfal violations of conditions implied or es 
pressed in said charter, and I contend, in the cases referred to, it 
the duty of the Executive branch of the Government to do so, niles 
legal impediments exist to prevent such immediate action. Ifit shall 
be found that the legal oflicer of the Government is not authorized, 
and the fourth section of the act of April 10, 1269, does not continu 
special authority in him, to investigate whether or not the charte: 


| and all the franchises of the Union Pacific Railroad Company and 


| 





The duties assigned by an act of incorporation are conditions annexed to the | 


grant of the franchise conferred ; hence non-compliance with the requirements of 


an act incorporating a turnpike company, as to the construction of the road, is per | 


se a misuser forfeiting the privileges and franchises of the company. Indeed, the 
non-performance of a particular act required by the charter is a cause of forfeit- 
ure, &c. (Att'y Gen'l vs. Petersburgh Rh. Company, 6 Iredell, 456.) 

Precedents : 

Angell & Ames, page 22: 

Private corporations, on the other hand, are created by an act of the Legislature, 
which, in connection with its acceptance, is regarded as a compact, and one which, 


other defaulting companies have not been forfeited, then I shall urg: 
upon this Congress to provide such authority and direction, to tle 
end that the people of this country may no longer be denied the rights 
and privileges so justly due them. 

I have thus attempted, in my feeble way, to give utterance and voice 
to the complaints of the people on the subject of these railroad extor- 
tions. The hour has arrived for the Government to take action, it i! 
does not intend to abandon the people to the rapacity of these railroad 
corporations. The question is a simple one; no amount of sophistry 
can becloud it; no veneering can cover or alter its features. Shall 
railroads built by the people’s money be operated in the interests of 
the people? Shall the will of the nation, expressed in its laws, be 
heard or stifled? Shall corporations which have mercilessly plun- 
dered States and communities compel the Government to surrender, 
or shall the Government vindicate its power by compelling its creat- 
ures to act legally and justly? 

Mr. President, I ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. President, I hold in my hand a dispatch | 
received a few moments ago from my town of Omaha, which I should 
like to have read for the information of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paper will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


OMAHA, November 12, 1877 
To ALVIN SAUNDERS: 


The question whether the Kansas Pacific, Denver Pacific, and Burlington and 
Missouri River are branches of the Union Pacific, and what their rights are in re 
spect to prorating, is now pending before Judge Dillon, and will be argued os 
Thursday. Ancarly decision ae be expected. : hope — will be no legisla 
tion by Congress while the judicial question is pending in the court . 

eee Se ee ee A. J. POPPLETON. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I will state that Mr. Poppleton is the attorney 
for the Union Pacific Railroad, and there is no doubt that this infor- 
mation is correct. The case is known all over the country. There 
are a large number of people who believe that this isa legal question 
rather than a question requiring action by Congress; and inasmt : 
as the matter is now before the courts, and will probably be decile 





[did. 


betore re. but that a little time will be given at least to hear the 
~ the trial in court. If the question should be pressed for 
eee evidently those connected with the main line will want 


taken 


" ” — court, I move that this resolution be laid on the table. 
Me VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska moves to 
Jay the resolution on the table—— eae ; 
“Vir. CHAFFEE. I hope that will not be done. This is a mere in- 
olny of the President. : / ; 
VT . VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable. 
Mr. CHAFFEE. Unless some Senator signities his desire to speak 
» the resolution, I trust it will be considered now. oe 
ioe ICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to lay on the table is in order 
andisnotdebatable, ’ . ; 
"Mr, SAUNDERS. I will simply answer the question of the Sena- 
tor that I do wish to say something on it, but am not prepared to do 
so this morning, because I want to examine the figures he has pre- 
. vd. s : . . 
“ Mr CHAFFEE. Certainly, then Iam perfectly willing to let it lie 
aside if the Senator from Nebraska desires to speak on it. 
” The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over. 


JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 4) to aid the 
Winnebago Indians of Wisconsin to obtain subsistence by agricul- 
tural pursuits, and to promote their civilization ; which was Tead 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 5) author- 
izing Rear-Admiral William Reynolds, of the United States Navy, to 
accept certain presents tendered him by Kings of Siam ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Reiations. 

STATUE OF GENERAL GREENE. 

Mr. ANTHONY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 6) fixing a site for the eques- 
trian statue of General Greene ; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. ANTHONY. lLask for the present consideration of the joint 
resolution. This is a statue heretofore ordered by Congress which 
has been completed, It is the opinion of members of the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds and of the artist that the intersec- 
tion of Maryland and Massachusetts avenues on the east of the Capi- 
tol is the most eligible site. 

The joint resolution was read at length, as follows: 


Resolved, That the statue of Major-General Nathaniel Greene, ordered by Con- 
gress, be erected at the intersection of Maryland and Massachusetts avenues. 

Mr. DAWES. I would inquire of the Senator from Rhode Island 
if the matter has been heretofore under consideration by the Commit- 
tee on Public Grounds so that at any time they have passed upon it ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Iam not aware thatit has been formally referred 
to them. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not know bet that the site named is precisely 
the proper place ; and if it has been before the committee heretofore, 
I might be entirely satistied. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think it has not been. 

Mr. DAWES. Would it not be well to have it before the commit- 
tee! 

Mr. ANTHONY. I have no objection. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds will not object to the passage of the resolu- 
tion at the present moment. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no objection if the Senator from Vermont, 
who has been so long at the head of that committee, has considered 
the subject. I have no opinion of my own. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will say that in company with the artist and 
some others I have gone all over the city for the purpose of finding 
an appropriate place for this statue. On the whole, it was consid- 
ered by the artist himself that the place proposed by the Senator 
from Rhode Island is the most fit and proper for the location of this 
statue, which will be a large equestrian one, and I think honorable 
to the artist and to the country. This place is two or three squares 
from the Capitol, in plain sight of the center of the Capitol, and a 
large square, yet unimproved, although curbed, and will be a very 
conspicuous object on Massachusetts avenue, which is destined to be 
poy oe pe boulevard of the city when the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad depot shall be removed to the north of Massachusetts 
avenue, as has been long contemplated. I believe that the Senate 
would agree unanimously to this place which has been selected by 
the artist, and I hope there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to ask the Senator from Vermont if 
the question of location has been before the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds? 

Mr. MORRILL. _I believe by existing law it was provided that the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds should be permitted to 
select a place upon the Capitol grounds, but we find no place upon the 
Capitol grounds that we deem appropriate for the object, and there- 
fore, as | have said, upon consultation with the artist, I have been all 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ee 


re apy action can be taken here, I hope no further steps will be | over the city, nearly, to find a proper plaze 
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t , and came to the conclus- 
ion that this was the best place in the city for it. 


Mr. DAWES. My object in making the inquiry was to see that 
these statues, which are for the adornment of the Capital, should 


For the purpose of giving time to let us hear of the | really get their ultimate position in the best possible places; and it 


is obvious that unless there be some consideration more than is given 
in open Senate upon the day a resolution is offered, there would be 
likely to be a mistake, not in this particular instance that I had any 
suspicion of, and I desired to know whether the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds had given any consideration to the question 
of a suitable place. If the Senator fron Vermont has made up bis 
mind about it from careful consideration, I have no desire to say any 
thing further or do more than have a proper precedent established. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the pending motion, Mr. President ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The parliamentary question would be, 
the joint resolution having been read twice, whether it shall be en- 
grossed and read a third time. 

Mr. CONKLING. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is not. 

Mr. CONKLING. Without meaning to oppose the joint resolution 
at all, I shonld be glad for one to have it printed and lie over. I 
think it ought to go to a committee. I should like to know at least 
where this locality is, which I am not able to determine by looking 
at the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the rule. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the joint resolution be referred to 
the Commitice on Public Bu:ldings and Grounds instead of lying 
over, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and that 
order is made, 


Is this joint resolution reported by a committee? 
The joint resolution goes over under 


CORRECTION OF A BILL. 


Mr. SPENCER. On the 6th of November I introduced a bill (S. 
No. 214) for the relief of George V. Hebb. The bill was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. I notice that in the printed copy of the 


bill the name is George V. Webb. Ianove that the record be changed 
so as to make it “ Hebb.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. That correction will be made. 
ACCOUNTS OF THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand that to-morrow the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY] is to address the Senate on a reso- 
lution which he offered a day or two ago. On Thursday morning I 
shall ask the Senate to listen to me for some brief explanation of the 
discrepancies, &c., in the Treasury Department, on the resolution [ 
introduced some days ago. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
atgon of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eleven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were re-opened, and (at two o’clock and 
twenty minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, November 13, 1877 


Sid. 
The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. Davip WILLs, 
D. D., of Washington, District of Columbia. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Two messages in writing, from the President of the United States, 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 
taries. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to move to go into Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. SCALES. Iask the gentleman to yield to me to introduce a 
bill simply for reference. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will yield for that purpose. 


F. F. CULVER. 

Mr. SCALES, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1476) for the relief of F. F. Culver; which was read a tirst and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


EDWARD GALLAHER. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1477) for the relief of Edward Gallaher; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHEAP LAND AND WATER TRANSPORTATION. 
Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (II. R. No. 
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1478) to extend, facilitate, and cheapen land and water transporta- 
tion of freight and passengers, and to promote industry and labor 
without further appropriation of public property or increase of public 
debt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


REAR-ADMIRAL JOHN J. ALMY. 


Mr. EAMES, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 47) authorizing Rear-Admiral John J. Almy, United States 
Navy, to accept a decoration from the King of the Hawaiian Islands ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES M. JOHNS. 


Mr. BURDICK. I ask unanimous consent to submit for reference 
at this time a resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to James M. Johns the sum of $300 for services as 
messenger from the 4th day of December, 1876, to the 4th day of March, 1577, to be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. BURDICK. I move that that resolution be referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that it should go to the Com- 
mittee of Accounts. 

Mr. BURDICK. I ask its roference to the Committee of Claims, 
because it relates to a claim that accrued during the last Congress. 

The SPEAKER. It proposes to make a payment out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House, and for that reason it should go to the 
Committee of Accounts. 

Mr. BURDICK. I have no objection. 

The resolution was accordingly referred to the Committee of Ac- 
counts, 


A. B. ROWDEN. 


Mr. EDEN, by unanimous consent, reported back from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims the petition of A. B. Rowden, of Meigs County, 
Tennessee, late second lieutenant Eleventh Tennessee Cavalry, for 
compensation for service; moved that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the same, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FRANK M, SHELL. 


Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, submitted the 
following resolution; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Rules: 

Resolved, That Frank M. Shell be, and he is hereby, appointed a messenger of the 
House of Representatives for the Forty-fifth Congress with an annual salary of 
$1,200 to be paid out of the contingent fand of the House, for service in the Spétial 
Committee on the Revision of the Electoral Law, the “ane y Committee on Ven- 
tilation, and such other special committees as may be ordered by the House. 


A. D. COOKE & CO. 


Mr. WAIT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1479) for the relief of A. D. Cooke & Co., by the remission of a for- 
feiture and payment of a claim; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF POTOMAC RIVER, 


Mr. WALSH, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to ascertain 
the probable cost of the removal of the rocks in the channel of the Potomac River 
between Georgetown, District of Columbia, and the new outlet-locks of the Chesa- 
peake and Ohio Canal above said Georgetown, and report the same before the close 
of the present session of Congress. 


G. J. HOUSTON. 


Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, by unanimons consent, submitted 
the following resolution; which was referred to the Committe of Ac- 
counts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is hereby, 
directed to pay to G. J. Houston the sum of $295.33, out of the contingent fund, 
balance due him for services rendered as laborer in the Doorkeeper’s department 
of the House of Representatives during the second session of the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress. 

DIGEST OF QUESTIONS OF ORDER, ETC. 


Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred, under the law, to the Committee on 
Printing : 

Resolved, That 2,000 copies of the volume of Questions of Order decided in tho 
Organization of the House as compiled and revised by the journal clerk, be printed 
for the use of the Louse, 

JOHN M. BUTLER. 


Mr. GLOVER, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts : 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is hereby, 
authorized te pay out of the contingent fund of the House the sum of $348 to John 
M. Butler, of Washington, District of Columbia, for labor and services performed 
in assorting and classi ying public papers and property of the Honse and as cus- 
todian of the same by t irection of a select committee of the House, from Sep- 
tember 1 to November 26, 1876. 





H. T. BURROWS, 


Mr. FULLER, by unanimous consent, submitted the foll 

olution; which was referred to the Committee of Account 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby anit 

directed to pay to H. T. Burrows, for services in the Doorkeeper's dep, a Tized and 

pensation at the rate of $3.60 pcr diem, from August 15, 1876, to Octeton spent, com 

same to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. Poi, Si 
BEAUFORT C. LEE. 


Mr. HARTRIDGE, by unanimous consent, submitted the fo}) Ww 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: 8 
L . 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives pay Beauf 
for services rendered in the Doorkeeper's department from M 10 0 
1877, at the rate of $720 per annum. 
JOUN WHITTAKER, 


Mr. REAGAN, by unanimous consent, reported back fro: 
mittee on Commerce a bill (H. R. No. 1232) authorizing th 


OWing Tea. 
Ss: 


the 


Wt. Lee 
arch 1 to October 


n the Com. 


@ Secretare 
of the Treasury to adjust the claim of John Whittaker against t 
United States of America; moved that the committee je discharwed 


from its further consideration and that it be referred to the ( ommit- 
tee of Claims. ; 
The motion was agreed to. 


DEED-OF-TRUST SALES IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CALKINS, by unanimous consent, introduced (by request) a bil] 
(II. R. No. 1420) to prevent the sale of real estate in the District of 
Columbia by virtue of any power in a mortgage or deed of tryw 
and to anthorize a foreclosure and sale by decree of court ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 0; 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, 


Mr. ITTNER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H.R. No 
1421) to provide for ascertaining and settling private land claims jy 
certain States and Territories; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordere:| 
to be printed. 


1 the 


LEVI J. FRIEL. 


Mr. NEAL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 142 
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll Levi J. Friel, late private Company K, Seventy-seventh Reg 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry ; which was read a tirst and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered ty 
be printed. 

PORTSMOUTH, OHIO, A PORT OF ENTRY. 


Mr. NEAL also, by unanimous consent, presented a memorial of the 
city council, board of trade, and citizens of Portsmouth, Ohio, pray- 
ing that said city be made a port of entry, and for other prrposes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

THOMAS LOWRY. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bil! 
(H. R. No. 1483) granting a pension to Thomas Lowry, late a sergeant 
of Company A, One hundred and forty-seventh Regiment Pennsy!- 
vania Volunteers ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SIGNAL SERVICE. 


Mr. CLAFLIN, by unanimous consent, presented a resolution of 
the National Board of Trade, in regard to the Signal Service; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed, 

HELP TO IMMIGRANT LABORERS. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following preamble and resolution; which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed : 

Whereas a large portion of the laboring population of the country, particularly 
in Pennsylvania, is unemployed and has determined to engage in agricultural pur 
suits by immigrating to the West and settling on the public lands; and 

Whereas a large portion of such people have sent their petitiuns to Congress re 
citing their desire to so immigrate and their inability to do so for want of trans 

rtation and the necessary implements of husbandry, and asking assistance of the 
Government: Therefore, , 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be, and is hereby, instructed to 
consider and report what assistance can be given by the Government to such cit. 
zens who desire to immigrate to the West to take up a homestead and engage ia 
agricultural pursuits, and that such committee report at as carly a day as pract 
cable by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I also present a petition to accom- 
pany that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The petition will be presented and referred at the 
desk under the rules. 

Mr. WRIGHT. To what committee has that matter been referred! 

The SPEAKER. To the Committee on Public Lands, of which the 
gentleman himself is a member. , 

Mr. WRIGHT. That is where it ought to go, and I will try to take 
care of it. 

WITHDRAWAL OF NATIONAL-BANK CIRCULATION. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent to sub- 
mit for action at this time the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of withdrawing the national-bank circulation and winding uP 
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eS . ‘ . . 
banks, and in lieu of said circulation providing the country with 


‘ ] e : 
the national her currency of similar character ; and that they report by bill or 


green bac ks or ot 
“yr MAISH. I object to the consideration of the resolution at this 


— TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let it go, then, to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 
The resolution was 80 referred. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, by unanimous con- 

a the Committee of Claims was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the following cases, and the same were referred to the 
Committee on War Claims: " 

t pill (H. R. No. 1022) for the benefit of Nathan G. Wells, of Russell 
County, Kentucky ; ; : : 

, bill (H. R. No. 625) for the relief of Josiah Cunningham ; 

‘4 bill (H. R. No. 724) for the relief of Eva Vansant, Henry Carleton, 
and Maud Carleton, children of General James H. Carleton ; 

't bill (HL. R. No. 1023) for the benefit of William D. Walford, of 
Russell County, Kentucky ; ; : 

4 bill (H.R. No. 969) for the relief of Balaam A. Bridges, of Barton 
County, Georgia; and : ba 

A bill (H. R. No. 1928) for the relief of Elias B. Moore. 

JOAB SPENCER AND JAMES MEAD. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also, by unanimous 
consent, the same committee was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 819) for the relief of Joab Spencer 
and James Mead, for supplies furnished the Kansas tribe of Indihns ; 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Vv. H. M’CORMICK. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also, by unanimous 
consent, the same committee was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of a resolution authorizing compensation to V. H. McCor- 
mick, special messenger at Washington to the Committee on the 
Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company ; and the same was referred 
to the Committee of Accounts. 


REPORT OF MONETARY COMMISSION, 


Mr. BLAND. I ask unanimous consent to submit the following res- 
olution for action at this time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not yield to anything that will give rise to 
debate. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask the gentleman to hear the resolution read; it 
isa matter of some importance. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam willing to have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of this House 10,000 additional copies 
of the report of the monetary commission authorized by joint resolution of Au- 
gust 15, 1876, together with the papers accompanying the same, as now printed 
by order of the Senate without the evidence. 

he SPEAKER. That must go to the Joint Committee on Print- 
ing, under the rules. 

Mr. BLAND. Lask unanimous consent to consider it now. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ask to have the resolution 
referred to the Committee on Printing ? 

Mr. BLAND. I do not. 

ALLARD & CROZIER. 

Mr. BOONE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H.R. No. 

1484) for the relief of Allard & Crozier, of McCracken County, Ken- 


tucky ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


W. H. SLACK. 


_Mr. BOONE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 1485) for the relief of W. H. Slack, of McCracken County, Ken- 
tucky; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 








W. S. WARRICK. 


‘ : : = 
Mr. BOONE also, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


directed to pay to W. S. Warrick, out of the contingent fund of the House, $17.50 


= an as page of the House of Representatives from October 15, 1877, to Oeto- 
22, 18772. 


SAVINGS INSTITUTIONS. 


Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to present 
the memorial of the Board of Trade and Transportation of the city 
of New York, for the appointment of a joint commission to investi- 
gate oursystem of savings institutions; and I ask that it be referred 
to the Committee on Ban ing and Currency and printed in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 

a. FOSTER. I object to the printing. 

Mr. W ILLIS, of New York. I think if the memorial is read, there 
will be no ob ection. I ask that it be read. 

The SPEAKER. The objection made is to printing in the REcorp. 


pei, WILLIS, of New York. I respectfully ask that the memorial 





The SPEAKER. That does not put it in the Recorp. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio objects to its going into the Recorp. 

Mr. FOSTER. I object to the printing of all such things. We 
are now too much lumbering up the Recorp. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw 
the memorial. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has that privilege. 

MRS. MAGGIE A. ELLIOTT. 


Mr. RIDDLE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1486) for the relief of Mrs. Maggie A. Elliett, of Sumner County, 
Tennessee ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a communication 
from the President of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the House of Representatives : 

In answer to the resolution of the House of Representatives of the Ist instant, I 
transmit herewith reports from the Secretary of State and the Secretary of War; 
with their accompanying papers. r 

R. B. HAYES. 

WASHINGTON, November 12, 1877. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER. I move that the message of the President and 
the accompanying documents be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, and that they be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The chair also lays before the House another 
message from the President. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the House of Representatives : 

In answer to the resolution of the House of Representatives of tho 5th instant, 
I transmit herewith reports from the Secretary of State and the Secretary of the 
Treasury, with their accompanying documents. 

R. B. HAYES. 

WASHINGTON, November 12, 1877. 

Mr. WOOD. I move that the message and the accompanying doc- 
uments be referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and that 
they be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NAVY DEFICIENCY BILL, 

Mr. FOSTER. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio demands the regular 
order, which is the motion of the gentleman from Georgia, { Mr. 
BLounT.] The gentleman from Georgia will please state his motion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, for the purpose of 
considering the bill (H. R. No. 1220) to provide for certain defi- 
ciencies in the pay of the Navy and the pay of the Marine Corps, and 
for other purposes; and pending that motion I move that all gen- 
eral debate on the bill be limited to two hours. 

The question being taken on the motion to limit general debate 
to two hours, it was agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to reconsider the vote just taken, and also 
move that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair,) and pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 1220) to provide for certain de- 
ficiencies in the pay of the Navy and the pay of the Marine Corps, 
and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, general debate on the 
bill is limited to two hours. The Clerk will report the bill by its 
title. 

The bill was read by its title. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the first reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I am somewhat surprised that the 
Secretary of the Navy should designate the deficiencies in the present 
bill as belonging to the last quarter of the last fiscal year. There are 
certain facts and certain statutes regulating the administration of 
the Navy, which I trust the House will bear with me in presenting. 

For several years during the administration of the Navy Depart- 
ment under Secretary Robeson it will be found that the estimates 
made for the pay of the Navy were $6,500,000. Sach is the case for 
1872, 1873, and 1874. In 1875 the estimates were $6,600,000. Suddenly 
when the House becomes democratic we are at once informed that it 
requires $7,600,000 to pay eighty-five hundred men. For 1878 the 
estimates are $7,300,000. 

The amount appropriated by the House in 1872 for pay of the Navy 
was $6,500,000; in 1873, $6,250,000; in 1874, $6,250,000, on the regular 
bill, with $300,000 additional extraordinary expenses for pay of the 
Navy during our trouble, or anticipated trouble, with Spain. In 1875 
$6,250,000 were appropriated. It will be seen that up to this period, 
up to the period mt the democratic party came in possession of this 
House, by the estimates from the Department and by the appropria- 
tion bills, $6,250,000 were deemed adequate for the pay of the Navy. 






















































































ee ne Re NT 
seated - 












































































































































































































































































































































































































































374 CONGRES 


SIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


NOVEMBER 13 


aL ae scat LL taka ae Gaee haa Medi (aes RAM TTR. ulna a, he andi hak 4c. SE cee Gee Coe es, 


In the second volume of the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp for 1875-74, on 
this very subject, the distinguished gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD, ] then chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, used the 
following language: 


Also, in this letter, he said : 

“Tam enlisting men to supply and fill up the crews of all our vessels.’ 

What does that mean? Lanifestly that our Navy, which was elready enlixted 
to its {u'l compleme: t, was afloat on the sea, and that the Secretary was putting 
more ships in commissios, and was enlisting men to fill up the crews of those new 
ves els thus put in comm'‘ssion ; a plain, palpab'e statement that he was then fill.ng | 
up the naval force beyond the limit fixed in the law. Nobody was taken by eur- 
prise. tverybody understood it. Everybody approved it, except those who 
c'a’ med that the administration had not gone far enor gh. 

The Committee “n Appropriations considered that letter and called the Secretary 
t+ explain more fully the situation, to show for what purpose the four millivns | 
would be needed. The Secretary gave us the statement of the repsirs he had or- 
dered, of the supplies he had purchased and of the sum he would need to reim- | 
burse the severe! bureaus for the expenditures required by the trouble w.th Spain. 


’ 


I now call the especial attention of the House to this: 


Among other sums he asked for $300,000 for the pay of enlisted men. In the bill 
reported by the committee, and passed by the House on the !3th of December, the 
first item was “for pay of Navy, $300,000." Was that a surprise to the gentle- 
man? There was no need of $300,000, except for the purpose of paying more men 
than were already provided for by law. vn our naval appropriation act of last 
year, we had appropriated for the pay of eighty-five hundred men. Gentlemen 
will see this in the language of the Book of Estimates, page 77, where enovgh was 
asked and granted to pay the full quota of men. Why, then, did we appropriate 
$300,000 more if it was not for these very extra men that the Secretary said in his 
letter he was then enlisting in the Navy? 


My colleague on the committee from Maine [Mr. HALE] used the 
following language in that same discussion, and which will be found 
on page 494 of the same volume: 


| an order was published by the Secretary of the 


| duty’ or * waiting orders,’ a very considerable reduction could be made.’ 





Mr. Chairman, the committee in making up this bill has planted itself on this 
position: Wherever any part of the $4,000,000 appropriated in December last enters 
into the improvement of the regalar cruising Navy which we are to keep up in 
time of peace, corresponding deduction has been made in the appropriations for 
the coming year. Wherever stores derived from that appropriation have accumu. 
lated in any of the bureaus that can be used in tho ordinary naval service, such 
amounts have been deducted. Wherever enterprises that have been begun can be 
dispensed with, they have been cut off. Wherever there bas been found too large 
civil foree in the Department, in its navy-yards, the committee has put the knife to 
these establishments and has cut them down. I give some of the details as to dif- 
ferent bureaus. Here are the figures for the present and next year, showing the 
reductions in the different bureaus : 


Bureau, &c Reduction. 


| 

1873-74. | Asw4-"75. | 

| 
| 

| 


POY 2 ncscvasenscesvescostnevsve $6,250,000 | $6,250,000 |.............. 
ee 100, 000 | 100, 000 = er 
ee » 325, 900 | 199, 350 | $126, 550 
Ordnance a aaa nica tliat dea ill 633, 516 | 455, 000 178,516 
Equipment and Recruiting .....--...-. | 1, 500, 090 | 1, 100, 000 409, 000 
Contingent ..... RuNtad>ebeonsinewynt 125, 000 | 75, (00 50, 000 
TES GE THOOED. «ésoce sustnn veveve | 900, 000 | 800, 000 100, 000 
I oa alas ae arn cle | 52, 478 | 53, 273 5, 205 
Medicine and Surgery ............ 90, 000 | G0, 000 | 30, 000 
Provisions and Clothing ...... 1, 592, 600 1, 330, 000 262, 009 
Contingent : ‘ a ee 75, 000 50, 000 | 25, 000 
Construction and Repair ........ ‘ } 3, 500, 000 | 3, 300, O00 | 200, 000 
Steam-Engineering. .......... ae | 2, 300, 000 1, 500, 000 200, 000 
Naval Academy bees eat ke eave shea 24 000 
Marine Corps ....... eee 1, 145, 267 | 877, 606 | 267, 620 





2, 474, 832 

Civil entablishmont........ccccecces 255, 000 | 153, 000 | 102, 000 

EEOUONEED <coccnenssevesenessceeeness 65, 263 99, 161 | 26, 107 
| 2, 602, 939 
| 


The Pay Department isa matter fixed by law; that, of course, has not been in- 
terfered with. All these are reductions in the running expenses of the Depart- 
ment, inclusive. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, in view of these facts, the Committee on 
Appropriations were somewhat astounded when snddenly after a 
lapse of years we were told that it required $7,600,000 for the pay of 
the Navy. The present Speaker of the House, the gentleman from 
Maine, [ Mr. HALE,] and myself visited the Navy Department for the 
purpose of consulting with the Secretary in regard to the estimates 
upon the item of “ Pay of the Navy.” We were told that they could get 
along with $6,250,000. That is the same amount which had been 
a the year before. 

n this very same bill we reduce the number of men to the extent 
of one thousand men, making it seven thousand five hundred instead 
of eight thousand five hundred, and we still supposed that we had 
been very liberal. In view, however, of the fact that the amount 
was far below the estimates, and expecting to be interrogated on this 
floor as to the discrepancy, I asked how this could be accomplished. 
I was told that there were officers on sea service and on shore duty 
who could be withdrawn and put on less pay, and also that some 
officers could be placed on furlough pay. I then inquired if that 
was not an obnoxions arrangement. I had the response that it had 
been the practice, and that it was a right practice. 

I then asked the question whether, this being true and looking to 
the facts, there could not be a further reduction. I received the an- 
swer that the amount could be reduced $1,000,000 more. The bill 
was in this House at the time providing for $6,250,000, and then there 
was a still further reduction of $500,000, one-half the Secretary’s esti- 
mate. After this had been done and after Congress had adjourned | 


| officers withont further instructions from the Department. 


| | the Navy the PUrpose of 
which was to excite the Navy against the majority side of this. 
5 IS House 


[General Orders No, 216.) 
Navy Derar 
Washington, Aw 
The estimates made for “ pay of the Navy” for the current year were 

To keep the personnel of the Navy properly employed to meet the heat, $7.60 
the service and of the country, this amount was, in the opinion of t! 
actually required, as will or from the estimates submitted an: 
made up in the office of the Fourth Auditor of the Treasury, where 
counts are finally settled. The Representatives of the people in (\ 
however, determined that this sum was not necessary, upon the ¢ xpr 
(see explanation of conference report on naval appropriation bill) «; 
very rigid enforcement of a somewhat disused power on the part of the seer: 
of the Navy to furlough officers, instead of having them under the heallact : 


TMENT 
yust 12. js 


IDLepeats 4 
10 Denartme 


1 the statem, : 





therefore “ give the Secretary of the Navy the disagreeable duty of putiine o 
upon furlough, when they can be spared from the actual needs of the « ry 





same time saying that if it should be found by experiment that it is jynpose - 

get through the fiscal year, we at another session of Congress will per ie en 

it right.” (Congressional Record, June 30, page 16.) i 
In pursvance of this —. Congress appropriated for the current year for; 

oo » * wearer . ; te rT , i ' , 6 
pay" of the Navy to be administered upon this plan, and 


also reduced | 
ting off one thousand from its former complement of eighty-five come pe. 
sum of $5,750,000, or nearly $2,000,000 less than the amount Of the estimates. oa, 
these circumstances the Department, although entertaining different views + 
bound to make in good faith the effort to bring the actual expenses of this branch + 
the service as nearas possible tothe amount appropriated by Congress. Thiscan 
be done by reducing the number of officers employed to those absolutely need: 
meet the daily pressing requirements of the service, and by putting those uy 
ployed upon the lowest pay recognized by the provisions of existing laws . 

It is indeed a “ disagreeable duty” for the Secretary to be obliged to put ao 
many well-deserving officers in a position reserved of lato years solely for tho ps 
less‘and undeserving, and perhaps to reduce the pay of some gallant mon below 
what is actually necessary for the support of their families. But he has no o: 
alternative, except that of refusing to carry out the expressed will of the Rep) 
sentatives of the people. . 

Congress will be asked, at its next session, to remedy to the deserving th 
which is thas done them, and inthe mean timeit will be understood that thiso; 
neither imputes any wrong to, nor involves the disgrace of, any such officer 
that it is simply an effort to meet, as near as may be, the requirements of 
law, binding alike upon the Department and the service. 

It is therefore ordered that— 

I. Until further orders, officers relieved from sea-going vessels, and ha 
made a cruise or part of a cruise, will have as many months’ “ leave” or™ wa 
orders,” dating from the day of their detachment in any port of the United Sia. 
or if detached abroad, from the date of their arrival in the first port of tho | 
States, 1s that cruise or part of a cruise has been in years, with a proportiona 
“leave ” for a fraction of a year of such service, At the expiration of their” leay: 
or “ waiting orders,” such officers will thereafter be regarded as on “ furlou: 
and are, by virtac of this order, so placed on “ furlough,” and will be so paid 
disbursing officers without further instructions from the Department 

IL. Officers relieved from shore stations, harbor-ships, or special duty will | 
one month's “leave” or “ waiting orders,” dating from the day of their det 
ment, at the expiration of which they will be regarded as on “ furlough,” a: 
by virtue of this order, so placed on “ furlough,” and will be so paid by d 








) 


sbursi 


ILI. All officers not on duty on the Ist of September next, and who are not af 
fected by either of the two preceding paragraphs, will be regarded as on 
longh,” and are, by virtue of this order, so placed on “ furlough” from that 
and will thereafter be so paid by disbursing officers without further instructious 
from the Department. 

IV. The foregoing applies only to the active list of the Navy, the pay of retin 


| oflicers being fixed by special provision of law. 


GEO. M. ROBESON 
Secretary of the Nur 


Then we came to the next session, when we made an appropria- 
tion of $6,250,000, and the estimate was $7,300,000. 

We had the estimates for previous years, the appropriation bills for 
the preceding year, the statement of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr 
GARFIELD] on this floor, of the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, [Mr. WHITTHORNE,] and of the Admiral of the Navy hin- 
self, to the effect that this was ample for the purpose of pay of the 
Navy, and so we determined to fix it at that amount. 

Mr. EDEN. What was the difference in the force of the Navy? 

Mr. BLOUNT. We had then, and have had since the democratic 
a assumed control of this House, one thousand men less than we 

ad in previous years. But, sir, we were told to take the Naval Reg 
ister, and it was a simple matter of addition as to what was required 
to pay the Navy. That we declined to accept in view of the various 
evidences that it was incorrect, and in view further of the fact that 
we had redaced the number of men. We are told that the number 
of aipising vessels would necessarily be reduced. We believed that 
many men were doing sea duty, that many mon were doing shore 
duty, that many men were engaged in civil duties around the cap- 
ital and at the Naval Academy, whose services could be dispensed 
with. So we expected that by a reduction of this appropriation we 
would compel a different administration of this Department. This 
was our hope. 

But, Mr. Chairman, as I stated at the outset of my remarks, I was 
somewhat surprised that the present Secretary of the Navy should 
claim that this deficiency of $2,000,000 belonged to the last fiscal year. 
It will be found that when the last session of the last Congress a¢- 
journed woe voted for the pay of the Navy $5,700,000; we voted in 4 
deficiency bill $1,000,000 more, and then voted, under an amendment 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. WHITTHORNE, } according ” 
the estimate of the Department, half a million dollars more, making 
an aggregate of $7,250,000 for the purpose of paying the Navy for 
the last fiscal year. We voted every dollar estimated for the Nav) 
save $50,000, and yet the country is to be taught that the deficien) 
grew out of a failure on the part of the House to appropriate 4 suf: 
icient sum of money. 
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‘he chairman of the committee asks me if our appropriations were 
7 il ' he estimates. Isay that they were $50,000 short of the esti- 
9 oo ave 2 . 9 ° 

a 250.000 only. The estimates were made from the Navy 


ferring to page 110, volume 18, of the Statutes at Large, which is as 


follows: 


aay, rat a time when the Navy was being paid higher than at any | 


‘ neriod. If, sir, the statement of the former Secretary of the 
- he true, that we have failed to make proper appropriations and 
ho absolute requirements of the service were $7,600,000, then I 


oy from the Treasury of the United States a large sum of money. 
meee ATKINS. Will my colleague on the committee allow me to 

ask him a question just there ? 
“Mr, BLOUNT. Certainly. a ‘ 

Mr. ATKINS. Was not that appropriation made upon the basis of 
eea pay, and was not the amount appropriated actually paid out on 
the basis of shore pay or waiting-orders pay, thereby paying out 
much less than was appropriated ? 

“\r. BLOUNT. Necessarily every year a part of the money goes 
for sea pay anda part for shore duty or waiting-orders pay. A num- 
ber of the officers are cruising and others are on duty at home. This 
Register shows where the officers and men are at the time, and the 
catvanntt s are made up upon the several grades of pay. 
ATKINS. Another question: Were not more men put upon 
hore pay or waiting-orders pay than ever before or than was usual ? 
“\Mr. BLOUNT. That is true. The Secretary of the Navy with- 
ow the iron-clad vessels that had been cruising, and they were col- 


Ire 


ected down about Port Royal. The officers who had before been | 


:sea pay were reduced to shore-duty pay. In that way he rep- 


upon ( 2 . 
resented that he was carrying out the purpose of this House in reduc- 
would have been areduction of the expenditures of much more than 


oy On 


"TL desire to call attention to some extracts from the report of the | 
.eretary of the Navy in regard to these deficiencies, and to say that | . . : 
Secretary of th y ‘nA : : ¢ -| been ignorantly or it may have been for the purpose of concealing 


Ido not concur in all the statements therein contained: 
present deficiency in the fund for the “ Pay of the Navy” has been contin- 


om year to year, running back to the time of the late war, when both estimates | 
yopriations were necessarily made upon vague and unreliable information. | 


sequently it isnot chargeable to any one year, but to a serics of years, and has been 

occa «1 both by insufficient estimates and insuficient appropriations; the latter 
: F : ee’ 4 

having been for eight out of the last nine years considerably less than the estimates. 


The anount annually due to the officers and enlisted men of the Navy is settled | 
by statute, and the Department has no control over it. It has no such discretion | 
as will enable it to economize in the annual expenditure, even if it should consider | 
it desirable to doso, The amount annually necessary is capable of ascertainment by 

ibmetical calculation, subject only to such variations as do not materially affect 
the aggregate, and which may, from time to time, be provided for with reasonable | 

ud approximate accuracy by ao gee meee for contingencies. In order to place 


this fund in the condition desired, so that the annual appropriations therefor could 
be advisedly made by Congress, withholding the payments for the months of April, 
May, and June was absolutely unavoidable, unless a portion of the appropriation 
tor the present year had been applied to that purpose. I have already stated the 


reasons which, inmy judgment, rendered this inexpedient, and may add, with pro- | 
privty, that if it had not been done the deficiency would only have been chargeable 


present year, where it does not properly belong, instead of to the last year, 
where it does belong. The officers and men of the Navy have submitted to this 


course with a cheerfulness which indicates their respect for and confidence in the | 


Government, notwithstanding it has subjected them to great inconvenience, and, 
in some instances. to hardships. 


Such is the statement of the present Secretary of the Navy as to 
this deficiency. I said a few moments ago that the last Secretary of 


eight millions of dollars in defiance of the law. For the purpose of 


supporting my statement, I call attention to the law regulating that | 
matter, aud which will be found on page 251, volume 16, of the Stat- | 


utes at Large: 

That all balances of appropriations contained in the annual appropriation bills 
ant made specifically for the service of any fiscal year, and remaining unexpended 
at the expiration of such fiscal year, shall only bo applied to the payment of ex- 
penses properly incurred during that year, or to the fulfillment of contracts properly 


cartied to the surplus fund: Provided, That this section shall not apply to appre- 
priations known as permanent or indefinite appropriations. 

I stop here simply to say that the pay of the Navy does not belong 
to what are known as permanent or indefinite appropriations. Sec- 
tions 6 and7 provide: 


Src. 6. That all balances of eee which shall have remained on the 
books of the Treasury, without being drawn against in the settlement of accounts 


for two years from the date of the last appropriation made by law, shall be report- | 


ed by the Secretary of the Treasury to the Auditor of the Treasury, whose duty it 
is to settle accounts thereunder, and the Auditor shall examine the books of his 
office and certify to the Secretary whether such balances will be required in the 
settlement of any accounts perding in his office; and if it shall appear that such 
balances will not be required for this purpose, then the Secretary may include such 
balances in his warrant, whether the head of the proper Department shall have 
certitied that it may be carried into the geveral Treasury or not. But no appropria- 
tin for the payment of the interest or principal of the public debt, or to which 
ee may have given a longer duration of law, shall be thus treated. 
= in any one fiscal year any sum in excess o appropriations made by Congress 
or that fiseal year, jor to involve the Government in any contract for the future 
Payment of money in excess of such appropriations. 


In 1874 this law was modified under the following circumstances: 
It was found that under the operation of this law a portion of the 
4ppropriation for pay of the Navy went back into the Treasury at the 
= of two years. Now, the officers of the Navy were off on vessels, 
absent for three years, and by the time of their return the appropria- 
tion made for their pay was covered back into the Treasury. To 
avoid that difficulty the law was modified, as will be found by re- 


+ expenditures. If he had done that, then the necessary result | 


that he, in violation of law designed especially to prevent it, has | 
wy tebe , 


Sec. 5. That from and after the Ist day of July, 1874, and of each year there 
after, the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause all unexpended balances of appro 
priations which shall have remained upon the books of the Treasury for two fiscal 
years to be carried to the surplus fund and covered into the Treasury: Provided, 
That this provision shall not apply to permanent specific appropriations, appro 
priations for rivers and harbors, light-houses, fortifications, public buildings, or 
the pay of the Navy and Marine Corps; but the appropriations named in this pro- 
viso shall continue available until otherwise ordered by Congress, and this pro- 
vision shall not apply to any unexpended balance of the appropriation made by 
the act approved December 21, 1871, for expenses that may be incurred under 


| articles 1 to 9 of the treaty with Great Britain concluded May 8, 1871, which bal 


ance the act approved March 3, 1873, authorized to be expended to enable the Pres- 
ident to fulfill the stipulations contained in the twentieth, twenty-second, twenty- 
third, twenty-fourth, and twenty-fifth articles of said treaty: And provided further 
That this section shall not operate to prevent the fulfillment of contracts existing 
at the date of the passage of this act; and the Secretary of the Treasury shall, at 


| the beginning of each session, report to Congress, with his annual estimates, any 





- 7. That it shall not be lawful for any Department of the Government to ex- | 








balances of appropriations for specific objects affected by this section that may 
need to be re-appropriated. r 


It will be seen, therefore, that the simple purpose of this law was 


| to prevent the pay of those who are absent on long cruises from 
| being covered into the Treasury. Yet the present Secretary of tho 


Navy tells us that an appropriation for one year has been taken for 
another year, and so on, running back through a series of years, until 
the deficiency has reached up to an amount exceeding $2,000,000. 

In my judgment it must be plain to the mind of any man that such 
use of this money was improper, was unlawful, was in violation 
of the palpable purpose of Congress, which was that such things 
should not be done by any Department of this Government. Taking 
the most charitable view of it, it seems to have been the design to 
have it appear that the Navy Department was being administered for 
a less sum of money, by many millions of dollars, than is actually 
expended. This unlawful proceeding was permitted to go on for vears 
and years by gentlemen on the other side of the House. It may have 


from the country what they were actually expending. I call atten- 
tion here to a statement showing how differently that Department was 
administered before tho war for several years and showing that the 
expenditures for all those years was under the appropriation : 


| Amounts appropriated and expended for pay of the Navy for years as given 


below. 





Appropriated. Expended. 


$3, 421, 718 00 $3, 200, 597 65 
3, 855, 450 00 3, 528, 879 61 
3, 805, 405 00 3, 404, 210 45 
3, 930, 439 00 4, 167, 874 70 


NovEMBER 6, 1877. 
We are told by the Secretary of the Navy (and I ask the attention 


of my friend from Maine to this statement, which doubtless he has 
seen already) that, besides the deficiencies for pay of the Navy, naval 


| hospital fund, and pay of the Marine Corps, there are deficiencies due 
| for construction and repair arising out of contracts with individuals 


the Navy had taken from the Treasury a sum amoun ing to seven or | for clothing, steam machinery, timber, &c., for the last fiscal year ; 


but he remarks: 


It is deemed most advisable to reserve an estimate for these for communication 
at the approaching regular session of Congress, when detailed statements may be 
properly made and when their relation to the general and current expenses can bo 
more readily explained. 

Now, in this case there is no pretense of excuse such as there has 
been in regard to the pay of the Navy; and I ask, in the face of this 


| , | law, how these deficiencies have arisen. I am very sure that my 
made within that year; and such balances not needed for the said purposes shall be | 


friend from Maine does not approve the creation of such defi-:iencies. 
On page 494 of the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp for 1874 that gentleman 
says: 

A gentleman at my right, Mr. Chairman, asks what guarantee we have that all 
this will not come back asa deficiency. 

That guarantee, I tell him, I have already stated to the Honse—that the Secre 


tary of the Navy wili make his garment according to the cloth we give him, as ho 
has thus far always done. 


I want my friend to see from this report how that Secretary has 
deviated from the guarantee he gave to the House and I want him 
to see how that Secretary has deviated from the law that should have 
governed him in his administration of the Department. He has dis- 
regarded that law utterly. From information which I will not now 
state, but which will be satisfactory to both sides of the House, I am 
convinced that the appropriations made for different buresus have 
been used indiscriminately and in gross violation of the law of the 
land. Why, sir, to illustrate by this very bill, here comes in a defi- 
ciency for pay of the Marine Corps; yet taking the estimate for the 
last two fiscal years and also the appropriation bills it will be found 
that we gave every dollar that the law allowed. How has this deti- 
ciency arisen? The money has been taken—I say it by authority— 
the money has been taken and used for some other purpose. 

We come then to the amount due Seligman Brothers. This is the 
amount, in addition to what appears upon the pay-roll, paid on 
drafts, &c. As to “miscellaneous items upon arrears of pay,” these 
are owing to the fact that, pending cruises, officers are entitled to 
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promotion and cannot at the time have an opportunity to be ex- 
amined. This allowance has always been made. The deficiency in 
the naval-hospital fund has arisen because it is made up by a charge 
of twenty cents a month deducted regularly from the pay of officers 
and seamen; and as money enough has not been appropriated, it is 
alleged that the deficiency has been caused in that way. Hence we 


have regarded this as a matter about which it would be improper to | 


raise any question. 

I desire to say just here that we found the officers and men had 
not been paid to the amount stated by the Secretary. We believe 
that there has been mismanagement of that Department. But these 
men have done the service; they are entitled under the law to their 


pay; many of them are greatly in need of it; and as it is due we | 


thought it our duty promptly to report a bill providing the money to 
pay them. The payment of this money will not prevent an investi- 
gation into the management of that Department, while a refusal to 
make this appropriation would be an outrage such as the committee 
were not willing to propose should be inflicted upon these men. 

In regard to these deficiences for pay, clothing, construction and 
repair, steam-engineering, and in every other direction in which a 
deficiency has occurred, I for one believe that we owe it to the people 
of this country to press relentlessly an investigation as to the origin 


of these deficiencies and to resort to all means in our power for | 
remedy or punishment. This will not be at all prevented or ob- 


structed by any action we have taken in reporting this bill. There 
has been some unfavorable comment growing out of the natural 
differences of opinion which obtain among men as to our conduct. 


This we naturally expected; but we are willing, after having been | 


heard, to await the judgment of the country as to whether it was 
right that we should proceed as we have done. 
Mr. EDEN. I wish to ask the gentleman whether there are not 
some means to prevent this misappropriation of the public money. 
Mr.BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I have read enough of lawenacted by 
the Congress of the United States to furnish all necessary restrictions 


on any public official, no matter over what Department he may preside | 
or what place of trust he may occupy. The whole ground is already | 
covered by legislation. The only further remedy is in the moral | 


sense of the people which should hold to a just accountability those 
who have been permitting for years this improper use of the funds in 
the Treasury. I know of no other remedy. 

So far as concerns the expenses in the Judicial Department, they 
explain themselves; and 60 also with the Interior Department. If 
any explanation upon those heads should be desired, I prefer to make 
it when we reach the debate under the five-minutes rule. 

I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Virginia, [ Mr. 
Goove. ] 

Mr. GOODE. Mr. Chairman, the bill now under consideration is, 
I believe, in exact accordance with the recommendation of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. In his report of October 9, addressed to the 
President, he recommended the appropriation of $2,003,861.27 to 
cover certain deficiencies in the pay of the Navy and the pay of the 
Marine Corps, and this bill appropriates that amount for those pur- 
poses. The Committee on Naval Affairs of this House, in the first 
meeting after their organization, unanimously adopted a resolution 
recommending that the Committee on Appropriations report a bill 
covering those deficiencies without any unnecessary delay. I am 
gratitied to observe the Committee on Appropriations responded 
promptly to that suggestion. 

It may be very protitable, and in my judgment, Mr. Chairman, it 
will be profitable, to make the investigation referred to by my friend 
from Georgia,(Mr. BLount.] There are two committees of this House 
now claiming the right to make that investigation. I hope at the 
proper time the inquiry may be prosecuted fearlessly and impartially, 
and that the responsibility may be placed wherever it belongs. But, 
sir, I desire to say this; that, whatever may be thought of the respon- 
sibility properly attaching to the Forty-fourth Congress and the late 
Secretary of the Navy in regard to this deficiency, however much men 
may differ upon the question whether the blame ought to be visited 
on the late Congress or the late Secretary of the Navy, there is one 
proposition upon which, I trust, we can all agree at this time, and 
that is we are bound now by every consideration of fairness and of 
justice to make an appropriation to meet this deficiency in the pay of 
the Navy with the least possible delay. 

Representing as I do, Mr. Chairman, a navy-yard district, and 
thrown as I am in constant association with the officers and men of 
the Navy, I happen to know something of the privations and hard- 
ships to which they have been subjected. A large number of them 
have been compelled to borrow money called for by the necessities 


of themselves and their families, and to borrow it at a high rate of | 
interest ; and that rate they must continue to pay until this Congress | 


shall come to their relief by making the necessary appropriation. 
They have thus been subjected to loss which many of them could not 
afford to meet, and which none of them ought to have been required 
to meet. They have been subjected to the tender mercies of the 
money-lenders, notwithstanding this Government justly owed them 
the money for services actually performed. 

Mr. ATKINS. Will the gentleman tell why they were not paid ? 

Mr. GOODE. Mr. Chairman, I have said I preferred now not to go 
into that investigation. I am not prepared to say why they were not 
paid. I have my own opinion, but I have not investigated it as the 
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' 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT] has. But what I wis 
| mit is this: Let this appropriation be made and let that — 
tion be prosecuted. I am prepared to go as far as he he 
| farthest in making an investigation. We have two comm ttee 

bitious of the honor of making that investigation, and , hoc 
House will clothe one of them at least with the proper aut * 
that subject. 
| It is said by some the deficiency has grown up because of +} 
| failure of Congress to make appropriation. The Secretary of - 

Navy says he prefers to charge it as a deficiency of last yea; =e 
another part of his report he says it is a deficiency which has cae 
up in a long series of years past. The gentleman from Geor a ~ ; 
has mede a careful investigation of it, tells us the responsibility on med 
to be placed on the late Secretary of the Navy. I trust that inves; 
| gation will be made, and made fearlessly and impartially, ang 4),,, 

the responsibility will be placed where it properly belongs : ce 
what I desire to suggest now is, that these officers and these en ie 
the Navy ought not to be held responsible for it. They haye aan 
fered from it and have been compelled to submit to the tender yey 
cies of money-lenders while the pay has been due them for seryio. 
actually performed to this Government. 

I wish to say another thing, Mr. Chairman, and I feel that it js dyp 
| to the officers and men of the Navy that, notwithstanding this, thoy 

have not vexed the public car with unseemly complaints, but hay, 
gone forward in the performance of their duty, ome in the languan 
of the Secretary, have thus indicated their respect for and contiden, 
in the Government. This loss should not be visited upon the officers 
and men of the Navy, but Congress should come promptly and speed 
ily to their relief, and then, at our leisure, we may investigate tly 
question of responsibility. 

One other remark ; my friend from Georgia has joined issue with 
the Secretary of the Navy in regard to the statement contained j; 
— report that this deficiency was properly due to the last fiscy 
| year. I desire to say, however that may be, there are some other 
sentiments contained in that report of the Secretary of the Navy to 
which I am sure my friend representing the Committee on Appro 
priations will give his cordial support. In my judgment they are 
entitled to the approbation of good men in all parties who desire to 
restore the Government to the standard of honesty, simplicity, and 
economy. 
| What does the Secretary tell us? He tells us that these difficulties 

attending the administration of the Navy Department have arisen— 
| how? Have arisen from the diversion of funds appropriated to special 
objects by law and used in expenditure upon other and different ob 
jects. He tells us that such a procedure will enable the Secretary oi 
the Navy to substitute his official discretion for the requirements of 
law; and there being no legal limit to such discretion, the Secretary 
of the Navy would be governed by his own will and pleasure as to 
whether any deficiencies shall exist or not. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GOODE. Just one word, Mr. Chairman. The Secretary of 
the Navy says he is unwilling to take the responsibility of adiinis- 
tering the Department of the Navy in this way, and he prefers, while 
he remains in office, to be governed strictly by the law of Congress. 
Now, I repeat, Mr. Chairman—and I am sure my friend will accord 
with me in that—I repeat that such a sentiment as that ought to 
receive the sanction of both sides of this House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 1 do not propose to occupy further at this time the 
remainder of my hour, but reserve it. 

Mr. HALE. This House is very anxious, I take it, to pass these 
appropriation bills. We have been here now four weeks and more 
and have just passed the Army bill. The wants of the men in the 
Army and Navy have been pressing. The gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. GoopE] who has just taken his seat has in strong and filting 
terms characterized the condition of the officers and men in the Navy 
who have been knocking at our doors for their just dues, That 
is what we have come here for—to pay them. The called session 
became necessary in consequence of the failure to pass the Army 
appropriation bill. The need of the Navy is like that of the Army. 
And now, at the end of four weeks or more, I should not take up 4 
moment of the time of this House upon this bill if nothing had been 
said more than has fallen from the lipsof the gentleman from Virginia 
who has just taken his seat, or if what had been said had been in 
what I believe the legitimate direction of discussion upon this bill 
as he has stated it. ; 
| The Committee on Appropriations have reported the bill whieh I 
have before me by the hand of the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. 
| Biount.] It admits what no man gainsays, that more than $2,000,” 
are due to the officers and men of the Navy who are suffering for 
their money. Naturally what would be expected, what no doabt was 
expected, was an exposition to the Committee of the Whole now sit- 
| ting of the reasons why $2,000,000 are appropriated here of the mouey 

drawn from the people by taxation asadeficiency. Naturally we had 
| a right to expect that some explanation would be given to the com- 
mittee and to the country why the Committee on Appropriations have 
reported this bill; why there has been this deficiency; why - ap 
propriation is necessary. But the gentleman reporting the bill has 
failed to give anything of that kind. : a 

He reports the bill and asks the money and forthwith launches 7 : 
| a tirade against the late Secretary of the Navy and declares tha 


foes 


\ 1 
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a ee : 


that 0 
indescribec E = 
uD \ - sropriations recommends 2,000,000 to meet the deficiency caused 
ve t Po wiekedness—for that is not too strong a word to be used after 
vy ue 


itening to the gentleman from Georgia—of the late Secretary of the | 
jsteniup * 


Navy. And the gentleman has been pleased to allude to a better 
‘ime: to the present time, when, as he says, this matter is brought 
: rad the scrutiny of a democratic House that shall make known all 
a is bad in high places and build up, I suppose, all that is good in 


low ] 
defit 
( “i to. — ° ene ° 

soa sir, this bill does not legitimately involve any political issue. 


It does not legitimately involve any political discussion. It does 
pot legitimately involve any comparison between the record of one 
part} ‘and the record of another. The gentleman from Virginia, [ Mr. 


‘encies, in @ former democratic administration that he has re- 


GoobE,] with his high sense of what is appropriate, has recognized | 


this and has said nothing touching political or personal comparisons. | 


But the gentleman who reports this bill, failing to give us a parti- 
cle of information how it is that this large deficiency has resulted, 
has gone out of his way—I repeat it, has gone out of his way—to 
make an attack on the late Secretary of the Navy, declaring that 
through his wrong this deficiency has arisen. 

Why, sir, some credit must be given to honorable and responsible 
men who are at the head of the great Departments of the Govern- 
ment. The gentleman himself has failed to read even recent docu- 
ments. Has he looked at the message of the President of the United 
States, accompanying which is a very clear and intelligent report 
upon this deficiency from the present Secretary of the Navy, who has 
not been in office long enough yet to be attacked and abused and 
outraged? Has he read the report or the letter covering all of these 
things, by which he should have explained to the House why this 
deticiency has arisen? I have not time to go over the whole docu- 
ment, but I read from page 3, and I call the special attention of the 
members to the document itself, which is “ House Executive Docu- 
ment No. 3, Forty-fifth Congress, first session.” It is the message of 
the President of the United States which sends these deficiencies, 
and accompanying it is an elaborate statement of how these deficien- 
cies have occurred. And upon page 3 the present Secretary of the 
Navy, who I see from this document has given careful and stndious 
attention to this subject, and has gone into it root and branch, and 
has presented it in an exceedingly clear and convincing way—on 
page 3 he says what I will read. I wonder if the gentleman from 
Georgia has failed to read it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will state that I read it very carefully and I read 
apart of it tothe House. The gentleman seems to think that nobody 
reads any document but himself. 

Mr. HALE. I saw nothing and heard nothing in the remarks of 


the gentleman from Georgia that indicated that he had read this re- | 


port at all; but, on the other hand, his charges were directly in the 
face of the conclusions arrived at by the present Secretary of the 
Navy, after careful and faithful attention. This is what he says: 

The present deficiency in the fund for the ‘‘ Pay of the Navy" has been continu- 
ing from year to year, running back to the time of the late war, when both esti 
mates and appropriations were necessarily made upon vague and unreliable infor- 
mation. Consequently it is not chargeable to any one year, but to a series of years, 
and has been occasioned both by insufficient estimates and insufficient appropria- 
tions, the latter having been for eight out of the last nine years considerably less 
than the estimates. 

Iam glad to be able to say that the present Secretary of the Navy, 
in examining into this matter, has not fallen into the error, which so 
many men in all places fall into, of laying the blame at the door of 
his immediate predecessor. But, in analyzing these deficiencies and 
tracing each item to its proper source, he has been able, in the words 
which Lhave just read here, to say that that predecessor is by no 
means responsible for the condition in which the pay fund of the 
Navy was found in March last. 

Now, it may be that some gentlemen here—and perhaps in this I 
encroach somewhat upon the prerogatives of the gentleman intro- 
ducing and reporting this bill—perhaps some gentlemen here may 
possibly have some curiosity to know how it is that a deficiency in 
the Navy pay appropriation can run back for years, because, upon 
this question of appropriations, upon the question when they termi- 
nate, upon the question when the unexpended balances shall be turned 
into the Treasury and cease to be available in the Department or 
bureau for which the appropriation was made, there has been much 
legislation ; there has been much modifying legislation. In the session 
of 1669-70, the Dawes law, so known, was passed by Congress and re- 
ceived the assent of the Executive, providing in general effect that un- 
expended balances should be turned into the Treasury. And why ? 
Because it was found that, after the years of the war and of large ap- 
propriations, all the Departments and bureaus, besides their annual 
“ppropriations, were coming and going upon balances that they found 
on their books. Mr. Dawes, then chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, discovered that that practice took away from Congress 
ls right to seratinize and regulate the amount of money to be ex- 
pended, and so he passed this bill, or Congress passed it for him, de- 
claring that unexpended balances should be turned into the Treasury. 


That act has been modified at different times. It has been modified 
in order to co 


I 


ficial has been guilty during his administration of some vague, | 
ved violation of law, and that therefore now the Committee | 


laces. He has also referred to a better day when there were no | 








ative to turning over unexpended balances “should not apply to per- 
manent specific appropriations for rivers and harbors, for light- 
houses and fortifications, or public buildings, or pay of the Navy and 
Marine Corps.” F 

This is found in the act of June 20, 1874. I have read from the act 
itself. There was nothing innovating in that, so far as the pay fund 
of the Navy was concerned. It was not an amplification of a “prev i- 
ous construction, but it was in accordance with a previous construc- 
tion in the Comptroller’s Office in reference to the pay of the Navy. 
It had for long years been considered a continuing fund. 

Now, I do not mean to be caught upon words; I do not mean that 
any gentleman shall declare that I have said that the fund for the 
pay of the Navy is by virtue of this clause a “ permanent” fund. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. HALE. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman seems very familiar with the report 
of the present Secretary of the Navy. I would ask him if the report 
of the present Secretary of the Navy and the practice he proposes 
do not indicate clearly that the Secretary of the Navy does not 
take the view of this matter that the gentleman does, and that he 
does not construe the statutes, to which he has referred, as the gen- 
tleman does? 

Mr. HALE. No, sir; Ido not understand anything of the kind. 
I understand that thege is nothing in the letter, and I read it very 
carefully, that conflicts with what I now say. . 

Now, as I was saying when I was interrupted, I do not mean that 
any gentleman shall say that I am here asserting that the pay of the 
Navy is a “permanent” appropriation. It is not a permanent appro- 
priation technically, such as, for instance, the appropriation made 
for the payment of the interest on the national debt. That is made 
a “permanent” appropriation, in order to take the whole sulbject- 
matter ont of the fluctuations that might arise from yearly discus- 
sion. That isa “permanent” appropriation. The pay of the Navy 
is not such, and I do not claim that it is such. 

The statute of 1874, showing what were the previous and subse- 
quent interpretations in the Comptroller's Office, where at last we have 
to go for interpretations of law affecting appropriations, makes the 
pay of the Navy acontinuing fund; that I affirm and assert with 
confidence. I affirm and assert that the pay of the Navy has never 
been considered by the Secretary of the Navy or by any comptroller as 
anything other than a continuing fund. 

I am aware that in the letter of the present Secretary of the Navy, 
which I hold before me, in departing from the old practice and in 
taking up what I admit is a better practice, he refers to this as a 
question of doubt, and declines to act further upon it. But I am now 
referring to the law as I have read it, which in terms takes the pay 
of the Navy out of the general provisions of the “ Dawes” act for 
covering into the Treasury unexpended balances of appropriation, 
and puts it with other funds that do not go back into the Treasury. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. BLouNT ?] 

Mr. HALE. Iam bound to yield, if he wishes to again interrupt 
me. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not desire to interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. CLYMER. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

Mr. CLYMER. The gentleman refers to the act of 1869. 

Mr. HALE. It was an act passed during the session of 1869 and 
1870. 

Mr. CLYMER. Then, between 1869 or 1870 and 1874 it was clearly 
illegal for the Secretary of the Navy to use the fund after the time 
had expired fixed by that act for covering it back into the Treasury. 

Mr. HALE. From 169 to 1874 the accounting officers of the De- 
partment acted upon the old construction that the pay of the Navy 
was a continuing fand. This act of 1874 was not in contravention of 
any construction, but only put into a clear and dist‘nct form what 
had been the constant and uninterrupted practice of the accounting 
officers. It was the same from 1869 to 1874, when the declaration was 
made in terms. 

Now, how does it happen that, starting on this basis, with the pay 
of the Navy acontinuing fund from year to year, not to be turned 
into the Treasury, deficiencies may accumulate from year to year? 
If gentlemen will read the whole of this document, No. 3, they will 
see how the present Secretary of the Navy has explained it. In bajef 
it is this: For years it has been the practice at the beginning of 1 
fiscal year—the paymasters being in every quarter of the globe—for 
those paymasters to have deposited with them or credited to them im- 
mense sums of money from the pay fund. I say immense, because 
sometimes in the beginning of the year nearly one half the pay appro- 
priation will be placed to the credit of the different paymasters who 
are with the different squadrons upon the seas in every quarter of the 
globe. 

Now, as a matter of convenience these paymasters have been 
allowed to pay out of this pay fund, from month to month and from 
year to year, payments which did not legitimately come upon it. 
For instance, if a vessel needs repairs and $25,000 needs to be ex- 
pended upon the vessel for that purpose, if the paymaster has to his 


, -onform to previous constructions, given to different funds. | credit $100,000, he would expend that $25,000 for the repairs and 
t Was modified in 1874, when it was declared that the provision rel- | charge it to his pay fund. If the equipment fund needed $10,000, or 


etl 


aaa in ene 


iiescotn one 


een nee 


a Sa 





~~ 


JES 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


NOVEMBER 13 
) 


aaa racemic me eit a ee 


if the Ordnance Burean needs an expenditure, the paymaster would 
pay it ont of the pay fund. If a pestilence broke out among the 
crew and medical stores were needed, the paymaster would pay for 
them out of that pay fund, and by so much would he rednee the fund. | 

Now, when these accounts all come back, in settling in the 
Treasury, all of the different charges which have been paid ont of 
the pay fund and applied to other sources are accredited back to | 
that pay fand, and the appropriation for whose use they were taken 
is charged with so much of the amount as came from the pay fund 
and is obliged to pay back that amount. But the truth has been | 
that until lately accounts have not been settled until the end of a 
long voyage. 

One of the monstrous innovations of the late Secretary of the Navy, 
that bad man about whom some of my friends can never seem to lash 
themselves into sufficient rage, has been that he bas reduced the time 
of settlement, and instead of leaving it as formerly to be made once 
a voyage, he required it to be made once in three months. Now, if 
he had been an extravagant man or a corrupt man or desirous of 
squandering the pay of the Navy and misappropriating it, he cer- 
tainly would have preferred a three years’ lease of time during which 
he could carry on this misappropriation, rather than to have thestern 
reckoning which the quarterly settlements would bring. 

It has so happened that when the accounts came back at the end | 
of the three years’ cruise for settlement in the Treasury Department, 
when they came to credit the pay fund with the money which was due | 
from the other bureans and which had been expended abroad for 
them by the paymaster, the appropriations for those bureaus had in 
many cases run out, their money was all gone, had been expended 
for steam-engineering, for building and fitting up the vessels, for 
recruiting, for equipment, for construction and repair, and there was 
no money to pay back to the pay fund that which had been taken | 
out of it. So deficiencies came that could not be made up and have | 
not been made up. 

Mr. PRICE. In the line of the gentleman’s argument let me ask 
whether it is not true, and whether it does not occur very frequently, 
that a vessel, for instance, comes into a Mediterranean port with a | 
mast or some of the spars gone, and that vessel is repaired in that 
Mediterranean port. Does not the paymaster on that vessel draw his 
check or draft on the fund in London and pay for those repairs out 
of the pay fund? 

Mr. HALE. That has been the practice generally followed for | 
thirty years. 

Mr. PRICE. Always. 

Mr. HALE. Followed not only in the last Secretary’s administra- 
tion, not only in that of his predecessor, not only during the war, 
not only for ten years or twenty years before the war, but it has 
always been the practice. I cannot state the fact in better terms 
than to state it as a proposition which everybody who has looked 
into this question carefully has found out, that for years the pay 
fund of the Navy of the United States has been made the pack-herse 
upon which everything has ridden; and, when the reckoning day 
came, when the time came for paying back what has been used for | 
every other bureau, it has been found time and again that the fands 
of those bureaus had all been expended, that there was not a dollar 
left, and so the pay fund had to suffer. Thus it happened all the 
time that the old appropriations which had come over from the war 
were being lessened, were being drawn upon for the benefit of vari- 
ous bureaus or subdivisions of the Navy Department. 

Now, my friend from Georgia, [Mr. BLouNT,] upon another point | 
connected with this matter, says it is singular that on estimates 
and appropriations so much smaller than what are at present sent in, 
the Navy has been able to run; and he wonders why it is that 
$6,500,000 was all that was estimated for during a republican House, 
but when a democratic House came in the estimates sprang up to 
$7,300,000 or $7,600,000. Why, Mr. Chairman, that is asubject which 
I think the gentleman must have gone over in his mind time and 
again. Has he forgotten that time and again there has been presented 
to his mind this consideration: that year by year as the naval pay 
fund was being depleted by payments to other bureaus which never 
could pay back—while in consequence of this the old balances of 
appropriations were being drawn upon, the time must come when 
there would be none of those balances left ? 

The present Secretary of the Navy, in his analysis and investiga- 
tion of this fund, has discovered this and has referred to it in this 

ter. At last the point has been reached where all the old balances | 

ve been expended and used up; there is nothing of that kind left. 
Then there comes a House of Representatives that cuts down the ap- 
propriations for the Navy Department away below even the estimates 
of the Secretary of the Navy, who before that had been able to get | 
along with the amount appropriated and the old balances, notwith- 
standing the drafts made upon him. But when the old balances | 
ceased he needed appropriations larger even than his previous esti- | 
mates, and so he comes in and asks for 1876-’77, $7,600,000 ;. but he is 
given only $5,700,000. For the year 1877~78 he asks for $7,300,000 and | 
is given first $5,750,000 and afterward a deficiency appropriation of a 
million dollars, with a fund of $225,000 indefinite appropriation on 
furlough pay. This is why both estimates have gone up and why the | 
deficiency is so large now. It is that the old balances are gone and 
that the last House during both sessions failed to make the appro- 
priations asked for. 


| 





| Navy. 


Now, I do not say that this practice of making the pay fund 

my figure again) the pack-horse upon which all other bup NO (UO Use 
be carried is agood one. I do not think it is. It is like = . 
things that have been regarded as imperative. 
there comes somebody who rakes up the matter 
way than the old way. I believe it is a good thing that the 

Secretary of the Navy has looked this question squarely ap t 
face ; has declined, even at the expense of great hardship ¢, —— 
and men in the Navy, to go forward and apply the prine! bale ey - 
are fairly applicable to a continuing fund, but has said “ lane ; 
here and now; I will not allow the pay fund to be encroached a oy 
other funds; and whenever Iam brought toa square standstill th wl 
I put my foot and make my statement to Congress, leaving the rel os 
there.” That is what the present Secretary has done. [ wis} ‘tha 
the former Secretary, when he came in in 1859, had looked - ase 
matter in the same way, had adopted the same rule, althoug! i. 
that time he had the aathority to which I have allu oie 


, , : led, to use old 
appropriations, and was going on doing his best to pay off the offic, a 
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| and men of the Navy from year to year, as every predecessor of }); 
J is 


had done. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is all there is of all this pother about ths 
deficiency bill and this charge of bad conduct and extravagance as 
deserving renewed investigation against the old Secretary of the 

He has gone out of office; he is a private citizen, with th 
same rights and the same merits that any man would have as q pri- 
vate citizen. There can be no motive in defending him upon this 
floor except the natural instinctive feeling that any man must have 
when an unprovoked assault is made upon an American citizen why 
has his rights and who cannot be heard here. I say to the gentlenay 
from Georgia, I say to any member of this House, no matter who he 
may be, who is talking about the extravagance and bad conduct of 
the former Secretary of the Navy in relation to this pay fund, that 
he can scrutinize from cellar to garret every dollar of appropriati n 
that has been given during the seven years of the administration of 
the late Secretary for the pay of the Navy, and there cannot be found 
a single dollar of all the millions of money that passed through his 
hands that has been appropriated to any purpose outside of the wain- 
tenance of the American Navy in a proper manner. 

I say there cannot be found in any year a dollar of diversion of any 
fund to any other purpose, excepting under the practice or custom he 
inherited and which came down to him from both republican aud 
democratic administrations. I have a list here showing where the 
$6,975,000 appropriated during the last year for uses of the pay of 
the Navy have gone, for every month of the year, from July, 1-75, 
down to the end of his term of office, giving in detail, month by 
month, the disbursements or drafts in favor of disbursing oflivers 
And, so far from there being any diversion of money to an improper 
purpose, every dollar of it has been drawn upon for the disbursing 
officers, the pay officers who are nominated by the President and 
confirmed by the Senate. And in this case more than $700,000 hay: 
gone to the benefit, as in every year before, of other bureaus of tli 
Navy Department. 

Now, if this is the case, Mr. Chairman, if these deficiencies arise in 
this way, if they come by inheritance, though it may not be the best 
way ; if the Secretary in carrying out what he found his predecessors 
had adopted—in following the practice of his predecessors, lias been 
honest and straightforward, as the figures on investigation of the 


| records of the Fourth Anditor’s Office will demonstrate, I appeal to 


gentlemen here whether this is the place, now when we are called upon 
to pay a debt which everybody admits to be due—whether this is the 
time and place for an attack upon him —whether this is the place for 
charges upon him of gross misconduct and mismanagement? 

Mr. GLOVER. Will the gentleman indulge me in one question! 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GLOVER. I wish to ask the gentleman from Maine whether 


| he considers the amount of money ordered by the Secretary of the 


Navy to be paid over to Jay Cooke & Co., London, through the hands 
of the paymaster there, was a proper disbursement of the publi 


| funds of the Navy—an amount of money for which there had to 


be given, I believe, security upon his private estate? 

Mr. HALE. That matter, Mr. Chairman, was all gone over by 4 
committee specially appointed in the last Congress. The whole sub- 
ject-matter came before the House and the whole conduct of the 
late Secretary of the Navy was investigated. It was transferred 
from investigating committees tothe law committee of this House, 
which, upon deliberately considering the facts, taking into account 
every charge made against the late Secretary reported—I do not know 
what the technical form was, but it was in effect that they be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the subject. 

I say in reference to all other iatter, as well as in reference to 
those matters coming into this bill, every act of the Secretary of the 
Navy in raising money, in depositing money, in drawing drafts, was 
for the purpose of paying the officers and men to whom the mone) 
belonged, and any act of his in reference to taking security of prop- 
erty was only for the purpose of making the claim of the Govert- 


ment stronger; and in the end it was made stronger, and the Gov- 


ernment received dollar for dollar. Whether it has been all wound 
up and the last dollar paid I do not know; but the last time I had 
occasion to look into the matter to which the gentleman from Mis- 
souri has referred, the security taken by the Secretary of the Navy 
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| resulted, not in loss to the Government, but in paying dollar for 
bee Z Ido not know that anybody claims that this affair, about 
— creat concern was had in the last Congress, resulted in the loss 
wl ‘he Government of a single dollar, or that the Government will 
tot po of the transaction a single dollar. 
" The gentleman from Georgia has complained that when the House 

ade small appropriations it had the right to expect the Navy would 
or Seal If that was not the language that was the idea. The 
 atleman must consider that the failure to appropriate money here 
y og not cut down the naval establishment any more than such fail- 
pa ates down the Army establishment. The naval establishment 
- ation of the whole Government—of the laws and the Consti- 
ia under which we live. It is an establishment that is provided 
for by the statutes. Every man in that establishment, be he admiral, 
commodore, captain, or ensign, or private, or swabber upon the deck, 
every man Who is employed and has a right to be employed under the 
jaw, bas the right to his money. He has the same right to his pay 
as the man who works for a farmer in the western fields, or the me- 
chauic in the work-shops of New England and Pennsylvania. A 
failure of this or both Houses to appropriate for either ot those regu- 
jar establishments does not, Mr. Chairman, reduce them one iota. 

In order to reduce, it is necessary for the appropriate committee to 
report a bill, and I take it from the indications in the House it will 
not be long before some bill dismantling the Navy—some bill cutting 
Jown both branches of the service and reducing them largely, will 
be pushed through. If such bills are passed and approved, then any 
one outside of that reduction cannot claim a dollar. 

I dissent bere and now from the proposition that because Congress 
fails to appropriate for the Army or the Navy, therefore the number 
of the officers and men shall be reduced. No head of a Department 
under such circumstances would have any more right to turn out an 
officer of the Army duly appointed and commissioned, or of the Navy, 
than avy naval or Army officer would have with a file of soldiers to 
come in here and take the gentleman from Georgia from his seat and 
take him out of the House. 


There is a vested right that those men have, all of them, privates | 


and officers, to every do!lar that the law declares they shall have; 
and niggardly appropriations, neither in the Army nor in the Navy, 
reduce this foree one single man; and we may as well understand 


that now as be troubling ourselves with those considerations fur- | 
ther. Until the Army is reduced and the Navy reduced by act of | 


Congress duly consented to and passed, the administrators of both 
those branches of the service must keep up their respective establish- 
nents, and cannot turn out a single officer either in the Army or the 
Navy. Pretty much all the expenses comes from the oflicers. Thisre- 
duction of a few men that has been referred to by the gentleman from 
Georgia—this reduction of a thousand men—makes very little differ- 
ence in the amount in the mainthat is to be appropriated. The redue- 
tion mustcome from the dismantling of the establishment of officers, 
from a change in the form and number of regiments inthe Army, and 
areduction or abolition of grades and commands in the Navy. 

Mr. CLYMER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. CLYMER. Do we not stop construction by failing to make 
appropriations ? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. CLYMER. Then, Congress having failed to make appropria- 
tions for construction, if constructors wish to go on and make extrava- 
gant outlays,shonld these be made by the Secretary of the Navy 
without warrant of law ? 

Mr. HALE. No, sir; and they have not been made. 

Mr. CLYMER. It has been proved that they have been made. 

Mr. HALE. I am glad to have the opportunity of saying, in con- 
sequence of what has been stated by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania—although not apropos to the discussion, it has been a good 
deal in the newspapers since last spring—he will not find that naval 
contractors who have gone on and spent money on naval vessels 
outside of the appropriations have te pov warrant, either from the 
Secretary or from the Attorney-General, except to go at their own 
risk and depend entirely upon whether or not Congress shall sanc- 
tion their act and pay their bill. He will find that they were in fact 
notified that they must depend entirely on Congress, and that they 
had no authority to make those expenditures. In due time I wiil 
read to the gentleman and show to iim the authority given by the 
Secretary of the Navy, backed up by the opinion of the Attorney- 
General, in which both of those officers kept themselves strictly 
within the law, and the contractors to-day are at the mercy of Con- 
gress and have no other remedy. So much for that. When the 


proper time comes it will be more fully explained than I have ex- 
plained it now. 


Mr. CLYMER. We will see. 


P = _ I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Dan- 
RD. 

Mr. DANFORD. Mr. Chairman, I shall detain the committee but 
* moment. We have a deficiency bill from the Navy Department 
amounting to a little more than $2,000,000, the greater portion of it 
arising from a deficiency in the pay fund of the Navy. 


on gentleman from Georgia { Mr. BLOUNT] who reports this bill to 
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Secretary, who has had this matter under consideration evidently for 
months—it was one of the matters that he met certainly very early 


| in his administration of the Navy—is disposed to attribute this deti- 





ciency to other reasons. I desire to read again a very short extract 
from the letter of the Secretary, accompanying the message of the 
President : 

_ The present deficiency in the fund for the “ Pay of the Navy” has been continn- 
ing from year to year, running back to the time of the late war, when both esti- 
mates and appropriations were necessarily made upon vague and unreliable informa- 
tion. Consequently it is not chargeable to any one year, but to a series of years, 
and has been occasioned both by insufficient estimates and insuflicient appropria- 
tions, the latter having been for eight out of the last nine years considerably less 
than the estimates. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am disposed to think that the Secretary, 
after having given his consideration to the deficiency in his Depart- 
ment, is right. We know the fact to be that the accounts of the 
Navy Department are kept in one of the bureaus of the Treasury: in 
the Fourth Auditor’s Office. In fact the Secretary, in this very letter, 
calls attention to this. He says: 


The pay-rolls of the Navy, on file in the office of the Fourth Auditor, show that 
there is now due, for the aforesaid last quarter of the last year, the sum of 
$1,446,688.16, for which it is necessary to ask an appropriation by Congress. 


Now, take the proposition of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
BLOUNT,] that this deficiency is occasioned by a transfer of funds 
appropriated for pay of the Navy to construction and repairs. How 
is that a possibility ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me here to address to 
him an inquiry ? 

Mr. DANFORD. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think the gentleman does me injustice. I did 
not say this fund was diverted for construction and repairs. 

Mr. DANFORD. Certainly not. The gentleman did not say this 
fund was diverted to construction and repairs; but the inference from 
his speech to the committee was that there had been a diversion from 
pay tootherfunds. Now how is this possible? There is appropriated 
by Congress from time to time for construction and repairs, for steam- 
engineering, and for other purposes in the Navy a fixed and definite 
sum for each year. These accounts are kept in the Fourth Auditor’s 
Office, and it is impossible for any bureau of the Navy Department to 
go to the extent of a single dollar beyond the appropriations made 
specially for the bureau in any particular year. It is not possible for 
the accounts to be settled in the Fourth Auditor's Oftice in such a man- 
ner as to take permanently from the pay of the Navy and apply to 
any other bureau a single dollar, except by a corrupt collusion be- 
tween the officers of the Navy and that burean. Let the investiga- 
tion be made again. Let it be made thoroughly and fully. And 
undoubtedly a committee of this House will be enabled by an inves- 
tigation of the accounts kept in that office—the Fourth Auditor’s— 
to determine whether any such thing has happened as is intimated 
upon this floor. As has been said the caleulation is one of dollars and 
cents as to the amount required year by year for the pay of the Navy. 

Mr. EDEN. Will the gentleman from Ohio inform the committee 
what was the amount required for the pay of the Navy for the last 
fiscal year? 

Mr. DANFORD. I have not the estimate mace for the last session 
of the Forty-fourth Congress, but I have the estimate made for the 
first session. 

Mr. EDEN. Iam not asking for the estimates. I am asking from 
the gentleman’s own figures, if he can tell the amount required for 
this purpose during the last fiscal year. 

Mr. DANFORD. I can only tell from the estimates submitted by 
the Department. I remember very well that at the first session of 
the Forty-fourth Congress the estimate was between $7,200,000 and 
$7,300,000. I remember also that the House arbitrarily cut the fig- 
ures down to $5,700,000. That is my recollection, and, in my judg- 
ment, this matter is susceptible of demonstration. If these frandu- 
lent practices have been going on for a serics of years, it is a matter 
susceptible of demonstration by a committee of the House. If there 
has been any diversion of funds or any improper use of a single dol- 
lar appropriated to pay the Navy, that matter can be shown. 

I would only remark further that this was a subject of investiga- 
tion by the Committee on Naval Affairs in the last Congress; that 
they had before them witnesses from the Fourth Auditor's Office, 
took their testimony, and it is amatter of record. We made volumes 
upon that investigation and the committee were unable to discover 
any such frandulent trans’er of funds as has been charged here 
to-day. Let there be another committee appointed, as suggested by 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Goopr,} and let them try their 
skill in this matter of investigation. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Has the time of the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
HALE] expired? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state that the time allotted 
for debate has not yet expired. 

Mr. HALE. How much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. Eight minutes. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will the gentleman yield the balance 
of his time to me, although if there is any gentleman upon the other 


a | side of the House who desires to occupy the time I do not wish him 
is disposed to charge this deficiency to a misapplication of | to do so. 


he part of the late Secretary uf the Navy. The present | 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state for the information of 
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the gentleman that there are eight minutes left of the time of the 
gentleman from Maine, and then fifteen minutes of the time of the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. BLOUNT. } 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BANKs] 
wishes the eight minutes remaining of my time, and if the gentle- 
man from Georgia will agree to yield a portion of his time to the 
gentleman from New York, I shall be glad. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Very well. 

Mr. HALE. I yield now to the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. BANKs. ] 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Chairman, it is greatly to the credit of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy that all parties and all interests concur in the in- 
tegrity and wisdom which is manifested in the administration of his 
Department. The language which he has used in his report shows 
that he is sound in judgment and exceptionally clear and compre- 
hensive in his methods and that he is not likely to enter upon exten- 
sive business aflairs where there has been no money appropriated for 
them. But I venture to say that, in my opinion at least, however 
correct it may be, as no doubt it is in principle, he will very soon 
suspend the operations of the Navy Department in many important 
matters if he adheres to that resolution. In saying this I do not in- 
tend to question in the slightest degree the expediency and justice 
of the rule by which the Secretary is now and has been governed 
since he assumed the duties of his office. Heartily I concur with all 
those who have spoken so eloquently in his praise. It would be well 
for us and for the country if the administration of all Departments 
of the Government were governed by it. But there must be a radical 
change in the methods and processes of legislation before that reform 
can be accomplished. It is here, in the House, that we must look, in 
some measure, for the origin of the evils of which we complain with 
justice, and the means of correcting them. 

‘The system upon which the House is accustomed to do its business 
makes it impossible that any Department of the Government could 
be administered for a series of years without entrenching upon the 
rule which the honorable Secretary has laid down for the govern- 
mentof his Department. Take, for example, what he says himself on 
the second page of his report of October 9, in relation to the appro- 
priations made by the last Congress for last year’s service. 

Having adopted the rule thus indicated— 

He says— 

I found it necessary to omit to pay the officers and men of the Nary for the last 
quarter of the last fiscal year. As the appropriations made by Congress were in- 
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| dations are sustained by the Committee of the Whole 
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suflicient for that purpose, it was impossible to make the payments without draw. | 


ing upon the appropriations forthe present fiscal year in advance of the time when 
by law they were subject to expenditure. 

The canse of this failure of the appropriation of money “to pay the 
men and oflicers of the Navy” arose from ourmannerof doing business, 
The Committee on Naval Affairs is coeval in its creation with that 
of Military Affairs and Foreign Affairs. It was authorized and ap- 
pointed as soon as the important functions of government were rec- 
ognized as factors in the business of legislation and administration. 
It has a jurisdiction upon “all matters which concern the naval 
establishment” and the laws upon which the Department is founded. 
It was the Naval Committee that among other things determined 
the number of officers and men necessary to the service, the salaries 


to be paid them, the expenditures that may from time to time be | 


rightfully incurred, and these regulations were incorporated into the 
public law. Originally, the committee reported the appropriations 
necessary for these purposes ; these principles were recognized as stat- 


ute laws; the committee ceased to report appropriations of money, | 


and the proper charges for the naval service were embraced in the 
naval appropriation bills. 
specified in the appropriation bill, and nothing else was incladed. 
If a change of law was thought advisable, that matter was com- 
mitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs. Now, however, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations takes into its own charge matters both of 
expenditure and legislation. It administers the law and makes new 
laws in the same bill. 

It may not have considered, as the Committee on Naval Affairs 
perhaps has done, or would have done, the necessities of the case: 
any system of re-organization or amendment of existing laws that 
might be needed. It has not time for that. All the appropriations 
of the Government are in the hands and underthe control of this 
one Committee on Appropriations. They are therefore only able to 
make a cursory examination, and cannot take, in their hurried investi- 
gations, a thorough and complete survey of the questions submitted 
to them in their varied aspects. It says, in the case before us, We 
do not think so much money is needed for the service of the Depart- 
ment as the laws authorize and the estimates call for, and we will 
cut them down. That was not merely the practice of the last Con- 
gress; it has been the practice for the last ten or twelve years. 
Each session we have seen this committee, upon a mere caprice, an 
arbitrary resolution of its own, without any very careful reference to 
the condition of affairs or of the necessities of the Government, or 
whether the amount they proposed to appropriate was sufficient or 
not, cut down the estimates of appropriation 10, 20, or 30 per cent. 

An election may be pending and there may be excitement among 
the people about the extent of the expenditures of the Government, 


What the law directed to be paid was | 
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° » Propriatior 
under the law must be in conflict with each other, as in this c. 
The laws specify the exact sums to be paid to officers and mey Th 
appropriation provides that a different and less sum ma eF my 


2 1 y be paid t 
them ; and the law and appropriation are both inoperative, A 
when any Department of the Government is administered under I _ 
made by one power and under appropriations made by another. the 
Department must suspend its operations or there must be a deficie: a. 

Well, sir, the Departments of the Government cannot stop. 1 ?. 
Government may suspend some part of its functions, perhaps: byt 
there are other functions that cannot be suspended. It must oe 
on. Ina period of peace there may be a condition of affairs under 
which it will be compelled to move on. In time of war jt nn 
always go on. It must make such preparation for defense and fo 
meeting the enemy as may be naneeneie, tae or no law, appropriat “ 
or no appropriation. The public safety is the highest law, Ther. 
fore there is, and in such cases there must be, a deticiency, and under 
such a method of legislation as I have described there always w;)| 
years. ) 

The Committee on Appropriations takes into consideration all the 
expenditures of every Department of the Government, very properly 
I have no doubt, and exercises that power very wisely. But the effect 
of that method will be, and must be, that from time to time, under 
the influences of which I have spoken and with appropriations dimiy 
ished without a due consideration of the law or of the necessities of 
the Government, deficiencies will be caused by those diminished 
appropriations every year. 

The proper way to avoid this would be to restrict the Committee 
on Appropriations to that duty which until very lately the rules 
of the House confided to them; that is, the appropriations of moneys 
authorized and required by the public statutes of the land for the 
service of the Government, which admit of no debate and which the 
committee would have no right to change. Then deficiencies would 
cease. If the Committee on Appropriations were limited to that duty 
and the other standing committees of the House were authorized to 
consider what changes were necessary from time to time for the re-or 
ganization of the Departments or the improvement of the public serv- 
ice, What salaries should be paid, what expenditures incurred, and 
when it was necessary to change the appropriations in accordance 
with the change of laws which they recommend, then the whole thing 
would be brought withip the control of the House, and if there were 
a deficiency there would be somebody to blame for it. But, as at pres- 
ent conducted, no Department of the Government can be adininistered 
for any considerable period of time without either creating deticien- 
cies of appropriations or the neglect of some interest and the suspen- 
sion of some important function of the Government. 

Take the case suggested by the honorable gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. GLovER] in regard to the action of the late Secretary of the 
Navy concerning the supply of money to maintain the public credit 
and meet the legitimate demands upon the Government in foreign 
countries which had not been appropriated by Congress according to 
the terms of the law. This seems to present a strong case of mal- 
feasance in office. It looks indeed like an offense against the laws, 
justifying inquiry, and perhaps censure. Andit has been many times 
investigated. If I recollect aright, in that case the Secretary of the 
Navy acted under the orders of the President and with the concur- 
rence of the Secretary of the Treasury. The President is supposed 
to know what is required to protect, to maintain the interests of the 
Government, and is in some measure responsible to Congress for what 
is done by himself and by hissubordinates. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is supposed to understand pretty well what is required in regard 
to the financial interests of the Government. The President, with 
the concurrence of the Secretary of the Treasury, ordered the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to do a certain act for which it is now attempted to 
hold him to an exclusive and sole responsibility. _ a 

According to the theory of our Government as it was originally 
administered, the heads of the Departments were not absolutely re- 
sponsible to Congress, certainly not when they acted under the orders 
of the President of the United States. Until avery recent date the head 
of an Executive Department was never called upon to furnish informa- 
tion to Congress. The call was always made upon the President, 
upon the theory that the Cabinet officers were responsible to him, 
and the President to Congress. There was an exception made with re- 
gard to the Secretary of the Treasury in some cases. If the Secretary 
disobeys a law or commits a crime, of course he is responsible and 
may be removed and punished as other officers are. But if within 
the line of his duty, as in this case, the President of the L nited States 
orders the Secretary of the Navy to perform a certain act, he can 
hardly be held responsible to Congress and punished for the perfor- 
mance of that act as if he were a criminal. 5 

This is what I desired to say: that the large jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Appropriations, of which I do not complain, takes “ 
the ordinary committees of the House many of the duties anc muc® 
of the jurisdiction belonging to them, and which if we are to have & 


and to meet that condition of things the Committee on Appropriations | good government must be exercised by them. 


cut down the appropriations 20 or 30 per cent., and their recommen- 


The consequence is, that from the conflict between two committees 
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enon the same subject there have been deficiencies, there will be 
\-gejencies, aud there never can be an administration of the Gov- 
vepment without deficiencies, unless some function or some depart- 
pe tof the Government shall suspend the performance of its duties. 
Rut, as with other gentlemen, I commend heartily the Secretary of 
¢] e Nav y for his most commendable efforts to reform these abuses, 
so wish him abundant success with all the credit that may belong 
+» him for so gieat an improvement in the public service. 

~ [Here the hammer fell.] ; 

Mr. BLOUNT. How much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. Fifteen minutes. — 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam somewhat surprised at the style adopted by 
the gentleman from Maine [ Mr HALF] in reviewing my presentation | 
of this bill to the House. The RECORD will show that the statements 
made by the gentleman for the purpose of refuting my argument 
were not true. I will not say that he purposely stated that which 
was not true; but he certainly made statements which were very 
uninst. Bat for this I would not again have asked the attention of 
this committee. 

The gentleman may understand that my method of conducting a 
hill in this House, or of conducting a discussion, is not based upon 
any study of him or his manner. I prefer to conduct it in my own 
way. and I certainly shall conform to my own judgment. I do not 
wonder that the gentleman should have taken umbrage—should 
have lost his amiability. His answer to the positions taken by me is 
incomplete. He has avoided those positions by raising new issues 
and addressing himself to them. 

For instance, the gentleman referred to the letter of the Secretary 
of the Navy, and in his courteous manner and with his high sense of the 
proprieties of debate, he intimated that I had not read it, although I | 
had read from it the very language which he himself shortly after- 
ward proceeded to read. The difference between the gentleman and | 
myself, so far as that report is concerned, lies in this faet: I state 
that so far as my knowledge of the present Secretary is concerned he | 
has my respect, and he has it for the reason that he repudiates the 
very practices which the gentleman has been defending, and the 
inference is that he is going back to legal methods in administering 
the Department of the Navy. The gentleman cannot so under- 
stand it. 

As to any purpose of reflecting upon the present Secretary of the 
Navy, lam as free from it as is the gentleman himself. I am not 
capable, as the gentleman seems to be, of sanctivning both adminis- 
trations of the Navy Department, however antagonistic—of sanction- 
ing anything that may happen to be done by his own party—nor am 
I prepared to adopt as absolute verity the statements even of the 
present Secretary of the Navy. The statements I have made have 
been based upon authority: upon the statement of expenditures made 
up at the Treasury Department and authorized by law. 

Gentlemen have sought to get away from the position I have taken 
in saying that the pay fund of the Navy has been misappropriated 
by taking the appropriation for one year and using it for another 
year, by going into an explanation of an entirely different matter. 
They say that the Navy pay fund, or a large portion of it, is deposited | 
abroad, and is drawn upon for various purposes of the Navy abroad, 


al 


~ back again and the accounts are re-adjusted to the pay of the 
Navy. 

I have made no objection to that ; but the remark which I did make | 
and which gentlemen have evaded by adopting this method of meeting 
it is that the appropriations under the head of “Pay of the Navy” 
made for a particular year have in violation of law been used for 
several different years. And the explanation that the gentleman has 
made does not reach the point. 

As to the law, the gentleman from Maine says that some time in 
1509 a certain law was passed which he states by way of construc- 
tion, but which he does not read. I have read this law to the House; 
and I submit to the House and the country whether or not the con- 
struction I have placed upon it is not the necessary and inevitable 
construction. I know outside of this report that it is the construc- 
tion of the present Secretary of the Navy, whose method of admin- 
— 18 not new save as it is a method of conforming to law; that 

But the gentleman’s answer to me as to the construction of these | 
statutes he does not make himself; he goes to the Comptroller of the 
Treasury, and tells what that officer thinks about it. Is this Con- 
gress supinely tosit here and take the construction of the Comptroller 
of the ‘Treasury upon the laws that it has made for the purpose of | 
—! the Departments and preventing constructions that were | 
The gentleman intimates that I have been illiberal in referring to 
a re” of the Navy who has passed out of office; that it is 
a - to review the conduct of that gentleman, who is now a pri- 
ae American citizen. Sir, I take it that that proposition will be 
=i es by nobody. Here has been a misuse of the public money, 
a “Th clearly shown, and arising from it we have these deficien- 
siiel ; € country is clamoring to know something of this method of | 
Hall wh ration. I am not the only person inside or outside of this 

all who is illiberal enough to want to know why the former Secre- 





“ e the Navy has been using the public money improperly. 
at, sir, the gentleman went on to say—and I hope every person | 


in this House understood him distinctly—that he would venture to 
assure my friend and colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CLYMER, ] that while there had been repairs 
upon vessels, while there had been various expenditures in the sev- 
eral bureaus of the service, he would guarantee that the Secretary of 
the Navy had told the parties, “I cannot authorize it; if you go on 
and do the work you must do it at your own risk and rely upon 
Congress to pay you.” This is the dodge with which we are met to- 
day. The Congress of the United States has tried to hold down these 
expenditures, and we have gone on in this winking and blinking 
way between the Secretary of the Navy and the coutractors; and 
this is his vindication before the American people. 

Again, sir, let me mention one fact which occurred last winter in 
regard to the item of clothing for the Navy Department, a fact which 
justifies me in some little suspicion as to the way things were man- 
aged. I went to the Bureau of Clothing, for which an appropriation 
had been asked. I saw the officer in charge of that bureau who had 
just returned from Europe. I asked him as to the need for clothing 
for the bureau. He produced his clothing bill, and said to me, “Sir, 
I have clothing enough under nearly every item of clothing for three 
years to come.” But while he was saying this aclerk stepped up 
and said to him, “ You had better not say that to Mr. BLouN?, for we 
owe $20,000 for clothing in New York.” They had gone on and con- 
tracted for clothing when they had then enough for nearly three 
years. The Department did not get that appropriation; and the 
present Secretary of the Navy tells me that he does not need a dollar 
for that item. 

Now, sir, if it is improper when the people’s money is being con- 
sumed in this manner to talk about the ex-Secretary of the Navy and 
to refer to the maladministration of the Government—if it is in vio- 
lation of good taste for me to do this, then I am guilty; but I will 
not permit the gentleman from Maine to try me. These things go 
before the American people. In the midst of the distress of this 
land, in the midst of the paralysis of business and the ery of labor 
for relief, 1 for one see no remedy except in reducing expenditures and 
reforming legislation. I for one shall resort to this method rather than 
peeping over bayonets with distrust at the men who make up the 
bone and sinew of this land and are the basis of its industries and 
wealth. 

The Clerk then proceeded to read the bill by clauses, for amend- 
ment ; and it was read through. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 


| to the House. 


The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose ; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BLACKBURN reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had under consideration the Union generally, 
and particularly the bill (H.R. No. 1220) to provide for certain de- 
ficiencies in the pay of the Navy and the pay of the Marine Corps, 
and for other purposes; and had directed him to report the same 
without amendment, and with a recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. BLOUNT demanded the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 


| and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for equipment, for recruiting, and for other expenses, but that it | 


and read a third time; and being engrossed it wasaccordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OFFICE ROOMS, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers relating to oflice 
rooms required for the State, War, and Navy building, and Public 
Buildings and Grounds, in compliance with law of March 3, 1377 ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


ANNAPOLIS AND ELKRIDGE RAILROAD CLAIM. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers in the case 
of the claim of the Annapolis and Elkridge Railroad Company against 
the United States for its occupation by the military authorities in 
1861; which were referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


REPEAL OF THE RESUMPTION CLAUSE. 


Mr. EWING. Icall for the regular order of business. 

TheSPEAKER. The regular order of business is the consideration 
of the bill, (H. R. No, 805,) reported by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
EWING ] from the Committee on Banking and Currency, to repeal the 
third section of the act entitled “ An act to provide for the resump- 
tion of specie payments.” 

Mr. EDEN. I ask the gentleman to yield to me to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. EWING. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. EDEN. I propose the following amendment as a substitute 
for the bill: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu thereof insert the following: 

That section 3 of the act entitled ‘ An act to provide for the resumption of 
specie payment,” approved January 14, 1875, be, and the same is hereby, repealed ; 
Provided, That after the passage of this act there shall be no further issue of the 


| circulating notes of national-banking associations, oxcept to replace such as may 
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be worn out, mutilated, or destroyed; and all provisions of law inconsistent with 
the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk a me- | 
morial of the Board of Trade and an amendment in the form of a sub- 
stitute, which I ask may be read and printed in connection with my 
remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MEMORIAL. 


The memorial of the National Board of Trade to the honorable the Senate and 
livuse of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled. | 


The undersigned beg leave respectfully to represent unto your honorable bodies 
that the National Board of Trade, at its late annual meeting, having under its 
cousideration the question of the resumption of specic payments by the Govern- 
ment and meccch meh the United States, odopted the following resolution, to wit: 

“Resolved, That inthe opinion of the National Board of Trade, Congress has omitted 
to pass the necessary measures to carry the resumption act intoetiect, and it there- 
fore recommends that Congress should enact a law authorizing the funding of the 
legal-tender notes in bonds ranning forty years, and bearing 4 per cent. interest 
por annum, payable quarterly, toan amount not exceeding $10,000,000 per month, 
until the legal-tender notes shall be at par with coin.” 

Kespectiuily submitted, by order aud on behalf of the national board of trade. 
FREDERICK FRALEY, 

President, Philadelphia. 
CHARLES Ranpoirit 
Secretary, Chicago. 
W ASIIINGTON, 1877. 


Mr. CHITTENDEN. Now let the Clerk read the amendment I pro- 
puse as a substitute for the pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu thereof insert the following: 

W hereas the legal-tender notes of the United States, when first issned, were, by 
a provision of the act authorizing them, fundable at the option of holders into 
bends of the United States bearing 6 per cent. annual interest; 

And whereas but for such provision for funding neither the Secretary of the | 
Treasury nor cither House of Congress would have consented to their issue ; 

And whereas the exigencies of a prolonged civil war led to the temporary with. | 
drawal of the said funding provision of the legal-tender act ; 

And whereas the Government of the United States is solemnly and firmly bound, 
by act of Congress, approved January 14, 1875, to provide for the redemption in 
coin of its legal-tender notes on and after the Ist day of January, 1879 ; 

And whereas the United States mast, like all other debtors, public or private, 
provide for and pay all its honest obligations to the extent of its means and resources, 
or be discredited and dishonored; Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of | 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is 
hereby, authorized to withdraw, as soon as the necessary preparations can be made, 
the legal-tender notes of the United States, whenever presented by the holders 
thereof, and issue therefor, dollar for dollar of face-value, coupon or registered 
bonds of the United States in the spirit of the original legal-tender act: Provided, 
That the bonds authorized by this act shall be payable in gold at the expiration of 
forty years from the Ist day of January, 1877, and bear interest at the rate of 4 per 
cent. per annum, payable quarterly in gold. 

Sec. 2. That the bonds authorized by this act shall be available for deposit in the 
Treasury of the United States for banking purposes under the various provisions 
of law relating to national banks. 

Sec. 3. That the legal-tender notes received in exchange for bonds under this act 


shall be destroyed, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
presenibe 


Sec. 4. That all laws inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Mr. Speaker, I am constrained to ask the 
protection of the Chair against all interruptions. 

Unless I am greatly mistaken, the bill we are considering means 
downright repudiation ; just that. I hold in my hand the promise 
of my Government to pay me$10. The date of payment is fixed by 
law upon the statute-book. The Government must keep faith with 
me; failing in that, it becomes the leader of all defaulters and re- 
pudiators, including towns, cities, and States. The point of honor is 
central and vital in this discussion. But, before coming to that, I 
have to brush away some strange mistakes made by the gentleman 
from Kansas in opening the debate. 

First, 1 regret that the gentleman misunderstood my opinion of the 
resumption act. Leoncede that some additional legislation is nec- 
essary to make the act finally effective; but the absence of such 
legislation does not in the slightest degree weaken the sacred force 
of the obligation as it stands upon the statue-book; on the eontrary 
it re-enforces that obligation, leaving Government absolutely without 
excuse, 

In the second place, I am sorry that the gentleman from Kansas 
was green enough to take into his confidences that monster of infla- 
tion, who told him that there were four hundred thousand street pau- 
pers in the metropolis. The history of all paper-money delusions on 
earth will be searched in vain for the equal of that fellow. 

Finally, I deeply regret that after all his patient and profound 
study of finance the gentleman seems to have discovered that the 
commercial distress and shrinkage of values under which the country 
groans have been brought about by enforced contraction of the cur- 
rency under the resumption act of 1875. I beg leave to say to the 
rentieman from Kansas, and to all unfortunates who roam over the 
Sichwaye and by-ways of the nation, preaching his doctrines to the 
great injury of honest people, that the resumption act is no more 
responsible for the present sufferings of New York and Kansas than 
it is for the frozen feet of the Turks in the Shipka Pass; not a bit 
more! 

It is high time for members of Congress and all men of sense to 
drop and renounce forever all such nonsense. We have records which 
no man’s ingenuity or audacity can change which enforce and estab- 
lish our position. 

As late as the 20th of October last, or about three weeks ago, there | 








| power of the country, joined by the 


were more greenbacks in use than at any time from 
more than when we were building ten thousand miles o 
annum and otherwise living and scheming as if all 
resources of this continent could be developed for the 
ment of our generation. 

We have to-day in use only about a million and a half Jess thay 
had when we constructed those sham fortunes whic] = 
whole nation prior to the great explosion in 1873. 

No man outside of jail will deny these statements of fact 

Now place along-side the foregoing facts the following: For about 
eight years prior to 1873, the brain poner, labor power, and emer 

and-giving power of Coy oes 
were to an uncommon extent devoted to railroad industries. It 
amounted to a railroad mania, These industries suddenly eo} “— 
The capital invested was lost. A very large proportion of the ee 
the country was ee It was violently switched off its track 
and plunged into a deep pit of enforced idleness and waiting, There 
it has remained; there it is now. Of course the power of the peop! 
to consume and pay for the products of labor is immensely crippled 
Enterprise isdead. Incomes have disappeared. Wages are redncs 
The volume of business is diminished. Prices have fallen. We oe 
sharp contraction on all sides, and in all things, by the foree of lay 
as immutable as the law of gravitation, the greenback currency on ' 
excepted! It has required just four years to get rid of the new emi. 
sion of twenty-six millions issued after the crash of 1873 by a freak 
of legislation which history has already located in a lunatic asy|yy 

Take three men, where you find them, who have for a long time 


1868 to 172 - 
f railroads per 
the resery, | 
aggerandize. 


lwe 
4 cTazed the 


joyed and shared a daily ration of a dozen bottles of good bray: 


‘Take away one man and continue the same ration, and what will be. 
come of the other two men if compelled to drink half a dozen bot 
apiece daily ? 

The answer to that question will throw vivid light upon the exis; 
ing currency illusion, and the argument is not impaired by the fuet 
that the two victims clamor wildly for another ration!  ~ 

Nobody ever can compute the cost of the fatal issue of twenty-sir 
millions of greenbacks in 1873 to which I have just referred. © ‘Py 
most serious and distressing disappointments and disasters of the Jast 
three years are directly traceable to that act of lunacy, and the end 
is not yet! 

But, says the gez.tleman from the West, the banks have contracted 
their currency! Why not? Government has no more right to say 
how many notes the bank shall circulate than it has to enact how 
many acres a farmer shall cultivate. The banks are equally free t 
expand and are now expanding their currency. The national-bauk 
act admits of such expansion to the full amount of the bonded debt: 
say $2,000,000,000. Expansion is profit, contraction is loss. Is it not 
tolerably certain that under such a system there will be all the cur- 
rency out that can be used honestly and properly ? 

But the gentleman shouts again he can get no money in the West! 
They are mistaken. I know how it is myself, for I have been there. 

You have money instantly at command for everything you raise 
which the world wants. 

You and I both want money to resurrect our old and wild invest- 
ments which we do not deserve to get and never can borrow on lauds 
and improvements which have cost us four or five times their value 

Let me explain what I mean, so that it may be clearly understool 
by every man from the North or South, East or West, who will take 
the trouble to give me a moment’s attention. 

All Congressmen of our time have heard of Du Luth. 

I know a man who belongs to the class frequently denounced in 
these Halls with fluent and ignorant rhetoric as “ bondholders,” who 
was foolish enough, soon after the eloquent gentleman from Ken- 
tucky made himself and Du Luth famous forevermore, to send out 
there and buy a corner lot, on a portion of which he built a house 
for homes and business purposes. 

The total expenditure in cash eight years ago was $10,000, leaving 
a slice of land unimproved. 

The property has cost its owner, including interest and taxes an 
deducting income to the present time, more than $15,000. He is will- 
ing to sell it all for $2,500. The dreadful banks will not loan acent ou 
it. Whyshouldthey? And yet there is plenty of money in Du Luth 
to-day to buy every horse, bushel of wheat, and prairie chicken 
brought to market. 

This case, Mr. Speaker, truthfully suggests the real trouble we have 
to deal with. There are thousands just like it in the city and State 
of New York. No shouting of demagogues, no paper money device 's 
equal to the exigency upon us. It is cruel mockery and damuable 
wickedness to hide the truth any longer from the people. It is4 
crime against the omnipotent forces of nature, which with boundless 
generosity invite the nation to patient industry, uprightuess, and 
frugal living, for us to try to conceal our sears or cure our disease as 
with a garment of irredeemable paper money, or with silver dollars 
worth but ninety-two cents a piece! That was the price on Monday 
week ; they are two cents cheaper to-day. 

In the case I have cited, the sufferer bought no more than he could 
pay for. He simply threw to the winds his own ina ridiculous ¥ ild 
venture. If he had bought more and mortgaged the whole to some 


' 
ties 


| luckless bank, he himself would have been in the poor-house to-day 


and not here. aT heat 2 
My one practical observation is, that the limitation of our pape 
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pai 
ey should be, and will be in the end, left to adjust itself under 
ee aking system, guided by the eager, intelligent, and aggress- 
ncn sant ise of our people. 7 
: A +. but one alternative, namely: An exclusive greenback cur- 
There i 


y. subject at all times to the caprice of Congress. 
reney, &*". 


If any one asks me what that policy will lead to, I refer them sor- | 
; fully to the startling vote given here on Monday for the silver bill. | 


\nd now, Mr. Speaker, I come closer to the bill before the House. 
In ‘keno reflections. I concede that its authors are my peers ; but I 


denounce 


their work as hurtful, discreditable, and without excuse. | 


The issue presented admits of no compromise. There is no way to | 
ue Iss : ° ‘ . . = | 
average honesty With dishonesty. There is no neutral ground between 


riaht aud wrong. The popular notion that it is the cuty of law-mak 


judgment, docs not apply here. 


| 


it is apparent to the w hole country and to the civilized commerce | 


of mankind, since the votes of Monday, November 4, that an irre- 
jecmable-paper-mon-y delusion has done its perfect work inthe minds 
and purposes of a large majority of the popular branch of our National 
Legislature, and that it remains for the people to arouse themselves 
to know the truth and save their priceless heritage from a bondage 
ly less terrible than human slavery itself. 


on 


[lay it down, Mr. Speaker, as a proposition firmly rooted in the 


deepest convictions of every thoughtful and upright citizen, that the 
national integrity shall not be sacrificed, and I declare to you, to my 
eonstituents, and to the people of the whole country, that there never 
has been a day in American history since the days of colonial depend- 
enee when our national honor and welfare were so imperiled as now. 


syy not that this is an extravagant and heated statement. What | 


have we witnessed ? What did this House of Representatives do on 
Monday, November 4? It passed a currency bill, which involves the 
ove we are now considering, without a syllable of debate, which, if 


enacted into law, is estimated to take twenty millions, more or less, | 


from the hard earnings of the depositors in savings banks alone in 
the State of New York, and which will otherwise, in the event sup- 
nosed, result in disasters and loss to every State in the Union which 
no man can measure or estimate. Let me say here that 1] have reason 
to think that at least half a million of men in the Empire State are 
prepared to send their protest to Congress against the silver abomi- 
nation, in the name of common honesty. . 

Why this frantic haste? There was never such a proceeding here 
before, involving so much. I am assured by those who served here, 
when the gentlemen who now rule the House and the country were 
on the other side of the Potomac with their guns, that no such hur- 
ried proceedings were tolerated. What is the meaning of it ? 

It has been intimated that the silver and anti-resumption bills are 





Here we have it, Mr. Speaker. Repndiate! That, in truth, is the 
word. I do not exaggerate. It comes as a rushing, mighty wind 
comes! We are now shaken by a wild blast of a grand currency illu- 
sion, which has swept over the plains of the South, the prairies of 
the West, carrying this House by storm on Monday, and threatening 
to ingulf the national integrity! 

The bill before us justities the most serious apprehensions. It is a 
plain breach of contract. Its monstrous and criminal impolicy is also 
only equaled by the silver biil, as is perfectly apparent to all who 
know the present condition of the commerce of our country with 
other leading nations. 

The currents of trade have set strongly in favor of resumption for 


| more than two years, and now the miseries of two great nations en- 
todo the best they can with questions which divide the public | 
ers . 


gaged in war unite, as by a special providence, to assure the restura- 
tion of our currency to a gold standard. 

It isalmost universally believed by men most largely and intimately 
connected with our foreign exchanges that but for the meddling by 
Congress gold will cease to be merchandise in New York, and be re- 
stored to use as currency within ninety days. There is nothing im- 


| probable in this belief. The currents have all run in that direction 


for a long time, and it becomes more aud more evident, day by day, 


| that they will so continue to run. 





the sullen reverberation of the late Ohio election. It is said that | 


eighty thousand republican machine politicians refused to vote in 
Chio because their own upright leader kept his promises faithfully 


Some of the promoters of this bill cannot be ignorant of the true 
state of things. They sce that they have not a moment to spare if 
they are to make greenbacks forever irredeemable, as their bill, if 
enacted, will do. The crisis isupon them. It isnowornever. With 


bank-notes once again at par with gold, the people will understand 
‘ I £ peo} 


the case and not only insist upon maintainiag the resumption act in 
its integrity, but also upon such other legislation as is necessary to 
secure the withdrawal of greenbacks slowly but surely. 

It is moreover re-assuring to recall the perfect unanimity of public 
sentiment in respect to the true character of irredeemable paper 
when the legal-tender notes were first issued. 

The Government, charged with the national life, in the darkest 
hour, without money and without credit, shat up the Constitution, 
and seized the only weapon within reach, as a man for want of a 
gun might seize dynamite and hurl it in bulk at the head of a burglar 
attacking his house at midnight. 

Then all intelligent men in both of the great political parties de- 
plored the use of legal-tender. The party immediately responsible 
for Government frankly appealed to history, warning the people 
against the dangers we now realize, urging them at the same time to 
avert such dangers by cheerful submission to taxation. 

The party opposed to Government, the democratic party, strenu- 
ously opposed the issue of greenbacks to the last, and the recorded 
fact that when the bill of February 25, 1862, authorizing their issue 
passed the House of Representatives but one democrat voted for it, 


| 18 a Withering comment upon the present attitude of leading demo- 


to the country, and that repeal and ruin are the peualty to be exacted | 


by the successful democracy. 
[I eut the following from a late Baltimore paper which throws a 
little light, perhaps, on my inquiry: 


have come, he said, to tell the laboring-men of Baltimore and of the eighteenth 
ward that I stand here to night in the face of that history, now made, but not yet 


written, by which the democratic party has fultilled its promise of being a party | 


in the interest of the whole people. In my last speech to you I sought to convince | 


jon that your depressed condition was due to the legislation of the republican 
party, and that ee would only return to you when the shackles thus im- 
posed were stricken from you. {Applanse.) I tell you now thet by the action of 
the democratic Congress this morning these shackles have been stricken from you: 
it has declared that there shall no longer be oue money for the banker and the 
bondholder and another for the people. It will now go further and will to-morrow 
morning pass the bill for the repeal of the noxious resumption act. {Applause.] 


Again, from the same paper and the same speech : 

We have commenced by the resumption of silver; we will follow it to-morrow 
by the repeal of the resumption act, and we will go further aud make an equaliza- 
tion of taxes by restoring the income tax. 

We have here, it will be observed, resumption of silver secured to- 
day ; repeal of the noxious resumption act to-morrow, (they did not 


get on quite so fast as promised;) and equalization of taxes by restor- | 


ing the income tax shortly. ‘The last is a little mixed, but it looks to 
ine like a proposition to equalize things generally. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Will the gentleman allow me—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York stated at the out- 
| his remarks that he would not permit himself to be inter- 
rupted, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I hope the gentleman will not decline to allow 
me to say he is using a report given in a newspaper which was never 
submitted to me for examination. The points, as he has quoted 
them and as I catch them, I here reiterate, and only express my deep 
regret that the resumption act has not already been repealed and 
those shackles already stricken off. 

Mr. CHITTENDE - Again, I find the following in a highly re- 
— New York paper of October 25, cut from a paper published 

1 Missouri: 


: Nearly every city in the entire West is hopelessly in debt. All are moving for 
ae mereanien. If they fail in that, the next thing will be flat repudiation. Much 
: © regret it, this is the feeling of a majority of the people. The majority rules, 
es the sentiment is “compromise or repudiate.” 

Ut it is not, and creditors may as well kuow the truth at once. 


Ve wish it were otherwise ; | 





crats in several States. Mr. Pendleton, then a Representative from 
Ohio, now a candidate for the Senate of the United States, closed a 
long argument in this House to show that the Constitution gave no 
shadow of authority for the issue of legal-tender, even though tho 
existence of the nation depended thereon, as follows: 

Let gentlemen heed this lesson of wisdom. Let them, if need be, tax the ener 
= and wealth of the country suiliciently to restore the credit of the Government. 
#t them borrow whatever money in addition may bo necessary—borrow to the 
full extent that may be necessary—and let us adhere rigidly, firmly, consistently, 
persistently, and to the end, to the principle, of refusing to surrender that cur 
reney which the Constitution has given us, and in the maintenance of which this 
Government has never yet for one moment wavered. 

This lesson by Mr. Pendleton is of great interest to the country and 
exactly fits our present circumstances. 

When he first delivered it, our Constitution was in ruins; and the 
only question then was, How shall it be restored? All patriotic peo- 
ple were then struggling by all means to restore it. They succeeded. 
The Constitution is safe now, and every word of Mr. Pendleton’s 
lesson may be applied with great force and advantage. Especially 
80, as his record as a candidate for the Presidency with his late 
speeches in Ohio show that he himself is a victim of the popular 
greenback delusion, which no longer hesitates to attack the national 
integrity. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that the greenback is the most powerful en- 
emy our country has ever encountered, slavery only excepted. I wish 
1 were master of words to express its true character. It isnot money, 
buta device. It does not pretend to represent capital or labor. It 
is debt, representing the exigency of a great civil war. It isadevice 
in its nature and in its influence on mankind, precisely like the paper- 
money devices of the days of our colonial dependence in the early 
part of the eighteenth centary; of John Law’s Mississippi scheme ; 
the assignat of the French revolution, and the continental money of 
our own revolutionary times. 

There is nothing in the history of these several paper-money de- 
lusions to warrant the belicf that the greenback will ever be fully 
paid. On the contrary all their traditions point to repudiation, and 
current events point the same way. We have very recently seen Mr. 
Pendleton, for example, in pursuit of votes, bending to the subtle 


| and seductive power of the greenback; and on Monday week one 


hundred and sixty-four members of this deliberative (!) body, in close 
communion with the friends of the bill we are considering, without 
one moment’s hesitation, voted that a bit of silver worth that day 


moran 
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no more than eighty-five cents next week, shall henceforth be a law- 
ful dollar in this country ; and, in effect, that gold shall be known no 
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laa i i a 
ninety-two cents and to-day about ninety cents and liable to be worth favor of funding the greenbacks, which I eut from 
| written for the press a few months ago; and also » 


more forever in our currency! If that is not square and downright re- 


pudiation, what is? Shall the power which so declared a lawful dollar 
on Monday hesitate to declare ten cents a lawful dollar when the 
pretext and exigency shall arise? Edmund Burke about one hun- 
dred and fifty years ago proposed an emission of base coin for the 
American colonies to relieve them of a currency delusion, and history 
repeats itself to-day in a proposition lately submitted to the Senate 
of the United States to issue four hundred millions of “ goloid ”—if 
any one knows what that is. 

In the presence of these facts I denounce—in words I have recently 
uttered in another place—the greenback in place of money as a fraud. 
It isa sham. It familiarizes the individual and public conscience 
with shams. It has muddied all our springsof bonest thrift and solid 
enterprise, confused and misled the public judgment, sapped the cour- 
age and wisdom of the Federal Treasury, and given ipimense comfort 
to demagogues 

Mr. Speaker, it cannot and will not be denied that the indications 
all point to the greenback as the future shibboleth and rallying ery 
of the most aggressive, vicious elements of : ociety throughout the 
land. 

How, then, shall we dispose of the greenback, and uproot the mis- 
chief of it? 

The substitute I have offered for the pending bill will do it as by 
magic. It will do it efliciently and instantly, without alarm or harm 
to any one. Jf adopted, gold and bank-notes will be equal in value before 
the executive ink is dry. lt is the original and fundamental principle 
underlying the legal-tender act. No other method of paying the 
forced loan was ever talked about by any clear-headed man of cither 
party for years. It has ever been, and is now, advocated as the only 
practicable method by the most distinguished political economists 
and eminent merchants in our country. It has been so recognized 
again and again by the present Secretary of the Treasury, as it was 
by two of his immediate predecessors, and the principal argument we 
hear against it is the scandalous one that funding is unpopular. 

It is well known now that President Grant spent the very last 
hours of his administration in an earnest effort to secure the sub- 
stance of this proposed substitute to the pending bill, as the crown- 
ing achievement of his civil career. 

It is easy to show that funding at 4 per cent. cannot lead to rapid 
or hurtful contraction. Beyond narrow limits, gold will take the 
place of greenbacks as they are funded. The laws of trade and 
untrammeled commerce can be relied upon under this simple substi- 
tute, and they will for the first time in fifteen years re-assert their 
authority. It will immediately utilize our present stock of mer- 
chandise of gold, converting it with all fresh gold products into 
active and useful currency. Can anything be more inviting or re- 
assuring than that? 

Are we to renounce the truth because it isfor the moment obscured 
by the clamor of ignorant and selfish men ? Can we restore confi- 
dence to capital by a new device? Can we hope for general employ- 
ment of labor without a restoration of confidence ? 

Funding is no device or mere contrivance. It is the truth of 
straightforward common sense; precisely that, and nothing more. 
It stands firm as granite mountains, buttressed by the best com- 
mercial sense and highest authorities in the world. 

Mr. Speaker, we are a spectacle to-day which future historians 
may describe with weeping and amazement. 

After a dire national calamity ; after the prodigious cost, waste, 
and suffering inseparable from fifteen years of war and irredeemable 
paper money, we stand in the very crisis of our distress and disaster 
with a boundless and brilliant starlit horizon just in front of us. 
The question we have to answer is this: Shall the great Government 
of the United States, in this supreme moment, turn away from its 
own appointed, feasible, and honorable remedy, after strange gods 
to plunge into a new and limitless abyss of cowardice and shame ¢ 
That is the question I submit. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I desire to place myself in close rela- 
tions with the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Ewinc.] I have four 
questions to ask him, which I respectfully request him to answer to 
his own conscience, to his people, to my people, and to the people of 
the whole country, whenever a shall speak for his bill on this floor. 

First. If I owe the gentleman a sum of money, which I have prom- 
ised by note of hand to pay on the Ist day of January, 1379, can I, 
with plenty of means, send him formal notice to-morrow that I will 
not pay him, and return here to meet honest men, unveiled? 

Second. Here again is a promise to pay $10 by the Government of 
the United States. The day for its payment has been fixed by law. 
How can the Government give me notice that it will not pay me, 
without disgrace and shame ? 

Third. Can this great Government afford to risk even a construct- 
ive imputation of dishonesty ? 

Fourth. How and why is it that all well-dressed gamblers, default- 
ers, and repudiators in this broad land applaud to the echo the gen- 
tleman’s bill? 

I ask permission to print as a postscript to my remarks a brief and 
decisive utterance of my distinguished colleague [Mr. Hewitt] in 
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inte 


a letter of his 


. : ome } Saal 
scraps referring to our earliest paper-money delusion w} uistorical 


interest to all who desire to investigate the subject : mee ano et 


The legal-tender notes are an overdue debt; it is a disgrace to tho 
country that the payment of this debt should not have been made | people of this 
the original privilege of funding these notes in 6 per cent. bonds | ue aT 
pealed, the debt would have been paid within twelve months after the ceca 
war. » Of the 


And again: 
To-day, if they were made fundable in a 44 per cent. currency } 
all be paid and might all be canceled within twelve months.” nana 

{From Mr. Bancroft’s history.) 

The credit of the colonies was invoked in behalf of borrowers. 
sions of provincial paper had their origin in the immediate necessit 
ment. 

* 


he y Would 


The first emis 
1€8 Of Govern. 


In 1712 South Carolina issued at a low rate of interest on the mortzace of lands 
sag d 


“a bank” of £48,000. 
* * * * * e ‘ 

In 1714 Massachusetts authorized an emission of 250,000, to be paid back in 4 
annual installments. Thedebts were not thus paid back; but an increased ame 
was raised for greater emissions. In 1716 an additional issue of £100,000 wesmede 
and the scarcity of money was more and more complained of. All the silver Sane ; 
was sent to Great Britain to pay debts, and yet the system was imitated io te 
other colonies. 

Franklin, who afterward perceived its evil tendencies, assisted in 1723 in inty 
ducing it into Pennsylvania, where silver had circulated ; and the complaint se : 
soon heard that ‘they had very little gold and silver.” —— 

Khode Island in 1721 * issued a bank of £40,000," on which the interest was 
ablo in hemp or flax. Pay: 

The first effects of the unreal enlargement of the currency appeared beneficig) 
and men rejoiced in the seeming impulse given to trade. It was presently found 
that specie was repelled from the country by the system ; that the paper furnished 


| but a depreciated currency, fluctuating in value with every new emission, * + « 


that the increase of paper, far from remedying the scarcity of money, excited g 
thirst for new issues; and, finally, that commerce was corrupted in its i 
the uncertainty attending the expressions of value in every contract. 
In 1738 the New England currency was worth one hundred for five hundred: tht 
of New York, New Jersey, Peanayivania, and Maryland, one hundred for one hy: 


uh- 


dred and sixty or seventy or two hundred ; South Carolina, one for eight: Nori) 
Carolina, one for fourteen in London, one for ten in the colony. And yet the policy 
was not repudiated. 

Mr. MONROE. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise to make a speech, The 
subjects connected with specie resumption have been so thoroughly 
and exhaustively treated for some years past in Congress, through 
the press, and in popular assemblies, that it would be presumptuous 
in me to discuss them at length on this occasion. I propose only to 
give as briefly as possible some of the reasons disclosed on the very 
face of this bill, which make it my duty to vote against it. ; 

I assume that we should all be glad to see the greenback dollar 
equal to the coin dollar in value, and exchangeable for it at the pleas- 
ure of the holder. I assume that there is no party in this House or 
in the country that desires to keep our paper permanently in a state 
of depreciation, and that the whole people desire equalization in 
value of the different forms of the dollar, whether paper, silver, or 
rold. 

“ Assuming these admitted facts, I state, in the first place, that Iam 
opposed to the bill reported by tle committee, because it repealsall 
the legislation we have which is designed to bring about specie re- 
sumption or this equalization of values. It removes from the statute- 
book every line and every word which was intended to accomplisl 
this object. If, while it repealed the resumption act, it offered us 
something professedly as good or better in its place, we might receive 
it with favor. But its work is simply destruction. It takes away 
all that we have and gives us nothing. It is a confession of failure. 
It isan utter abandonment of all attempts to aid in the work of re- 
sumption by legislation. Its theory is that the best way for a gov- 
ernment to resume is to make no effort to resume—that the true 
secret of success here is not to try. It not only removes the strong 
and skillful hand from the helm, but it unships the helm itself. 1: 
holds that the true science of navigation is to drift. ache 

Are we prepared to indorse these doctrines? Our democratic friends 
certainly cannot be. One of the severest indictments found by the 
national democratic convention at Saint Louis agaiust the republicau 
party was that that party had not made sufficient preparation forthe 
resumption of specie payments. One of the paragraphs contained ia 
the platform of that convention reads as follows : 

We denounce the failure, for all these eleven years of peace, to make good the 

romisc of the legal-tender notes, which are a doom ng standard of value in the 
ote of the people, and the nov-payment ef which is a disregard of the plighted 
faith of the nation. 

I do not admit the justice of this attack upon the republican party ; 
an attack, however, which need not surprise us as an expression © 
partisan feeling on such an occasion ; but I do admit the soundness 
of the financial doctrines announced in this ponenes: doctrines - 
springing from any political bias, but taught alike by the needs 0 
the country and by all true political economy. The democratic pa 
form is right in saying that the legal-tender notes “are a changing 
standard of value in the hands of the people,” that their prowis 
should be made , and that their non-payment “ is a disregard . 
the plighted faith of the nation.” But I ask our democratic — 
ates how the repeal of all law which favors specie resumption, Wi! : 
out substituting anything else for it, will aid in the redemption © 
the legal-tender notes. Will it aid in accomplishing this object © 
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vy that the Seeretary of the Treasury shall make no preparation for 
ro Will it promote the desired end to say, as you would by voting 
his bill, that the Secretary of the Treasury shall not redeem in 
fort ‘Le legal-tender notes of the United States on and after the Ist 
one 4 January, 1879? If the redemption of the greenbacks in coin 
aa the end sought by the democratic convention, does not the bill 
liens ihe House propose rather extraordinary means to that end? 

In another portion of the same platform it is declared : ; 

be . denounce the financial imbecility and immorality of that party which during 
ana years of peace has made no advance toward resumption, no preparation for 

ysumpluen, 

, Bat is the repeal of all legislation in favor of resumption, without 

Goring us any other plan, “an advance toward resumption” or a 
sconratiet for it? It might sound discourteous if we were to at- 
yi hute “jimbecility and immorality ” to the measure now before the 
House; but there are minds te whom ae soniye te tae ~ oe 

ld seem quite as appropris as yply them te © care y 
eae Solbuaniat onan if defective, measures of the repub- 
lican party to accomplish specie resumption. ; 

But republicans cannot support this bill with any more consistency 
than democrats. The republican national platform of last year con- 
tains the following resolution : 

In the first act of Congress signed by President Grant, the National Govern- 
ment assumed to remoVe any doubts of its purpose to discharge all just ob] gations 
to the public creditors, and solemnly pledged its faith to make provision at the 
earliest practicable period for the redemption of the United States notes in coin. 
Commercial prosperity, public Taucar ieaeas tetantivenecaen this promise 

. fulfilled by a continuous and steady oy yment. 

"This is the platform upon which the republicans united last year 
and upon which they conducted the presidential canvass. Ishall listen 
with the keenest interest ° hear some a a — to 

ote for this bill, explain how provision 1s to be made for the re- 
demption of apesanatdlit in coin and how continuous and steady pro- 
gress is to be made toward specie eae by repealing all the 
legislation which we have to accomplish these objects. 

Mr. KELLEY. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment, I desire to say that all republicans did not stand 
together on that platform; that I went under high official auspices 
to Indiana and Ohio and through the interior of Pennsylvania, and 
expressed to every republican audience I addressed my earnest pro- 
test againt the financial doctrines of the party and those expressed 
in their letters of acceptance by Mr. Hayes and Mr. WHEELER; and 
then tried to induce greenbackers like myself to see reasons for sup- 

wrting the ticket. 

: Mr. CONGER. Was that this year in Ohio? 

Mr. KELLEY. No, sir; it was in the year when we won Ohio, not 
when we lost it. 

Mr. MONROE. The appeal which I have thus far made has, of 
course, been made to gentlemen who stood on the republican plat- 
form. It was those persons whom I was addressing. 

Mr. KELLEY. I ama republican. 

Mr. MONROE, I cheerfully admit the republicanism of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. No man respects him more than I do, 
although I have been compelled to differfrom him on some questions ; 
and what I have to say on the point will certainly not be understood 
to detract in any respect from the high estimation in which I place 
him. But if I recollect aright, during the very year to which the 
gentleman refers the platform of that very State of Ohio which was 
carried that year was wholly sound from my stand-point on this ques- 
tion of the currency. 

Mr. KELLEY. My point was that to avoid the platform I was 
taken there to preach an opposite doctrine. 

Mr. MONROE. That was an arrangement, Mr. Speaker, of which 
I arene heard, and I will take the opportunity to say I at least was 
not a party to it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If my colleague will permit me, I will say that 
the speeches made in Ohio by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
were in 1875, when he attempted to secure the election of Governor 
Allen, the democratic candidate, and not in the presidential election. 

Mr. KELLEY. My effort succeeded in electing President Hayes, 
80 far as the vote of Ohio went. 

_Mr. MONROE. I am not so unreasonable as to expect in these 
times a very high degree of party consistency ; but one would think 
that doctrines avowed by the two partics as recently as a year ago 
last June and inscribed upon their banners all through the contest 
for the Presidency might still be remembered with favor. 

Again, I must vote against this bill because the moral effect of its 
passage would be most injurious to the country. It requires courage 
and self-denial for any people which has suffered from a long period 
paper inflation to recover itself and return to sound methods. 
ise people have now passed almost entirely through the 
The wr les eat embarrassments incident to a depreciated currency. 
on & we - dollar is worth to-day nearly ninety-eight cents in 
oo! in’ _ more patience, a little more perseverance, and the 
oan = , achieved. The people have earned this great deliv- 
rowand’? ey have borne the suffering, why should they not have the 
oe would be the result if we should pass this bill? I answer, 
tot wall ,mom purpose of the country, now so near its consumma- 
ok ud at once be sensibly weakened. A feeling of discourage- 

it would pervade the land. We should discourage ourselves; we 
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it? 
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shonld discourage the executive and deprive it of its powers. 
should discourage the people and reawaken in a portion of them a 
desire to escape the fancied inconvenience of persevering in the 
right course. 
demand which, after setting such an example, we should not find it 
easy to resist—for an enlargement of the volume of our paper cur- 
rency. 
apparently create the necessity, for still further intlation, until wo 
should find ourselves confronted by all the worst evils of depreciation, 


gerous to look back. 





BR 
— 
The demand would soon be made at these doors—a 
To yield to such a demand would only prepare the way, aud 


bankruptey,and national dishonor. Do we wishto enter upon a course 
like this? Our faces are now set in the right direction. It is dan- 
If we turn back, no one can say where we shall 
stop or how ruinous the consequences may be. Do we wish to zo 
back over the long dark road of depreciation and bankruptey which 
we have so wearily traveled and from which we are just emerging ? 
Do we wish once more to see the legal-tender dollar worth only 
seventy-five cents in gold, or fifty cents, or forty cents, as was the 
case in former years? Do we wish to undo all that has been done, 
to suffer over again all that has been suffered, and from which we are 
almost escaped? 

The mere introduction of the bill now before the House, much more 
its passage, seems to me especially inopportune and unfortunate at 
this time, when our legal-tenders are so nearly at par with gold. 


The greenback dollarin which are received the incomes by which the 


vast majority of the families of this land are supported, the green- 
back dollar in which the laborer is paid, will now purchase almost as 
much of the necessaries of life as the gold dollar itself. Can we afford 


to abandon or even to imperil this immense advantage? Credit is 


sensitive. Unwise action in this House may be the beginning of a 
reactionary course which will rapidly reduce the wages of labor and 


diminish the support of families throughout the country. 


It cannot be repeated too often that every fall in the price of gold 


raises wages and increases incomes; every rise in the price of gold 
diminishes both. 
are struggling against the evils of a depreciated currency would be 
unspeakably thankful could they be carried forward to a position as 


Those nations, such as Russia and Turkey, which 


hopeful as ours. To sacrifice this position seems to me little short of 


madness. The proposal to give up all we have gained, as was recently 
said in asocial circle, is like asking us to jump from a life-boat when 


it has almost reached land and to try swimming ashore upon bladders. 
The passage of this bill would undoubtedly be most disastrous in 
its effect upon business. What business men have long complained 


of is the want of steadiness of value in the medium of exchange. 
They have constantly told us that the great difficulty in the way of 


business enterprises has been the fluctuations in the standard of 
value. For long periods the closest calculator has been unable to 
make even a shrewd guess beforehand as to what the prices would 
be upon which he must depend for success, For some time past 
there has been such growing evidence of approaching steadiness of 
value in our paper currency, that men engaged in businéss have now 
strong hope that the evil from which they suffer will be removed. 
Capital is gaining confidence and is venturing forth from its hiding- 
place. Business is adjusting ‘tself to the new prospects and the new 
conditions. The leading journals bring us daily evidences of a whole- 
some revival of trade. ‘To disappoint these hopes by a repeal of the 
only act which makes provision for specie resumption would be a 
misfortune great beyond computation. 

If we are ever to attempt to redeem our paper promises, it would 
be difficult to find a more favorable time. The balance of trade is 
largely in our favor—our exports exceeding our imports by about 
$200,000,000 per annum. Gold is flowing freely in upon us from 
abroad. The amount of coin and bullion in the country is at least 
$100,000,000 more than it was in 1875, when the specie-resumption 
act was passed. A state of things in regard to exchange on London 
exists in New York to-day which has seldom or never existed in most 
of the commercial marts of the world. I refer to the fact that sight 
bills on London are considerably below par. Our national Treasury 
is well managed and in aprosperons condition ; business is beginning 
to feel, through its thousand channels, the impulse of a new life; and 
our paper has been steadily creeping up to par with gold. 

All this has been going on while the Secretary of the Treasury has 
been executing to the best of his ability that law which by many is 
declared to be so injurious to the general welfare—the specie-re- 
sumption act of 1°75. It should be added, that in the opinion of 
many of our ublest business men, the shrinkage of prices has now 
reached its limit, so that we have little or nothing more to fear in that 
direction. We have thus a natural and proper basis for gold valua- 
tion. If under these favorable circumstances we should fail to reach 
specie payments, we may well despair of doing so for another gener- 
ation. 

Mr. BELL was recognized. 

Mr. FELTON. I ask my colleague to yield to me for a motion that 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BELL. I yield for that motion. 

Mr. FELTON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was given to Mr. CLARK, 
of New Jersey, until Monday next. 
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WILLIAM M. PATTON. 


Mr. WILSON, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution ; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be, and he is hereby, directed to pay to 
William M. Patton, out of the contingent fund, the sum of 8400 for services ren- 


dered as messenger of this House from May 1, 1877, to the Ist of September 
following. 


PAY OF HOUSE LABORERS, 


Mr. HENDERSON, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 


to pay, out of the contingent fund, such of the laborers of the House as were acta- 
ally employed during the recess of Congress or any part of the same, 


ADMINISTRATIVE ECONOMY AND REFORM. 


Mr. GLOVER, by unanimous consent, submitted a resolution to en- 
force administrative economy and reform; which was referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

The question being taken on the motion that the House do now 
adjourn, it was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and forty 
minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. BANNING: The petition of Andrew Gleason, for compensa- 
tion for work done under a contract with the engineer in charge of 

yublic buildings in the city of Washington, District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky: The petition of G. J. Houston, 
for compensation for services rendered in the Doorkeeper’s depart- 
ment, House of Representatives, during the second session of the Forty- 
fourth Congress— to the Committee of Accounts. 

By Mr. DURHAM: The petition of Mary Riley, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Papers relating to the claim of Hyde & Mackey 
for work done in dredging the Southwest Pass of the Mississippi 
River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of H. D. Coleman, administrator of Willis P. 
Coleman, deceased, for compensation for property destroyed by the 
United States military authorities—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina: A paper relating to the estab- 
lishment of a post-route from Texahaw to Camden, South Carolina— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FENN: Papers relating to the bill providing for negotia- 
tions with the Ca@ur d’Aléne Indians in the Territories of Idaho and 
Washington—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FRANKLIN: Papers relating to the claim of A. L. H. 
Crenshaw for property taken by United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of Andrew J. Herroon, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODE: Papers relating to the petition of the sureties of 
Jesse J. Simkins, late collector of Norfolk, for relief—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of Kate Louisa Ray for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUNTER: Papers relating to certain private land claims of 
Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines, in Louisiana—to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: Papers relating to the claim of Moses B. 
Bramhall’s administrator for property seized by United States ofli- 
cials—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARTRIDGE: Memorial of the commissioners of pilotage 
fer Brunswick, Georgia, and others, against the repeal of the law 
regulating compulsory pilotage—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the mayor of Savannah, Georgia ; of the chairman 
of the commissioners of pilotage; of the president of the Cotton Ex- 
change; of insurance agents; of merchants and others, against the 
repeal of the law of compulsory pilotage—to the same committee. 

Alse, memorial of the pilots and citizens of Darien, Georgia, of 
similar import —to the same committee. 

By Mr. HASKELL: Papers relating to the claims of citizens of 
Kansas Territory for damages to and for losses of property resulting 
from the civil disturbances in that Territory in the years 1855 an 
1856—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire: Papers relating to the claim 
of Charles H. Ladd for the use of his property by the United States 
during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAISH: The petition of John A. Rea, to have refunded 
certain taxes illegally collected from him by United States officials— 
to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of Henry Clayton, late a captain in the United 
States Army, to be reinstated in his former rank in the Army and 
placed upon the retired list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Papers relating to the claim of the heirs of 

senjamin Moore for services of said Moore in perfecting certain im- 
provements in the manufacture of small fire-arms—to the same com- 
mittee. 
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By Mr. MORRISON: Memorial of W. M. Springer, for ii 
tion for professional services rendered in the Supreme Shee 
United States in the case of The Assistant Tre 
States vs. The Centennial Board of Finance 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. REED: The petition of Philip Henry, 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON, of Louisiana: Papers relating to the esta) 
lishment of a post-route from New Texas Landing, by way of (| = 
ville and Petite Prairie, to Big Cane—to the Committes on then 
Office and Post-Roads. nail 

By Mr. SAYLER: The petition of Charles C. Aleshire, to be pai 
the salary of assistant superintendent of the document-room Thee. 
keeper's department, House of Representatives, he having perfor 0 
the duties of that office until the organization of the Forty fifth 
Congress, from March, 1877—to the Committee of Accounts, ° a 

By Mr. SCHLEICHER: Papers relating to the claims of Mrs Ell 
P. Murphy for property taken by Indians—to the Committes ,.. 
Indian Affairs. ” 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: Papers relating to the petition of 
oe Teagarden for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid 

-ensions. P 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Papers relating to the claims of Jo. 
rome McAlister, W. E. Davis, Jesse B. Maxey, Z. W. Rains, Hiram 
Leaf, John Stroud, Thomas J. Rhodes, and John A. Gordon, for prop. 
erty destroyed by Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the bill for the relief of Mary 
Tatham—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. : 

Also, letters of Second Assistant Postmaster-General Brady, rela. 
tive to the claims of J. 8. Waldrup and J. C. Clendennin for ¢: 
ing United States mails—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. WAIT: The petition of A. D. Cook & Co., for the remission 
of a forfeiture under a contract with the United States and for pay- 
ment of a claim—to the Committee of Claims. : 

By Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania: The petition of citizens of Peny- 
sylvania, for aid from the Government to assist persons from said 
State to emigrate to the West and engage in agricultural pursuits— 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of New York: Memorial of the New York Board 
of Trade and Transportation, for the appointment of a joint commis 
sion to investigate the working of our system of savings institutions— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Papers relating to the claim of Peter Targarona 
for property seized by United States officials—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


hpens i- 
t ol the 
asurer of the Unit, | 
and others—to the ¢ on. 


fora PeNSiION—to ft}, 


arry- 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, November 14, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of J. N. Walton and others, 
citizens of Faulkner County, Arkansas, praying for the establishment 
of a mail route from the town of Conway to the town of Beebe, in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oftices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of A. Burwell, of the District of 
Columbia, praying compensation for the occupation and use of bis 
property by the authorities of the United States during the late war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of A. Burwell, of the District of Co- 
lumbia, praying that the taxes paid by him in the years 1265, 1%, 
1867, and 1868 upon certain cotton may be refunded; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. F 

Mr. ROLLINS presented the petition of the vestry of St. Michael's 
Protestant Episcopal church of Charleston, South Carolina, praying 
for the refunding to them of $1,588.56, which was paid by them as 
duty upon certain chime bells; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. es 

Mr. DAWES presented a memorial of the Boston Society of Civil 
Engineers in favor of the use of the metrical system in all transac- 
tions of the Government; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. - 

Mr. BAILEY presented the petition of James D. Porter, governor 
of the State of Tennessee, and others, citizens of Nashville, in that 
State, praying for an increase of compensation to letter-carriets; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roas. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom wes 


referred the bill (S. No. 107) to enable Indians to become citizens of 
the United States, reported it with amendments, and submitted 4 
report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

fr. OGLESBY. The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 140) to punish parties for stealing property 








belonging to Indians who are in cha 
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of an Indian agent, &c., have | House of Representatives, for the time of his service as such, with- 


had the same under consideration and have instructed me to report | out taking the oaths prescribed by law, to report it back without 
vi = 


it back and to . ; : 
. pe oo and that it be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
consider. ’ 

cary. 


which belongs, a8 the Committee on Indian Affairs think, to the 
Judiciary Committee. 
"The report was agreed to. : a 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the petition of James D. Holman, of Portland, Oregon, pray- 
ny compensation for improvements made by him as a settler upon 
the public lands and included within the military reservation of 
Fort Canby at Cape Disappointment, (now known as Cape Han- 
cock,) then Oregon, now Washington Territory, submitted a report 
thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 290) for the relief of James D. 
Holman, of Oregon. ’ ’ é 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. iB . b 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 91) for the relief of Gallus Kerchner, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
pill was postponed indefinitely. . eg 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judici- 
ary,to whom was referred the petition of Charles W. Field, of Virginia, 
praying for the removal of his political disabilities, to report a bill 


granting the prayer of the petitioner. I will state that this gentleman 
eee at the beginning of the rebellion and his resignation was 


accepted. He went into the confederate service and came out, and 
has been a quiet and peaceable citizen ever since. His accounts were 
all duly settled at the War Department, and he falls clearly within the 
principle that the committee have adopted. We recommend the 
passage of the bill. tas y ons 

The bill (S. No. 291) to remove the political disabilities of Charles 
W. Field, of King George County, Virginia, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 902) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for 
other purposes, reported it with amendments. 


SITE FOR STATUE OF GENERAL GREENE. 


Mr. DAWES. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 6) fixing a site for the equestrain statue of General Greene, to 
report it without amendment; and I ask for the present consideration 
of the joint resolution. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 


REGISTRY AND CHANGE OF NAME OF SCHOONER. 


Mr. CONKLING. I wish to report, as I am authorized to do, from 
the Committee on Commerce, the bill (S. No. 289) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to issue a register and change the name of the 
schooner Captain Charles Robbins to Minnie; and when read to ask 
the Senate to consider it now, for a reason which I can state. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. That bill was reported from the Committee on 
Commerce of the Senate at the last session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the bill at this time? The Chair hears none. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a message from the 
President of the United States, transmitting a report of the Secretary 
of State in answer to the resolution of the Senate of the sth instant 
calling on him for any facts which he may have in his possession 
touching an alleged unlawful and forcible rescue by an armed band 
from the Republic of Mexico of two prisoners confined in the jail of 
Starr County, Texas; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
cign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting the information called for in the resolution of the Senate 
of the 6th instant instructing the Secretary of the Navy to inform the 
Senate “ whether the provisions of sections 1493 and 1494 Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, providing that no officer of the Navy, except 
in the case therein named, shall be promoted to a higher grade until 
he has been examined by a board of naval surgeons and pronounced 
physically qualified to perform all his duties at sea, are complied 
with,” &e.; which was referred to the Committee on Naval A airs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


. PAY OF CHAPLAIN POISAL. 

‘ Mr. WITHERS. I am instracted by the Committee on Appropria- 

se to whom was referred the joint resolution (H.R. No. 38) an- 
worizing the payment of Rev. John Poisal, D. D., late chaplain of the 


ask that the committee be discharged from its further | amendment and request its immediate consideration. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


The bill refers almost exclusively to a subject of legislation | proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 

ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked, and by unanimons consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 292) for the relief of Assist- 
ant Engineer Howard D. Potts, United States Navy ; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. OGLESBY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a_bill (S. No. 293) to authorize the payment of prize-money 
to the captors of the steamboat New Era No. 5 and cargo; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. COKE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 294) to create the northern judicial district of 
the State of Texas and to change the eastern and western judicial 
districts of said State, and to fix the times and places of holding the 
courts in said districts ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 295) for the relief of William C. Edmon- 
ston; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 296) granting a pension to 
John W. Thornton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying petition, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 297) to extend the provisions of an 
act entitled “An act to provide compensation for the services cf 
George Morell in adjusting titles to land in Michigan;” which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CONOVER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 298) to grant additional homesteads to set- 
tlers upon the public lands in the States of Alabama, Mississippi, 
Louisiana, and Florida; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOAR asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 299) for the relief of the Baptist Relief Asso- 
ciation of Puget Sound; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WADLEIGH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 300) to amend the statutes in relation to 
patents, and for other purposes ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. HAMLIN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 301) authorizing the purchase of the picture 
known as “The Polaris in her winter quarters in Robeson Channel ;” 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commiitee ou 
the Library. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GzorGr M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H.R. 
No. 1220) to provide for deficiencies in the pay of the Navy and the 
pay of the Marine Corps, and for other purposes; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


THE POLARIS EXPEDITION, 


Mr. WHYTE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, (the House of Representatives concur- 
Hs That there be ey oo 2,000 additional copies of the narrative of the North 
Polar expedition by tho United States ship Polaris, of which 800 copies shall be 


for the use of the Senate and 1,200 copies shall be for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. No. 1220) to 
the — 
was reac 
priations. 


srovide for deficiencies in the pay of 
and the pay of the Marine Corps, and for other purposes, 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 


WATER LINE IN FLORIDA, 


On motion of Mr. JONES, of Florida, it was 


Ordered, That the report of the Secretary of War in response to o resolution 
of the S-nate passed January 9, 1877, showing the importance of a water line of 
communication from the mouth of Saint Mary's River, in the State of Georgia, 
through the State of Florida to a suitable place on the Gulf of Mexico, and the 
cost of a complete survey of said line, be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


: AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 
Mr. ANTHONY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
to the bill (H.R. No. 902) making appropriations for the Army; which 


was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. WHYTE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed to 
the bill (H. R. No. 1220) to provide for deficiencies in the pay of the 
Navy and the pay of the Marine Corps, and for other purposes ; 
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which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


On motion of Mr. INGALLS, the Vice-President was authorized to 
fill the vacancy in the Committee on Pensions occasioned by the resig- 
nation of Mr. Davis, of Illinois; and the Vice-President appointed 
Mr. VooruEES. 


RIO GRANDE FRONTIER. 


Mr. MAXEY. I ask that the resolution submitted by me on the 
12th instant be taken from the table and reported for the considera- 
tion of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas calls up for 
consideration the resolution which he has inditated. It will be read 
by the Secretary. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military A flairs is hereby instructed to inquire 
into the expediency and propriety of a system of defensive works on the Rio 
Grande frontier of the United States; and if upon investigation the committce 
deem it expedient and proper to construct the same. they wil! report, by bill or 
otherwise, a plan of defensive works for said frontier, and the estimated cost 
thereof, having due regard to practicability, efliciency, and economy. 


Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President,on the night of the 11th of Angust 
last, about the hour of midnight, an armed band of Mexicans, organ- 
ized upon the soil of Mexico, crossed the Rio Grande, the boundary 
between Mexico and the United States, broke open the jail of Starr 
County, Texas, released therefrom two prisoners—one confined for 
murder and the other for horse-stealing—shot the jailer and his wife, 
and also the county attorney, and triumphantly carried these pris- 
oners, thus released, from the soil of the United States to the soil 
of Mexico. 

This gross and flagrant violation of international law, of the comity 
of nations, of the rights of the State of Texas, and of the rights of 
the United States was telegraphed throughout the length and breadth 
of the land. It created great anxiety in the minds of the people, 
and necessarily aroused a righteous indignation in the breast of every 
citizen of Texas, It was the subject-matter of comment in the press 
throughont the United States, and it was charged in some of the 
papers that this report was exaggerated; that the purpose of Texas 
was not protection, but to plunge the country into war with Mexico; 
that these outrages of which we have been complaining for these 
long years were exaggerated, and that the people of Texas were raid- 
ing upon the soil of Mexico and upon the rights of the people there 
as much as were the people of Mexico upon the people of Texas. 
These, I say, were the comments of many of the papers. The public 
mind has been anxious to know the truth in regard to this matter, 
and I deem it my duty as a citizen of the State of Texas, identified 
with her interests and destinies, as one of her Senators upon this 
floor, to give to the Senate and the country the exact truth in regard 
not only to this transaction, but in regard to a long series of outrages 
running back through a period of eighteen years. 

I propose, Mr. President, to establish the fact by evidence conclu- 
sive that the people of Texas have suffered a series of outrages, 
wrongs, insults, and depredations at the hands of the people of Mex- 
ico, running through a series of years, which have been unredressed. 
I assert that not one scintilla of proof ever has been or ever can be 
produced to show that the people of Texas have ever raided upon 
the people of Mexico. These are broad and bold assertions; but I 
propose to establish them, not by hearsay, not by the testimony of 
those who might be deemed interested parties, the citizens of Texas, 
but by the records in the archives of the State Department of this 
country, by the testimony of the President of the United States him- 
self, by documents which are piled up in the Congress of the United 
States since the first session of the Thirty-sixth Congress, and by 
the officers of the United States Government placed in charge of the 
military upon the frontier of Texas. If this testimony is not to be 
relied upon by the American people, then they would not believe 
though one arose from the dead. 

I tirst call attention to the specific transaction which has been the 
occasion of the comments throughout the country, and of these charges 
ayainst the people of Texas, and lay (upon the point now considered) 
before the Senate the testimony of General Ord, a distinguished ofii- 
cer of the United States Army in command of the military depart- 
ment of the State of Texts, given in his official report, dated October 
1 last, to his immediate superior, General Sheridan. The high char- 
acter of General Ord as an officer and gentleman (which is national) 
is too well known to need comment. His testimony is conclusive. 
General Ord says: 


On the lower Rio Grande the removal of Cortina and quite a number of the 
troops which acted under him, and the exercise of gubernatorial functions by Gen- 
eral Canales, had, while ho was disposed to respect the orders of President Diaz, a 
good etfect in checking cattle-raiding from that side of the river, and generally 
improving the concition of affairs, 

Lately, however, a band of Mexicans crossed the river at Rio Grande City, broke 
the jail and released two criminals, wounding the jailer, his wife, and the county 
attorney, (Mr. Neah Cox,) after which they took the released criminals back to 
Mexico. 

Efforts of Governor Hubbard, and proper officials acting under treaty, for the 
extradition of the actors in this outrage and the prisoners released by them, have 
resulted in dhe return by the Mexican authoritics of one of the released prisoners 
and two of the jail-breakers, and this was accomplished mainly by the efforts of 
General Benevides, of the Mexican army, who happened to be at Brownsvillo. The 
names of the leaders in this ouage wero given to our authorities by Mexican ofll- 
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cials and Major Price, commanding the district, reports that th 
criminals are still at large and their whereabouts known. AS the 
extradition of these criminals has caused the resignation of nea ; ‘ 
lipas officials applied to, it is probable that no further steps wi {her eT 
matter. Be taken in ¢ 
Three criminals who committed a murder near Hidalgo, 7 
reported by Major Price to be in the town of Matamoras; sifo 
tion have also failed. 
In the case of the jail-breakers, the Mexican governme 
of all the criminals. 
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Now, here is complete, conclusive evidence, by an unimpeachable 
witness, of the truth of the assertion which I have made in reward + 
that matter. In the close of that report, General Ord s pan 
President of Mexico had ordered the delivery of these men to +) 

ene , : ~ rt 
proper authorities. Were they delivered? No, sir; out of that has.) 
of fifteen or twenty desperadoes who invaded the soil of Sean i 
broke that jail but two have been returned, and of the two criminal 
who were thus released from jail but one has been returned cana 
whereabouts, says the report, of all these men is known. Their = 
turn was ordered. Why was not that ordercomplied with? Sir, thers 
is the key-note to all the troubles that we have had in that erm 
for the last eighteen years. It is true that President Diaz did ordcy 
the return of these men and their delivery to the proper authoriti 
for trial. It is also true that the authorities of the state of Tamay. 
lipas, from Governor Canales, who was the commanding general of 
the forces there all the way down, absolutely refused to obey that 
order, and rather than do it resigned. The extradition commissiy; ie 
of Mexico resigned ; Governor Canales resigned ; and, asreported here 
nearly all the officers on that side of the river resigned rather thar 
execute that order. Why? Sir, the feeling against Diaz in Mexico 
for the issuance of that order was at white heat. No man could hold 
office over there and obey that order. 

I assert it as true that the central government of Mexico, of which 
Mr. Diaz at this present time, or at least was yesterday, the acting 
President, has not now, never had, and until the conditions of socieiy 
there are totally changed, never will have, power to execute ay\ 
order in favor of the United States as against Mexico in the outlyiy:r 
state of Tamaulipas. It is for that reason, the absolute want «| 
power on the part of the central government of Mexico to enforce its 
orders, that this thing was not done. 

Now, Mr. President, I have thought that a brief reference to a few 
of the important facts of history, showing the relation formerly held 
by Texas to Mexico would aid very much in the elucidation of this 
question, because these facts bear directly upon the present relations 
en the frontier between the two governments. Texas was formerly 
a part of Mexico, while it was a province under the dominion of the 
government of Spain. It so remained until the revolution of Don 
Augustin Iturbide, which was successful in 1821. That government 
was overthrown, and in 1224 they established what they called a eon- 
stitutional government of Mexico, and under that government the 
State of Texas along with Coahuila constituted a state of Mexico, 
Texas remained thus connected with Mexico until the year 1835. For 
reasgus not necessary to recite here, becanse not in the line of th 
argument, the people of Texas determined to sever the connection 
between their country and Mexico, and on the 21st day of April, lss0, 
this declaration of independence was crowned with complete success 
by the glorious victory at the battle of San Jacinto, by the capture 
of the commanding general, Antonio Lopez de Santa Anna, the Presi- 
dent of Mexico, and the complete destruction and utter rout of the 
Mexican army; and I may add that on that white day in the history 
of Texas an empire was born. 

On the 18th day of June, 1936, Mr. Clay, then chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations in this body, reported on behalf of the 
committee, recommending the recognition of Texas as an independent 
State. In that report he recommended that the independence of 
Texas should be acknowledged “ so soon as it should appear that she 
had in successful operation a civil government capable of performing 
and fulfilling the obligations of an independent power.” Mr. Clay, 
on that occasion, upon making the report, said of the battle of San 
Jacinto: “If may be considered as decisive of the independence o! 
Texas.” In 1837 Texas was recognized as an independent power by 
the United States, in 1839 by France, and in 1840 by England. 

Resolutions of annexation having been presented were adopted by 
the House of Representatives on the 25th of January, 1845, aud by the 
Senate on the Ist of March, 1845, and were approved on that day. 
These resolutions of annexation were submitted by the authorities of 
Texas to the congress of the republic and likewise to a State con- 
vention of the people, both of which bodies met during the summer 
of 1845. The resolutions were ratified by both the congress aud the 
convention. A State constitution was submitted under the articles 
of annexation to the people of Texas and was by them ratified. These 
proceedings were reported to the Congress of the United States, aud 
on the 27th day of December, 1845, Texas was formally admitted into 
and became a State of the American Union. 

It will be borne in mind that the claim of Texas had always been 
that the Rio Grande was her western boundary. She was admitted 
to the Union under that claim of boundary, and in the articles of 
annexation the United States Government assumeé the settlement of 
all disputed questions of the boundary of Texas with foreign nations. 
Out of this annexation grew the Mexican war, which resulted | 
complete success to the Americau arms. The active operations closed 
in 1847, On the 2d day of February, 1848, the treaty of Guadalupe 
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Hidalgo was agreed upon and signed and ratified, and by the terms 
s ehat treaty, La the third article thereof, the Rio Grande was fixed 
die permanent western boundary of the State of Texas. 
"4 his question brings afresh the old disputed trouble of the coun- 
try lying between the Nueces and the Rio Grande, because the Mex- 
along the border claim that the State of Tamaulipas extends 
ae Nueces. If that question was worth a war, and one of the most 
i int wars recorded in history, I ask if the protection of that coun- 
ers “thus won by the valor of American arms, is not also worth the 
tention and effective action of this Congress ? If the country was 
worth fighting for, it is surely worth protecting. : 

Bringing down the history to the point which I have given, I call 
the attention of the Senate to these additional facts. _ After the 
treaty of Guadalupe ae this country between the Nueces and 
the Rio Grande, which is the finest grazing country in the United 
States if not upon the face of the earth, began to rapidly fill up 
with splendid stock ranches, not ordinary cattle-farms, but stock 
ranches where the herds were from a thousand to fifty thousand and 
seventy-five thousand and a hundred thousand, requiring no atten- 
tion further than marking and branding. The country had been 
growing wealthy in the productive industry of raising vattle, but in 
1359 a new character appeared on the Mexican side, who has been 
from 1259 down to this present good hour the pest and the curse of the 
border, Juan Nepomuceno Cortina, the great leader and chieftain of 
the border marauders, who has caused the loss of millions of dollars 
of property and of hundreds of lives of Texans as shown by the 
evidence. 

To show that this is a grave question, one which should attract the 
attention of this Congress, I have only to cite to you this huge man- 
useript lying before me from the State Department, in which you 
will find that every department of this Government having relation 
to this matter has taken part, the President himself, the Secretary of 
State, both Houses of Congress, and the War Department. 

The history of Cortina is necessary to be placed before the Senate 
because that is essential to a proper understanding of the history 
of the border trouble. In 1859 Juan Nepomuceno Cortina came to the 
front as the champion of the cause of Mexico, and from that day to this 
that daring robber and murderer has been the idol and chosen leader 
of the freebooters of Tamaulipas. The history of Cortina and his band 
of desperadoes is the history of murder, robbery, and arson on the Rio 
Grande for eighteen years, every page of which, as the record of this 
Government attests, is marked with evidence of their crimes against 
the laws of God and man, of their bold and successful disregard of 
the laws and power of Mexico and of the protecting power of the 
tlag of our country. 

In 1859 Cortina and his crew invaded the territory of the United 
States, captured the city of Brownsville, murdered citizens, broke 
open the jail and released prisoners, took possession of old Fort 
brown, unfurled the flag of Mexico, and bid defiance to the hated 
“ Gringos.” 

1 quote as follows from the report of Major (now General) Heintzel- 
man, of the United States Army, a gallant man, whose word no one 
will question. This which I read is embodied in his report dated the 
ist of March, 1860, and will be found in Executive Document No. 84, 
first session Thirty-sixth Congress, called for by a resolution of Con- 
gress calling upon the Secretary of War to furnish information in 
respect to the condition of the frontier. General Heintzelman says: 


Juan Nepomuceno Cortina, the leader of the banditti who have for the last five 
months been in arms on the Lower Rio Grande, murdering, robbing, and burning, 
is aranchero, at one time claiming to be an American and at another a Mexican 


citizen, At the time General Taylor arrived on the banks of the Rio Grande he was 
u soldier in General Arista’s army— 


Who, as the Senate will remember, was the general in command of 
the Mexican forces at the battle of Palo Alto and Resaca de la Palma 
on the Sth and 9th of May, 1646, the opening battles of the Mexican 


War, 


He has for years been noted as a lawless, desperate man. 

Ten years ago he was indicted for murder, and the sheriff attempted to arrest 
him, which made him for a long period keep out of the way, until the witnesses 
were gone. In 1854 he again began to be scen about; but no effort was made to ar- 
rest him until in the spring of 1859, when he was indicted for horse-stealing, and he 
has since been a fugitive from justice. When he came to town he was always well 
with ad had some of his friends around him, making it dangerous to interfere 

® * * * * * + 
: = the 13th of July last he was in Brownsville with some of his ranchero friends, 
‘ten & man who was formerly a servant of his was arrested by the city marshal for 
tetante 4 coffee-house-keeper. Cortina attempted to rescue the man. He fired 
: ee 1€ marshal, the second shot wounding himin the shoulder. Hegounted 
ofl. defyig — the prisoner up behind him, and with his friends around him rode 
cake ing the authorities to arrest him. He esca to Matamoras, and there 

4s treated with consideration and lauded as the defender of Mexican rights. 
. . * * 


Before dayligt ‘4 
city of Bs . aa — the morning of the 28th of September, Cortina entered the 


Which is a town of the State of Texas and of the United States— 


etn, al a mounted men, variously estimated at from forty to eighty, leav- 
eukiecke oF } parties of foot outside, one near the cemetery, the other near the 
Chane on _ramireho. The citizens were awakened by firing and cries of “ Viva 
ico!” Th Una!” “Mueran los gringos!"” (Death to Americans!) “ Viva Mex- 
wincipal a was already in his possession, with sentinels at the corners of the 
the As ves and armed men riding about. He avowed his determination to 

molested The but assured Mexicans and foreigners that they should not be 
. US Was acity of two thousand to three thousand inhabitants, occu- 
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pied by a band of armed banditti—a thing till now unheard of in these United 


} States 


He made his headquarters in the deserted garrison of Fort Brown, and sent 
mounted men through the streets hunting up their enemies. He bioke open the 
jail, liberated the prisoners, knocked off their irons, and had them join him. Me 
killed the jailer, Johnson, a constable named George Morris, young Neale in his 
bed ; and two Mexicans were after Glavecke, the wounded city marshal, and others. 


That is not the statement of a Texan. That is not an exaggeration, 
gotten up for the purpose of plunging this country into war, but is 
the official statement of one of the United States best Army officers. 

Cortina was now a hero, adored by the women of his country, 
believed in by the men, and feared by his government. He remained 
at and about Brownsville defiantly until the arrival of Major Heintz- 
elman with Uni!«d States troops, on the night of December 5, 1859. 

You will bear in mind that he took possession of that country on 
the 13th of July, 1859, and remained there from that time to the 10th 
day of December, 1859, unfurling the flag of Mexico on the soil of 
the United States, sustaining and defending that flag with armed 
men upon onr soil. I quote from the very able and exhaustive report 
of the special committee appointed by the House of Representatives 
at the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress. I read from pages 
4and 5: 

Cortina established himsclf subsequently on the American side of the river above 
3rownsville, where he collected men and arms. He repulsed an attack made on 
his position by a number of Americans, assisted by national guards from Mata 
moras, With some artillery, on the 24th of October. The governor of Texas sent 
out forces against Cortina. Several fights took place in the chaparral, in which 


Cortina maintained his position. Major Heintzelman says: 


And I again quote from that distinguished ofticer— 


“Cortina was now a great man. He had defeated the ‘ gringos,’ and his position 
was impregnable. He had the Mexican flag flying in his camp, and numbers were 
flocking to his standard.” 

Bear in mind that that was on the soil of our country : 


‘* When he visited Matamoras he was received as the champion of his race, as 
the man who would right the wrongs of the Mexicans and drive back the hated 
Amcricans to the Nueces.” 

The committee say : 


Major Heintzelman arrived, in command of United States troops, on the night of 
the 5th of December at Brownsville. He took command, and, with a mixed torcee 


of United States troops, Texas rangers, and volunteers, dislodged Cortina and 


finally defeated him at Rio Grande City on the 27th of December. Cortina crossed 


over into Mexico and established himself there. Once more he crossed over to the 


American side ona raid. We close this account by another quotation from Major 
Heintzelman’s report: 


“* Most of his arms, ammunition, and supplies to maintain his forces for so many 
months came from Mexico, and principally from Matamoras.” 

Matamoras is immediately opposite to Brownsville, and is one of 
the most important and flourishing towns on the Mexican side of the 
Rio Grande. 

Most of the men were ‘‘pelados” from the towns and ranches along the Rio 
Grande. On the Mexican side he always found a market for his plunder. He was 
styled in orders ‘“ General en Gefe’ and he went about with a body-guard 

The whole country, from Prownsville to Rio Grande City, one hundred and 
twenty miles, snd back tothe Arroyo Colorado, has been laid waste. There is not 
an American, or any property belonging toan ,american, that coule, be destroyed in 
this large tract of country. Their horses and tattle were driven across into Mexico 
and there sold, a cow, with acalf by her side, for a dollar. 

Defeated by Major Heintzelman, he fled to the Mexican side and 
was received with open arms. The sympathies of his people went 
out to this bold defender of what they were pleased to term Mexican 
honor. He recruited, armed and equipped his force in Mexico, and 
at intervals amused himself by firing across the river at our men and 
at steamboats plying the river. He killed a United States soldier by 
firing across the river by way of diversion. The evidence is to be 
found in the same report, page 5. 

During the interval of the late war Cortina was not heard of on this 
side the river, because the vast commerce along that river during that 
period had brought people from everywhere. It was not safe to try 
it, but he was not idle on his own side. He was paving the way to 
greater power. I quote from the testimony of Colouel John 8. Haynes, 
United States collector of the Brownsville district, taken before 
the committee already referred to, and of which Hon, Gustave 
SCHLEICHER, the distinguished Representative of the Rio Grande 
district, was chairman; the part read is from pages 49 and 50 of the 
evidence furnished with the committee's report, as follows: 

But I would call the attention of the committee to a short episode of Mexican 
history reported by the Mexican commission in their defense of Cortina, on pages 
149, 150 t is shown that, on the 5th of October, 1863, Cortina, then a lieutenunt 
colonel in the Mexican army, overthrew and imprisoned Governor Ruix, and mare 
José Maria Cobos, who crossed over from Brownsville that night governor of Ta- 
maulipas. 

Cortina made governors! I will show that he was more than the 
Warwick of the border before I finish. 

On the 6th, Cobos proclaimed himself also commander of the forces. Thatnight 
he and his second in command were arrested by Cortina, and before breakfast on 
the 7th they were shot to death. Ruiz was re-installed as governor on the 9th ; but, 
a few hours after, Cortina again revolted, Ruiz fortunately escaping, and Jesus do 
la Serna was made governor. Ruiz collected a foree and returned to Matamoras, 
and on the Ist of January, 1864, was again installed as governor, and on tho 12th 
was again driven out by Cortina, who then proclaimed himself governor. 

He surpassed Warwick! 

And the general government (says the report) accepted the condition of things 
which had been consummated at Matamoras, and shortly after conferred the rank 
of general on Cortina, (page 151.) And yet the commission gravely claims that 
‘“when the moral condition of our frontier is far superior to that of Texas it does 
not seem proper that the causes of the existing criminality of the counties situated 
along the Bravo should be looked for on the Mexican border.” 
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It will be borne in mind that Bravo is the Mexican name for the 
same river which I have called the Rio Grande. 

Was this man Cortina, then bearing the commission of a lieutenant- 
colonel, court-martialed and shot? Ob, no. Was he tried by the 
civil authorities for murder? Oh, no; that would not have been en 
régle. He was simply promoted to the rank of brigadier-general in 
the Mexican army, left in the office of governor of Tamaulipas, which 
he had usurped, and placed in command of all the forces in that 
State. Only this,and nothing more! A great man was “Cheno,” the 
pet name by which these border ruffiaus call him. Fram that day 
till his arrest not long since he was the curse of the border. 

Such is the leader and such are the men with whom you, Senators, 
are confronted to-day. Ah, but they say Cortina was arrested and 
taken to the City of Mexico not many months ago. Yes, he was 
arrested for disobedience of orders. It was said, but I suppose no one 
believed it, that he was to be tried for his great crimes, and that at 
last—the Central Government having possessed itself of his person— 
peace would reign along the borders. He is simply the idol of the 
Capitol, the observed of all observers, the impersonation of the Mexi- 
can idea of a hero sans peur et sans reproche. And to-day his emissa- 
ries are busy all along the line stirring up a new revolution, and by 
way of recreation invading Texas, stealing cattle, breaking jails, 
shooting down jailers, grievously wounding prosecuting attorneys, 
and releasing murderers and horse thieves. This last is just what 
they did on the night of the 11th of August last at Rio Grande City, 
as evidenced by the records from the State Department and General 
Ord’s report, already cited. 

Krom the close of the late war down to this good hour Mexicans 
along the border have been guilty of one continuous chain of crimes. 
The testimony accompanying the report to which I have referred 
shows that they have carried their robberies and murders out one 
hundred and tifty miles from the Rio Grande, near to Corpus Christi; 
that the largest cattle ranches on the best grazing lands in the United 
States have been broken up, and that cattle—not by thousands, but 
by hundreds of thousands—have been stolen by these Mexican raiders 
and driven into Mexico, and many thousands sold to the Mexican Gor- 
crnment, while a large Mexican contract with Cuba was filled out of 
Texas cattle stolen by Mexican thieves. This testimony may be 
found not only accompanying the able report quoted from, but in 
documents pertaining to congressional business from the Thirty-sixth 
Congress to the present ; in the message of the President of the United 
States to first session Forty-fourth Congress; in military reports 
in the War Department; in official communications in the State 
Department; in joint resolutions of the Legislature of Texas, pre- 
sented in both Houses of Congress; in a memorial of the convention 
that framed the constitution of the State, likewise presented in both 
Houses, and in the petitions of the people of Texas who suffered so 
greatly. To all this should be added the official reports of the adju- 
tant-general of Texas, General Steele, specially entrusted on behalf 
of the State with peace on the frontier; the official communications 
of Governor Coke, late governor of the State, and now an honored 
member of this body, and the present Governor Hubbard, and the 
able and exhaustive report of the House committee, with its accom- 
panying evidence already referred to. The character of this able 
committee, made up of gentlemen well known throughout the coun- 
try and of opposite sides in politics, should give to their report, it 
seems to me, very great weight. And allthistestimony—from the gov- 
ernment of Texas, from the President of the United States, from the 
State Department, the War Department, and from Congress—concurs. 
There is no material discrepancy. It is abundant, overwhelming, 
conclusive. I invite the careful attention of Senators to this testi- 
mony. It is too voluminous to read with these remarks, but an ex- 
amination will show that I am fully sustained by evidence at every 
point. 

It has been charged that these raids were reciprocal; that Texas 
men raided Mexico as mach as Mexicans raid Texas. Every witness 
without exception before the committee says this is false. General 
Ord being questioned on this point says on page 31 of his testimony : 


Linguired carefully when T was down there to ascertain if any raid had been 
committed by Americans on Mexicans, and I could not hear of a single instance. 


And he adds: 


Lesides, on the Mexican side of the lower Rio Grande, so far as I could see, 
there is nothing to steal. (See same page.) 


And that is true. There is absolutely nothing to steal over there 
save such stealing as might be done by one of them of the other of 
property stolen from Texas, Outside of Matamoras, Mexico, which 
is just across the river from Brownsville, the people are poor. All 
the testimony shows that the majority have no visible means of sup- 
port. All the testimony on the point shows that these stolen cattle 
are driven to market, mainly to Monterey, Mexico, a flourishing place 
of twenty-five or thirty thousand people, about one hundred and fifty 
miles from Brownsville, where the price of beef, as the testimony 
shows, is regulated by the success or failure of raids on Texas cattle, 
or it is sold to the authorities of the Mexican government for army 
purposes, and in one instance proven, a large contract for the delivery 
of beeves in Cuba was filled out of stolen Texas cattle. 

Captain H.C. Corbin, United States Army, stationed at Fort Brown, 
Texas, gave his testimony before the committee, March 1, 1876, and 
states that he has served three years and six monthson the frontier, and 


es 
being asked, “ Did any case ever come to your know ledge of 

aiding from this side into Mexico and stealing BN OF Parties 
| raiding 2 co and stealing from the Mexicans 

answers, “‘ Never; I never heard of such a case.” And yet twor 
sand miles from the border you find that people know so much — 
about our business than we know ourselves that it is in their fw 
that we of Texas are raiding upon Mexico as much as the —— 
Mexico are raiding upon us. Here the department commanier of, - 
military department of Texas, an honored ofticer of the United a the 
Government, swears that he examined carefully and he could h — 
no case of that kind. Here is an officer who has been stationed fe 
three years and a half onthe bank of the river asa captain comm = 
ing a post, and he says the same thing; he never heard of it send 
I might pile up cumulative evidence, but, the witnesses quot. 

United States Army officers, wholly disinterested, intelligent, a 
thoroughly reliable, it will scarcely be deemed necessary to carry this 
point further. It is untrue that raiders go from Texas to Mex; = 
If honor and honesty would not act as restraints, as they certainly 
have, the conclusive point in General Ord’s testimony; « there 7 
nothing there to steal,” settles that question. We have appealed A 
redress in every form, but so farin vain. ‘here is biting au i 
sarcasm in the indorsement put on a report of cattle-ste 


juoted being 


| deserved 


aling made 
by Captain Sheridan, commanding the post of Ringgold Barreska De 


cember 9, 1872. The papers having been decorated with a suffi 


of red tape tinally reached General Sheridan, at Chicago, J oe 


A - . anuary 3, 
1873, who indorsed thus—and you will bear in mind that ( mt | 


| 
Sheridan commands the military division of the Missouri, of which 
the military Department of Texas is part : 
The especial attention of the Government has been so frequently called to the de 


dations of Mexicans on the frontier of Texas that the undersigned simply 
| mits these additional facts. f 


pre 
bub- 


He had called the attention of his Government time and again and 
so repeatedly to these outrages, and received no effective response 
that he says, “I simply submit these papers.” What a commentary! 
| They may be found in the executive document, Foreign Relations, 
| first session, Forty-third Congress, 1873~74, volume 1, page 646. 

Lest there may be a doubt as to the character and extent of the 
outrages complained of, I now call attention to the conclusion drawn 
by the committee before referred to. I quote from page 6 of their 
report, as follows: 


It will be seen that the constant and immense robbery of cattle, which is the 
basis of this entire system of outrages, has, in these later statements— 





And they are referring to the testimony in regard to murder and 
house-burning, taken before that committee, and the robbery of Fed- 
eral offices, post-oflices, and internal-revenue oftices— 
hardly been mentioned, as the murders and other crimes which have grown out 


of it overshadow it. The question with the people has become one of existence, 
not of pecuniary loss. 


And I would that that sentence could reach the ear and conscience 
of every Senator on this floor. It is now with us a question of existence. 

The question with the people has become one of existence, not of pecuniary loss. 

And on the point I have distinctly made, that the charge that dep- 
redations were committed by Texans on Mexican soil is utterly with- 
out foundation in fact and isnot sustained by one scintilla of evidence 
Lagain quote from the committee’s report and from the late Secre- 
tary of State, Hon. Hamilton Fish, this evidence, to be found on page 
9 as follows : 

It will be noticed that Colonel Christo— 

A Mexican officer— 
indicates that the robberies are committed by robbers of both sides, and that the 


losses and sufferings are mutual. This is the continual charge of the Mexicans, 
repeated again and again with unblushing effrontery. 


And this charge is repeated in many portions of this country with 
unblushing effrontery, and with a total and stupid ignorance of the 
facts existing upon the Rio Grande, and I have proven it conclusively 
and abundantly. 

This committee have, after diligent search, been unabie to find a single case of a 


plundering raid from Texas into Mexico. Hon. Hamilton Fish, in his letter of May 
20, 1875, to Mr. Foster, states, with full knowledge of all the facts, as follows :— 


And, sir, you will find probably hundreds of letters in this great 
manuscript lying before me, addressed by the Secretary of State to 
the minister at Mexicoin regard to these depredations— 

“Tt may be regarded as frivolous to seck to justify the hostile incursions into our 
territory on the ground of retaliation for similar incursions from this side, There 
have been none such "— 

Mark,the words of the Secretary: ‘‘There have been none such. 
Will you believe the statement of the Secretary of State, whose spe- 
cial charge and duty it is to look well to the interests of this coun- 
try with foreign nations, and the statement of a man whose elar- 
acter for truth and veracity stands so high as that of the late Secretary 
of State, and who performed his duties so wisely and well! Will you 
believe what he states about it ? 

“ There have been none such, and proof of the contrary is challenged.” 

The people of Texas have likewise challenged proof time = 
again, and not one scintilla of evidence has ever been brought = 
ward; and yet the charge is iterated and reiterated, and. has ¢ - 
passed from the border of Mexico and is alleged in many ‘epee = 
this country; the same charge absolutely oa to be false by ” L. 
eral Ord, commanding the department; by Captain Corbin, comman® 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATIE. 


of the posts on the border; by Hon. Hamilton Fish, Sec- 
tate; by the able and distinguished House committee 
it was to investigate the whole facts, and who made this 


ng one i 

retary of 5 

whose duty 

report. ; 

jeed, the charge is improbable on tho face, from the fact that Mexico, near 

= , r holds out no temptation to plunderers from this side, while the reverse 

rang ‘ase in respect to baits in Texas for Mexicans.” 

Thus speaks the Secretary of State. 

The proof— 


Say the committee— 
has been challenged in vain. With the continued charges made and reiterated by 
the Mexicans not a single special case has ever been stated. ‘ 

No, sir; notwithstanding the call for the proof, not a single special 
case was stated, nor can be. 7 : So ; 

If this testimony is not sufficient to convince, it is vain to submit 
evidence. I have shown conclusively that the murders, robberies, 
arsons, jail-breakings, release of prisoners confined for crime, capture 
of a town and the murder of some of its citizens, the holding under 
the Mexican flag by an armed band of Mexican desperadoes of a por- 
tion of the territory of the United States, have been committed by 


Mexican citizens on American soil; that the honor of our flag has | 


not been vindicated ; that obedience and protection have been widely 
apart. I have shown further that not a single instance of counter- 
raiding by our people, on Mexico, has been shown or attempted. I 
charge further that American citizens (not of Mexican origin) have 
been driven to the towns as the only security for life, abundantly 
proven in this manuscript lying before me. I charge that the protit- 
able business of stock-raising has been severely crippled, and in places 
broken up, by these raids within the country lying between the 
Nueces and RioGrande. I charge that such is the terror which these 
people inspire over the cattle-herders and ranchmen on the Texas 
side, who are mainly of Mexican blood, that it is difficult to obtain 
warning of raids or information of any kind concerning these raids, 
and that in numbers of instances, when information has been given, 
the witnesses were marked and soon murdered. And I aver that each 
and every charge here is abundantly sustained by the evidence in 
documents accessible tothe Senate. And up to this time we have 
had neither indemnity for the past nor security for the future. 

Now, Mr. President, I have truthfully gone over the history of our 
border troubles running through a period of eighteen years. Is there 
aremedy? Sir, it is idle to talk about treaties. From the organiza- 
tion of Mexico under her constitutional form of government in 1824 
down to this present hour, more than half a century, I make the 
statement that but one man ever duly elected President of the Repub- 
lic of Mexico served out his full term, Juarez; that during that period 
she has had nearly fifty men claiming to be Presidents of Mexico; that 
there isachronie state of revolution in that country ; that the strong- 
est man is the one who wins; that “ might makes right ;” and I charge 
that the man who is the pretended President of Mexico to-day is a 
usurper, Portirio Diaz, who unlawfully wrested the power of the cen- 
tral government from the hands of Lerdo who had been lawfully 
elected by the people President of Mexico and duly installed in the 
oflice. I charge that it requires all the power of the Diaz government 
to maintain itself in the palace in the capital of Mexico; that he has 
no power whatever to enforce the law or his orders upon the frontier 
of the Rio Grande. 

I have proven that in the noted outrage, which occurred only last 
August, the best endeavors on his part to have these men extradited 
under the treaty made between the United States Government and 
Mexico by Mr. Corwin, acting on behalf of the United States, and 
Lerdo, acting for Mexico, were unsuccessful. The Mexicans contend 
that under that extradition treaty they are not required to give up 
men, citizens of Mexico, who had committed crimes in the territory 
of the United States. That the words of the treaty “not bound to 
give up” left a discretion to be exercised as to whether or not they 
would deliver up citizens of their country committing crimes in ours. 
When the demand for these men was made by the extradition com- 
missioner on behalf of Texas, Hon. John C. Russell, he appealed 
to the treaty which gave them the power in their discretion and judg- 
ment to deliver up these men ; he appealed to international law and 
the comity of nations and the order of President Diaz to his officers 
to deliver them up. The contemptuous reply of his officers on the 
Rio Grande was a resignation, from the governor all the way down. 
He could not do it. The time has never been that the President of 
the central government could control the outlying states, and notably 
Tamaulipas, with its Zona Libre bordering the Rio Grande, filled 
with smugglers, robbers, cattle thieves, and murderers. 

— a else, sir? The condition of Mexican society on the right 
within ae . Rio Grande is exceptional, and perhaps there is not 
‘ie oh 16 broad limits of civilized nations a more accursed popula- 
q an that which is assembled on the right bank of the Rio 
rrande, growing out of what is termed by their law the zona libre, 
or free zone, 
am that zona libre, Mr. President? In 1859 the Mexican gov- 
a promulgated a law laying off a belt of territory six leagues in 
dene «Sout seventeen miles—up and down the Rio Grande about 
undred miles, bounded on the one side by the Rio Grande and 


on the other b an imaginary li Santee . 
ine. Wit at free belt < t- 
uated the tr y g y ithin that free belt are si 


SOL 


Goods 


and perhaps one or two others that have the same privileges. 
can be carried to either one of these towns free of duty. They pay 
no import duties within that belt to anybody. The goods are deliy- 
ered to the merchants and pnt into their stores in these named places 
and they have a right to sell those goods to whomsoever they please. 
It is true the law goes on and says that if they take them out of the 
free belt for consumption elsewhere they must pay the duty before 
crossing the line. But when the merchant sells the goods to his cus- 
tomer the merchant is under no obligation to inquire of that cus- 
tomer where he is going to take the goods; the result of which is 
that within the limits of the free belt are congregated, besides mur- 
derers and cattle-thieves, smugglers from every country, men without 
visible means of existence. 

The attention of the Mexican government has again and again been 
called by the State Department to that matter, and so far back as 
the 4th of December, 1871, President Grant called the attention of 
Congress to the condition of affairs on the border in his annual mes- 
sage of that date, in which he uses this language : 


The Republic of Mexico has not yet repealed the very objectionable laws estab- 
lishing what is known as the “free zone” on the frontier of the United States. 
It is hoped that this may yet be done, and also that more stringent measures may 
be taken by that republic for restraining lawless persons on its frontiers. I hope 
that Mexico, by its own action, will soon relieve this Government of the difficulties 
experienced from these causes. 

What was the answer? You may take up the papers of the city 
of Mexico of that date, take up the paper called the Nineteenth 
Century, (Siglo XIX,) or the Diario, the official paper of the govern- 
ment of Mexico, and you will find argument after argument by most 
able and distinguished lawyers of Mexico directed to that portion of 
the President’s message to which I have referred, and endeavoring 
to overthrow the charges made by the President that that was dan- 
gerous to peace and quiet along the frontier of the United States. It 
exists to-day. This zona libre is a matter of necessity with the cen- 
tral government of Mexico. It was put there, in my judgment, be- 
cause the central government, really having no power over the out- 
lying states, desired to throw out a bait to secure the action of 
Tamaulipas to aid the central government; second, to destroy the 
commerce along our border on the side of the United States, and it 
has had a fearful effect on our border in that direction, greatly lessen- 
ing the commercial importance of our border towns ; and third, and 
last, the effect (whether designed or not) has been to herd together 
in that belt, six leagues or about seventeen miles in width and about 
three hundred miles long up and down the river, a population the 
most pestiferous that ever cursed the earth; and this population, 
having, as all the testimony shows, no visible means of support, lives 
by smuggling and by cattje-stealing from the people of Texas; and 
hence it is that Cortina has no difticulty whatever in organizing a 
raid into Texas because he has the best material for his purpose on 
earth right at hand. 

Bearing in mind, Mr. President, the character of this population 
and this long series of outrages perpetrated upon the people of Texas, 
the first question will arise, Why have they not been checked? It 
is a natural question. I was asked a few days ago by a very intelli- 
gent gentleman, “ Why do you not send your militia there and stop 
them?” Talk about keeping a militia on a frontier line for eighteen 
years! It is not an exceptional and sporadic case of raiding into our 
country, but it is reduced to an exact science; it is kept up year in 
and year out, and has been kept up thus for all these long years since 
1858. 

The militia cannot stop it, for it would be exceedingly unwise to 
take them for a long period from their legitimate business. But we 
must bear in mind that when the compact of union was framed the 
States gave up their right to keep armies and navies in time of peace, 
and entered into a compact by which this Government obligated and 
bound itself to provide for the common defense. It is therefore not 
for the State to do; for it is not only the territory of the State of 
Texas, but it is the territory of the United States. It is nut alone 
the destruction of the lives and property of the people of Texas, but 
it is an insult to the honor of our flag, and hurtful to free govern- 
ment. 

What, then, do we propose to do? Do you expect aid by treaties? 
Do you not know, sir—is there an intelligent man in the land who 
does not know that this displaced President, the lawful President of 
Mexico, Sebastiano Lerdo, is doing all in his power to get back his 
rights all over Mexico and along the Rio Grande border? He has 
his emissaries endeavoring to organize a revolution to come to his 
own again. Diaz isausurper, without lawful poet but, like wise, 
sagacious, educated usurpers in all times and countries, he is emi- 
nently conservative and conciliatory, and endeavors to carry on @ 
just and equitable government ; and I have no doubt that he wants 
to do right by our country, but he has not the power to do it. If he 
can maintain himself in his place, it is all that he can do. 

In addition to this, the emissaries of this man, Cortina, are along 
the Rio Grande frontier endeavoring to stir up strife, in order that he 
may come back and be again the bold defender of the so-called honor 
of the Mexican people, and resume his réle of murderer and robber 
of Texas cattle. And bear in mind, Mr. President, that from the close 
of the Mexican war down to now those people in the state of Tamau- 
lipas across the line have been indoctrinated in the belie? that that 


wling towns of Reynoso, Matamoras, Camargo, Guerrero, | country between the Rio Grande and the Nueces is rightfully theirs. 
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They are taught that, and they believe it; and they believe that the 
only crime in murder and robbery and cattle-stealing over in Texas 
is the crime of being caught. 

In this unsettled condition of things, I ask you if a wise govern- 
ment will not in peace prepare for war? It is said that the people of 
Texas seek war with Mexico. What a ridiculous absurdity! The 
people of Texas have common sense. They understand their inter- 
est as other people understand theirs. With a population flowing into 
our State annually of three hundred thousand, when the wealth of 
the State has been doubled in the last three years, when the next ap- 
portionment for Congress will show bet seen fifteen and twenty Rep- 
resentatives on the floor of the other House for the State of Texas, I 
ask if any wise man in Texas would endeavor to plunge this country 
into war whereby this great stream of wealth which is pouring into 
our State might be diverted into some other channel? It is foolish. 
Texas wants no war. 

It is said that we want more territory ; that we are anxious to get 
the territory across the Rio Grande. 

Whzy, Mr. President, the territory of Texas to-day is as large as all 
New England, all the Middle States, Ohio, Illinois, and several thon- 
sand square miles thrown in for good count. The territory of Texas 
to-day is more than one-third of the entire territory of the United 
States at the adoption of the Constitution of the United States. 
What do we want with more territory ? What we do want is peace, 
and an enterprising, energetic, hardy immigration to fill up our waste 
places and add to the wealth, prosperity, aud political influence of 
our great State. War will not do this; peace and protection most 
certainly will. 

Besides, we know that the people over there are aliens to us in 
blood, aliens to us in their social habits and political education, 
aliens in every sense of the word, taught, reared, from childhood to 
hate the name of American and contemptuonsly always call Ameri- 
cans by the name “Gringo.” What ras I ask, would it do to re- 
move the line from the Rio Grande to the Sierra Madre? It would 
be simply removing the line of contention, not the cause. We are 
too wise to want anything of that kind. We have territory enough 
of our own, We are secking to settle up our own territory, our own 
country, and we want no more. But, sir, we have a right to come in, 
not as petitioners asking the charity of the United States Govern- 
ment, but as one of the sovereign States of this American Union, and 
we say our country has been invaded by a foreign people, the lives 
of our citizens have been taken from them lawlessly and wantonly, 
our property has been destroyed, and under the Constitution of our 
common country we demand protection. It is protection we want, 
and if we do not get protection, as it ought to come, from this Gov- 
ernment—under the eternal laws of God and the lawof man, the great 
law of self-preservation, we will protect ourselves, and if war ensues 
it is not our fault, We ask this Government to give us that protec- 
tion to which we are justly and constitutionally entitled, and we ask 
nothing more, 

Then, Mr. President, to come to the point as to the necessary force 
on the Rio Grande, my position in defense of the frontier and the 
whole exposed frontier of the United States is no new one. I have 
stood up in this Senate Chamber voting solitary and alone on this side 
in favor of it. Whenever the time comes in my history that I shall 
desert the frontier, whenever the time comes that I am not willing 
to extend ample protection to the man whe lives on the frontier, to 
his wife and his children, then my usefulness will be gone forever. 
Sir, when the time comes in these days of reform, and retrenchment, 
and economy, when I shall put the blood of the frontiersmen and their 
wives and children (whether those frontiersmen be on the Mexican 
border of Texas or anywhere along the line clear up to the extreme 
northwestern settlements)—whenever I shall put the blood of these 
men who make States, because they do make them, or the blood of 
their wives or of their children, in the scale on the one side and put 
the nickel in on the other, then I should emigrate from Texas. Ko, 
sir, 1 have said here, and I repeat again, “ millions for defense, not 
one cent for tribute.” No man believes more in wise economy than I 
do, and true economy tells us that in dealing with Mexicans and In- 
dians, who respect nothing but visible physical power, place enough 
of that power in sight, overawe them and thus prevent war, and thus 
save both precious blood and money as well. Any other course is 
penny wise and pound foolish, 

lsay that it is the bounden daty of this Government to give us that 
protection along the frontier which is effective, not a mere attenu- 
ated line, such as we have had for many years; for let me tell you 
that the only thing a Mexican fears is physical power manifested, 
made visible. He cares nothing for your treaties ; he does not believe 
in the power of the United States Government, because he has never 
seen it. You may talk to him about its great power, but the Mexi- 
cans believe in their hearts that to-day they are able to whip the 
United States. We have had nothing but a weak, attenuated line 
along that border; and but a few days ago, when raiders came over 
into our country, General Ord, commanding, was compelled not to 
follow, becanse he had no force to follow them across the line. What- 
ever number may be necessary, be it five thousand men or ten thousand 
men, to protect the frontier, I say I will vote the requisite number ; 
and I say more, that had the Indian frontier been protected properly, 
as it ought to have been, there would have been uo massacre of Cus- 
ter and his men, there would have been no escape of Sitting Bull, 
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there would have been no war with Chief Joseph. These m, 
. é Pp hese Then fy 
power, and it is all they do fear, and you must manifest that y,.” 

So I say that I for one believe in protecting amply and effec, a 
the entire frontier of the United States and placing a snf, my 
along the frontier to make this protection effective. You pode 
think they are there as they are here in the States, where you. 
concentrate to-day, in any city in the country,an army ia ten a 
hours, made up of volunteer companies properly armed and equ; - 
Each place attacked must depend on its own strength, and that * a 
must be sufliciently strong to render the needed assistance - 
settlements, and every day and every hour this Government fail to 
give the frontier protection it is acting in direct and palpable Viol % 
tion of its constitutional duties and obligations. ee 

I do not ask you to increase the Army, but I do say put it up to it 
lawful standard of twenty-five thousand men, I say you have got it 
to do because you cannot protect your frontier without these mer 
That portion of our country of which I have been speaking dem ands 
a large portion of these twenty-five thousand, and other portions of 
the frontier also demand part, and I shouid be untrue to myself jg I 
should ask for Texas what I would not be willing to grant to other 
portions of the Union. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Texas 
whether he thinks twenty-five thousand men would give ample pro- 
tection to all the frontier ? 

Mr. MAXEY. I will endeavor to answer the Senator's question, 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. MAXEY. Certainly not. I will answer presently any question, 
The number of the Army now, at its full standard, is twenty-tiyo 
thousand men. At this extra session we should not propose to cut 
down or to increase it, but we should fill it up fully and completely 
to the standard of twenty-five thousand men, leaving the change, if 
change is needful, to the regular session when we will have more 
time for investigation. I was going to observe that I have heard it 
said that the Army has been used for unlawful purposes. Therefore 
abolish it! That is the logical conclusion, because if we cut it down 
for that reason we ought to destroy it entirely. 

Let us see how that is. In two, and only two, administrations, go 
far as I remember, has that charge ever been made: first, during the 
administration of Mr. Buchanan, in respect to Kansas matters; and 
second, during the Administration of President Grant, for sending 
troops to Louisiana and South Carolina, this charge was made. Now, 
what is the result? The Army went where Grant sent them becanso 
the reconstruction act, the civil-rights bill, the enforceinent act, the 
law which I believe the worst kind of law, authorized the President 
of the United States to send them down there; and the President is 
the Commander-in-Chief of the Army and the Navy of the United 
States under the Constitution. If he exercised his power arbitrarily 
and improperly—and I am one who believes he did—then there is a 
remedy, and a complete remedy, beginning in the other House and 
ending here. The Army was improperly used; therefore the Arny 
should be abolished! That is the argument. If that proves any- 
thing, it proves too much. Congress has passed many laws that have 
met with the universal execration and condemnation of the Amarican 
people ; as witness the alien and sedition laws during the time of the 
elder Adams, and the laws I have referred to, in one portion of the 
Union in later times. Congress has not only done so, but it has been 
decided by the Supreme Court time and again “that Congress has 
passed laws in contravention of the Constitution.” Congress bas 
done wrong ; therefore abolish Congress! The President of the United 
States, according to this theory, has in the two instances which I have 
named, and in another most notable instance, where the Supreme 
Court of the United States, speaking through the late Jastice Davis, 
now an honored member of this body, told the great and lamented 
Lincoln that his proclamation authorizing the formation of a civil 
commission in the State of Indiana in time of peace, for the trial of 
citizens not in the Army or Navy, was unconstitutional, null, and 
void. The President violated the Constitution ; therefore abolish the 
Presidency! All honor to the apres Court for its manly defense of 
the Constitution in times of peril. F 

Well, sir, there are a great many others who believe that the Sn- 
preme Court has not paid that strict attention to the law and the 
fact in every instance that should have been paid; therefore, abol- 
ish your Supreme Court. What have you got left? It will not 
do to rely on the Navy, for I believe that would be all that would be 
left, for they have been investigating that for years. That is the 
character of thisargument. If it proves anything it proves too much. 
In the course of nearly a century under a constitutional Government, 
in two isolated instances, the Army has been unwisely and improp- 
erly used, and it is the universal law of right reason, that it will 
not do to draw general and hasty conclusions from exceptional cases. 
But the cause is to-day removed. There is, so far as I know, no- 
where in the broad limits of this Union any people under the «z's of 
our flag that are overawed by the military arm; but the President's 
doing his constitutional duty. The troops who were once east of the 
Mississippi River, where they ought not to have been, are to-day ‘Wl 
the frontier, where they ought to be, and if any be left they shou : 

0 there, except enough to take care of public property. Mr. Presi- 
ent, you hear the ery all along the Mexican and Indian borders, se 
ing up all along that extended line, “Give us protection; — «lt 
say to you that it is wise economy to do so. It is wise economy 
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ample and complete »yrotection; and it is foolish unwisdom to 
So es Army down to oad a small amount that they cannot afford 
re ‘ sal protection. It is because of that you have had your Sitting 
Ball war, and the massacre of Custer and his men. It is because of 
= m ete defense, of insufficient protection, that you have had 
gota "Chief Joseph war. It is because of insufficient protection that 
- ople of Texas have lost millions upon millions of dollars of their 
sooerty by the Mexican raids, and hundreds of the lives of their 
the United States Government discharge its constitutional 
duty and place upon the frontier of the Rio Grande country a force 
adequate to complete protection, and let us not measure by dollars 
what that force is. In like manner all along the entire Indian line, 
wherever they are needed for protection of the frontiersmen, their 
«ives and their children, give ample protection from the tomahawk 
of the savage; place that protection which is needed. And who, I 
ask, here in civil life is so well versed in military affairs as to say 
that the General commanding the armies does not know what he is 
talking about when he recommends that the Army be kept up to 
twenty-five thousand men. Who taught them sof? When did they 
hecome so wise? Who can tell us that the Secretary of War is 
mistaken, and that it ought not to be done? Who can deny the tes- 
timony which I have introduced respecting my own people? Who 
wants United States troops inthe States not subject to incursions ? 
What State isso imbecile that it cannot by wise laws and a pru- 
dent and firm governor protect itself with its own militia from in- 
rection ? 
5 have therefore asked in the resolution that the posts—and there 
are four there now, but they average over a hundred miles apart— 
vlong that line be strengthened and additional posts added and a 
complete defensive command placed upon the frontier to render to 
the people on the border of Texas that protection which they are 
entitled to under the Constitution. Do that, sir, and this country 
which is to-day a waste between the Nueces and the Rio Grande will 
again fill up, will again become the home of the greatest cattle 
ranches in all the United States, furnishing not only millions of dol- 
lars of wealth to the people, but will be adding that much to the 
common wealth of this Union. It will be doing our duty whatever 
may be the result; and if the country, as I stated before, was worth 
a war for it, it is worth providing for, it is worth protecting. 

Mr. President, I have now occupied the time of the Senate longer 
than I had designed. The subject is one which you must all know 
we of Texas feel a deep interest in. We want protection. We come 
to the place the Constitution tells us to come and demand it. We 
want no war, but we do want protection, and by the laws of God and 
man we have a right to it; and if it is not furnished to us after this 
flemand made we shall be forced, much as we regret it, to take the 
protecting power into our own hands, and the consequences will be 
upon the Congress which refuses that protection. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I feel that althoagh my colleagne whom 
you have just heard hassoably occupied the ground, the interest of the 
people whom I have the honor in part to represent on this floor forbids 
that I should be silent upon the oceasion of the discussion of the resolu- 
tion now under consideration. The subject of that resolution is one 
which for many years has excited deep interest in the State of Texas; 
an interest which is not sentimental; an interest which is not an ab- 
stract one; but an interest which is material, which goes to the pros- 
perity of the country and to the well-being of the people. 

The people of these United States and this Congress have heard of 
depredations being committed upon the Rio Grande border in Texas. 
What sort of a country is that supposed to be? What is its extent ? 
What interest resides there which should command the care of the 
National Congress? Its extent is about forty thousand square miles. 
The section of country between the Rio Grande and Nueces River is 
as large as the great State of Ohio. Its population by the census of 
1-70 was 27,180. Its exports in 1875, of wool, beef, and stock cattle 
alone were $2,970,000 in gold, and that when only 10 per cent. of its 
original wealth remained undisturbed by thieves and robbers from 
Mexico. I assert that, Mr. President, upon the authority of a joint 
resolution of the Legislature of the State of Texas, a committee of 
which body took evidence upon that subject. 

That is the interest here involved ; forty thousand square miles of 
territory with its population and wealth entitled to the protection of 
the flag of this Government, entitled to “the last man and the last 
dollar,” if need be, in its defense; a section of country comprising ter- 
ritory suflicient for a first-class State, and abounding in all the ele- 
ments of wealth—it is that country that we ask you here to-day to 
protect. Thegrazing country of this continent is between the Neuces 
and the RioGrande; it isthe meat-house'of the Southwest. Your beef 
is raised there by simply putting the brand upon the calf and allowing 
- og the nutritious grasses that spring up on every acre of that 

rritory, 
oe you, Mr. President, the exports of this country are purely 
3 products of the stock-raiser. Their stock grow and live upon 
eo? they require no labor except to see them once a year perhaps. 
ine that is asked by the people who inhabit this country is 
ai P loreign marauders and invaders from depredating upon them 
‘ud upon their flocks and herds so peculiarly exposed when roaming 
upon the broad patee of that country. 

hold in my hand a report made by a committee of the House of 





| 


Representatives, of which Hon. GusTAVE ScnLEiIcuer, the immediate 
and direct representative of this country of which I am now speak- 
ing, was thechairman. That report issigned: GUSTAVE SCHLEICHER, 
A.S. WILtiaMs, N. P. Banks, 8. A. Hurlbut; Hon. L. Q.C. LAMAR, a 
member of the committee, having been absent on account of sickness. 

That report is founded on sworn testimony, the testimony of wit- 
hesses summoned to Washington, not obscure men, not men of doubt- 
ful reputation and veracity, but men who stand the peers of any in 
the land for all that enters into the composition of true men. This 
report recommends to the Congress of the United States the adoption 
of the following resolution : 

Resolved, "That for the purpose of giving efficient protection to the country 
between the Rio Grande and Nueces River, in the State of Texas, from the cattle- 
thieves, robbers, and murderers from the Mexican side of the river, the President 
of the United States be, and hereby is, authorized and required to station and keep on 
the Rio Grande, from the mouth of that river to the northern boundary of the State 
of Tamaulipas, above Laredo, two regiments of cavalry, for field service, in addi- 
tion to such infantry force as may be necessary for garrison duty, and to assign 
recruita to said regiments so as to fill each troop to number one hundred privates, 
and they shall be kept up to that strength as long as they shall be required in that 
service. 

Sec. 2. That in view of the inability of the national government of Mexico to 
revent the inroads of lawless parties from Mexican soil into Texas, the President 
8 hereby authorized, whenever in his judgment it shall be necessary for the pro- 
tection of the rights of American citizens on the Texas frontier above described, 
to order the troops when in close pursuit of the robbers with their booty to cross 
the Rio Grande, and use such means as they may find necessary for recovering the 
stolen property, and checking the raids, guarding, however, in all cases against 
any unnecessary injury to peaceable inhabitants of Mexico. 


This resolution was unanimously reported. There were six dis- 
tinguished men, members of that committee, three of them republic- 
ans and three democrats. They heard the testimony. They had 
before them General Ord, commanding the Department of Texas. 
They had General Hatch, in command at Brownsville. They had 
many subordinates of every rank. They had State officers of Texas; 
they had citizens of high standing before them. They had the testi- 
mouy of men from the Rio Grande country, from Austin westward ; 
and upon that testimony they based the recommendation of the 
resolution that I have just an They recite that the national Mexi- 
can government is incapable of restraining these raids. They recite 
it in the resolation as a fact established by the proof before them. 
While I do not mean to read the testimony, I ask permission to quote 
a few extracts in order that Senators may know that it is not an 
idle clamor that has been raised in Texas upon this question, but that 
it is a real grievance, not only a real grievance but one which under 
any other civilized government upon the globe would long since have 
invoked all its power in defense of that border. 

Iask you, Mr. President, and gentlemen of the Senate, as honest and 
conscientious gentlemen anxious to discharge your duty to the Goy- 
ernment of the United States and to all the citizens and people of that 
Government equally and justly, to get from the Senate docnment- 
room and take to your rooms a copy of this report and examine the 
conclusions of this committee of eminent and distinguished gentle- 
men and the testimony upon which itis bised. 1 have ever been sat- 
isfied that the only thing that was needed to make the cause of Texas 
that of this great Government was that the representatives of the 
Government should be informed as to the facts, and this report will 
give the information. Here is the language of the committee: 

Meanwhile our people on the border are impoverished day by day, and their lives 
are held by aslender tenure. It is stated in the evidence before us that all the Amer 
ican stock-raisers who could do so have abandoned their ranches and sought safety 
for their families in the towns. Business in the towns has almost ceased. No mer- 
chant dares to credit a country merchant or a stock-raiser, whose whole possessions 
are liable every day to be swept away, burned, or otherwise destroyed. Such is 
the insecurity of life that Captain McNally, who appeared before your committee, 
a man of known daring, and a bold leader in those border fights, declares upon oath 
that no compensation, however great, could induce him to incur the danger which 
every inhabitant of the country between the Rio Grande and Nueces incurs every 
day, and that he considers his life, as a man whose busiuess is war, safer than that 
of any inhabitant of that district. 


That is Captain McNally, the commander of the State troops, while 
I had the honor to be in the executive chair of the State of Texas. 
This is his testimony. He died of disease contracted in that service. 
A more heroic soldier never faced an enemy. 

I refer you now to what General Ord has to say on this subject. 
He has personal knowledge of the condition of things in the section 
of country between the Rio Grande and Nueces Rivers in Texas, 
Who is General Ord? I have the pleasure of his personal acquaint- 
ance, and it is unnecessary that 1 should say to you here that no man 
whose name is upon the Army Register, who wears the honors and 
bears the trust of the Government, is better entitled to them than 
E.O. C. Ord; and if you ask a citizen of Texas, I care not what his 
politics may be, he will tell you that General Ord is honest and brave, 
a just man and a true soldier. General Ord in his report says: 

The most important border difficulties, however, from which the western portion 
of this department suffers occur on the lower Rio Grande, where some of tho most 
prominent officers and wealthy merchants of that part of Mexico have for some 
time been regularly engaged in the business of fitting ont parties to plunder the 
stock-ranches on this side of the river, where, as was to be <—oeee from the 
Americans, there was a disposition not to submit to be plundered. Citizens who 
appeared or gave information against the raiders were murdered. Shortly after L 
took command of the department, I received reports of the murder, in open day- 
light, of several prominent citizens (one of them a United States collector, another 
a United States postmaster) and the robbing of their premises; also of an attack 
upon and the killing of two of a patrol of soldiers; all done by some of the armed 
bands of Mexicans who, it was reported, were continually running large herds of 
Awerican stock acrogg into Mexico. To such a degree were the few American in- 
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habitants of the counties bordering on Mexico intimidated by the frequent murders 
and threats against Americans generally, by these raiders and their friends and 
allies among the large population of vagrant Mexicans on our side of the river, that 
they, with the exception of one family, left the country and fled to the towns. 


Ilere is the statement of General Ord that in that section of country 
of forty thousand square miles every American resident had for his 
life abandoned his property and fled for safety to two or three towns 
on the border of the Rio Grande. This is General Ord who is speak- 
ing: 

Throughout the valley of the Rio Grande, from the mouth for a distance of 
two hundred miles up the river, and for a hundred and forty miles back from it, 
crops and herds have been abandoned ; people dared not travel except in armed 
parties; civil law outside of the towns was suspended, and sheriffs and judges re- 
ported to me that it was unsafe to attempt to execute processes of law outside of 
the towns, unless the officers of the law were accompanied by soldiers to protect 
them. Under these circumstances the governor of the State applied through me, 
and directly, for a sufficient United States military force to protect the frontier, 
stating his inability to do so with the means at his disposi. was directed to in- 
form him that it is “ the duty of the troops on the Rio Grande frontier to protect 
all the officers of the General Government and, as far as possible, aid the State 
authorities in protecting the people against organized bands of marauders from 


any quarter.’ 


That is the statement of a gentleman officially and intimately 
acquainted with the whole subject, who has been many times over 
the entire country and speaks from personal observation and knowl- 
edge. He tells you that in this entire section of country every 
American inhabitant abandoned both crops and herds for the safety 
of his life. 


Your attention is again invited to the testimony of General Ord. 
Here is a question propounded to him, with bis answer : 


Gaestion. Do you recollect the fact that a mail rider at one time was stopped 
and held back for some time, by one of these raiding parties, so that he should not 
carry information till they were safely over ? 

Answer. They capture everybody whom they encounter. While the raiding was 
goingon which I — of (shortly after I took command) the raiders were so fre- 
quently in possession of the country on our side that the roads were impassable ex- 
cept by large parties or under escort. The Mexican consul at San Antonio, when 
he wanted to go over to Camarge for his family, asked and obtained from me an 
order for an escort; and the Catholic bishop when he visited his people asked 
mo for a military escort. The county judge going from one town to another re- 
quested a military escort. It was unsafe outside of the towns, and it was impos- 
sible to execute the laws at all. That was at the time previous to Cortina’s arrest, 


and it will become so again on his retarn, The country was entirely in possession | 


of the cattle-raiders. 


That is territory constitutionally entitled to the protection of this 
Government. Yet you are told by one of the most gallant officers of 
the Government that that country was in possession of the Mexican 
raiders. He says further: 

And my force was entirely inadequate to check them or to drive them out of the 
country. They have always taken precautions to cover their movements and to 
keep the information of their raids from spreading. As I mentioned before, where 
they discovered that information had been given of their movements they mur- 
dered the man who sent it and the boy who took it. 

That, Mr. President and Senators, is a part of our territory. It isa 
part of the territory which Texas alone and unaided achieved a right 
to in 1836, when she relied upon herself, when she did not look to the 
flag of this Government for the maintenance of her rights and honor, 
and which her sons maintained her title to with the sword. That 
very territory between the Nueces and the Rio Grande was taken 
and kept and held by the Republic of Texas. Her jurisdiction over 
it was never disputed until after annexation to the United States. 
She expelled from her borders and beyond the Rio Grande intruders 
upon it and maintained her right by the force of arms. But that 
territory since 1565 has been overrun, has been plundered, has been 
despoiled, so that but 10 per cent. of its original wealth remains un- 
touched and hundreds of the people have been murdered. 

Mr. MAXEY. I would ask permission of my colleague to read from 
the message of President Grant presented at the first session of the 
Forty-fourth Congress: 

Depredations by armed bands from Mexico on the peopic of Texas near the front- 
ier continue. Though the main object of these incursions is robbery, they fre- 
quently result in the murder of unarmed and peaceably disposed persons, and in 
some instances even the United States post-offices and mail communications have 
been attacked. Renewed remonstrances upon this subject have been addressed to 
the Mexican government, but without much apparent affect. The military force 
of this Government disposable for service in that quarter is quite inadequate 
to effectually guard the line even at those points where the incursions are 
usually made, An experiment of an armed vessel on the Rio Grande for that pur- 
pose is on trial, and it is hoped that, if not thwarted by the shallowness of the river 
and other natural obstacles, it may materially contribute to the protection of the 
herdsmen of Texas. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, as I have said before, the State of Texas 
achieved her title to that territory. It was disputed after annexa- 
tion by the Mexican government, and the Government of the United 
States went to war with the government of Mexico in order to main- 
tain the title of Texas to it. Yet General Ord tells you it has been 
in the possession of Mexican cattle-raiders, and that his force was not 
strong enough to expel them. Now, I will call your attention to reso- 
lutions of the Texas Legislature passed in 1875, which I have before 
referred to. After enumerating three other grounds of complaint, 
they say: 

Fourth. That on the Lower Rio Grande, from Starr County to the Gulf of Mexico, 
these depredations upon the cattle interests have been so great and have been 
carried on to such an ae extent that of the vast herds which but a few 
years back covered the great plains adjacent to the Mexican border, and which 
were such asource of profit to the thrifty and hardy herdsmen, and great wealth 
to the State, searce 10 per cent. to-day remains to ecmpensate the stock-raiser for 
his years and life of labor and toil, and of this amount, unless relief be speedily 
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| given, there will soon be not enough left to remind the stock-rais r of hi 
| petecely wealth, and of the almost countless herds which but a shorty. ™ 
re his brand. LUDO sities 

Here the Legislature of the State of Texas sends informatiny ; 
Congress of the United States that 90 per cent. of the we a fo th 
great section of country which I have described to 
destroyed, has been utterly destroyed. Lask your attentioy furthe 
the resolution and memorial of the constitutional convention = - 
State of Texas, calling the notice of Congress to the condition of . 
Texas frontiers. I will not trouble the Senate with reading ¢)), - 
morial, but ask that it go with the joint resolution I have just as 
from and be appended to my remarks. ws 

I desire that the people of this country shall know the 
desire that Maine, and New Hampshire, and New York, and Man 
chusetts, and Vermont, as well as Virginia, and South Carolina os 
Tennessee, shall know that the people of Texas have been robin), 
90 per cent. of their values in one section of their country, and t) it 
hundreds upon hundreds of their people have been slain by forein 
marauders, who have for twelve years past waged a predatory om 
and an unrelenting one, upon our border. Here is the voice of the 
State in her corporate capacity, both through her Legislature ayq 
her constitutional convention, solemnly announcing her grievayeo 
I refer you also to the messages of the governors of Texas to every 
session of the Legislature since 1865, appealing to this Governine 
for protection against the spoliations of these marauders. 

Their appeals have been vain. Officers of the United States Goy- 
ernment, postmasters, collectors of customs, mail-riders, as well as 
citizens, have been killed by these raiders. Why, Mr. President, the, 
went at one time one hundred and forty miles into the interior of 
Texas, within seven miles of the flourishing city of Corpus Christi 
before they were arrested. The inhabitants of the city turned out 
for defense, and the freebooters fled with their booty, carrying with 
them women and children miles away from their homes, unti] they 
were compelled to drop them. These are facts; they are truths, 
The people of this Union do not know them; they do not know these 
to be facts. I invoke the attention of the Senate to these reports, 
made by honorable men of the other House, and to their conclusions 
| drawn from sworn testimony. 

But again, I have spoken only of the question of values. Of late 
years the values have been lost sight of. We have ceased to think 
of values in the paramount consideration of the blood of our people 
that has been shed on that border. For this evidence and this testi- 
mony we are indebted to Hon. GUSTAVE SCHLEICHER, of the House 
of Representatives. Here are seven pages, in the finest of type, the 
concisest of language, the shortest of statements, containing the names 
of meu, women, and children who have been murdered and wounded 
upon that border. Here they are; anybody can see them; and they 
are only such as could be enumerated from the testimony of the few 
men who could be gotten to Washington City before that committes 
as witnesses and such others as written aflidavits could be gotten from 
by mail. I turn to other pages, and find a statement prepared by the 
citizens of Brownsville, upon the Rio Grande, enumerating and con- 
taining a great many more instances of outrage at the hands of 
Mexicans. 

Mr. MAXEY. A statement of the best people there. 

Mr. COKE. A statement of the best people there. The very best 
people in Texas certified to them. 

Mr. President and Senators, the immediate occasion of the resolu- 
tion now before this body grows out of a call on the President for 
information with respect to a raid on Rio Grande City, and a jail de- 
livery there by Mexican robberson the 12th of August last. I will read 
to you a letter written by a gentleman of Rio Grande City, in reply 
to one from General Ord, asking information on this subject : 


alth of this 
You has heey 


facts. | 


rbed of 





nt 





Rio Granve Crry, June 8, 1875 

GENERAL: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of inter. 
rogatories, dated at San Antonio, Texas, May 25, 1875, in relation to the affairs on 
the Rio Grande. In answer, have to say: I have resided at Rio Grande City, Start 
County, since 1848. From 1848 up to 1459 armed bands of marauders crossed from 
different parts of Mexico into the State of Texas, robbing and murdering the citi. 
zens thereof, but not so frequent as they have done since 186% On the 2ith day of 
December, 1859, about four hundred and fifty armed men, with two pices of artil. 
lery, commanded by Juan Nepomuceno Cortina, crossed from Matamoras aud othct 
towns in Mexico, and robbed this town, and murdered four citizens of this coanty, 
and remained here until Major Heintzelman drove him to Mexico, The four citi 
zens were murdered for no other reason or cause than their great desire to rol and 
murder Americans, and they. at that,time, finding it to be a lucrative business, 
have made their raids into Texas almost daily ever since. 

The following-named citizens have been murdered by said bands of maranilors 
from Mexico, in this county; William McKinney, Thomas Robinson, James Parks, 
James Patten, Silas Campbell, Jesus Réves, William M. Robertson, Captain Spears, 
John Box, Santos Garcia, James Dann, Thomas Rolan, Thomas Marry, Pat Fox 
Joseph Morel, James Beckwith and son, about twelve years old, James Hi 1, Will 
iam Hill, Joseph Stone, Stephan Cenac, Leon Cravalla, ‘Thomas Havard, Jolin ( - 
ley, Barney Lyons, two soldiers belonging to United States Ninth ‘ avalry, aut 
many others whose names your relator does not remember, and for no other cause 
than they were Americans. Ie 

It would be impossible for me to make an estimate of the amount of stock +" . 
by the said bands of marauders from Mexico from the stock-raisers of ‘Texas, - 
I will say with all confidence that they have stolen over two hundred thousané 
head from them since 1865, all of which have been sold in Matamoras, Monterey, 
and other towns in Mexico. 


Two hundred thousand head at $10 a head would be two million 
dollars’ worth of cattle, and here is a list from one county, the county 
of Starr, of twenty-six Americans killed whose names are givell 
by this man who was the county judge of that county, and all done 
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by Mexican marauders. I ask if there is any Senator in this body 

ho doubts as to the truth of the allegations that have been made of 
a aecurity of life and property and the depredations upon both 
- : te been wrought by these marauders from Mexico? If there 
aig ventleman who doubts it I ask him to state his doubt. I chal- 
me him to produce a single scintilla of proof and I will bring to 
aetaia the affirmative of the issue the testimony of every Federal 
mete who bas served in the State of Texas in the Army or in the 
a vil-customs service since 1865—General C. C. Augur, than whom a 
i gallant and true soldier does not live, General E. 0. C. Ord, 
General Potter, now here at the Soldiers’ Home in this city, trans- 
ferred from Brownsville, Texas, an honored soldier of the Army of 
tl » United States. I refer to both general and subordinate officers. 
] refer to the messages to the Legislatures of Texas by the governors 
since 1865. Ireferto the resolutions which have been passed by every 
Legislature that has convened since 1865 and to the resolution of the 
constitutional convention of 1875. I refer to the concurrent testi- 
mony of all the citizens, of every man who has spoken with reference 
to the condition of that country. I call upon them all, and I chal- 
Jenge contradiction when I say that that section of country has been 
overrun, has been despoiled, and that its wealth has been stripped 
from it, its people murdered, and in some instances its women vio- 
lated, and children taken away. That section of country since 1658 
has been more scourged than any portion of France under the ad- 
vance of the Prussian army during the late European war. There is 
no portion of the South that was so utterly stripped of its values 
during the recent civil war as has been this country between the Rio 
Grande and the Nueces since 1865 by marauders from Mexico. Does 
any one doubt it? I will refer to another report which speaks on 
this subject. There was a commission formed by a joint resolution 
of Congress in 1872 to investigate these depredations in the country 
of which Ispeak. The President of the United States was authorized 
to name three commissioners to go to the country and look into the 
matter. They went upon the ground. Let me read you a portion of 
their report: 

The commissioners feel fully warranted in expressing the opinion that for years 
past, especially since 1866, and even before, armed bands of Mexicans have con- 
tinually employed the safe refuge of an adjoining territory and the favorable river 
frontier to cross from Mexico into Texas, in strong parties, collect and drive away 
into Mexico unnumbered herds of cattle from this region. These thieves have, 
with astonishing boldness, penetrated at times one hundred miles and even farther 
into Texas, onde day and night have carried on this wholesale plundering, employ- 
ing forceand intimidation in all cases where resistance or remonstrance was met with. 
Confederates living along the banks of the river have been used in this nefarious 
trade, while honest residents have been forced to keep silence or flee. 

The Mexican bank of the Rio Grande (Bravo) is occupied by numbers of ranches, 
furnishing a convenient rendezvous for these marauders, whence they carry 
on openly their operations, often leading to conflicts. Pursuit to the river bank in 
many cases has been mocked at, the ineffectual efforta of customs officers and in- 
spectors have been jeered at, and this region made to suffer from the continual 
scourge of these thieves. The butchers of the frontier Mexican towns, the stock-deal- 
ers, andin many cases, the heads of the various ranches on the Mexican side have 
wrticipated in the profits, encouraged the work, and protected the offenders. The 
Mexican local authorities, asa rule, civil and military, have been cognizant of 
these outrages, and have (with one or two honorable exceptions) protected the of- 
fenders, defeated with technical objections attempts at recovery of the stolen prop- 
erty, assisted in maintaining bands of thieves, or directly and openly have dealt 
in the plunder or appropriated it to their personal uses. In all cases coming before 
these corrupt officials, thoroughly acquainted by personal and official notification 
and public notoriety with this serious and continual breach of international rights, 
they have either protected the criminal and shared with him the property stolen, 
or else have confessed an inability to check the outrages and panieh the offenders. 

(Executive Document, House of Representatives, No. 39, Forty-second Congress, 
third session.) 

There were two sets of commissioners, one appointed in 1972 and the 
other in 1875, Task you, Mr. President, if it is not strange, if it is 
not wonderfully strange, that in twelve years thcre is no man of au- 
thority in the State or National Government who has been to that 
country who has not given the very description of these outrages 
that is given in these reports. A great many of these occurrences 
transpired while I was the governor of Texas, and I speak whereof 
I know when I say that at one time during my administration there 
Was imminent danger that every American upon that border would 
be assassinated. To escape assassination the people surrendered 
everything, crops, herds, and that too under the very shadow of the 
flag of the United States, and fled to the towns for safety. These 
reports are true. They are true, and they are substantiated by testi- 
mony that no man can gainsay. They enumerate the outrages, the 
men and women killed and wounded, the robberies committed ; they 
give you the testimony of General Ord and General Augur, the two 
generals who have commanded in Texas, whose testimony is full 
upon every or besides that of a great number of other witnesses. 
I ask that these reports be given the credit that is due to them. 

_ If it should cross the mind of any Senator that these depreda- 
tions perhaps will cease now, I recall you to the letter that I read 


























six men who have been killed in that county by these marauders, 
and stating that two hundred thousand head of cattle had been driven 


broken open, the county attorney and the jailer and his wife shot, 
prisoners liberated, and whence the malefactors returned to Mexico, 


= to the banks of the Rio Grande by United States troops. 
ese 
































from Rio Grande City, dated June 8, 1875, giving the names of twenty- 


from Texas. ask you to remember that that is the very county, 
into which the raid was made, on the 12th of August last, the jail 


outrages have been occurring every day since 1865. I call 
the attention of Senators to the fact, if they need any additional tes- 
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timony of the good faith of Texas in presenting her claims for pro- 
tection here, that about $1,300,000 since 1865 have been expended by 
the State of Texas in arming, equipping, and maintaining troops upon 
her border for the defense of her people against Mexican and Indian 
raids ; and the demand for reimbursement is pending here now and 
will be urged as a just claim against this Government, because the 
Government is constitutionally bound to afford to the people of these 
United States and to each State protection against invasion, and when 
a State is left to take care of herself, as Texas has been, it should at 
least refund the money expended for that purpose. I have only to 
cite the sworn testimony of the most worthy officials of the Govern- 
ment of the United States to prove that Texas has been invaded con- 
tinually since 1865. I find another letter on this report from General 
Ord, from which I take the following : 


Having examined the country and visited many of the ranehes and places 
named, I find, from best sources of information, that the within statements are 
generally reliable— 


That is, the affidavits, letters &c., a few of which I have read, 
which were forwarded to the War Department and submitted by 
the War Department to the committee who made the report, and 
which with a mass of other testimony accompanies the report. 

He continues: 


And that while there are quite a number of useful and peaceable Mexicans 
settled on the east side of the Rio Grande, like all Mexicans not jente de razon, 
they submit docilely to any power or force that chooses to override them, so that, 
the country being now overridden by the Mexican raiders, civil authority over- 
awed or elected by peons in their interest, the military powerless for the reason 
that, while really it isa time of war and public danger, no proclamation to that 
effect has been made by the President, and the aforesaid civil authority (Mexican) 
is paramount, and every judge and sheriff of the State, knowing the facts, assured 
me it was impossible to convict any raider, murderer, or offender who may be 
connected with or under the protection of the raider bands. 

The circumstances are almost identical with the piracies on our commerce once 
committed by the Algerians, who fled in safety with their prizes to their own ports. 
There the offenses were committed on the open seas ; here they are committed with 
the same ease and atrocities, on the open p'ains. In both cases the pirates found 
a ready sale for their captures in the ports where their expeditions were fitted out, 
namely, Algiers and Tripoli, for the Moors, and Matamoras, Reynosa, Camargo, 
Mier, and Guerera, for the Mexicans, and in both cases the pirates were rew aie 
by promotion. The leader of the band that murdered Lovell in May Jast, and plan- 
dered the custom-house at Carizo, is now captain of the guard at Mier. 


An honored Mexican official! 



















e IT have to ask that these papers and this letter be referred to the Secretary of 
tate. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 





E. O C. ORD, 
Brigadier-General, United States Army, Commanding. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL UNITED STATES AMY, 
Washington, D. 0 













Can any one doubt when such men as these speak? I have not 
taken the testimony of any obscure man to vex this body with; but 
here are a great number of depositions made by men who are known 
among the people, and who are as honest and true as men can be. I 
have simply taken the testimony of officials who are trusted, who are 
under oath, and who speak with a full knowledge of the responsi- 
bilities attaching to what they say. I assume, then, that it will be 
believed by this body and by the American people that the section 
of country in the State of Texas between the Rio Grande and tho 
Nueces River, commencing at the mouth of the Rio Grande and run- 
ning three hundred miles up that stream and extending to the Nueces, 
has been overrun, its commerce destroyed, industries paralyzed, and 
& great proportion of its property taken by the strong hand, whilo 
hundreds of the inhabitants have been cruelly butchered, and all done 
by robbers and cut-throats from Mexico. 

Thus, Mr. President, these things are shown to be true. The re- 
poe of Mexican outrages in Texas, which for twelve long years have 
een discredited as the fabrications of designing people for unworthy 
purposes, are established by an overwhelming array of testimony to 
be true. 

It is also from the same testimony seen that since 1865 the depre- 
dations upon that country have been continuous, that they have 
never ceased, and the transactions at Rio Grande City of the 12th of 
August last will convince the Senate and the country that this pred- 
atory war still continues, and that the condition on the Rio Grande 
is a standing menace to the lives of the American citizens on that 
border; that the time when General Ord certifies in his testimony 
that the country is in possession of these raiders from Mexico hes not 
become yet a thing of the past, and if not now an existing reality, 
that the danger of its being so again is imminent. These facts I desire 
to impress upon the Senate and the country. 

It has been represented that Texas wanted war. It has been said to 
me a number of times in this Hall, “ You Texans are trying to rush 
us into a war on the Rio Grande; you want to get upa fight to make 
money out of it.” In answer to that suggestion I call gentlemen to 
the record ; I call them to the facts; I call them to the sworn testi- 
mony ; I call them to the representations of honorable men and offi- 
cers, State and Federal, civil and military. We want no war in 
Texas. The life of Texas has been a stormy one. In 1836 she 
achieved her independence through a baptism of fire and blood. In 
1845 she ranged herself under the flag of the United States, and in 
the war with Mexico, which grew out of annexation, wherever the 
fight was thickest her hosts were found. Her sons died upon every 
battle-field of the great civil war. 

We want no more war. We want peace. We have seen enough of 
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fields of carnage and of the desolations of war. We want peace ; we 
want commerce; we want trade; we want recuperation ; we want 
development. The clash of arms is no music to our ears. We have 
forborne upon the Mexican border. Texas has forborne. 

Mr. President, it is an easy thing for one to summon a great deal 
of philosophy to his aid in bearing the ills and woes of others. Texas 
has borne her own, and the other States of the Union have not felt 
them. She asks her sister States now not to waste all their charity 
upon ber despoilers, but to dispense some of it at home. 

We have no complaints to make; but we do ask if forbearance is 
as great a virtue now as it was twelve or fifteen years ago, for Texas 
has suffered sorely for that length of time; we ask if forbearance 
has not ceased to be a virtue, at least so far as the wrongs of the 
despoiled and robbed and murdered people on our border are con- 
cerned. We ask it of this Congress ; we ask it of the American peo- 
ple. As to our suffering since 1265, we are willing to shut the mouth 
of every man, woman, and child in the South, except the officers of 
the Federal Government, the military themselves, and rest the issue 
on their testimony. 

Forbearance is no longer a Christian virtue in this matter. The 
honor of this country,the honor of the flag which floats over this 
Capitol, demands that Texas be left no longer to wage this unequal 
fight. With all herresources surrendered to the Federal Government, 
with her treaty-making power, her war-making power, her resources 
for revenue surrendered to the Federal Government, she should be no 
longer required to defend the integrity of a national boundary. 

I repeat, the national honor, no less than constitutional justice to 
Texas, demands it, while the prestige and respectability of American 
——, require it. Let it be known that to be an American citizen 
is to invoke the power of the Government in his behalf against spo- 
liation from abroad as well as wrong at home. That is all we ask, 
and surely it is not more than we are entitled to nor less than a just 
Government will grant. 

As my colleague showed a while ago, Texasis faultless; she is blame- 
less; nota single raid has ever been made from Texas on the other side. 
I assert that to be a fact. The proof isin this volume from which 
I have quoted. Secretary Fish, in his correspondence with the Mex- 
ican authorities, challenged the production of an instance. There are 
thickly populated settlements on the other side of the river. The 
— have but little to live on, no agriculture scarcely, and but 

ittle stock. A large proportion of them on and near the river live 
by theft and robbery. Our people have been the victims. They are 
too busy trying to take care of themselves to go on the other side of 
the river, and the truth is that no raid has been made from the Texas 
side. None can be alleged, 

The next question which arises is as to the remedy for the great 
evils of which we complain. How can our people be protected and 
our border defended ? Some gentlemen will say, We shall have to go 
to war with Mexico in order to defend you. I do not think so neces- 
sarily. The national Mexican government seems disposed to deal 
justly and doright. If the orders of the national Mexican government 
were obeyed upon the Rio Grande frontier, we should have no trouble; 
but they are disobeyed. The federal Mexican officers on that bor- 
der commanding troops, when ordered to exccute the treaty of ex- 
tradition, resign. Whatthen? Shall we try to get up another treaty? 
When we can make a treaty which will execute itself without the 
intervention of men to execute it, it will do very well; but as long 
as Mexicans have to interpret and to execute treaties, what conti- 
dence can we have in such an expedient under such a government? 
Take the experience of the recent past and it will dispel the delusion 
that any one may labor under that any justice or security is to be 
expected from that source. What is that experience? When these 
criminals from Mexico went to Rio Grande City, broke open the jail, 
took the prisoners and carried them off, the Mexican authorities re- 
turned one of the prisoners and two of the raiders upon our demand. 
I think there were between fifteen and twenty of the raiders and five 
released prisoners. President Diaz required his officers upon the 
frontier to arrest all and deliver them over. Did they do it? They 
arrested some of the raiders and the prisoners, and because the treaty 
only provided for the extradition of citizens of Texas fleeing to the 
other side of the Rio Grande on our part and of citizens of Mexico 
fleeing to this side of the Rio Grande, and hence did not apply to 
citizens of Mexico who came over and committed crimes and went 
back, they refused to deliver them. 

It is laid down by Vattel to be, and it is, an undisputed principle 
in the system of international law, comity, and courtesy which pre- 
vail among civilized nations, that when a citizen crosses the boundary 
into a friendly country and commits robbery, murder, or any other 
grave felony, and flies back to his own country across the boundary, if 
the government of the country which has jurisdiction over him fails 
to deliver him up, it thereby adopts and indorses the offense. The 
legal effect of the conduct of a government which fails to deliver up 
a great criminal, althongh no extradition treaty exists, when the 
knowledge is brought home to that government of the heinousness 
of the offense, is an indorsement of the crime, and it becomes respon- 
sible for it. 

I assert that to be a principleof international law, subjectonly to one 
qualification which does not obtain in this case; and that qualifica- 
tion is that where a friendly power makes use of that spirit of comity 
in order to prefer unfounded charges and get possession of and annoy 
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and oppress citizens of another power, that other power js jguse. 
when it comes to that conclusion, in refasing to deliver, }; — “i 
Rio Grande City case there is no pretense that th: parties : 
guilty; on the contrary, their guilt is expressly admitted. = 
What would another treaty embodying this principle of ie 
tional law avail, when the principle is recognized as of 1 : . wad 
force among the civilized nations of the earth independ _ ; yn 5 
treaty, and is disregarded by Mexico, or rather by the extpad ting 
authorities of the Mexican state of Tamaulipas! The national ag 
ican authorities make treaties, but the agents who are supposed «, 
execute them are the local state authorities on the frontier. — 
The judges at Matamoras, at Camargo, and at other towns op tl] 
Rio Grande, are elected by a rabble, a felon rabble, maintained 
oftice by a criminal lazaroni, and dominated by a community of dey 
booters, who live by the lance and the spur. These are the jud to 
whom, forsooth, we must look for the extradition of their er 
constituents who invade our country! I usestrong language, but ¢),. 
testimony justifies it. I quote the language of the congressional peyor: 
so often referred to: pore : 
When we now look upon the fearful history of rapine, murder, and whole) 
robbery which from that day to this present date has desolated and is «ti)) a, 
lating our border, the robber communities that have ~ oe up and are const; 
increasing, a whole population living on what they plunder from their neighio.. 
and a set of local authorities conniving at and participating in tho spoils of to. 
notorious crimes, grown to be a regular means of livelihood, we cannot wonder 
this result when we reflect on the condition of a government which had to ; onfc: 
rank and position on a successful robber in order to avoid his hostility. 


President Diaz did order the delivery of the Rio Grande city eriyy. 
inals. His officers were forced by public opinion to resign, Tio 
state authorities of Tamaulipas, acting as extradition agents, as of}. 
cers on the border always do, amenable only, as they contend, to Mexi- 
can federal authority, refused to execute the treaty. We have this 
state of case, then: we have a treaty with the national Mexicay 
government which cannot be enforced; and, on account of the ex. 
cessive magnanimity of the Government of the United States, its ex. 
treme patience and forbearance—if this alone be relied on—the peo- 
ple of Texas must continue to suffer in future as they have done in 
the past. I make no opposition to another treaty with Mexico which 
may be deemed more eflicacious than the existing one; I only protest 
against a reliance on any sort of treaty alone for relief. 

I have laid the facts before this body that the country may know 
them, in order that we may have peace, in order that no more shams, 
that no more promises made to be broken shall be made, but that the 
strong right arm of this Government may be interposed between my 
people and the foreign bandits who have made war upon them, 
Treaties are all right; they do very well as a part and parcel of a 
plan of defense; but they will not do to rely on alone. 

I repeat that the authority upon the border of the Mexican Repul)- 
lic, so far as we are concerned, so far as we must look to it, resides 
not in the central government, but in the local authorities on the 
bank of the river. Hear what General Ord says on that subject, on 
page 29 of the report: 

The number of Mexicans who have been driven by revolution and by their own 
lawless acts from Central and Southern Mexico up to the borders of the lio 
Grande, probably to escape the result of their offenses, has filled that country with 
lawless and desperate men. Evén the rulers make little or no effort to prevent 
their committing offenses against the United States, as it would probably destroy 
their popularity if they did and would make them odious to the majority of the 
people. For the same reason—the facility for crossing the river and for esca 
the United States—the Mexican troops, who are generally enlisted just as sailors 
used to be in England, by a sort of press-gang system, take advantage of the oppor 
tunity afforded them when brought north to the Rio Grande border, and desert to 
the United States. 

Hear also the distinguished committee who make this report on 
this point: 

All statements agree that the authority of the national government of Mexico on 
the border is only nominal. If they would, they could send no troops there, as 
they would desert and join the thieves. They have no forces to spare, and they 
cannot interfere with the livelihood of the robbers without risking the danger of 
driving them into the ranks of some revolutionary leader. The real power is alto- 
gether local. The governors of the States, and the people of the States, with their 
own local authorities, aro the only powers with whom our people have to deal 
We find that our relations with the’ Mexicans are far from being the same along 
the whole border. On the upper Rio Grande the authorities and people of the 
State of Chihuahua are on terms of perfect friendship with our people. General 
Ord, commanding in Texas, has stated in his report that Mexican troops have come 
over repeatedly in pursuit of Indians on the American side of the Kio Grande. 
He has had rations issued to them and complimented them in orders. 

There is a peculiar population on the Rio Grande, resulting from 
the erection of the zona libre, a belt seventeen miles wide and three 
hundred miles long, extending from the mouth of the Rio Grande, up 
on the Mexican side, within which goods are introduced free of eus- 
toms duties. The establishment upon our border of such a belt is of 
itself an insult to this Government which would authorize and js 
tify in the eyes of the nations of the world the taking up of aris. 
Previously to the establishment of that belt, the receipts from customs 
of the United States at Brazos alone were more than $10,000,000, aud 
since its establishment they are reduced to about $3,000,000. It has 
broken down the merchants and traders and towns on the American 
side. 

Mr. MAXEY. With my colleague’s permission, I will read from the 
annual message of President Grant of December, 1875, the folowing 
paragraph : 

The free zone, so called, several years since established by the Mexican gov- 
ernment in certain of the states of that-republic adjacent to our frontier, remalus 
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¢.\ operation. It has always been materially injurious to honest traffic, for it 
one an ineentive to traders in Mexico to supply without customs charges 
geste f inhabitants on this side the line, and prevents the same wants from 
tbe © pence by merchants of the United State, thereby toa considerable extent 
x a ee eat revenue and checking honest commercial enterprise. 
~ COKE. There is the zona libre, the nest and nurturing-place, 
he heme and residence of thieves and robbers and smugglers, created 
eat upon our border, with a narrow, fordable river-line between 
aes oe our side, Where upon forty thousand square miles of terri- 
tory cattle and sheep and horses and all manner of stock of Texas 
citizens roam at will and pleasure, exposed to whoever will depredate 
on them. Why, Mr. President, to create the zona libre there was to 
place the wolf within the sheep-fold. ; 

The government of Mexico planted the germ right there, and from 
it has grown the tree that has thrown upon us the bitter fruit of the 
last twelve years from the other side of the river. Talk about the 
national government of Mexico! Nothing can be more impotent. They 
care nothing for it on that frontier ; they defy it. The president who 
is bold enough to contravene the desire of these robbers and thieves 
is defied. If his officers remain loyal they resign, his army deserts, 
and that is the end of it. ‘ 7 

What safety, what security is there for the people of Texas if 
treaties are not observed and enforced ? Remember that the very 
men in this free belt, put in office by the robber chief Cortina and 
his retainers and maintained there by force and fear, constitute the 
extradition agents of the Mexican government. What are treaties 
worth under the administration of such officers? It will be shown 
to you by the papers when they come from the President that the 
governor of Texas recently demanded five men who had killed citi- 
veys of Texas in Duval and Hidalgo Counties and had been indicted 
for it. He made a demand upon the authorities at Matamoras. They 
were arrested; the men were put in jail; but the judge would not 
give them up, he said, unless our extradition agent proved that they 
were citizens of Texas. “ Very well,” said our agent, “let me see 
them, and I will have some witnesses here to mako the proof.” 

The judge coolly told him, “No, sir; you cannot see them.” He 
called upon the officer of Texas, who went there for five criminals 
duly indicted upon a regular demand, to prove that the criminals 
were citizens of Texas, and when the officer with his witnesses went 
aud asked permission to see the criminals, in order that he might iden- 
tify them, absolately the judge told him that he should not see them, 
and the next day the criminals were released. He told the officer in 
the same interview that “ public sentiment would not allow another 
Mexican delivered under that treaty to the authorities of Texas.” 
This will be before the Senate when His Excellency sends his commu- 
nication transmitting the corre: pondence requested in the resolution 
of my colleague. 

It is perfectly clear that a treaty with such people is as valueless 
as waste paper, unless supported by a force ready on the ground to 
compel its execution and to punish its infraction. 

We come here as citizens of this Republic, as men ready to dis- 
charge all of our duties, ready to uphold the right, helping to fill the 
purse of the Government, and doing all that falls to our share in 
maintaining it. Weshow you that we are robbed, our country de- 
spoiled, and our people murdered and plundered. We ask you for 
protection. Do not tell us to wait, for we have waited through 
twelve long and dreary years. 

The people of Texas, I repeat, do not want war, but if war comes 
from a proper effort of this Government to give them protection the 
honor of the country demands that in the path of duty this conse- 
quence be accepted. We want protection, and I belicve that we can 
be protected without going to or bringing on war. Give us on the 
Rio Grande two regiments of cavalry of twelve hundred men each 
with infantry supports, and they will give security to that border 
and renew the life and prosperity of that section of the State. They 
will do this provided the commander of the troops in Texas is author- 
ized by order from the President to cross the Rio Grande whenever, 
in his judgment, the proper defense of Texas requires it. Without 
such orders and confined to the west bank of the Rio Grande, five 
times that number of troops will be required. 

As tothe right of this Government to give and have such orders 
executed, there can be no serious question under the strictest rules of 
international law. If these Mexican raids into Texas were of recent 
date, of irregular occurrence, and of such character as to elude the 

eflorts of an ordinarily vigilant and energetic government to suppress, 
and such efforts were being made in good faith by the authorities of 
Mexico, I grant that to allow an armed force to pursue even robbers 
for the purpose of recapturing their booty across the Rio Grande would 


be a violation of the rights of Mexico and of well-settled principles 


of international law. The right of the Republic of Mexico to immu- 
nity for her territory from the incursions of armed forces of the 
United States would then be based on a proper discharge of the 
duties of that country to this in re yressing the lawlessness of its own 
people and preventing and ssidling their crimes attempted and 
perpetrated against the people of their neighboring State. 

It is because each state or nation has undertaken to restrain its 
people from making war on the people of its neighbors that the law 
of nations forbids an armed force from one entering the territory of 
another. The right of immunity grows out of and depends upon the 
performance of this duty which each owes to the other. No State 

48 surrendered the right of defense of its people in its own way 





against aggressions from neighboring States or people, except upon 
the promise and performance of the great duty towards itself, which 
all nations owe each other, of so governing their people as that they 
shall not depredate or make war upon other nations or any of their 
people or territory. 

The principles and courtesies of international law have never been 
carried to the romantic extent of surrendering the great natural 
right of self-defense against the constant infliction of serious, perma- 
nent and wrongful injury upon the people of one nation by those of 
another, although the attacks may be unauthorized by the govern- 
ment of the country from which they come. 

The character and atrocity of the predatory war which has been 
waged against Texas, the great length of time which it has continued, 
the admitted complicity with the brigands of many of the local offi- 
cials of the Mexican border states, and the acknowledged impotency 
of the central government to control these border authorities and 
people, leaves this Government free to choose its mode of defense, so 
far as Mexico is concerned, and determines its constitutional duty 
toward Texas to be to pursue that mode which will be most prompt 
and efficient, regardiess of consequences. Outrages upon American 
interests and honor upon this border have been permitted, until, em- 
boldened by impunity, construing the indifference, or charity, or mag- 
nanimity, or whatever motive it may be, of the Government into 
cowardice, the deluded people west of the Rio Grande have become 
defiant and threatening. A little firmness a few years ago would 
have prevented this and settled the whole trouble. As matters stand 
now the trouble is growing each day in magnitude and importance, 
and we are drifting surely under the inactive policy of the Govern- 
ment into war, Nothing can avert this result, except to take hold 
at once of the question and deal with it with energy and inexorable 
firmness. Diplomatic negotiation will do in its place, but with the 
horde of robbers on the Lower Rio Grande we can have no agreement, 
we can have no treaty. They know nothing of moral or national 
obligation, and respect only superior physical force. The execution 
and enforcement of treaties lie with them, and we can look for 
nothing from them. We have to deal with the state of Tamaulipas, 
with the robbers and thieves, fostered and congregated by the action 
of the Mexican government in the zona libre; that hive constantly 
being re-enforced by the lawless and criminal element from the inte- 
rior of Mexico, from which issue the marauders who scourge our 
border. 

I read from the report of the House Committee their conclusions 
from the mass of testimony before them: 


In coming to the marner in which protection can be given, we must state it as 
the unanimous opinion of all military men familiar with that border that protec 
tion can only be complete if the commanding oilicer of our troops can, whenever 
he finds robbers in the act of carrying off their booty, follow them up, even across 
the river, punish or kill them, and retake the property of our citizens. They aro 
unanimous in stating that a merely ‘efensive policy would give imperfect protec- 
tion, even if a large force were maiztained there at great expense. Tho river is 
skirted by a belt of from tifteen to twenty five miles of an impenetrable thicket, 
crossed by narrow paths, known to the inhabitants and the abbas. The robbers 
can pass in a short distance from the troops without being observed, and cannot bo 
intercepted or followed except on these paths. General Sheridan and General Ord, 
as well as Captain McNally, gave it as their opinion that a force of ten thousand 
men, Without power to follow the robbers and punish them, would afford inade- 
quate protection, while a force of twenty-five hundred or even two thousand mov- 
able cavalry, exclusive of garrisons, if permitted to follow up the raiders when 
caught in committing their robberies, would soon break up the raiding. 


I repeat that the House committee adopted unanimously the reso- 
lution which I read in the commencement of my remarks, urging the 
adoption of a policy by the Government in consonance with the view 
which is expressed here. On page 29 of this report General Ord says: 

After examining the country, which I fonnd to be a dense thicket along the river, 
with here and there narrow paths, or cattle-roads, cut through, (which thicket ex- 
tends sometimes tweuty or twenty-five miles from the river toward the open plain,) 
and from the fact that the grazing country to the north is about the same distance 
from the river from its mouth for five hundred miles up the river, I came to tho 
conclusion that it was impossible to guard the river banks by a system of small 
posts or videttes, for the reason that the cattle-thieves can receive notice from the 
rural population (who are nearly all Mexicans) of the location of tho troops. I sat- 
isfied myself that the only way to protect the property of the peoplo on that front- 
ier, and to prevent these raids, was to cross the river whenever the troops struck 
a trail with the prospect of overtaking the cattle-thieves. 

That is the only possible remedy for our grievances. Generals Sher- 
idan and Ord concur in the opinion that ten thousand men would not 
protect that border unless they had permission to cross the river, and 
with such permission twenty-five hundred men can protect it. The 
reason of that will be plain to Senators who will see that we have no 
possible mode of operating upon these people except by physical 
power. They will not obey the order of the national Mexican gov- 
ernment. They will uot permit their local oflicers to extradite crim- 
inals. What must be done? We must make the people there re- 
sponsible; that is, when maranders come over on our side we must 
follow them across to their haunts and punish them and retake our 
property; not making war upon peaceable — over there, but let 
them know that they shall no longer furnish a refuge to the despoil- 
ers of life and property on this side of the Rio Grande. Nothing less 
will give relief. 

Mr. President, the facts upon which Texas rests her demand on the 
National Government are now before the country. They are preg- 
nant with force and with suggestion. It is too late to inquire now 
why they were allowed to accumulate unnoticed during the long years 
when they were transpiring, although presented in every possible 
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mode to the attention of Congress and of all the Executive Depart- 
ments of the Government. It is with the present and future that we 
now must deal. The national honor nor the welfare of Texas will 
vermit the farther postponement of a stern grappling with this sub- 
ject and a speedy and final settlement of all questions growing out 
of it. Let the consequences be what they may, they must be met 
and met at once, or still greater embarrassments await us in the early 
future. 
Mr. MAXEY. I ask that the resolution take the reference named, 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to that 


committee. 





of Congress have reported on the sabject—one that the proportior = 
be fixed at 50 per cent.; a second committee reported in favor of - ah onl d fair 
paying the entire expenses of the District, and reimbursing itself inthecuee ve 
a moderate tax on the property of the citizens thereof; the last committes extent of 
a bill involving the payment by the General Government of 40 per cont. op 2 
venses. In view of the fact t the streets and avenues are the aoe > Of the ex 
Tnited States, (sce decision of the Supreme Court in the case of ven ve rly Of the 
exemption from taxation of all Government property ; of the large a —- 88 :) Of the 
upon our tax-payers in providing public-school accommodations for the one 
non-residents and non-tax-payers, and of the exhaustion we are pow ied dren of 
from our efforts to improve and beautify the national capital, we ventu ne 
that the Government's 7p nie of the expense be fixed at 50 per cent a 40 ask 
sary legislation provided therefor. » BUC neces 
The condition of the Potomac River, we humbly represent, now requires ; 
diate attention, both for the preservation of commerce and the health of th Se 
dent population, in which view the question becomes a national one, th ae 
depending the health of officers of the Vnited States and representatives a fa 
governments stationed here. 
The well-established policy of the Government has been to preserve the navi 
tion of all important rivers, and to remove therefrom such deposits and acc oa ae 
as were detrimental to the public health. The Potomac River, one of the ja. ions 
and most important in the country, has been overlooked until its condition ‘ha 
become alike dangerous to health and threatening to navigation ; we therefore. ane 
- to ask that an appropriation be made at an early date for the improvement of 
© river. 
The rule adopted by the Government of distributing Federal patronage thro, “ 
the several States has resulted in bringing to this city large numbers of persons 
male and female, for employment in the different Departments. The } a 


: requent 
changes therein and recent reductions of force have left a large number of Thess 






























ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WINDOM. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of the Army appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota, from the 
Committee on Appropriations, asks unanimous consent to proceed to 
the consideration of the Army bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. McDONALD. There has been no printed copy of that bill 
yet furnished to Senators, | understand. 

Mr.WINDOM. The copies were distributed some time ago. I think 
the Senator will find one on his desk. 

Mr. McDONALD. With the amendments? 

Mr.WINDOM. With theamendments reported. The bill has been 
printed since it was reported by the committee to the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill has just been laid on our desks, and 
we have had no opportunity of examining it. I see some changes 
and amendments of importance. 

Mr. WINDOM. Of course, if any Senator objects, we cannot pro- 
ceed with the bill to-day; but there is a strong desire in the country 
that the appropriation should he made without delay, and I there- 
fore ask its consideration for that purpose. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the Senator frem Missouri will not inter- 
pose an objection to taking up the bill. ° 

Mr. COCKRELL. I certainly shall not object to taking it up now; 
but I have objection to considering it now. I have no objection to 


its being taken up now and then being considered the first thing in 
the morning. 


Mr. WINDOM. I will accept that. 

Mr. SARGENT. It will then be the unfinished business for to- 
morrow. 

Mr. WINDOM. That is the best I can do under the cireumstances. 
Let it be taken up now and be considered to-morrow morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am willing to sit it out to-morrow. Ido not 
want to interpose any objection to the bill that would cause any 
delay; but I do want time to look at it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let the bill be taken up, so as to be the unfinished 


business, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be regarded as before the 
Senate. 
Mr.HAMLIN. That being the case, I move that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After twenty-one minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were re-opened, and (at three o’clock and 
fifty-eight minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned, 


upon 
Pein 


rsons in our city without means of support or of returning to their Tespective 
omes, who have become dependent upon the charity of this community, which at 
this time is scarcely, if at all, able to take care of its resident poor. “We ber ts 


urge this as a strong reason for liberal appropriations in behalf of our charitable 
institutions. 


In conclusion, your petitioners would refer to their record in the past as a law 
abiding and tax-paying community, and express an earnest desire to co-operate 
with the representatives of the General Government in making this the wort) 
capital of a great nation. y 


PAYMENT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. EDEN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on War 
Claims, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1487) making appropriations for tho 
payment of claims reported to Congress, under section 2 of the act ap- 
proved June 16, 1874, by the Secretary of the Treasury; which was 
read a first and second time, recommitted to the committee, and 
ordered to be printed. 

VICTORINE MOTT. 


Mr. FINLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1488) granting a pension to Victorine Mott, widow of Peter Mott, late 
private in ae I, Fifteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT COATES. 


Mr. MACKEY, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, and referred to the Committee of Accounts: 
Resolved, That the C lerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized and di 
rected to pay out of the contingent fund the sum of $40 to Robert Coates, for serv- 


ices rendered in the cloak-room, by authority of the Doorkeeper, from the 6th to 
the 26th of March, 1877—twenty days, at $2 a day. 


FREDERICK COOK. 

Mr. ELLIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1489) to authorize the Commissioner of Patents to hear and deter- 
mine the application of Frederick Cook; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed.. 

RANDALL L. GIBSON. 

Mr. ELLIS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a resolution con- 
cerning the amount due Randall L. Gibson, contestant in the Forty- 
third Congress; which was referred to the Committee of Elections. 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE. 


Mr. PEDDIE. I ask unanimous consent to present a memorial 
from the National Board of Trade, accompanied by a bill for an act 
to establish a Department of Commerce, and I ask that it be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to inform the gentleman that 
the reading would not secure its publication in the REcorD, because 
of the fact that it requires unanimous consent and it is not usual. 

Mr. PEDDIE. I simply ask that the resolution be read. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I object. 

Mr. PEDDIE. Then I ask that the memorial be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

No objection being made, it was so ordered. 


INFRINGEMENT OF PATENTS. 


Mr. LATHROP, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1490) to-fix the time within which an action for infringement of 
patent or trade-mark may be commenced; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, November 14, 1877. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. Davip WILLS 
D. D., of Washington, District of Columbia. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


JILES 8. BOGGESS. 


On motion of Mr. THROCKMORTON, by unanimous consent, the 
Committee on Indian Affairs was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 682) for the relief of Jiles 8. Boggess, 
of Rusk County, Texas, a soldier of the war of 1812; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, 


AFFAIRS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, by unanimous consent, presented a 
memorial of citizens and tax-payers of the District of Columbia, rela- 
tive to the affairs of the District of Columbia, and asked that the 
same be referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and 
printed in the Recorp without the names. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

The memorial is as follows: 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives : 

The undersigned, citizens and tax-payers of the District ¢f Columbia, respect- 
fully represent that they are under the exclusive jurisdiction of your honorable 
bodies, and have at this time go representative therein ; they therefore avail them- 
selves ef the right of petition, and beg your favorable consideration of the follow- 
ing requests: 

The faith of the Government was by act of Congress June 20, 1874, pledged to 
prpertionss mp eee toward the expenses of this District ; such proportion 
tas not yet been determined or appropriations made, although three committees 


DIRECTORS OF NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. WRIGHT, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency be directed to inquire 
into the propriety of so amending the bank laws as to require in the election of 
directors the principle of cumulative voting where such law may exist ina State 
in which national banks are located ; also, as to the propriety of amending said 
laws so as to limit the efticiency of proxies to six months, 











EMPLOYES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Task unanimous consent to introduce a joint reso- 
tation prov iding for the pay of employés of the House, for action at 

is time. : 
a ioint resolution wasread, It provides that the employés of the 
H vase of Representatives who have served during the present session 

f Congress, and who have not taken the oath prescribed by law, 
ch i] be paid their respective salaries out of the fund already appro- 
nriated for such services. 


priat I think that had better be referred to the Committee 


Mr. EDEN. 
of Accounts. 4 , ig he 
Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that objection. 

Mr. EDEN. I will withdraw it. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I object. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to make a 

~ment. 
the SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that where objection is made 
it is not in order to occupy the time of the House by remarks upon a 
subject which is not before it. a : 

Mr. BURCHARD. I have no objection to the introduction of the 
joint resolution for reference to the Committee of Accounts, with 
‘eave to report at any time, 7 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I ask that it be referred to the Committee of 
Accounts, with leave to report at any time. 

No objection was made, and the joint resolution (II. R. No. 50) was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of 
Accounts, With leave to report at any time. 


ROBERT SMALLS. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I offer the resolution which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be instructed to inquire into the cause 
of the imprisonment of Hon, Ropert SMALLS, a member of this House, in the 
State of South Carolina, and report as soon as practicable whether such imprison- 
ment is or is not a violation of the constitutional privileges of the House. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have a resolution which I ask my friend from 
New York [Mr. TOWNSEND] to accept as a substitute for his resolu- 
tion. I send it up to the desk to be read. 

The SPEAKER, (having examined the two resolutions.) These 
resolutions do not necessarily conflict with each other, and in the 
absence of objection the resolution of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. TOWNSEND] will be referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mine is also for reference. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. If after hearing the resolution of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts I find it answers the same pur- 
pose, with the permission of the House I will withdraw my resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Let it be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would rule that the resolution offered 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. TOWNSEND] relates to a 
question of privilege, and the Chair is also informed that the resolu- 
tion which the gentleman from Massachusetts desires to offer is of 
the same class. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Then, under the ruling of the 
Speaker, I will move that my resolution be adopted, instead of mov- 
ing that it be referred merely. 

The SPEAKER. In that case the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. BUTLER] desires to offer his resolution as a substitute. 

Mr. BUTLER. And I would like to submit a word of expianation. 

The SPEAKER. As this is a question of privilege, the Chair wiil 
hear both gentlemen. 


Mr. EDEN, Let the resolution of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts be read. 


The preamble and resolution were read, as follows : 


_ Whereas it appears from telegraphic statements in the public newspapers that 
QoBeut SMALLS, @ member of this House, was by the authorities of the State of 
South Carolina arrested on the eve of starting to attend to his duties as a member 
of this House for an alleged offense against the laws of the State of South Carolina, 
committed about four years ago, and before he was elected a member of this House, 
and held to answer by giving bail for his appearance at the proper court, and that 
thereafterwards said SMALLS appeared at the bar of this House and took the pre- 
scribed oath and qualified himself as a member of this House and then returned to 
South Carolina to answer according to the tenor of his recognizance ; and whereas 
it further cppeare as aforesaid that said SMALLs is now held in close arrest in jail 
under the orders of the State court of South Carolina, so that he is hindered and 
prevented from appearing in his seat here to attend to his duties as a member of 
this House, and that he is absent without leave of the House: Therefore, 

_ Beit resolved, That the Committee on the J udiciary be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized and requested to examine into the parliamentary precedents in such cases, 
on report whether there has been any invasion of the rights and privileges of this 
Howse; whether the detention of said SMALLS is legal and justifiable; and what, 

any, action ought to be taken by the House under the tircumstances of this 
case. and report thereon forthwith; and said committee are further authorized to 
send for persons and papers, if in their judgment it be necessary to a full and 
complete investigation of the matter committed to them. 


Mr. HAMILTON - I move to lay the whole subject on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood that I was recognized by the Chair to 
say a few words upon this question of privilege, and therefore no 
one can take the floor for the purpose of moving to lay the subject 
on the table until I have said what I desire to say. 


the SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts is entitled to 
» recognized if he claims the floor. 
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Mr. BUTLER. I would say to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
TOWNSEND] that my resolution, after reciting what I suppose to be 
the outside facts, refers this whole question for investigation to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, the law commitiee of this House. This 
is a matter of great concern as a precedent in this House, and I do 
not desire any action taken upon it until there shall be the fullest 
investigation by the law committee of the House. The only respect 
in which my resolution differs from that of my friend from New York 
is that it is a little broader in the scope of the investigation and in 
the authority given to the committee. I do not desire to have it put 
as a question of privilege, but simply that it shall be adopted by the 
House, 80 as to refer this subject to the committee, that they may feel 
authorized to do what is necessary. 

Mr. WOOD. It is nevertheless a question of privilege, and any- 
thing affecting the right of a member to his seat upon this floor, and 
protecting him under the Constitution, is a question of the very high- 
est privilege. I hope, therefore, that the resolution as proposed by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] will be sent to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Woop] who has just taken his seat has said just what I intended to 
say. I trust this House will unanimously refer this question to the 
Committee on the Judiciary as a question of high privilege, and that 
the investigation will be thoroughly made. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Allow me to say one word. This matter is now 
before the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. BUTLER. What has that committee got to do with it? 

Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman from South Carolina has his seat 
merely on a prima facie right. 

The SPEAKER. That is a very different question; that is a ques- 
tion of contest in due course. 

Mr. HAMILTON. The Committee of Elections will proceed to 
investigate this matter fully, and that is why I moved to lay the sub- 


Having said this much I will withdraw my motion 
to lay on the table. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I withdraw my resolution in order 
to allow a vote to be taken on that of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, (Mr. BUTLER. ] 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BUTLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 


was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on tke table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 





STATE CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES, 


Mr. BUTLER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1491) to give to the Court of Claims jurisdiction of certain claims by 
the States of the Union against the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. WOOD. Iam directed by the Committee of Ways and Means 
to report a resolution fixing the time for the final adjournment of 
both Houses of Congress. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker af the House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, directed to ad- 
journ their respective Houses without day on Thursday, the 22d instant, at six 
o'clock p. m. 

Mr. WOOD. I will not call for any vote upon this resolution at the 
present time, but merely give notice that at a later period of the ses- 
sion I will ask the House to take action upon it. [Cries of ‘‘ Now !” 
“Now!”] Mr. Speaker, it appears to be the wish of many members to 
take action upon the question at this time; but I doubt whether it 
would be wise in the present condition of business, not only in this 
House but in both Houses, (for this resolution requires of course the 
assent of the Senate,) to pass the resolution at this time. I hope, there- 
fore, the House will consent to postpone action upon it for a day or 
two; and ata later period during the week I will call for a vote 
upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can call up the resolution at any 
time. It isa privileged matter. 

Mr. REAGAN. “Mr. Speaker, as to the time when this session shall 
be adjourned, I am aware that there has been an idea that when we 
have passed the appropriation bills we should adjourn. The only 
remark I wish to make is simply to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that so far as I am advised and believe the public judg- 
ment requires that before we adjourn action should be taken on at 
least two other subjects. One of these, the bill to remonetize silver 
and provide for its coinage, has already been acted on by the House. 
The other bill, proposing to repeal the act providing for the resump- 
tion of specie payments, is now pending. So far as I can speak for 
my own constituency and for the portion of country with which I 
am concerned, I do not think the public judgment would approve the 
adjournment of this extra session of Congress until those two sub- 
jects are acted on in some way or other; and until they are, I trust 
we shall not adjourn. 
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The SPEAKER. 
up at any time. 
AMENDMENT OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (TI. R. No. 
1492) to amend section 3477 of the Revised Statutes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SALLY ROGERS. 


Mr. PRICE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1493) granting a pension to Sally Rogers, widow of Isaac Rogers, a 
soldier of the war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS, ETC. 


Mr. TIPTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1494) to amend the third section of an act entitled “An act to deter- 
mine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United States, and to 
regulate the removal of causes from State courts, and for other pur- 
—: approved March 3, 1875, and to re-enact section 649 of the 

tevised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF THE RESUMPTION CLAUSE. 


Mr. EWING. [I call for the regular order of business, 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the consideration 
of the bill, (H. R. No. 805,) reported by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
EWING] from the Committee on Banking and Currency, to repeal the 
third section of the act entitled “An act to provide for the resump- 
tion of specie payments.” On this question the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BELL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. KEIFER. I ask the gentleman from Georgia to give way that 
I may offer an amendment, that it may be printed. 

Mr. BELL. I yield for that purpose. 

The amendment of Mr. KELrer was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clanse, and in lieu thereof insert the following: 

That nothing in the “ Act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” 
approved January 14, A. D. 1875, shall be so construed as to authorize or require the 
Secretary of the Treasury to retire and cancel any United States legal-tender notes 
outstanding which may be redeemed on and after January 1, A. D. 1879, under the 
provisions of said act, or which may then be in the Treasury of the United States 
uncanceled, or which may thereatter come into the said Treasury otherwise than 
by redemption ; but said act shall be held and construed to authorize and require 
said Secretary to return said notes to the said Treasury to be paid out from time 
to time at their par value in payment of all debts and demands against the United 
States, or in exchange for coin or bullion, and for other purposes, as the exigencies 
of the public interest may require; the said notes to continue to have the samo 
legal-tender character now given to them by law. 

Amend the title so as to read: 

A bill to give construction te “An act to previde for the resumption of specie 
payments,” approved January 14, A. D. 1875. 


Mr. DEERING. I offer as a substitute for the pending bill what 
I send up to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 
The Clerk read. as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

That the third section of the act approved Jannary M, 1875, entitled “ An act to 
provide for the resumption of -— © payments," be amended by striking out the 
word “seventy-nine” and inserting “eighty, or se soon thereafter as there shall 
have been accumulated in the Treasury of the United States for the purposo of 
redeeming United States legal-tender notes, a special fand in gold and silver coin 
or ballion of not less than $150,000,000 ;"’ and by inserting afterthe words “fifty dol- 
lars” the following: * United States legal-tender notes so redeemed shall not be 
canceled or destroyed, but shall bo re-issued by the Secretary of the Treasury in 
the same manner as heretofore issued and paid out, and at such times asthe wants of 
the country may require. And such legal-tender notes shall be lawful money, and 
a legal tender in payment of all debts public, and private, except when otherwise 
expressly stipulated by contract.” 

So that the section will read : 

See. 3. That section 51770f the Revised Statutes of the United States, limiting 
the aggregate amount of circulating notes of national-banking associations, be, 
and is hereby, repealed; and each existing banking association may increase its 
circulating notes in accordance with existing law without respect to said aggregate 
limit; and new banking associations may be organized in accordance with existing 
law without respect to said aggregate limit ; and the provisions of law for the with- 
drawal and redistribation of national-bank currency among the several States and 
‘Territories are hereby repealed. And whenever and so often as circulating notes 
shall be issued to any such banking association, so increasing its capital or ciren- 
lating notes, or so newly organized as aforesaid, it shall be the duty of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to redeem the legal-tender United States notes in excess only 
of &300,000,000 to the amountof 80 per cent. of the sum of national-bank notes so 
issued to any such banking association as aforesaid, and to continue such redemp- 
tion as auch cireulating notes are issued until there shall be outstanding the sum of 
€.500,000,000 of such legal-tender United States notes, and no more. And on and 
after the Ist day of January, A. D. 1480, or so soon thereafter as there shall have 
heen accumulated in the Treasury of the United States, for the purpose of redeem- 
ing United States legal-tender notes, a special fand in gold and silver coin or bull- 
ion of not less than $150,000,000, the Secretary of the Treasury shall redeem in coin 
the United States legal-tender notes then outstanding on their presentation for re- 
demption, at the office of the assistant treasarer of the United Erates in the city of 
New York, in sums of not less than $50. United States legal-tender notes so re- 
decmed shall not be cance'ed or destroyed, but shall be re-issued by the Secret: 
of the Treasury in the same manner as heretofore issued and paid out, and at suc 
times as the wants of the country may require; and such legal-tender notes shall 
be lawful money and a legal tender in payment of all debts, public and private, 
except when otherwise expressly stipulated by contract. And to enable the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to prepare and provide for the redemption in this act au- 
thorized or required, he is authorized to use any surplus revenues from time to 
time in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and to issne, sell, and dis: of, 
at not less than par, in coin, either of the descriptions of bonds of the United States 
described in the act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, entitled, “ An act to an- 
thorize the refanding of the national debt,” with like qualities, privileges, and 
excuptions, to the extent necessary to carry this act ingo full effect, and to use the 


The resolution will lie over, subject to be called 


a 
proceeds thereof for the purposes aforesaid. And all 
with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed 

Amend the title so as to read: 


A bill to so amend the act approved January 14, 1875, known 
act, as to extend the time fixed for resumption and te 
States legal-tender notes shall be 
redemption. 


Mr. WARD. I move the following amendment to the bill: 


Sec. —. Nothing in this act contained shall be constrned to affect ¢ 

of debts due on said tirst day of January, 1879, for wages of labor, or any dct 
may become due after the date aforesaid for wages of labor. But all aan 
debt 


due on said date or to become due thereafter for wages of labor, as aforesaid, » it 
acid, wha 


be legally payable only in such coin or notes as shall be by the laws of the U.., 
States, severally, a legal tender, without limitation as to amount for the pa _ xd 
of all debts, public and private, including duties on imports. Payment 


The SPEAKER. These amendments will be printed under a pp. 
vious order of this House. ed 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, ap. 
nounced the passage by that body, without amendment, of g joint 
resolution (H. R. No, 38) authorizing the payment of Rev. Joln Pisa! 
D. D., late ChapJain of the House of Representatives, for the time of 
his service as such without taking the oath prescribed by law, 

It also announced the passage of the following bill and jcint reso- 
lution; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

An act (S. No. 289) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury ty 
issue a register and change the name of the schooner Captain Charles 
Robbins to Minnie; and, 

A joint resolution (S. No. 6) to fix the site of the equestrian statue 
of General Greene. 


REPEAL OF THE RESUMPTION CLAUSE. 


Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, on the 14th day of Jannary, 1875, tho 
act known as thé resumption act was approved. It originated jn 
the Senate and was passed in the House of Representatives under 
the operation of the previous question. No debate was had upon 
the bill in the House and no opportunity for debate allowed by those 
who had the matterincharge. After testing the wisdom of this Jaw 
by its practical operation, a large portion of the American peopic 
have arrived at the conclusion that at least that provision of the 
third section which relates to the redemption in coin of the United 
States legal-tender notes should be repealed. A majority of the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, acting in obedience to what was 
supposed to be the popular will, as well as in conformity with the 
convictions of their own judgment, reported, at the first opportu- 
nity, the bill under soneieeaion for that purpose. The question 
thus raised, though simple in its statement, involves, in anything 
like an catendell dhsaden of it, the consideration of every mate- 
rial interest in this great country. If I were capable of so doing, 
I should not attempt an elaborate discussion of all the questions of 
interest that legitimately belong to it. I shall therefore content 
myself with a brief statement of the reasons which induce those 
whose interest and opinions 1 represent to desire the passage of tlie 
bill as well as those which control my own judgment in support- 
ing it. 

I submit and undertake to maintain the following propositions : 

First. That it is impracticable, if not impossible, for the Govern- 
ment on the Ist day of January, 1879, to redeem in coin the United 
States legal-tender notes outstanding. 

Second. That, if it were possible or practicable, it would be unwise 
in policy and ruinous in results todo so. Can the Government, in 
view of all its obligations and its available resources, present and 
prospective, redeem in coin its outstanding legal-tender notes on the 
ist day of January, 1879? In view of the distressed condition of the 
country, can we afford to risk the experiment? How will resump- 
tion affect the volume of the currency, the amount in circulation, 
the price of property, the value of labor, and the prosperity of all the 
great industries of the country? These are grave practical ques- 
tions which the tax-burdened and poverty-stricken millions of this 
land are pressing with more than an ordinary interest and earnest- 
ness. It seems to me that the amount to be redeemed and the means 
of redemption are important factors in the solution of the problem. 

The amount of United States legal-tender notes outstanding now 
is $354,490,892. How much this amount may be varied before the 
first day of January, 1379, it is impossible to tell. I assume that it 
will not be greatly changed. What the means of the Government 
for the redemption of these notes will amount to on the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1879, is left to conjecture. But if the Government owned aul 
controlled all the coin and bullion now in the country, and could use 
every dollarof it in the redemption of the notes, it would pay but little 
over 50 per cent. We do know from authentic official resources tliat 
the amount of United States legal-tender notes now outstanding 's 
$354,490,892. And we know from the same source (the report of 
the Comptroller of the Currency) that the whole amount of gold and 
silver coin and bulllion in the entire country is estimated at only 
$186,678,000, which deducted from the amount of the notes leaves 
excess of $167,812,892 of the notes over the entire amount of coin aul 
bailion in the whole country. So that if the Government now owned 
and controlled all the specie in the country and was in a condition 
to use every dollar in redemption, it could redeem but little over ou 
half of the notes. But it is not true that the Government owns all 
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the gold and silver coin and bullion in this country, or that it can 
ae a amount of coin in the Treasury belonging to the Gov- 
rent on the Ist day of November, 1877, is $97,479,643.94. The 
ernment OP tween this sum and $354,490,892, the amount of legal- 
Oe ean outstanding at same date, is $257,011,248.06. To show 
the ability of the Government to redeem these notes, the opponents 
fe this pill encounter the difficult task of proving that $97,479,643.94 
 ooin will redeem, at par, $354,490,892 in legal-tender notes. Todo 
which they will have to invent a new system of mathematics, for it 
wrtainly cannot be by any mode of calculation with which the 
ale is now acquainted; or they will have to do what is equally 
jificult: show that with decreasing revenues and a public debt of 
& 047,350,700.75, less cash in the Treasury, the Government, on the 
ist day of January, 1879, after discharging all its indispensable obli- 
vations, Will be able to redeem, at par, in coin, its outstanding legal- 
fender notes. He is a bold man who will undertake it, and will suc- 
ceed in convineing the world that he has a larger endowment of 
courage than judgment. ; 7 

It is unquestionably clear that resumption now would be an impos- 
sibility. It is not within the reach of any human power to show that 
it will be possible or practicable on the Ist day of January, 1879, to 
show that the amount to be redeemed and the means of redemption 
will be so varied by that time from what they are now as to attain 
an e¢ uality. 

Resumption is not to be gradual. The obligation imposed upon 
the Government by the law which it is proposed to repeal is to re- 
deem in coin the outstanding United States legal-tender notes on the 
Ist day of January, 1879. The only qualification is that the notes 
shall be presented in sums of more than $50. That one gold dollar 
will pay, at par, five paper dollars, is a logical as well asa mathema- 
tical absurdity. There can be no great change in the amount of coin 
required to pay the interest on the national debt between the present 
time and the time fixed by law for redemption. 

There is no reasonable probability that the production of gold in 
this country will increase, or that there will be an influx of it from 
abroad, since Germany and Great Britain, as well as some other 
European governments, have adopted it as the sole standard of value. 
The public revenues are one off and taxation has reached the ut- 
most limit that can be borne by the people. How can the Govern- 
ment be able to resume specie payments at the time prescribed by the 
resumption act? Where is the coin to come from? How is it to be 
obtained? Will the bankers of this House and the opponents of this 
bill enlighten the country upon these questions? Star-spangled 
banner and spread-eagle — do not answer the question nor 
satisfy a suffering people. To say that the effect of resumption will 
be to _e the legal-tender notes to an equality in value with 
gold, and that therefore the holders of the notes will not want the gold 
and will not present them for redemption, is to trifle with the ques- 
tion, With the experience of the last ten years in the fluctuations 
in values of money and property, does any one suppose that the 
holders of these non-interest-bearing notes would keep them a day 
after they could be exchanged for gold. To suppose they would is 
to suppose that human nature will be changed and men will cease 
to love gold, or that human reason will be lost and men will cease 
to understand values, 

Some of the most ardent opponents of this bill, as I understand, 
admit that it is impossible, as a matter of fact, for the Government 
to redeem these notes in coin at the time provided in the resumption 
act. They would insist, I suppose, that the Government can begin 
to redeem them, and as soon as redemption is commenced the hold- 
ers of the notes will take the will for the deed and by a sort of 
etherealized imagination take it for granted that resumption is an 
accomplished fact. This logic may convince resumptionists, capital- 
ists, and gold gamblers, but the honest and unfortunate debtor, 
whose property is sacrificed at sheriff's sale, and the unemployed 
laborer, whose starving family stretch out their skeleton hands for 
bread, will not understand a piece of financial jugglery that fattens 
wealth and famishes want. It may be insisted that the Government 
can borrow the coin from abroad that may be necessary to redeem 
its notes. I prefer to let high republican authority answer that sug- 


gestion. A former Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Boutwell, upon 
this subject, says: 


The Bank of England, foreseeing that there would be an accumulation of coin 
to the credit of the United States which might be taken away bodily in apecie, 
or notice to the officers of the Treasury Department of the United States that 
the power of that institution would be arrayed against the whole proceeding unless 
We gave a pledge that the coin should not be removed, and that we would re-invest 
at the bonds of the United States as they were offered in the markets of London. 

he _ compelled to comply. It was in the interest of the Government that wo 
. ould do 80, because we did not want the coin and we did want the bonds. But it 
ape 8 the feeling that animates that central financial power of Great Britain. And 

5 oo 4 policy on the part of that institution, and of every kindred institution 
. - continent of Europe, sustained by all the bankin end ccmmauuial classes, 

it ie it were necessary and sie pmessiien 8 dd become a law, the bonds 
Se he United States would be excluded from the stock markets of every financial 
Thy There are in the nine great banks of Europe only $600,000,000 in specie. 
an specie is held as a reserve with reference to their local business and with 

‘Terence to the great transactions that take place between the countries of conti- 
vental Europe and Great Britain. 

_ i say, without Spreng the author of these propositions, that it is use- 
ss for Congress to waste time king in that direction. There is another fact, 
Werecovered at Geneva an award agaiust Great Britain of $15,500,000. 
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known to all, 








When this claim was maturing, the banking and commercial classes of Great 
Britain induced the government to interpose, and by diplomatic arrangement 
through the State Department here, operating upon the Treasury Department, se 
cured the transfer of securities, and thus avoided the tran fer of coin. 

In the presence of these facts, is it to be assumed for a moment that we can go 
into the markets of the world and purchase coin with which we can redeem four, 
three, two, or even one hundred millions of outstanding legal-tender notes ! 

This is the judgment of a gentleman whose position and relations 
with the financial world enabled him to thoroughly understand the 
question whether the Government could borrow the coin to redeem 
the legal-tender notes. It has been shown that the Government can- 
not redeem these notes because it does not possess and cannot control 
the means to do so. 

I consider the second proposition: That, if it were possible or prac- 
ticable, it would be unwise in policy and ruinous in results to do so 
at the time specified. Suppose the Government were to redeem every 
dollar of outstanding legal-tender notes on the Ist day of January, 
1879. This redemption would necessarily withdraw them from cir- 
culation and leave in circulation only $351,861,450 in national-bank 
notes. Assuming that there would be no change in the amount from 
the present time until the time fixed for redemption, what would be 
the inevitable result of such diminution in the amount of the cur- 
rency? It could not be otherwise than disastrous in the extreme. 
Of course, the gold would not enter into circulation; it would be 
hoarded. A circulation so inadequate to pay the debts and carry on 
the business of the country, the shrinkage in values, the paralysis 
of all the industries, and the starvation of the laboring classes would 
involve us in such ruin as the world has seldom witnessed. 

Resumption does not mean the appreciation of the legal-tender 
notes to an equality with the present value of gold, but it means an 
immeasurable increase in the price of gold and its banishment into the 
vaults of banks and the coffers of misers, with a corresponding de- 
crease in the value of all kinds of property, and a reduction in the 
wages of labor, for which the country is not prepared, and to which 
it would not and ought not to submit. If you ask how the people 
will help themselves, I answer, at the ballot-box. Capital is not the 
only power in this country. The popular intuition, even before the 
demonstration of experience, discovered the mischief of the resump- 
tion act, and it will find the remedy. The remedy for political evils 
and unwise legislation may come slowly, but it will come surely. 

I but state a truism when I say that when money is high, and the 
price or value of property falling, money is the most valuable, and 
therefore the most desirable form of wealth, and *‘ like the leaves of 
the sibyl,” it increases in value as it diminishes in quantity. 

If redemption on the Ist day of January, 1579, were practicable, the 
gold with which the notes were redeemed and withdrawn from cir- 
culation would be hoarded until the falling prices of property and labor 
resulting from the contraction in the volume of currency, produced 
thereby, had reached the bottom, and then it would appear to pos- 
sess the one and control the other. The country is overwhelmed 
with a burden of debt—national, State, county, municipal, and indi- 
vidual—estimated at seven and a hal ' billions, an amount that almost 
defies the computation of figures. Inthe opinion of many the amount 
of money now in circulation is not suflicient to meet the wants of forty- 
five millions of people in the highest state of civilization, with wants 
constantly multiplying and demands for money daily increasing, 
crushed with debt and burdened with an exhaustive and unjust 
system of taxation. 

Upon the assumption that resumption succeed and the legal-tender 
notes should be redeemed, the national-bank notes, which, as we 
have seen, now amount to only $316,775, 111, will constitute the only 
circulation with which the people can pay their debts and carry on 
the business of life. This is to take place suddenly, at a time arbi- 
trarily fixed by law, when the public revenues are diminishing, labor 
unemployed and unfed, clamoring for work and suffering for bread, 
property of every description rapidly depreciating, and the gold- 
bearing securities of the Government as rapidly appreciating in the 
hands of pas meee who obtain them at prices under the nominal 
value, and universal bankruptcy impending over millions of people, 
who at the same time possess a country without a parallel in history 
in the extent, variety, and richness of its resources. It is not singu- 
lar that the people should challenge the wisdom of a policy under 
which these evils are found to exist and seek to change legislation 
in which they are believed to have theirorigin. Apd it is not strange 
that Representatives fresh from them should be in haste to present 
and press bills to remonetize silver and repeal procrustean resump- 
tion acts. 

Does any one insist that the amount of the currency is larger than 
the necessities of the people require? Does any one deny that activ- 
ity, enterprise, and improvement are co-incidents of a large circula- 
tion? Does not every one at all familiar with the subject know 
that, when money is abundaut and cheap, forests are felled, factories 
are built, railroads are constructed, and that towns and cities spring 
up where savages roamed and solitudes reigned. 

These facts are shown by the testimony of all financial experts and 
political economists, and by the more reliable evidence of experience 
in all nations and ages. Upon this subject one of the greatest men 
thiscountry ever produced, and at one time Secretary of the Treasury, 
William H. Crawford, said “ that all intelligent writers on currency 
euree that, where it is decreasing in amount, poverty and misery 
must prevail.” 
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The American Review for 1876, upon the same subject, says: 


Diminishing money and falling prices are not only oppressive upon debtors, of 
whom in modcru times states are the greatest, but they cause stagnation in busi- 
ness, reduced production, and enforced idleness. Falling markets annihilate profits, 
and as it is only the expectation of gain which stimulates the investment of cap- 
ital, inadequate employment is found for labor, and those who are employed can 
only be #0 upon the condition of diminished wages. An increasing amount of 
money and consequently augmenting prices are attended by results precisely the 
contrary. Production is stimulated by profits resulting from advancing prices. 
Labor is consequently in demand and better paid, and the general activity and 
Douyancy insure capital a wider range and higher remuneration. 


This is but a history of the effect of a small and a large circulation 
always and everywhere. 

The following statement, compiled by an intelligent gentleman 
formerly in the United States Treasury, (Mr. Alexander Delmar,) 
shows the effects of expansion and contraction in this country from 
1832 to the present time to be as follows: 











Years. Per capita. Effect. 

From 1832 to 1937 ....... Expansion from $7.50 to $14 ...... Activity. 

From 1837 to 1843 ....... Contraction from $14 to $6.90.....| Depression. 

From 1843 to 1857 ........ Expansion from $6.90 to $16.70...| Activity. 

From 1857 to 1861 ....... Contraction from $16.70 to $13.70..| Depression. 

From 1861 to 1865 ........| Expansion from $13.70 to $23.50 Activity. 

From 1°65 to 1870 ....... | Contraction from $22.59 to $29.80..| Depression. 

From 1#70 to 1873 ....... | Contraction from $20.40 to $14.... | Bankruptcy. 

From 1873 to 1877 .......- | Contraction fron $14 to $10... ... Beggary, crime, 
strikes, and sui- 
cide. 


' 





Much bas been said in this discussion of the amount of currency 
and coinin France, and the prosperity which prevails in that country. 
Upon that subject Mr. Delmar says: 

France has a population of thirty-three millions and a national currency of 
$2,000,000,000, or more than $60 per capita. Wo have not half that amount, with a 
population of forty millions, (I may add nearly forty-tive millions,) with a per capita 
a of less than $10. France is prosperous and we are pressed beyond en- 
adurance, 

If we have had a terrible war, so has France. If our national re- 
sources were exhausted, so were those of France. What makes the 
difference ? 

The debate in this House has developed the fact that precisely the 
same results followed contraction and expansion in Great Britain 
from 1818 to 1826. The gentleman froin Pennsylvania [ Mr. seed 
showed from Tallis’s Illustrated Atlas of Modern History of the Worlc 
the following: 








r deci 
Year. | Circulation. Effects. 

BGIG.. .ccce covcccsess ob eevee seapbese 247, 727,000 | Prosperity. 

BRED. cwcccccccconses cesbccccsssocces 41, 352,948 | Distress. 

BERD. candssccconssvcnsccotecneoncess 35, 129, 405 | Distress. 

DEE sancences osesepevesssneanones ces 28, 699, 500 } Great distress ; county meet- 

il cosehia weet ahinsienamasianiarie’ ne 26, 743, 260 ings calling for relief. 

BEEP «poccnecevesanesdyatecssneetenes 29, 502, 422 

BR icbud Eevee venibbs thin detcbenbed 33, 124,658 | Great prosperity and spec- 

er ere 34, 220,738 |5 ulation. 

BOSS . nc cccccaccececcescosececepecees 30, 9L1, 323 


Here stand the facts. What do they teach? What do they mean 
if they do not mean that distress follows contraction and that activ- 
ity and prosperity follow expansion? Will the opponents of this 
bill interpret these facts if they do not teach that bankruptcy and 
ruin will follow the withdrawal of $354,490,892 United States legal- 
tender notes from the circulation with no provision to supply them 
with something in their stead? It is worse than idle to insist that 
gold will take their place in the circulation. Resumption of specie 

yment in Great Britain, in 1821, brought ruin upon a generation 
in the reduction of the value of property and the wages of labor. 
It will do precisely the same thing in the United States, in 1879, un- 
less the bill under consideration become the law of the land. 

It will be conceded that the great bulk of the indebtedness of the 
country was contracted upon the basis of an inflated currency and 
exorbitantly high prices, either during the war or since its close. 
Payment is demanded when the currency is contracted and when 
prices of property are ruinously low. But one result has followed, but 
one result can follow: inability to pay. 

The third section of the resumption act has done much toward 
reaching this result. The country was assured and understood that 
while that section provided for resumption it provided for it in a 
way that would not affect the volume of the circulation. But this 
turns ont to be a delusion. Whether it was pressed through the 
House of Representatives under the previous question to prevent 
the discovery of this deinsion I will not undertake to say. But one 
thing is clear from the official statement of the Comptroller of the 
Currency, and that is that under the construction of the Treasury 
Department it is a most vigorous measure of contraction. Under its 
operation there have been withdrawn directly of national-bank notes 
in less than two years, $35,026,339; of United States legal-tender notes, 
$27,595,447; making in the aggregate, $62,621,786. The gentleman 
from Kansas [ Mr. PHILLIPs] showed that about $44,000,000 more had 
been retired in various ways uuder the operation of the act. 


——— 


We have had abundant crops, a large excess of imports 
ports in our foreign commerce. We have cut down ; 
the Government; still debts are unpaid and inte 
values are shrinking and labor is almost starving. 

I will not stop to speculate upon the amount the cor 
losing in the stagnation of its business and the idlene 
If these damaging effects have resulted from a contraction that j 

radual and continual, covering a period of two years, how eons i 
b » obviated from the revulsion ensuing from contraction by the » “Ng 
drawal suddenly and certainly of more than one-half of tlic al 
now in circulation without an equivalent to take its place? gee ; 
as certainly follow as effect follows cause. We cannot imperil ‘he 
fortunes of this country upon an experiment so hazardous to tian 
interest, public and private. The recent “strike,” that startled t), 
country from its center to its circumference with the magnituds .¢ 
its proportions, the celerity of its movements, and the desiructiy.. 
ness of its operations, involving the loss of mauy lives and jillions 
of property, contains a lesson from which capital may take wary), 
and the Government derive wis om. = 

The charge that the repeal of the resumption act means the repudi,. 
tion of the obligation of the Government to redeem the United Stat. 
legal-tender notes scarcely rises to a dignity that entitles it to oo. 
tempt. The question of repudiation is not involved in this question 
of repeal, either directly or indirectly, immediately or remotely, \, 
time is specified in the obligation, when redemption shall take place 
The law passed long after the obligation was incurred, fixing {\. 
time when it should be discharged, is no part of the obligation, Ti. 
law can be repealed and the time changed, or the law can be repealed 
and no time fixed, leaving the question of time undetermined, ag i; 
was before the resumption act was passed, without affecting the obli. 
gation and without violating the public faith in the slightest degres 
whatever. There is not the least danger that the Government wil! 
ever repudiate its obligation to pay the legal-tender notes, for tw, 
reasons: first, nobody in the United States favors it, and in the sec. 
ond place, the Constitution declares that the validity of the public 
debt shall never be questioned. 

The question is not whether the Government shall ever redeem 
them, but whether a law that fixes without reason a tiie for re- 
demption shall be repealed. Iapprehend that every friend of repea! 
on this floor and in this country wishes to see the Government pay 
every debt it owes. But they do not wish to see the property aul 
prosperity of the country destroyed in an effort to do a thing which 
the Government is unable to do and under no obligation to do, to wit, 
redeem $354,490,892 in legal-tender notes on the Ist day of January, 
1279, when it never promised to redeem them on that. nor any othe: 
specified day. I look for atime in the near future when the Goverv- 
ment will be able to redeem every dollar of these notes. This House, 
in my juigment, has taken an important step in that direction in 
passing the bill to remonetize silver. If this should be done, it will 
convert the large amount of silver in the country from a commoiity 
to a currency, and to the extent of its production swell the volume of 
the currency. It will depreciate the value of gold, because equally 
with gold it will be a legal tender in the payment of customs duties 
and all debts except those required by the terms of the contract to 
be paid in a different currency. 

If the country can be saved from the ruin which the resumption 
act is precipitating upon it by its early repeal and the statesmanship 
of the country rises to an equality with the emergencies upon it, 
there will be but little difficulty in returning within a few years 
specie payments. It cannot be done, however, while the bane of ail 
prosperity, fluctuation in the value of money and property, shall con- 
tinue. It can only be done when the volume of the currency becomes 
steady, the values of money and property become settled, the laws 
of supply and demand are restored to their normal relations, labor 
and capital re-adjust their relations upon the basis of reasonable 
profits for the one and just compensation for the other. 

The question has been raised in this debate why labor was cheaper 
in Europe than in the United States. The reason is obvious. Capi- 
tal has accomplished there what it seeks to do here. It has dictated 
the price of labor, and the large standing armies of the European 
despotisms suppressed complaint. The people of these United States 
do not intend to allow capital to control labor; nor do they intend 
to support a large standing army in times of peace to suppress the 
expression of opinion or hush the ery of want. 

r have endeavored to show that the resumption act should be re- 
pealed, because it is impossible for the Government to discharge the 
obligation which it imposes upon it, for the reason that it does not 

and cannot obtain the coin necessary for that purpose. And 
that if it were possible to do so, it would necessarily withdraw from 
the circulation, already small as compared with that of other coun- 
tries, an amount that would leave the people without the means of 
paying debts and carrying on the affairs of life; that it would appre- 
ciate gold and drive it into the vaults of banks and coffers of misers, 
and so reduce the value of property and labor as to destroy the one 
and starve the other, and thus overwhelm the country in bankruptcy 
and ruin. That these results must inevitably follow, a very large 
portion of the people of this country have not the slightest doabt. 

With discreet legislation, the future of this country is full of hope. 
We are returning to constitutional methods of administration. The 
ballot dominates the bayonet. Military despotism bas ceased ia the 
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h. The virtue, intelligence, and honor of her people find ex- | men who are dependent upon their labor for bread, whose families 
- a in the character and patriotism of her Representatives upon | have no security against starvation but their daily wages, who have 
ress 





not always the safeguards of intelligence and virtue thrown around 
them, should occasionally take counsel of their passions and foolishly 
and criminally resist the colossal combination which has for the last 
few years waged an exterminating war upon the labor of this country. 
It is wrong and criminal for productive labor to conspire against 
corporations, against bondholders, against capital. It is equally 
wrong and criminal for capital to combine and to conspire against 
labor and by its superior power make labor a mere serf to minister to + 
its exorbitant demands; to seek by unhallowed and fraudulent com- 
binations to rob agricultural, manufacturing, mining, and all the 
wealth-making industries of their legitimate rewards. : 
I submit that the financial legislation of this country since 1870 ‘a: %s 
has been the result of a deliberate conspiracy on the part of tho i ‘ 
4 






and i » Senate. Sectional animosity has been displaced 

— ee an fraternity. The reign of the sommaniiaametes 
by ae universal contempt has embalmed him in infamy and 
a t ~ to history. It is but just to the colored people of the South 
_ a at, since let alone, they conduct themselves with propriety. 
a ponsibilities devolve upon us. The inauguration of a system of 
ies and administrative policy that will develop all the mate- 
: | resources of the country, extend its commerce, correct the dis- 
a sof its finance, reward its labor, protect its capital, maintain 
po faith reform its revenue system, and mitigate the burdens of the 
iy ole are the high obligations we have assumed upon entering these 
Halls, and, for the fidelity with which we discharge them, we must 
answer at the bar of an enlightened public judgment. 

J now yield the balance of my time to my colleague. 

Mr. FELTON. How much time is left of the hour? 

The SPEAKER. Fifteen minutes. i 

Mr. FELTON. Mr. Speaker, I have but few financial figures. In- 
deed, L only profess to be able to see and appreciate results, effects. As 
in nature, there are effects that are apparent to the most casual observ- 
er While all the seeret springs which roduced these effects may not be 
known. In disease the physician has little to do with names—with the 
technical descriptions that fill up his books as so much waste lumber. 
He sees before him only symptoms, and his duty is to battle with 
those symptoms by all the appliances within his reach. In the finan- 
cial policy of this country I see and appreciate results, the effects, the 
symptoms—all indicative of a fatal termination, and demanding the 
most prompt and efficient remedies. Class legislation is destructive 
tocivil liberty. It engenders resistance, it estranges the class antag- 
onized from the Government, for men cease to respect the faws which 
oppress them. The government which enacts and enforces discrim- 
inating measures must soon exp@ct to find among its citizens one 
class who are its hereditary friends and another class who are its 
hereditary enemies. This friendship and this enmity must continue 
until one becomes the only pillar upon which the Government rests, 
or until the other culminates in rebellion or slavery. 

Every monarchy in Europe and in Asia, whether limited by consti- 
tional law or having no limitations thrown around the will of the 
ruler, had its origin in personal and class preferences and is main- 
tained by legal favoritism. Divide into classes and then sustain the 
favored class by every act of the government is the maxim of despotic 
rulers. They have in general so insidiously accomplished their pur- 
pose that the enslaved class did not suspect encroachments upon their 
political, social, and industrial rights until they were powerless for 
averting the evil. 

In this republican Government we have always resisted the forma- 
tion of classes. “ Equality before the law” has been the recognized 
position of every American citizen. We have applied this principle 
not only to men, but theoretically we have applied it to occupations 
aud pursuits in life. 

An open path, unhedged by law, has been supposed to open invit- 
ingly before every occupation, every species of labor; and the man 
who had no endowment but bis capacity for work—who was willing 
to work—who remembered that all legitimate wealth was the result- 
ant of work, has been taught by the theory of our Government that 
under its fostering care the highest rewards were attainable. Instead 
of seeking his impoverishment and degradation, the law was ever 
supposed to be on his side, kindly in sympathy with his necessities, 
and disposed to stimulate rather than retard his efforts in bettering 
his condition. 

The good report of our Government in this particular has gone 
throughout the world. The thousands of emigrants who have built 
up the West and who are an important factor in the future of our 
country have been attracted here by our supposed equal laws, un- 
hedged paths of industry, our respect for labor, and the absence of 
all class distinctions. 

I repeat this has been the theory of our Government, and whenever 
the people become convinced of a departure or a proposed departure 
from this principle of “equal and exact justice to all men,” they will 
resist it by all the means at their command. 

The people are not yet prepared to surrender their rights into the 
handsof thefew. They are not willing that monopolists, corporation- 
ists, national bondholders and the money-changers of this country 
shall become the unchallenged lords of the country, holding the soil 
and its productions, the manufacturing and mining interests, as trib- 
utaries to their wealth. 

_ The formation of classes is to be deprecated. Even the organiza- 
tion of parties in the interest of special industries is to be censured 
and condemned. Labor or working-men’s parties are all wrong, be- 
cause they are based upon one idea, upon personal advancement, 
individual gain, to the exclusion of, or even in opposition to, other 
interests and occupations entitled to Government sympathy and pro- 
tection equally with themselves. 

Labor has no right to make war upon capital, because capital is as 
hecessary to productive industry as labor. Labor strikes and com- 
binations on the part of employés against capital are unwise and 
destructive tothe interests of capital and labor. When these combi- 
hations resort to violence they are criminal and are deserving the con- 
demnation of every good citizen, though we ure not surprised that 
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creditor class to rob, defrand, and impoverish the debtor class. 

I submit that the act forcing resumption of specie payments in 1879, 
by contracting the circulation of legal-tender notes, and the act of 
1873, demonetizing the silver dollar, were as unjust and wicked as the t 
labor strikes which have recently startled and alarmed all good citi- 
zens. 

The only difference was, the last was illegal and violent ; the other 
sought to cover the outrage they perpetrated by the forms and sanc- 
tions of law. 

The only difference was, one was speedily and justly suppressed ; the 
other, panoplied in gold and protected by political intluence, smiles in 
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its bloated security upon the wrecks of furtune—the blasted hopes 
and the suffering poverty it has created. 

The act demonetizing silver, in my opinion, was the most deliberate 
and inexcusable fraud upon Jabor known in the legislative history of 
the world. 

The scheme for demonetizing one of the metals throughout the 
western world originated soon after the discovery of gold in Califor- ( 
nia and Australia. It wassupposed that the production of gold would ; 
be enormous and the governments of the world were invoked to pre- 
vent the anticipated decline in the value of gold by its demonetization. 
Germany and Austria did in 1857 demonetize gold, and other nations 
would have followed their lead but for the resistance of France. It 
was changed in 1865 into a movement for the demonetization of silver. 
This movement was likewise resisted by France. Here I may re- 
mark, that France has at all times managed her finances with an 
ability unequaled among the nations of Europe. Her war with Ger- 
many increased her debt $2,000,000,000, besides the loss of two of her 
finest provinces. She appeared to be wrecked. Germany, her con- 
queror, looked on exultingly; believed she was crippled for a half 
century ; but France has taught her that well-managed finances are 
more powerful than well-managed armies. To-day, while Germany, 
crazy about a single metallic standard and the resumption of specie 
payments, sits shivering on the vergeof national bankruptcy, France, 
with every dollar of her war fine canceled, with all her ‘ndustries 
prosperous, is now, seven years after her crushing defeat, the superior at 
of her conguerer. 4 

The French government made paper money a legal-tender for all 
debts, public and private—honored its own money. The banking 
establishments of the country loaned to the people money in suf- 
ficient quantity to carry on their industries, and the people were so 
prosperous that they in turn tendered to their government the loan 
of four times the amount of money necessary to pay their war-debt. 

Suchis France, that resisted the one-metallic-standard folly ; such 
isthe nation that inflates rather than contracts her currency, that 
never worries about resumption, and at the same time has in the 
vaults of her banks more gold and silver than there is in the com- 
bined banks of England and Germany. 

Germany and the United States demonetized silver in 1873, both 
Governments being influenced by one motive, namely: to protect | a 
and enrich the creditor class and those having fixed incomes against a He 
fall in the value of money. 

This is the secret of this one-metallic-standard movement. They a 
feared a decline in the purchasing value of silver. They knew if 
they could shelve one of our metallic standards it would quadruple 
the value of the remaining standard. 

Enjoying “fixed incomes,” which are never affected in volume hy 
the uncertainties of trade, by fickle and unreliable seasons, by sick- ; 
ness and the amount of work performed, they knew they would 
thereby quadruple their wealth; that it was the certain means of 
making the rich.richer and the poor poorer; it would send down the 
wages of labor and the prices of commodities. 

sq, then, silver, the money of the Constitution, thecoin which had 
been a legal-tender for all dues, public and private, from the origin 
of the Government, was deliberately set aside, retired from circula- 
tion, practically driven out of the country. The chances for resump- 
tion lessened; indeed, made impossible ; debts contracted when gold 
and silver were both legal-tenders, now to be paid only in gold; all "i 
for what? 5 

To benefit that “small part of capital which has ceased to labor 
and is at rest, in the form of fixed and permanent investments.” 

But, sir, this “ money power” was not content with the demoneti- 
zation of silver. 

This did not contract the currency sufficiently. This did not shrink 
values in proportion to their greed. This did not quite transfer all 
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the property of the country into their hands. This did not quite 
make New York and commercial New England the owners in fee 
simple of the cotton-tields of the South and the grain-lields of the 
West. 

k-ver on the alert, in 1875 they devise and consummate the grand- 
est scheme of contraction known to the history of governments, at 
a time when the public and private indebtedness of this country 
was appalling; for there was the national debt, upon which the 
Government has paid interest, alone, since the war, amounting to 
$1,422,057,577 ; there was the railroad debt, amounting, at the time 
this iniquitous law was enacted, to about $5,000,000,000, upon which 
the labor of the country was paying interest; to which must be 
added the State and municipal indebtedness of the country, swelling 
the entire indebtedness of the country to about $10,000,000,000, upon 
which labor is paying interest. Then, there is the private indebted- 
ness of the country, absolutely incalculable. 

Then, there was the southern section of our country, laid waste by 
war, with her former immense wealth—about $7,000,000,000—Dblotted 
out; her fields uncultivated ; her once happy homes, many of them, in 
ashes; her farmers without implements of husbandry, without stock, 
and without credit; all her enterprises prostrate—widowhood and 
orphanage throughout the land. Just at thistime the Government 
resolves to contract the currency, bringing every commodity and 
every species of labor down to a gold basis, and unquestionably reduc- 
ing the debtor class to penury and want. 

It has been said that the issuing of our greenback currency was a 
war necessity. It was intended to sustain the country during the 
exhausting struggle in which it was engaged. It was successful in 
doing this; and I submit that a currency which was essential during 
that period of waste and destruction—the stimulant that preserved 
the vital forces of the nation during the war—is more a necessity at 
the close than it was during the excitement of that struggle; that, 
so long as the sequences of that war continued, so long the stimulant 
should be applied. The physician who suspends his remedies just as 
the paroxysm passes off, either ignorantly or criminally, delivers up 
his patient to death. When the national life demanded a contin- 
uance of the stimulant which had borne it through the crisis, just as 
the wild delirium of war was about to subside into reason, just when 
our industries most.needed help—just then all encouragements were 
withdrawn and financial ruin ensued. 

Like the poor maniac we read of who was wild with rage, the 
evil spirit was rebuked and its departure left him as “one dead ;” 
but fortunately there was “ power and goodness” at hand. He was 
commanded to arise, and be sprang into life, health, and happiness. 
Alas! alas! when our industries were left as “one dead” there was 
no statesmanship with capacity to say, “ Arise.” There they lay in 
their helpless exhaustion, and their dying condition was seized upon 
by interested parties to rob and despoil them. 

Sir, it seems to me we should learn something from history, for 
history is philosophy teaching by example. 

In England, it is said, the years from 1797 to 1815 were the most 
prosperous, industriously and commercially, ever known. Agricul- 
ture, commerce, and manufactures had greatly augmented. The 
landed proprietors were in affluence. Wealth to an unheard-of ex- 
tent had been created among the farmers. Exports, imports, and ton- 
— had more than doubled since the war began. 


hese eighteen years of pay were years of suspension of 


specie payments by the Bank of England. There was no abatement 
in this prosperity until the moneyed nobility, led on by Sir Robert 
Peel, began to clamor for resumption. Then all this prosperity of 
labor, this universal and unheard-of prosperity, ceased. 

As soon as contraction commenced prices fell to a ruinous extent. 
Wages fell with the prices of commodities, and it is said that before 
the close of the year 1816 panic, bankruptcy, riot, bloodshed, and 
starvation spread through the land. 

The Ist of May, 1823, had been fixed upon by law when the banks 
should resume, and they contracted their circulation rapidly to meet 
the gold and silver standards of value. The result was that from 
1815 to 1823 more than four-fifths of the land-ownersof England lost 
their estates. The number of land-owners was reduced from one hun- 
dred and sixty thousand to thirty thousand, and, in the language of 
Wendell Phillips, “bankruptcy, the very history of which makes the 
blood cold to-day, blighted the empire.” 

Why all this suffering? Why all these tears? Why all this deso- 
lation? It was brought about by men who had determined to drive 
paper money from circulation, had determined to bring down prices 
and wages, and had especially determined to bring all the real estate 
of the kingdom within their ssion. They triumphed. To-day 
the immense fortunes of the English lords and the vassalage of the 
English peasantry are attributable to the villainies of England’s re- 
sumption laws. In every panic with which England has been afilict- 
ed—in the one just referred to, and also in 1836 and 1839, in 1847 and 
in 1857, and especially in 1866, relief was only obtained by the repeal 
of the resumption laws and by inflating the paper currency of the 
country. 

What a striking contrast between England at the close of her 
Napoleonic wars and France at the close of her war with Germany. 
The latter power, instead of contracting her currency expands it; 
makes her notes a legal tender, pays her debts, sends thrift and pros- 
perity through all her provinces, abolishes the umpire, and establishes 


a republican form of government. The finances are man 


that of England is also impressive. During our 
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le of the North and West were never more pr 
industrial pursuits. Every department of industry was stimy) 
the utmost capacity; farmers and mannfacturers, merchants 
bankers, all were richly rewarded for their labor and investments 7 
1865, at the close of the war, this prosperity was still in existence 

This prosperity extended in part to the devastated Sout 
bled her for a brief period to restore her waste places ani gathe 
supplies to feed her houseless population. The circulation of money 
among the people at this time amounted to $58 per capita. The foot 
assure us thatif this volume of currency had been continued gy; 1 
this time the burdens of taxation would have been well-nigh removed, 
the debts of the nation, of States; of corporations, and especially ,; 
individuals, would have beenwell-nigh canceled; “ tramps” would 
never have been heard of; riots would never have disgraced Penysy|. 
vania and other northern States; all sectional strife and class suprem- 
acy would long since have been submerged under a tide of unrivaled 
public and private prosperity. 

Alas! as in England, so in this country, during the war the com. 
mercial centers, notably New York and New England, from their 
superior advantages, gathered in the “bonds” of the Government: 
the crystallized tears, blood, losses, and poverty of the nation—thess 
exponents of a nation’s travail. 

very dollar that the speculators and bankers of New York and 
Boston could accumulate in this time of prosperity, and which was 
not expended in hiring substitutes to take their places in the field, 
where brave men were battling for the Union, every dollar that the 
camp-followers and bomb-proof office-holders could command, was 
invested in Government securities at about fifty cents on the dollar. 
{Laughter and applause. } 

Europe with its unemployed capital bought up these bonds— 
men who had no sympathy with the labor and struggles of this couy- 
try, antiquated Shylocks, who stood sharpening their knives and 
soliloquizing with themselves: 

I'll have the heart as forfeit of the bond. I'll cut near the heart. 


“T'll have my bond. I will not hear thee speak. 
I'll have my bond ; and therefore speak no more. 
Tll not be made a soft and dall-eyed fool, 

To shake the head, relent, and sigh, and yield 
To Christian intercessors. Follow not. 
Ill have no speaking ; I'U have my bond!” 


At the close of the war, these American and European Shylocks, as 
they did in England, became clamorous for contraction! They cared 
nothing for specie payments. This was a mere pretense to accom- 
plish their ultimatum, contraction. 

Specie was a mere “ decoy” to lead the unsuspecting, productive 
classes into their meshes. Their capital was fixed, and they desired 
to convert it into products of labor, and they must first shrink the 
value of those products to bankrupt rates. 

They have triumphed! The agitation of the question sent labor 
down, sent real estate down. Then, through their influence, came 
the demonetization of silver; then the resumption law ; each with 
a view to contraction; and as the coils of the anaconda tightened a 
wail went up throughout the land—a wail rivaling the wail that 
went up throughout England, and which is described as making the 
“blood run cold.’ 

The failures in business have been innumerable ; the loss from 
shrinkage in values has been incalculable; the sutfering from re- 
duced wages has been appalling. 

Homes, comforts, and even the necessities of life, have passed for- 
ever from once happy families. Hard and grinding poverty is press- 
ing our citizens in every section of the country; in every avenue of 
trade and production. Railroads and banks are being wound up by 
receivers ; savings institutions are disappearing ; furnaces and fac- 
tories are suspended ; ae property is a burden to the owners; 
merchants are being driven, by the thousands, into voluntary or !n- 
voluntary bankruptcy; employés are standing “all the day idle, 
because no man is able to hire them. The farmers—the strength of 
the country, the primary source of all wealth—have been reduced to 
the greatest straits. The farmers of the South are not realizing from 
the sales of their cotton the cost of production. In many of the 
States after paying for labor and fertilizers and other expenses, they 
find themselves inextricably in debt. Georgia, the leading southern 
State in all the elements of agricultural and manufacturing wealth, 
and whose citizens, in every industry and enterprise, are without 4 
superior, decreased in taxable property last year $15,902,134. Ten- 
nessee decreased over $31,000,000; and these are the most prosperous 
in their material industries of all the Southern States, Texas alone 
excepted. It is much worse among the productive classes in the West 
and inthe North. The shrinkage there has been greater and the suf- 
fering more intense. For while the South is not accumulating, avd 
cannot until contraction is arrested or until it touches ifs lowest 
depths, yet there is no one starving there as in the North. There are 
no riots there ; there are no strikes there ; every man, white or black, 
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an if he will, have “food and raiment ;” but there is financial dis- | gentleman from Georgia [Mr. FeLron] of an extension of his time, 
ye there, and as in the North and West, this distress must con- | and the privilege should be granted to the gentleman from New York 
— while contraction of the currency continues. Why all this | to reply. 

a <a? Why all this foreed poverty? Simply to enrich the few. Mr. HARDENBERGH. I yield the gentleman three minutes. 

“tt is said by the friends of resumption that the panic of 1873 came Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. He ought to have his own time. 

before the resumption act passed, but these special pleaders must Mr. HARDENBERGH. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 

remember that during the Forty-first Congress, in March, 1869, an act | man from New York may have three minutes of my time to make a 
« passed in these words: “And the United States also solemnly | personal explanation. 

sedges its faith to make provisions at the earliest practicable period | The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can yield him a por- 

for the resumption of the United States notes in coin,” and also all | tion of his time. ’ ; 

other obligations of the United States except where itis expressly pro- Mr. HARDENBERGH. I yield him three minutes. 

vided to be paid in lawful money or other currency. Mr. CHITTENDEN. I will not return to the argument. There is 

Here was an assurance of speedy resumption which destroyed con- | no man who knows my life who does not know that when I went to 
fidence in the paper money of the country, and the contraction which the unusual place of the Clerk’s desk to speak yesterday, I went to 
had been going on since 1865, now went on more rapidly until all speak the truth according as I understand it. The gentleman from 
confidence was lost in the panic of 1873. Here was a repudiation by | Georgia has referred to me as a captalist—if I understood him cor- 
the Government of its own lawful money ; and can we be surprised | rectly—as owning Government bonds, and therefore personally inter- 
that all men discredited that mone ? ; ested in this question. It is about eight years, Mr. Speaker, since I 

Confidence! We hear continually about the restoration of confi- | have held or owned a Government bond ; and, although I spoke fa- 
dence. Confidence in a ship while the scuttlers are at work to send | vorably yesterday of national banks, I parted with my last share of 
itto the bottom! Confidence in a “ promise to pay,” while the sappers | stock in national banks more than five years ago. 
and miners are removing the foundations of value upon which that I do not make this statement to conciliate anybody ; it is nobody’s 
promise is made! j business but my own; but I make it to explode and expose to the 

The following extract from the report of the “silver commission” | world the fallacies and illusions which obscure this question—for the 
should be remembered : question before this House is before the world. It is a question now 

It is maintamed by many that existing evils are the results of a loss and lack of whether the credit, and honor, and integrity of the United States 
confidence and that the sufficient remedy would be found in its restoration. On | shall be sacrificed in the presence of all mankind and sunk into a 
all occasions they portray in glowing phrase the abounding prosperity which | bottomless pit of disgrace! 
would follow if moneyed and other capitalists would freely exhibit confidence by I theref aw thi . to ah ial eure 4 ses a holds 
inaugurating industrial and commercial enterprises. But it is to be observed that nerelore say that any man that aims blows at me as a holk er of 
they content themselves with recommending confidence to others while they are | Government securities or as being interested in the national banks 
careful not to make a practical exhibition of any on their own part. They seem | mistakes the mark. The bonds I hold are to a large extent those of 
to be unconsciously influenced by the view that while they might protit by the | defaulting railroads and States, and my own case fairly represents tho 
confidence of others confidence on their own part might involve them in losses. ve = : ae . : 

The real mischief is not the lack of confidence, but the lack of any legitimate condition of my constituents. I have not come here, sir, without ex- 
-rounds for contidence; and there neither will be nor ought to be any revival or | perience and knowledge of this question of currency. 1 have not 
extension of confidence so long as the volume of money continues to shrink and | come here and dared to utter anything on this subject that I have not 

carefully considered. If I had time I could expose the fallacies, the 
errors, and the absurdities of the last speaker, so that no man who is 


prices continue to fall. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. CHITTENDEN] on yesterday 

capable of forming an honest judicial opinion upon any great ques- 

tion could possibly make any mistake about this one. 


from his perch [Laughter and applause. ] [Mr. CHITTENDEN stood at the 
Clerk’s desk while speaking] announced to the country that loafers, 
gamblers, and bankrupts, the worst elements of society, favored the There has never been such mimicry of legislation as was witnessed 
repeal of the resumption law. on this floor November 4. There never was any subject of equal 
ls the gentleman already designating the classes of society which | magnitude discussed by a deliberative body or passed upon by a 
favor or oppose this repeal, putting the rich on one side and the poor | deliberative body in which there was so much of error, so much 
on the other side? I know not whether these characters advocate or | of ignorance, so much of prejudice and passion, so much of that 
oppose repeal. One thing I do know, every millionaire, every man | spirit, which, unrestrained, will assuredly destroy the integrity and 
who owns two or three hundred thousand dollars in Government the peace of this nation; there never was any question discussed here 
securities is opposed to repeal and advocates a system of hard and | in which there was so much said that was absolutely wrong, abso- 
grinding poverty for the debtor. lutely ridiculous, ruinous, leading only to utter dishonor. [Ap- 
I suppose the gentleman means by “bankrupt” a mz.n who is un- | plause. ; 
able to pay his debts, which inability has been brought about by this Mr. HARDENBERGH. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the commit- 
system of contraction which he advocates. Still the rninous work of | tee which has reported this bill to the House 1 deem it a duty | owe 
contraction goes on and millions of “ greenbacks” are being retired | to myself and my constituency to give record to the reasons which 
and destroyed by the Government monthly and the national banks | compel me to antagonize its passage. 
are likewise retiring their circulation by millions, in preparation for | No part of the American people can feel a deeper interest upon the 
the proposed day of resumption. Still the ruinous work must go on | great question of national finance than those | represent, nor have 
until 1579; and false comforters assure us that “light is ahead,” that | any, either in peace or war, in prosperity or disaster, felt a higher 
the margin between greenbacks and gold is very small, that the | regard for the honor and dignity of the Republic. Suffering alike 
chasm is almost filled up, and that all these things will “ right them- | with the rest of the country from the paralysis which succeeded the 
great disturbance of our finances in 1573, occasioned by the reckless 
spirit of speculation and extravagance which follows inevitably in 


the train of war, with all its horrid front, they have awaited with 


selves,” 
unfaltering hope, even when the spirit of the hour invited many of 


Yes! I know these things will right themselves. 

Look at that storm-driven ocean. Darkness and hurricane are upon 
them recently to outbreak, the arrival of that day when a restored 
contidence should strike its accustomed blows for labor and the sons 


the deep. Signal-guns of distress are heard through the gloom. 
Ships are going down by the hundred, and thousands of precious lives 
are being ingulfed. 

In the midst of this ruin there stand the “twreckers” [pointing to | of toil who throng our marts find that employment which shall ban- 
Mr. CHITTENDEN, who was standing near] awaiting their prey and | ish starvation from their homes and give peace and security to the 
comforting themselves with the words: “these things will right | entire land. 
themselves.” (Applause. I know, sir, at such a time as this the great responsibility of the 

Yes, sir; I know that the morning sun will rise brightly upon a | vote which I must give upon this absorbing question, which is lifted 
calm sea. Every wave shall have subsided. The fragments shall | above party and party obligation. It knows no State, nor can it be 
have floated off to some neighboring shore and the dead will have | confined to any section, but of intensest interest to each as connected 
been forgotten. Things have righted themselves on that sea. [Great | with the destiny of forty millions of freemen. Hence it has seemed 

to me extremely unwise that the two great questions of the resump- 
tion of specie payments and the remonctization of silver should bo 
forced thns early for final action, without that calm deliberation 


which should appertain to our national legislation. 
This extra session of Congress was called for no such purpose, nor 
an) had it been intimated that at once these questions were to be consid- 
Mr. CHITTENDEN. I am indebted for half a minute to my friend | ered. The Forty-fourth Congress had refused the passage of the 
from New Jersey, | Mr. HARDENBERGH, } who is next entitled to the | Army bill unless the troops were to be withdrawn from the Southern 
floor. . States. In that measure I concurred, for I knew the great masses of 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. EDEN.) The House will come to | the South were sickened with the sounds of martial music where 
order. Se freemen were engaging in the struggle not of war but for representa- 
Mr. TI RNER. I move that we adjourn for some minutes until | tion. The President had sanctioned their withdrawal, and it was 
(Lac restoratives can be supplied to the corpse from New York. | supposed to be simply our duty to vote the appropriation necessary 
| ee. Pe for the Army in its employment elsewhere. 
\ ~ CHIT TENDEY. Mr. Speaker—— The popular mind was comparatively at rest upon the question of 
Mr. COX, of New York. 1 hope my colleague will have a fair hear- | finance. A commission had been appointed to consider the whole 
ng as a Representative of the people. question of silver and its remonetization, and some plan we had 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. The favor was granted to the | hoped might find adoption, which, by raising the standard to an 


























applause. } 


On motion of Mr. Housr, by unanimous consent, Mr. FELTON’s time 
was extended till the conclusion of his speech. ] 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. _I ask for half a minute. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I object. Not half a minute to the “ wrecker.” 
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equality with gold, would commend it to a universal acceptance as 
the legal ee of value. In this, sir, we have been disap- | 
pointed, and the final vote was called before opportunity was afforded | 
to consider the several reports of the commission; and in an hour, | 
without debate and without a definite knowledge as to the effect 
upon our currency or our credit, we have cut this Gordian knot, upon | 
which the wisest and the ablest of statesmen have differed for | 
many years, and attempted by our action to raise by legislation the | 
value of our silver coin to a price which the whole world will refuse 
to recognize. I cannot but think it unwise, impolitic, and unjust. 

That the law of 1875 fixing the date of resumption was injudi- 
cious, I cannot but believe. The laws of trade and commerce will, 
like the waves of the ocean, regulate themselves, and, like them, 
become the purer by their own natural action. But a date having 
been fixed, and in our approach to it finding our currency approxi- 
mating to gold, the honor of our Government, sacredly given, that 
on January 1, 1879, it would redeem its obligations—with business 
reviving in anticipation of that event—yet now to crush, at one rude 
blow, the hope so fondly cherished, that we were emerging from the 
wilderness of our financial doubt and insecurity into the broad and 
open plains of the public confidence, will shock this country from | 
center to circumference. 

No expressions here yet from the financial officers of the Govera- 
ment appointed by law to control our finances and give annual report 
upon their condition, and with but limited time for debate upon these 
great questions, though more than one-half of the members of this 
House sit here for the first time, we must yet Cecide, and decide at 
once, affecting by our hurried answer to the roll-call millions on 
millions of valne. If in thus doing we are not undermining our 
financial security and giving loose rein to national repudiation, I | 
know not in what readier mode it can be attained. 

I know it has been the effort of the ages to create values without 
substance, and which have as often brought ruin not only upon the 
heads of their inventors, but deluged the lands with ruin. The war 
clouds have rolled away and peace, we might suppose, should every- 
where prevail now that the serried tramp of the soldier is removed. 
But there is not yet that peace which as a nation we should crave. 
Unsatisfied hunger and thirst foremployment are everywhere around 
us. We find the evidences of it in the constant applications made 
to us by the thousands who seek position under the Government be- 
cause they can find no employment elsewhere. 

What can, what has produced all this, but the disturbance between 
capita) and labor and the uncertainty prevailing as to any permanent, 
positive value to the currency of the nation, upon which contracts 
may be made and real estate find a fixed and positive value. How 
much longer shall we postpone the day? If not in this, tell me, I 
pray you, will it be in the next decade of years, or during the pres- 
ent centary? You may say the laws of trade will regulate of them- 
selves the time, and so they would, if no day had been fixed, as by 
the mischievous law of 1875; but having given your bond, you now 
refuse its payment; and who will believe your Government which 
has once thus broken its plighted faith ? 

The salvation of a nation’s honor calls men by hundreds of thon- | 
sands to the field. It claims the life of the citizen if necessary to | 
defend that honor and restore its rights. Is there no honor due from | 
the Government to its own citizens? Has its plighted faith no meaning | 
when they are dependent upon it through all the varied branches of 
snecessful industry? Can labor receive its reward save as capital 
affords employment? Can capital afford employment save as pro- 
tected byits Government? I turn, sir, with an abiding faith from the 
new-fangled doctrines of our modern financiers to the cherished opin- 
ions of the great lights of our history as enunciated by Jefferson, by 
Jackson, and by Benton, and give value to the coin that can only be 
extracted by the giant arms of labor from the bosom of the earth, and 
not that which is the representative of indebtedness and issued by mill- 
ions within the brief limit of a day or of a week. 

It is the costly promise to pay without the Jabor which makes 
that pay of substantial value. Sir, among the many letters received 
from my constituents I make mention of one who advises me strongly 
to vote for inflation, as he finds prosperity only to have reigned 
during such periods of our finances. 

I have advised my good friend, sir, that his theory was in all 
respects correct, except that he had not made provision for the day 
of payment. I have no disposition to encroach with long series of 
statistics upon the time which has been allotted for this discussion. 

My appeal is for a nation’s honor and a nation’s faith. 1 yield re- 
spect to those who differ from the views I represent. I know it is 
easier to touch the popular chord by quoting the despotism of capi- 
tal, but the debt which has been created was mainly to sustain the 
nation’s life and preserve to the ages of the future the bright and 
beautiful example of an empire consecrated to freedom. By all the 
memories of the past, its expended treasure, its million heroes who 
have fallen in the shock of battle, l invoke you to the utmost care 
that by one rude act you spread not the spirit of repudiation through- 
out the land and invite disaster worse than we yet have seen. 

The splendor of our arms will be dimmed by the failure to discha 
our national obligations, and the poor spectacle given to the world of a 
Government founded upon the liberties of man unable to redeem its 
promises and its plighted faith. I trust, sir, that I may not be mis- 
understood. The act of 1875 should never bave been passed ; but | 
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having been passed and our financial policy thus far dic 
every consideration of public virtue should bind us to ¢ 
ance of the promise therein expressed or find 


tated by it, 


he perfu 
orn 
a remedy cor 


with the public honor. In the discussion already had upon Sco 
tion, the whole field of finance has been traversed and the national 
a0loua 


banks unwisely and unnecessarily assailod as though each po 
sented a monopoly of prodigious importance and inimical to th : = 
ter interests of the country. since 
They were called into existence by the emergencies of the ( 
ment, and have performed their functions in a manner most none 
able to the country, and in the hundreds of millions of cirealatne 
issued by them have caused no loss to the people, but afforded then a 
currency accepted by the whole country in every portion of its y ide 
domain. The misfortunes which so frequently attended the State 
banks, whose circulation was floated at such high prices of discount 
when held by people of other States, gave rise at the North man 
years before the war of 1861, to the security system, which at ti, 
same time rendered banking free, yet required a pledge ! 
stocks, and those of Ohio, Virginia, New York, Tennessve, 


r0Vern- 


of public 
Missouri, 


| and Pennsylvania were used, that, no matter in what manner the 


banks might be conducted, yet their promises to pay, held by the 
great masses of the people in the ordinary transactions of trade, wers 
never dishonored and the great ultimatum, the security of the pjjj. 
holder, was preserved. 

The national system is practically the same, with the exception that 
Government bonds were required to be held as security and the notes 
of issue in their corporate names were furnished by the Government 
instead of by the States; and for this privilege a war tax was jn). 


| posed, and still remains to this day, unjast and oppressive. The bonds 


they hold are for moneys paid to the Government and used by it jy 
the payment of its obligations, while the interest paid upon thei js 
precisely the same as if held by a private individual. 

Erase from the statute-book to-day your national-banking act and 
the common sentiment of the people would still requirs their re-or- 
ganization of the banks under State law, to have their circulation 
secured, that the laborer might not suffer loss. The bonds of the 
Government would, in all probability, be used for the purpose. The 
State would exact no such tax as the Government now does; and 
who then would be the loser but the Government itself? And if the 
Government finds its resources diminished it must find compensation 
from other sources. 

It is quite possible, sir, that in the solution of this vast question 
the national banks might become active agents for the purpose. ‘Ihe 
fear of the day and of the hour is the positive date fixed for resump- 
tion, and all business is paralyzed on its account, for the reason that 
three hundred and fifty millions of legal-tender notes are awaiting 
their redemption within little more than one year from to-day. 

The amount is great and the figures comparatively perplexing, but 
yet not great as compared with the energies and resources of the 
nation. Let the Treasury now sell from time to time the bonds of the 
Government to an amount sufficient for the redemption of its legal- 
tenders, bearing interest at a rate not exceeding 4 per cent., and per- 
mit them to reach the people at par through the agencies of the 
national banks, so that every section can obtain its fair proportion, 
and I believe, sir, they will readily be accepted by the people in sums 
for investment of $50, $100, $500pand $1,000, as may be required, the 
greenbacks will gradually be retired without any shock to trade, and 
resumption you will find thus practically assured long before the date 
which Congress has fixed by law. 

The legal-tenders are a debt we owe, and, however unpopular in the 
irredeemable quality they hitherto have possessed, we must yet remem- 
ber they were our aid to the soldier upon the field and represent to-lsy 
the glories of a restored brotherhood, wide as the domain of the Re- 
mblic. Better a thousand times to increase our fanded debt at.a 
leer rate of interest, to discharge it through the generations of the 
future, for whom it was created, than be longer the witnesses of 
a currrency issued for purposes long since achieved, floating still ua- 
redeemed, and the Treasury be relieved from hoarding coin for the 
next twelve months, with its depressing effects upon trade and the 
investments of capital, that work may be given to the people. 

In the economies to which I hope, sir, we are tending in all the de- 
partments of national, State. and municipal governments, in the cut- 
ting down of enormous salaries, the additional interest to be paid 
upon these bonds will not be felt in proportion to the benefits to be 
received. We have no right to re-issue the legal-tender currency. 
Even for war purposes, of doubtful constitutionality, now that peace 
reigns, they should be promptly retired from circulation in a manner 
the least affecting commercial interests. Wherein differs the nation 
from an individual who, sed of ample means, yet permits his 
obligations to go to protest, and thus adds only to bis embarrassments 
when the remedy is at hand of giving a lien upon his property and 
thus discharging his obligations by paying those from its proceeds 
whom he may owe, thus enabling his waiting creditors to discharge 
alike their obligations, and he himself by stricter measures of econ- 
omy gradually pre for the final removal of his lien? ea 

I know no sounder system than this except that it necessarily in- 
volves a careful prudence and a wise economy, and one that bids us 
live within our means. Then, sir, I would erase from the statue 
book the provisions of the law which now imposes a tax of 10 per 
cent. upon the issue of State banks, with a secured circulation 1 
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}) modes as the States may deem proper to provide. Capital, by | few and far between ;” a silver age. The patriarch Job said that 
soe eg of the circulation thus obtained, will be secured to the war- | “he washed his steps with butter.” We are expected, I suppose, to 
= “sections, and the hum of reviving industry give cheer to the | be clad in silver and to walk upon silver pavements. That is the 
pet ~ labor and a greater harmony be established between capital | happy vision that some gentlemen have fashioned for themselves. 
a I labor than for many years has been acknowledged. : Well, sir, it may be; but I shall wait until I see that day before I 
* W «must build up and not destroy. We must engender the spirit of | shall believe in it. 
ontnal confidence and mutual trust, and legislate in the spirit whieh But now, sir, let me say a word or two as to this bill. What, sir, 
wary te rather to prevent the causes which indnce the laborers’ | do we want with an increased circulation of greenbacks? because 
strike than how best to crush them in their unfortunate wars with | the object, I take it, of this repeal of the resumption clause is to se- 
‘ ypital. The national debt thus finding a final limit, without a cur- | care an additional inflation of the currency and a large effusion of 

: Sir, has not the experience of the last few years taught 


‘vy of more than three hundred millions awaiting a forced resump- | greenbacks. 
oe us something? Has it not taught us that the last thing we want is 


tion and causing such unusual anxiety, with a world to feed and 

lothe from the inexhaustible resources of our Western and our | increased currency? What can we do with it? Does the country 
ciotn ® . . : . 7 . . 
Southern States, the precious metals will assume and retain their | want it? If so, the country can have it at any moment in as large a 





place, a8 the volume as any necessities of legitimate business can demand. 
, Pa ate Pe On There was a great outery in 1573 for an increased effusion of this 
Swinging to invention’s chime, kind of money, and it was poured out to the extent of some 
Planting deserts, bridging oceans, | $36,000,000. Did it give any relief to the country? Let history 


In the wilderness of time, tell. No, sir; we have been laboriously aud with great trouble get- 


ting back the very issue that was made at that time and which it 
was supposed would relieve the country so greatly. The country has 
had more currency during the last three years than it could make any 
profitable use of, and that is demonstrated by the fact that legal- 
tenders have been retired to the extent of some twenty-six or twenty- 
seven millions of dollars, and national-bank circulation more than 
$37,000,000. Now, if more had been wanted, more was at hand and 
ready to be used; butit was not called for; on the contrary, contrac- 
tion instead of inflation was what the country needed. What is 
this greenback that we hear so much of but a promissory note of 
the Government of our country, and not only that, but a dishonored 
note of our Government? It has been dishonored for years. It 
should have been paid, and it has not been paid. 

Now, sir, if a country merchant in a little towu of five hundred in- 
habitants had suffered his paper #o lie over one week as Government 
paper has done for years, he would not have had credit worth six- 
pence. To be sure the honor of the Government is pledged for re- 
demption, although not at any particular time ; still it isa debt, and 
no man ever paid a debt yet that I heard of by giving a promissory 
note. Wecannot congratulate ourselves as the man did when he gave 
a promissory note, and said that he thanked God that debt was pai. 
It was not paid at all; it was only converted in another shape. The bill 
had to be met, and just so we must meet this paper, and it has got to 
come to that. We have to redeem this paper, these promissory notes 
which have gone so long dishonored and discredited, and the Govern- 
ment honor and integrity is pledged to it, and the resumption act 
seeks to accomplish that plain duty, one of the plainest duties that 
ever rested upon the Government of this land, Sir, we are in a con- 
dition to do this thing; we are marching along steadily toward it; 
and if no obstacle is interposed, no trouble borrowed, we shall secure 
the end and arrive at that much desired result. 

I had hoped indeed, sir, that on this subject we should almost all 
have been agreed. My great State, as 1 have already said, is almost 
a unit for it. Asa State, by our own legislation we are pledged to 
resumption in 1279. Why, sir, only some two years ago, under the 
lead of that distinguished statesman, Governor Seymour, the demo- 
cratic convention of my State passed the strongest possible resolution 
upon this very subject. It resolved emphatically that the public 
credit was to be maintained, the public debt paid, and that steady 
steps were to be taken toward resumption. “No step backward,” 
was the language of that platform, in hisown emphatic words. The 
republican convention also strongly indorsed the same doctrine. That 
has been the avowed creed of our public men and of all our public 
utterances until this time, when we are confronted with a new revela- 
tion from another quarter, but not from the democrats of the State 
of New York as a body, as I am quite willing to believe. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Will my colleague allow me to interrupt 
him for a moment ? 

Mr. BACON. Well, sir, my time is very brief. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will only take one moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. EDEN in the chair.) Does the gen- 
tleman from New York yield to his colleague ? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir; I will yield. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I suppse, as I am the only democrat from 
the State of New York who voted. for the silver bill and for other 
matters cognate, that I might be allowed to ask my honored friend 
a question. I ask him whether or not, if he considers that we are 
going in the line of resumption or going from it when we undertake 
to demonetize or to remonetize silver? I ask him whether he is will- 
ing to repudiate the law under which our bonds are to be paid, when 
L the express language of the statute and of the bond is ‘ payable in 
for it would have been quite willing to see very greatly modified at | coin”—is he willing to repudiate the law so as to make them paya- 
least. It came here like Richard the hunchback, “sent before its | ble in something else besides coin, to wit, in gold only, when silvec 
‘ime into this breathing world, scarce half made np, and that so | also is coin?” 
lamely and unfashionable” that its best friends would pardiy be will- | Mr. BACON. I will not undertake to answer the gentleman at this 
ing to recognize or adopt it; and yet, with no word of debate, no op- | time—— 
portunity for amendment, it, by the power of a relentless majority, | * Mr. COX, of New York. I do not want to confuse my friend’s argu- 
passed through the House, and gentlemen flattered themselves, I sup- | ment at all by my questions, but inasmuch as he has called the dem- 


shall woo and win them from their rocky couch in sums sufficient 
for all the exchangesof commerce. With the faith of the nation to its 
people redeemed and every cause of unkindness and alienation to 
each other removed, as the spade and the plow, the loom and the 
anvil shall respond to the toils of the cheerful and contented laborer, 
who is pleading now for work to save himself at once from hunger 
and make the nation great, with the sentiment confessed that resump- 
tion is through confidence and confidence through resumption, we 
shall march onward and upward in the smile of Omnipotence to the 
highest triumphs possible to our American civilization. 

| yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Bat ON.] 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, I have not obtruded myself into this dis- 

cussion with any view or expectation of arguing the great question 
which it calls up for our consideraticn. My time is too short and the 
subject has been so largely discussed that it would hardly warrant me in 
going over that ground at length. My main object, sir, is, I confess, 
to set myself right with my constituents. I think I know what their 
opinions were when I left home, and I think they knew what mine 
were, and I am very anxious that they should not come to any coneln- 
sion that I have become remonetized after the fashion that we have 
seen presented here and, above all, that I have not become inflated 
hy any internal process of development or by means of any external 
pressure. 
' I have witnessed, I confess, upon this floor some demonstrations 
that have a little surprised me ; some votes have been cast that have 
rather staggered me. I think if there is a State in the Union that 
stands up for honest money and for the payment of our debts it is the 
great State of which I have the honor to represent a small fraction. 
And yet | have seen votes given—all right doubtless in view of those 
who gave them—but that seemed to me very much at war with what 
Ihave always supposed to be the views of that great constituency. 
And some gentlemen have seemed to me to be strangely changed. 
They remind me of a gentleman in London who was once met by a 
man all shriveled, crippled, and bent over, dragging himself along 
with great difficulty, who tried to call himself to the recognition of 
thisgentleman. He said to the cripple, “ Where did you come from ?” 
“Sir,” says he, “I came straight out of Yorkshire.” “ Well,” said he, 
“if you came siraight out of Yorkshire you have got confoundedly 
twisted by the way.” [Langhter.] I have not been without my ap- 
prehensions that some gentlemen have got somehow or other twisted 
and are not oceupying precisely the position that their constituents 
expected them to oceupy. But that I will not undertake to deal with. 
It is their affair, not mine. I only desire my constituency shall at least 
understand that I am upon this question where I have always been. 
1 am for resumption, pure and simple. I am for the resumption act. 
Ido not stop to argue these various amendments that have been in 
such profusion presented here. I go for the act itself; not because 
it was the best act perhaps that could have been framed ; not because 
it was the perfection of human reason, but becanse under the cireum- 
stances it was the best thing we could do, and it seeins to me, I con- 
fess, the best thing we can now fall back upon. [donot want “aline 
erased nora star obscured.” 1 stand for the act as it is upon the stat- 
ute-book and shall vote to retain it there. 

Mr. Speaker, of course I have not the presumption to expect that I 
shall change any vote or effect any special result. I have seen what 
an inflexible and an unyielding majority can do when, with a step 
steady as time and an appetite keen as death, it marches toward its 
object. We saw the other day, on the silver bill, clearly manifested, 
the power of a majority upon a bill which many I suspect who voted 



























pose, that if that bill is permitted to pass through Congress we shall | ocragy of my State to account—— 


a a bright and glorious time ; the golden age will return. No, 


Mr. BACON. Not at all. } 
', not the golden age, for, as for gold, it will be “like angel-visits, | Mr. COX, of New York. I want to know whether he considers 
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that we are bound to pay the bonds in gold only, or to pay them in 
coin, including gold and silver ? 

Mr. BACON. That is outside of my argument entirely, and does 
not pertain to this stage of it. Ifthe gentleman had asked me the 
question at an earlier stage I might have answered it. On this point, 
however, I am with the democracy of New York, as I trust he is. 

I was saying that I hoped we are marching in the line of resump- 
tion. I trust we are, and that we shall reach that most desired 
result. We have gone through much of suffering in the process, I 
admit; no man is more sensible of it than I am; and having gone 
through so much and come so near to the end, like a ship that has 
been out at sea in storms and tempests, and which now nears the 
shore, let us not be driven back again into that bottomless ocean 
from which we are seeking to emerge. 

Let me appeal to our southern brethren to stand with us on this 
safe and common ground. They too have gone through much suffer- 
ing, let them not now join anybody in postponing the hour of delivery. 
And, as very appropriate in this connection, let me be allowed to read 
a short extract from a Charleston paper of influence and power. 
That paper says: 

The South is at the bottom, and the southern Congressmen will deal the South 
a terrible blow if they yield to the blandishments of the West, and consent to any 
postponement of resumption, or any avowed or disguised inflation. For a year or 
two such cheats would give us active business and higher prices. Then would fol- 
low greater losses, greater depreciation, longer agony than the South has gone 
through, and the North, too, since 1870. 

We have paid the price of resumption: panic, bankruptcy, universal shrinkage ; 
now let the goods be delivered. 

I concur in and emphasize this sentiment, “ Let the goods be deliv- 
ered.” We have come to the birth of honest money and restored 
credit through sore travail and anxious suspense; now let the hour 
of full fruition come. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. I yield the remainder of my time to the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. TOWNSEND. } 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. As I understand it, the pending 
bill relates to a repeal of the law requiring the payment of green- 
backs after the Ist day of January, 1879, in silver, or gold, or what- 
ever shall then be the coin of the country. Ido not understand that 
the bill which this House passed a week ago last Monday is under dis- 
cussion. I understand that the question before this House is simply 
what will be the effect upon the people of this country and upon its 
prosperity if, on and after the lst day of January, 1879, the Govern- 
ment pays its bills in specie. 

We are told here that all the evils from Pandora’s box will come 
upon the people of this country if the money in the laboring-man’s 
hands, if the money in the business man’s hands is made equal to 
gold. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. FELTON] has talked here at 
will about it, and if I understand his argament it is this: The poor 
man is entitled to be paid in “a poor currency.” If that is not his 
argument, God knows what it is; Ido not. “ You are ruining the 
laboring-man if you give him currency as good as gold.” “You are 
ruining the business man if you give him currency as good as gold.” 
And you howl here and strive to cheat the laboring-man of the coun- 
try in the attempt to play the demagogue ; that is all there is of it. 
I know I am using strong terms, but [ am simply characterizing this 
pretense under which it seems that “something terrible” must be 
done, 

Sir, if I were to believe the spirit of the tone in which public mat- 
ters have been discussed since this House met, I should believe that 
my country was worse than Sodom, was: worse than Gomorrah. 
Everything has been done wrong, intentionally wrong ; and that is 
the only view taken of human conduct. They tell us about what 
terrible things the national banks are. May be they are; I am not 
going to say a word in their favor. But what have they to do with 
the question whether your Government is to redeem its bills in coin? 

The idea seems to be to get somebody angry about the United States 
banks and then to get them to vote to cut their own throats. Why, 
sir, these banks must be abolished. Very well, if that is done delib- 
erately and wisely I have no fault to find with that. Now, what is 
proposed to be donef To abolish these banks at one fell swoop. If 
you do abolish the national banks, what are you going todo with the 
thousand millions of dollars of indebtedness of poor debtors, not pan- 
ver debtors, but poor debtors who cannot pay at once, which is held 
ty these banks? Would you compel the debtor in the interest of 
the debtor, to pay up atonce? Why, sir, that isthe veriest nonsense, 
ay, the veriest weakness in the world, and would canse wide-spread 
destruction and bankruptcy, and all, it is alleged, in the interest of 
the debtor class. 

We have heard some talk about the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. CHITTENDEN] being a bondholder, He has said he is not. But 
when you talk about men being debtors, I confess that Iam one, I 
understand what it is to be in debt; I am sorry it is so. But the 
—— made in hostility to the national banks, that they shall 
© wiped out of existence, means that every debtor whose debt is be- 
ing carried by the banks shall be compelled to pay at once or break. 
yentlemen on the other side talk about the howl against the et 
—_ We shall have bankrupts enough, God knows, if that sort 
policy is adopted, 


This whole thing is a muddle; men are not allowed to look at it as 
itis. I had not intended to say anything about the silver question; 
but upon a decent bill, a bill properly guarded, I would vote for the 
coivage of $50,000,000 of silver; but I would give the Government 
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the profit of that coinage. Ido not stand here to 
into the pockets of Jones and Sharon or Flood and 
majority of the House do, let them put it under their tongues ons 
morsel, or put it in their pipes and smoke it, as they please, Pi L. 
ter.] But, sir, 1 would vote for the coinage of fifty millions of aoe 
in the interest of resumption. We have Tiasneata resumpti silver 
have had all the trouble of coming to it—not because the ewe , ve 
the resumption act produced the troubles. Values had to pr oe 
some time; they have shrunk, and my fingers have been caught ; rink 
door-crack. Ido not want them thereany more; I want he the 
Remember, it is the Government that is to pay this silver it a 
‘ : . ’ int he 
Government that is to pay this gold. I know that some of ys \, 
got into the habit of looking at the Government as if jit were the 
common enemy of the country; but it is not. The Government . 
as the concentrated power of us all. I am the Government, you ,, 
the Government, we are all the Government ; and shall not tive ( am 
ernment keep its promises to its citizens? If it does not, who suffers? 
Is it the national banks? Is it the bondholders? Are they paid in 
greenbacks? No, sir; they are paid in coin now. I ask my a 
cratic friends, I ask my republican friends, are the bondholders = 
in greenbacks? No; but the poor man, of whom we have heard 
much, has to take greenbacks. The bondholders receive just what 
we want to give to everybody, gold and silver coin—a dollar's worth 
for adollar. If anybody wants to stir up the million let him sip 
them up by telling them that these terrible republicans wayt to 
make a dollar worth a dollar. This is the wickedness at which tho 
heavens are ready to fall! ; 

But this is not a party question. I see on the other side some gey. 
tlemen who all last winter tried to make a man by the name of 
Samuel J. Tilden President of the United States. I live in a State 
where he was once governor. In 1875 he urged it upon the legisla. 
ture to re-enact for the State of New York the national law in regard 
to the resumption of specie payments; and there it stands to-day on 
the statute-book with the signature of Samuel J. Tilden. Whatever 
else I have said of him, (for I stumped some part of the country 
against him,)I never said he was a repudiator; I never said he dit 
not propose to pay the people of the country in specie. 

But for a moment I want to look into this business of the national 
banks and the bondholders. Do not gentlemen who are so bitter in 
talking about these bondholders know that some $300,000,K0 to 
$400,000,000 of the bonds of the United States are held by the savings- 
banks, and that the savings-banks are the treasury of the poor! 
Yet gentlemen denounce the bondholders; and in doing 80 they are 
undertaking to destroy the security by which the poor man has laid 
up for himself a pittance to support him and his dear ones in the 
evening of his life. 

This attack upon everybody and everything is like Pat's work. 
When he found that a brai,ch of a tree shaded his window he swore 
by his Maker that he would have it down. He climbed the tree aud 
went to sawiug; but he stood outside his saw, and when he had 
sawed the limb off Pat came to the ground with it. This how] of the 
democratic party is sawing the limb off between themselves and the 
tree! [Laughter.] 

But, Mr. Speaker, I defy the majority of this House, I defy the 
Senate, I defy the President to carry back the shadow on the dial. 
Noon has struck; resumption has come within a hair’s-breadth. Last 
year our imports were less than our exports by $183,000,000; and 
this has carried gold down toward greenbacks by about 8 per cent. 
There is now spread out over this broad land a crop that will bring 
next year from Europe $250,000,000 over and above all we import; 
and if $183,000,000 have caused the reduction of 8 or 5} per cent. in 
gold, the wealth now lying upon the ground will do the rest. _ 

We have such an abundance of crops as we never had before. North 
and west of the Ohio, north of Missouri, north of Kansas, there is now 
lying upon the soil twelve hundred million bushels of corn. We 
have a crop of wheat in the country such as we never had before, 
and we have a crop of cotton equal to the best. Europe is in sucl 4 
situation that she must have it all. Europe is in such a situation 
that she must pay for it. It will go there. We are going to share in 
that prosperity, mistaken politicians, political naapies, or enthusiastic 
“friends of the people” to the contrary notwithstanding. [Great 
laughter. ’ 

Seow = my friend from Indiana, [Mr. HUNTER, } and there is one 
thing I wish to call his attention to. He said Shylocks were taking 
the life out of the country. I want to tell him, what he knows as 
well as I do, that in the Northwest since 1875 the current rate of in- 
terest has been reduced 2 per cent. and more. Aad, sir, let me say 
this in addition: I care not for the statistics of my friend from Kan- 
sas, [Mr. Paities;} I care not for the statistics of my learned and 
excellent friend from Pennsylvania, {Mr. KELLEY ;]} I care not for the 
statistics of my giant friend from Illinois, [Mr. Harrison, } [laugh- 
ter;] but, sir, I do wish to say that for the last two years there has 
been more money ready to be loaned, seeking investment, that could 
not be loaned and d not tind investment than has ever been 10 
this country since the Declaration of Independence. And yet we are 
teld we want more money. : 

Now, sir, there is much else I was going to say, but I see my time 
is used up, and I believe I will stop in the fullness of my strength. 

Laughter. : 
' Me YEATES took the floor and yielded to Mr. Davis, of North 
Carolina. 
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of New York. With the permission of my friend from | 
na, I should like to ask my friend from New York, as we | 
almost alone among New Yorkers on the silver question, 

hether he has considered that with a view to resumption, as I under- 
ye him to say he would favor the remonetization of silver with a 
poe of coming to hard money—I think the gentleman indicated that; 
but no matter—I should like to have him say to the House and the 
an" whether he believes we ought to pay the public debt accord- 

ng to the contract in coin, and whether silver is not coin under the 
Constitution and by the dictionary ? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Mr. Speaker, when our boms 
were negotiated both silver and gold were the coinage and currency 
of the country, although silver had practically disappeared. I have 
no doubt of the moral and wlitical propriety of paying the national | 
ponds and paying private ¢ ebts contracted before 1273 in what was 
the currency of the country at the date those debts were contracted 
and those bonds were negotiated. 

| believe, sir, that the boudholders are no better than anybody else, 
but they are just as good as anybody else. I would keep the word 
of promise to the ear as well as to the hope. : 

Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina. 1 am very much obliged to my 
friend and colleague of North Carolina (Mr, Yeates] by whose kind- 
ness and courtesy I have the floor now. ; 

Mr. TOWNSEND of New York. Will my friend from North Caro- 
lina permit me tosay one word further? I wish to add to what I have 
said that I would not coin silver to an unlimited extent, but I would 
vote to-morrow to empower the Government so that the Government 
shall have the profit of it to coin fifty millions of silver in the inter- 
est of resumption, without the least hesitation. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina Mr. Speaker, the only difference 
between my friend from New York and myself is that I should be 
glad to see enough silver in circulation to pay not only the whole 
national debt, but the whole private debt of the country, and I am 
sure our people would be much happier, and I think the national 
creditors would be better off than they will be if they persist in the 
folly of resumption, which will bankrupt the whole country. 

As I was about to say, Mr. Speaker, when interrupted, I am obliged 
to my friend and colleague, [Mr. YEATES,] by whose kindness and 
courtesy I occupy the floor at this time. Iam the more obliged to 
him because this is one of the most important questions which can 
engage the attention of Congress, and one which demands our most 
careful consideration, and because I wish to say some things on this | 
subject which may at least serve to warn the public creditor and the 
capitalists of the danger to them as well as to the mass of the people 
of the country in a financial policy which has brought bankruptcy 
and ruin to thousands, ay, hundreds of thousands of our citizens; a 
policy which has depreciated immensely every species of property 
except bonds and national-bank stocks; a policy which has paralyzed 
labor, industry, and enterprise, which are the only sources of national 
wealth and prosperity ; a policy which has sown poverty and distress 
broadcast all over the land; a policy which has Drought want, and, 
in many instances, pinching hunger to families of thousands and hun- 
dreds of thousands of laboring-men who seek and cannot find remu- 
nerative employment. 

Sir, gentlemen on the other side of the House speak of prosperity 
and say we are within reach of it, and that it will come with resump- 
tion. It reminds me of one of the fables of the Greek philosopher: 
One Scholasticos was anxious to teach his ass to live without food, 
and just about the time, as he said, he had taught him to live with- 
out food, he died. [Langhter.] So it is here, at the time when 
our people are suffering under poverty, crushing poverty and bank- 
reer we are told we are just within the reach of prosperity. 

aughter. 

Sir, has there not ruin, certain ruin, been bronght to the country? 
Is there not distress? The man who has ears to hear, the man who 
has eyes to see but cannot perceive this, must be blind indeed, must | 
be deaf indeed. 

What is the cause of this? Everybody, Mr. Speaker, can tell when 
aman is sick. Everybody can tell when the country is in distress. 
It requires no medical skill to do that. It requires no science or 
knowledge. Everybody can see when the body lies prostrate with | 
fever; its quickened pulse and parched tongue tell it is about to die. 
But perhaps everbody cannot tell what the remedy is. Everybody 
can tell when he sees a man reeling in drunkenness and everybody 
can tell him that if he stops drinking he can get sober. Now, if you 
know what the disease is, if you know what produces it, what is the 
cause, then it is a very easy matter to apply the remedy. Let us see 
What is the cause of this disease which has brought so much distress 
upon the country. It is to be found in the financial policy now pre- 
vailing, which has enriched the few and Scanaanelehal millions. 

While it is the duty of the Government to coin money and regulate 
the value thereof, and while it has been held in these latter days to 
be in the constitutional power of Congress to make legal-tenders of 
paper money as well as of coin—I say while that has been held to be 
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But, sir, what has been done? In the first place there is a banking 
law which gives a monopoly of banking business to the national bond- 


holders. This law, by a tax of 10 per cent. on the cireulation of all 
banks other than national banks, gives them the exclusive privilege 
of banking, and this tax was imposed solely for this purpose. It was 
not for revenue, for not one cent of revenue is realized. 

It is an unjust and odious discrimination preventing all free com- 
petition, which is the life of all free and healthful trade, thus giving 
to one class of men the power to control absolutely the currency of 
the country. 7 

You may have your gold, but you cannot bank upon it. You may 
have your land, but you cannot bank upon it. You may have any 
other species of property other than those national bonds, and you 
cannot bank upon it and cannot get credit upon it. And yet the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cu1tTENDEN] who spoke yesterday said 
he was in favor of free banking, and that would bring relief to the 
country. His free banking is a tax of 10 per cent. on all other banks 
except national banks, and nobody to bank except those who can 
get the national bonds. That is what my friend on the other side 
of the House means by free banking. If he means there should be 
competition in this as in every other business, and that it should reg- 
ulate itself by the law of supply and demand, there is no difference 
between him and myself. Save us from his kind of free banking! 
We have had it for fifteen years and it has laid the country prostrate 
and in ruin, 

Another evil has been contraction, and contraction in a wonderful 
degree. I heard on this floor to-day a gentleman with whom I have 
not the honor of an acquaintance [Mr. Bacon] declare that he was 
in favor of honest money, and that his State was in favor of honest 
money. The gentleman from New York [Mr.CuitrenvEN ] yesterday 
said that half a million of his constituents were ready to come down 
here and protest in the name of honesty against our action on the 
silver question. Honest money! Why sir, are not the “greenbacks” 
honest money? The gentleman held up one of them yesterday. Is 
not this honest money? If it is not, pray tell me where are the men 
who put it upon the country ? Were they dishonest? Does the gen- 
tleman mean to insinuate that this money, put into the hands of the 
people by an act of Congress, contaminates the holder, and that it is 
a fraud and a sham to use it in paying private or public debts? The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. CuirreNnpDEN ] has said it was a fraud 
and a sham. 

Who enacted the sham, and who perpetrated the fraud, and upon 
whom was the fraud perpetrated? The gentleman from New York 
talks about gentlemen on this side speaking nonsense, and having 
passion and temper. I think, Mr. Speaker, if the gentlemen on the 
other side would be less angry it would be better for them. Why, 
sir, these gentlemen are only mad because with one of their gold dol- 
lars they cannot buy twice as much as you can with one greenback 
dollar. That is the cause of the anger. I hold in my hands one of 
those greenbacks. It is of the series of 1869. When issued, this pro- 
mise to pay $10 was worth $7.50. It is worth now $9.30, and yet it 
is a “ dirty rag,” “asham,” worth nothing in eyes jaundiced by yel- 
low gold. No, sir, my friends are angry because we are about to take 
it out of their power to make one of their gold dollars worth two of 
greenbacks; or in other words to give to their gold double the pur- 
chasing power which the money of the people has, 

Then there is another thing. The gentleman from New York said 
yesterday that it was a breach of faith—and that is a very serious 
charge—that it was a breach of faith to pay these debts now in this 
money. Why, sir, he said it was “repudiation.” Again I point the 
gentleman to this greenback which I hold in my hand. There it is. 
Does it fix any time when it istobe paid? Itdoes not, But it prom- 
ises to pay $10. Oh! but, he says, there was legislation fixing when 
it an be paid. But how was that legislation brought about? Let 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] tell. By a party 
caucus, he said. And, sir, how was the act demonetizing silver passed ? 
By frand? Honorable gentlemen on that side of the House have in- 
timated as much. Why, Mr. Speaker, the measure which was passed 
on the 4th of November had been publicly discussed upon every stump 
in the land; it had been discussed both before the people and in the 
press. Everybody had been informed in relation to it and every 
gentleman knew what he was doing. When the gentleman speaks 
about the wrong done to the people and of appealing to the people to 
right this great wrong, I tell him to bring down his half million of 
men, and I shall not dread them half as much as I would that lobby 
of the bankers and bondholders which in former times influenced the 
I shall not dread that half million of men so 
much, because I do not dread the enemy who fights with open hand, for 
I can meet him in battle; but I do dread the insidious lobby which 
comes around with bankers’ money toinfluence the legislation of 
Congress. 

The day of Credit Mobilier, “real-estate pools,” of ‘Black Fri- 
days”—those days of darkness and disgrace—have passed by, and such 
things have no influence upon this Congress. We have discharged our 
duty; we bave restored to the people, as far as this House is able to 
do, that money which has been the currency of merchants since 
the days of Abraham. It remains to be seen whether the other de- 
partments of the Government will discharge their duty equally as 
well to the people. 

Mr. Speaker, it is said to-day in the papers that men from boston 
and New York and Philadelphia are down here now to influence action 
upon this question, talking with high officials and grave legislators, 
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and everybody else whom they think they can influence, and yet the 
gentleman talks about the haste with which the silver bill was passed. 
Dut, Mr. Speaker, 1 have not time to go much further on this point. 
I quote as a part of my remarks a portion of the speech made 1n the 
last Congress by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Fort,] in which 
he showed conclusively that the demonetization bill was passed with- 
out being discussed, without the reading of the bill or the knowledge 
of anybody excepting those who were in the secret. As ao friend 
near me [ Mr. GLOVER] says, its very title was deceptive and delusive. 
Those whose duty it was to be on guard were either asleep or lulled 
by assurances that there was nothing in the bill that was wrong, and 
yet gentlemen talk about the haste with which this bill was passed. 
I now quote the language of Mr. Fort showing how that bill passed. 

Mr. Fort said: 

The history of the passage of that most mischievous law may not be fully writ- 
ten, and some may hope that it may never be written; but by some maneuver it 
was done. * * * But this I do say, Mr. Speaker, the people of this country 
were not consulted about the repeal of this important and satisfactory law. It 
slipped through one House and then the other, as things sometimes do. * * * 
It was put through under the suspension of the rules at the bidding of the bond- 
hoklers, and, as the ConGressionaL Recorp shows, without even being read. 
* * * This little mischievous law repealing the legal-tender quality of silver 
dollars was stolen through Congresa, as t belies 6, by being hidden in the body of a 
long bill professing only to modify the coinage laws, and was not discovered by 
the good men who wero on guard here then. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me remind the House that in 1855, twelve 
years ago, the circulating medium of the country was virtually 
$2,100,000,000, for nearly all the public debt was then used as cur- 
reney. Now it is nominally not more than one-third of that sum, 
and really not one-fifth. And yet the gentleman says it is all right 
and all is going on well. 

Sir, it was charged upon this floor by a gentleman from Tennes- 
see, (Mr. Brian, } last year, and proved, that a large amount was 
levied on the stockholders of the national banks to influence legisla- 
tion here. When the gentleman talks of bringing down his half 
million people I beg him to see that they do not come with the 
bankers’ money in their hands. 

As I said just now, this contraction has been the ruin of the 
country. In 1865 that large amount of money was in circulation, 
and justin proportion as that amount has been contracted has the 
value of poaperty gone down. But the gentleman from New York 
asked yesterday “are you going to pay an honest debt of one hun- 
dred cents with ninety-two cents ?” 

I say to the gentleman that when he comes to me with a bond I will 
look at it and see “ what isnominated in the bond.” No time is fixed 
for its payment. And as it is payable in either coin or legal-tenders 
I will say to him“ I will pay youin coin, but if there beonecoin cheaper 
than another I prefer to pay it in that, it being my legal right.” If 
he demands that-I pay him in gold I will say to him “ here Shylock, 
here is your pound of flesh;” “ but if you take one drop of blood, by 
the laws of Venice confiscation and death is the penalty.” That I 
shall say to the gentlemen who endeavor to exercise terrorism over 
us through the press and his half million men. The gentleman from 
New York made a remark in a spirit which I can bardly think he 
meant when he said: 

Why this frantic haste? I am assured by those who served here when the gen- 
tlemen who now control the House and the country were on the other side of the 
Potomac with their guns, that no such hurried proceedings were tolerated. 

What is the meaning of that, sir? 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I meant it as a compliment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I am glad to hear it. Iam glad that 
he meant itasacompliment. Iam glad that hedid not mean to stir up 
old strife ; that be did not mean, hyena-like, to dig into the grave and 
bring up the dead body and gloat upon its stench. I am glad that 
the gentleman meant it as a compliment, and not as intimidation. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I used the wrong word ; allow me to correct 
it. I meant to say that I used that as a bit of pleasantry. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Well, I am glad the gentleman 
used it as abit of pleasantry. Perhaps if he had been over here at 
Bull Run, he wool have seen something more hasty than the pas- 
sage of this bill. I want tosay tothis Houseand to the whole country, 
to the gallant soldiers of the northern army, as I know I can say for 
the gallant soldiers of the southern army, that those men who had 
guns in their hands are now willing to bury the dead past, not to 
bring up these things again for the purpose of reviving old hatreds 
and of influencing legislators in any vote that they may have to give. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Allow me half a minute. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I wish to say that if there is any gentleman 
on that side of the House who supposed that I meant in that allu- 
sion anything unpleasant, | withdraw it, and express cordially and 
earnestly my regret that I should have said a word capable of any 
such interpretation. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I am glad the gentleman has made 
this explanation, because his language struck me as having been 
uttered for a purpose. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. 
for it is the exact truth. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Cavolina. I am sure of that, and I will do 
the gentleman full justice. The gentleman also said that he believed 
the greenback was the most powerful enemy our country has ever 
encountered, slavery only excepted. If I had said that ten years ago 
there was a word called “ loyalty” and another called “ disloyalty,” 


It costs me nothing to make this explanation, 
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two words that prevailed all over this country a hundred Years ac 
Our whig ancestors had no very great respect for that word “ loys sr 
it is true. And I confess that I have seen some things in later da’ 
that has diminished my regard for that word. me ~~ wage 
A distinguished statesman of the republican party is reported + 
have said in New York, some weeks ago, in speaking of cjy;| ar ‘9 
reform, that when Dr. Johnson uttered that celebrated sente “9 
“ Patriotism is the last refuge of a scoundrel,” if he had known of 
this novelty of civil-service reform he would have substituted an 
for the other. Sir, if Dr. Johnson had been in my country and bad 
seen how the people were plundered in the name of loyalty comer 
what a refuge that word afforded for thieves and scoundrels. he y; . 
have forgotten the word “ patriotism,” he would have 
phrase “civil-service reform,” and would have said: 
thon art the refuge, thou art the shield, thou art the strong protection 
of thieves and rascals and scoundrels.’ He never would haye said 
that “ patriotism is the last refuge of a scoundrel.” 

But I must hasten on. There is another thing which the gentp. 
man said. He said “can this Government afford even to risk a con 
structive imputation of dishonesty?” Sir, I think not; I think pot 
But the man who proposes to pay the Government debt accordine t, 
the Government bond cannot with any truthfulness be charged with 
any dishonesty. The gentleman says that all the gamblers of the 
country, all the bankrupts of the country, are found howling for this 
bill. Sir, the gentleman is mistaken ; all the gamblers are not urging 
the passage of this bill. There is a set of gamblers in Wall strec: 
who are striving to defeat this bill; the gentleman does not embrace 
them. They are the gamblers who make iniquitous Black Fridays: 
they are the gamblers who make corners in wheat and corn, no mat. 
ter what suffering it may cause the poor of the country; they are 
the gamblers who make corners and seek to control the price of cot- 
ton and tobacco. Those gamblers are found on the side of the gen- 
tleman from New York, (Mr. CHITTENDEN, ] and I have yet to hear 
of the first one of them who is in favor of this bill. 

There is another thing that I desire to say with regard to this ques- 
tion of contraction. And I call attention to the following extracts 
from the report of the monetary commission, Senate Report No. 703, 
page 25: 

During certain periods in the past, when prices have been falling by reason of a 
shrinkage in tho volume of money, a slow and toilsome advance has been made in 
the accumulation of wealth. Under such conditions its just distrivution is impos 
sible. A shrinking volume of money and falling prices always have had, and 
always must have, a tendency to concentrate wealth, to enrich the few, and to 
poverish and degrade the many. 
throughout the world to-day. 

Same, page 53: 

While the volume of money is decreasing, even although very slowly, the vane 
of each unit of money is increasing in corresponding ratio, and property is fa) ing 
in price. Those who have contracted to pay money find that it is constautly le 
coming more difficult to meet their engagements. The marg ns of s°curities melt 
rapidly away, avd the confiscation by the creditor of the property on which they 
are based becomes only a question of time. All productive enterprises are dis 
couraged and stagnatebecanse the cost of produciug commodities to-day will not 
be covered by the prices obtainable for them to-morrow. Exchanges become slug 

ish, because those who havemoney will bot part with it for either p oe ty or serv 

ces, be ,ond the requirements of actual current necessities, for the obvious reason 

that money alone is increasing in valuo, whilo everything else is declining in price 
‘Thi« results in the withdrawat of money from the channels of circulation, and its 
deposit in great hoards whero it can exert no influence on prices. This hoardiog 
of money. from the nature of things, must continue and increase, not only until 
the shrinkage of its volume has actuall; ceased, but until capitalists are entirely 
sitisfie1 that money lying idle on special deposit will no leuger afford them reveaue 
and that the Iowest level of prices has been reached. — ; 

It is this hoarding of money, when its volume shrinks, which causes a fall in 
prices greater than would be caused by the direct effect of a decrease in the stock 
of moncy. Money in shrinking volume becomes the paramount object of com 
merce instead of its beneficent instrament. Instead of mobilizing industry, it 
poisons and dries up its life-currents. It is the fruitful source of political aod 
social disturbance. It foments strife between labor and other forms of capital 
while itself hidden away in security gorges on both. Itrewards close-tisies lenders 
and filches from and bankrupts enterprising borrowers. It circulates ireely in the 
stock exchange but avoids the labor exchange. It has in all ages been the worst 
enemy with which society has had to contend. 

From the same, pages 55, 56: 

The worst effect, however, economically considered, of falling prices is not upon 
existing property nor upon debtors, evil as it is, but upon laborers, whom it de 
prives of employment and consigns to poverty, and upon society, which it deprives 
of that vast sam of wealth which resides potentially in tho vigorous arms of tbe 
idle workmen. A shrinking volume of money transfers existing property wnjus'!y 
and causes a concentration and diminution of wealth. It also impairs the value 
of existing property by eliminating from it that important element of value coa 
ferred upon it by the skill, energy, and care of the debtors from whom it is wrested 
But it does not destroy any existing property, while it does absolutely annitilate 
all the values producible by the labor which it condemns to idleness. Tbe esti 
mate is not an extravagant one that there are now in the United States three millioe 
persons willing to work, but who are idle because they cannot obtain employment 
This vast poverty-stricken army is increasing and will continue to increase 4s long 
as falling prices shail continue to separate money capital, the fund out of whieh 
wages is paid, from labor, and to discourage its investmentin other forms ot propery 

I said I desired to warn these gentlemen. There is a book called 
Gil Blas, the author of which has immortalized the stupidity and ob 
stinacy of one Dr. Sangrado. Dr. Sangrado had two specitics tor al! 
diseases; these were bloodletting and plenteous draughts of warm 
water. All diseases were to be healed by these two remedies. When his 

tients died, as they often did, the old doctor said, * You have not fol- 

owed my prescription in good faith ; you do not let enough blood ; 
you do not take enough of the aqueous draughts.” The old doctor 
went on in his practice, but his pupil, Gil Blas, having received a 
sound pummeling, forsook it. The old doctor, however, went ov 10 
| his practice and received gold as these bondho!ders have been recelv- 
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After awhile, however, he had killed off all his patients, and 
1 an had to betake himself to cold water and bread. 
Now, these gentlemen, after they have destroyed the foundations of 
fe have taken all the means of the country into their control, 
—— h .y find that by their policy they have destroyed all the 
7 - . of their wealth, then they will realize the fate of old Dr. San- 
om — be glad to get bread and water. Lael: 
7 mes now of the effect of contraction. Mr. William H, Craw- 
ford, Secretary of War in 1820, used this language : 

All intelligent writers on currency agree that when it is decreasing in amount 
pove rty and misery must prevail. 

Was there ever a greater truth uttered? Does it not illustrate 
one is now befalling this country ? Does not poverty prevail every- 
where? Is not misery stalking all over this land? ; _ 

Mr. Speaker, I think that our present distressed financial condition 
is due in the first place to exclusive privileges secured to the national 
hanks, in the second place to contraction, and in the last place to 
the demonetization of silver. Gentlemen say that all these looked 
to the early resumption of specie payment. No, not specie Earaeet 
but payment in gold. These are the things that have brought about 
the present distress. vggaies | what caused the distress, let us ask 
how the remedy shall be applied. We applied on the 4th of this 
month, so far as this House 1s concerned, one lab medicine that 
will go a long ways to relieve the country ; I mean the bill for the 
remonetization of silver. Just here I desire tostate it as my opinion— 
and I believe that every man who reflects honestly upon this ques- 
tion will agree with me—that, if gold had been demonetized instead 
of silver, silver would be worth more to-day relatively in the market 
than gold is. If the Government had said that silver should be the 
enrrency in which alone the bonds should be paid, that silver should 
be the money received for duties on importations, I believe it is as 
demonstrably clear as anything not a question of mathematics that 
the same gentlemen who are now howling for gold would be crying, 
“Give us silver dollars!” for there is not silver cnongh in the coun- 
try to pay the imports for one year, there is not enough of it to pay 
interest on our national bonds. Silver would to-day be worth more 
than gold, beeause in point of value it is the scarcer of the two metals. 

But my good friend from New York, [Mr. TOWNSEND, ] who spoke 
last, talked abont the money for the poor man and the money for the 
rich man. There are some things about which men are very blind: 


When self the wavering balance holds 
‘Tis rarely right adjusted. 


It is curious that gentlemen should say that we want to give the 
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We are seeking to give him what you yourselves declared money, and 
what was money when the bonds were issued. But suppose the so- 
called policy of resumption goes on, what does the poor man get? 
Do you say that it is dishonest to give the bondholder ninety-two 
cents in silver as a dollar when his bond cal’s for one hundred cents 
to the dollar? But the poor man when his labor earns $5 or less is 
obliged to take silver, and he cannot help himself! 

Now, let us see how that will work. Here is a man employed by 
the gentleman from New York, who pays him every day $l. At 
the end of ten weeks he has paid him $60 in silver. That very 
mau goes to pay his rent, and though the gentleman from New York 
has paid him $60 in silver, yet when he comes to collect his rents he 
says ‘Oh, that is the peor man’s money; that is a degraded currency ; 
I cannot take that in payment; give me gold.” So the poor fellow 
must take $06 in silver to get $60 in gold in order to pay his rent. 
Yet these men talk about our treating this question like demagogues; 
they talk about our giving the poor man one kind of money and the 
rich man another! Why, sir, it does seem to me that the cheeks of a 
brazen statue would blush at such talk. They say that silver is 
trash; that honest men would not handle it; yet by the law which 
they passed, and which they insist mast remain on the statute-book, 
they would require every man who had a debt due him of $5 or less 
to receive in payment this worthless, degraded money; but when 
larger sums are to be paid, the larger creditors must have gold! 

Let us look at the resumption act in another aspect. It provides 
for redeeming greenbacks at the sub-treasury in New York, in sums 
of $50 and upward; so that the poor man who has less than $50 is 
obliged to sell his bills te the sharper, the mcney broker, the Shylock, 
before he can get gold for them. Yet they say this bill will ruin the 
poor man! Now, Mr. Speaker, I would much rather let the poor man 
take care of himself than have the bankers take care of him. 

When gentlemen say that the bill for the remonetization of silver 
was not passed in the interest of the country, I call their atteation 
to the fact that it was discussed all over the land, and the vote here 
for its passage was nearly five to one; yet even that vote does not 
fully represent the preponderance of popular sentiment in favor of 
this measure. You will find that outside of New York and other lim- 
ited communities, everybody is in favor of it. 

There is one thing further, Mr. Speaker, which I wish to add: I 
hold in my hand a schedule of the value of gold, month by month, 
from 1862 down to the present time, and also the gold value of the 
currency from that time down to this. There was not one of these 
bonds issued when greenbacks were not worth a great deal less than 
now. Here is the value given year by year. In 1362 it was 83; in 


poor man trash as money. What do we want to give the poor man? ! 1863 it was 68. The following table will give the exact figures : 


CURRENCY VALUE OF GOLD 
Table showing the value in currency of $100 in gold in the New York market, by months, quarter years, half years, calendar years, and fiscal years, 


Periods. | 1862. 1965. | 1866. 








Srom January 1, 1862, to August 31, 1877, both inclusive; prepared by FE. B. Elliott, United States Treasury. 






























1863. | 1864. | | 1867. | 1868. | 1869. 1870. | | 1872 | 1873. | 1874. | 1875. | 1876. | 1877. 

a e- —— — — | | -—— —} ~—_—! — — - — - 
January 102.5 | 145.1] 155.5) 216.2) 140.1 | 1346 | 138.5] 135.6 | 121.3] 110 7 ; 109 1) U7) 114) 125) 1128 106 3 
February 103.5 | 160.5 | 153.6 205.5) 138.4) 137.4) 1414 | 1344) 1195] 15) 103) Mad) 123) 1 5| 1134 15.4 
March 101.8) 154.5) 1629) 1738) 130.5) 135.0) 139.5] 131.3) M26) WLO) 110.1) 115.5) 121) 115.5) 114.3 104 8 
April WLS | ISLS) W727) 1485) 273) 133.6) 1387) 192.9 j WK2 | 110.6) 1d) M78) 44) 1148) 11.0 106. 2 
iM sscnenstaccaerstguercenpiand 103.3} 148.9) 176.3) 135.6) 131.8) 137.0] 139.6) 139.2) 14.7] 115) 113.7) 17.7] 124) 115.8) 112 6 106. 9 
June 106.5 | 144.5 | 210.7) 140.1 148.7 137.5 140.1 138.1 112.9 } 1124} 113.9 116.5 111.3 117.0 125 105. 4 
ee M5.5 |} 1306) 282) M22) 151.6) 139.4) M27) 136.4) 116.8) 1124 } 143) 17) 110.0) 14.8) 119 105. 4 
August 14.5) 128) 254.1) 1435) 1437) 140.8) 1455) 1342) 117.9) M24) 1144) 1154) 109.7) 113.5) 1112 105. 0 
September .........eeeeseceee--| 118.5] 134.2] 2225) 1439] 1455) 143.4] 143.6] 136.8 14.8) 114.5) 113.5) 127} 109.7) 115.8] 110.0 103. 3 
CREE .cccnatenveneausuentunte 128.5 | 147.7] 207.2] 1455] 1483] 1435] 1971] 1302] 1128] 1132] 11232! 1089] 110.0) 116.4) 109.7 eed 
November... eeeeeee-| I3L1] 148.0] 133.5] 147.0 143.8 | 139.6) 134.4) 1262) 14) L12) 129) 1086) 110.9] 114.7) 1091 

DOE . coc cnsccneinbnnainse 132.3} 151.1] 227.5] 146.2 j 136.7) 1948) 135.2) 1215) 110.7) 109.3) M122) 110.0) 111.7] 1139) 107.9)... : 
First quarter year.............. 102.6) 1524) 159.0) 198.5) 136.3) 135.7) 139.8) 1348) 1178) MLL) 109.8) 14d) 19) 142) 113.5 105. 5 
Second quarter year ............ 103.8 | 148.3] 1866) 14.4) 1359) 136.7) 199.5) 136.7) 113.6] 111.5] 1129) 117 3) M24) 159) 127 106 2 
Third quarter year... ......... 116.2] 130.2] 244.9] 1432] 1486] 141.2] 143.9] 135.7] 116.5] 132] 114.1] 114.6] 109.9 | 114.7) 111.0 104.6 
Fourth quarter year ........... 130.6 | 148.9] 2227) 146.2) 1429] 139.3] 135.6] 126.0] 111.6] 111.2] 1128] 109.2| 110.9) 115.0) 108.9}... 

FOR RE BOER occa csvncesevevs 103.2} 150.8) 1728) 169.9) 136.1) 136.2) 139.6} 135.3) 1157] MLS) 1164] 1157] 1122) 1152) dna 105. 9 
Second half year .............- 123.4 | 139.6) 233.8) M47} 1458) 140.3] 139.8) 130.8 1140) 221.1) 1124] 111.9] 110.3) 1148] 109.9 ]........ 
COROIINE WORT, 5 nach cadundicenl 113.3 | 145.2] 203.3) 157.3] 140.9] 1982) 139.7] 133.0) 1149] 17] 1124) 113.8) 112) 49] 15 

Fiscal year ended June 30 ......]........ 137.1 | 156.2] W1.9 140.4 141.0 139.9 | 137.5 1233) 127 111.8 114.6 120) 1127] 113.9 107.9 
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Srom January 1, 1862, to August 31, 1377, both inclusive ; prepared by E. B. Elliott, United States Treasury. 
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Periods. 1962, 1863. | 1964. | 1865. | 1966. | 1967. 
TOMMY ...ccseussedessee ---| 92.6] 639) 643) 4643] 71.4] 74.3 
February ---| 96.6) 623) 631] 487] 723) 728 
Sischeciscncmntemiedeien eiatacme 92.2} 64.7] GL4| 57. 76.6 | 74.1 
BOTT scans vpn tndinnimenakbedl 98.5 66.0 7.9 67.3 78.6 73.7 
Mlb sag-se seusswnateetn doatasnile 96.8} 67.2] 56.7) 737] 759] 720 
TED s covaneccachestibdaeivalhat 93.9 69.2} 47.5 7L.4 7.2 72.7 
TN sh iticdcnnisigpatRadatets escce-| 066] 746] 487] 704) 660] 71.7 
OSCE ce italy rare 87.3) 79.5] 324] 69.7] 67.2! 710 
September. 84.4] 74.5] 449] 69.5] 687! 69.7 
October.......-0... 77.8| 67.7) 483] 68.7] 67.4| 69.7 
November . . %6.3| 67.6] 428) 6%0| 69.5) 71.6 
ORE a dats ceaitadinoldds tii 75.6) 662] 440] 684] 732) 74.2 
First quarter year.............. 97.5| 65.2) 629) 504) 73] 737 
Second quarter year............ 96.3] 67.4| 536! 70.7] 73.6) 73.2 
Third quarter year............| 861] 768] 408] 69.8 | 67.2/ 70.8 
Fourth quarter PURE. cecctvccds 76.6 67 2 44.9 68.4 70.0} 71.8 
First half year........c..00-.000 96.9) 66.3) 57. 58.9 35) 34 
Second balf year ...... eae 81.0] 71.6] 428] 69.1] 686] 713 
Calendar year............- 83] 689! 49.2] 616] 7.0) 724 
Fiscal year ending Juno30......| ...... 729| 640) 4.5) 7.2) 70.9 
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1e6a. | 1869. | 1870. | 1971. | 1872 | 1873. | 1974. | 1975. | 1876. | 1877, 
72.2 73.7 82.4/ 90.3 91.7 88.7) 89.7 82.9 | arG 94.0 
70.7 74.4 83.7 89.7 | 90.7 | £7. 6 | a | 87.3 | 88,2 94.8 
71.7 78,2 £8. 8 90.1; 90.8 86.6; 89.2 86. 6 87.5 95. 4 
721] 72] 884] 90.4] 90.0| 86:9) 8&2] 871] 885 94.3 
71.6) 71.8] 87.2] 89.7/ 92.0; 8x0] #99] w63| #aR 93.5 
71.4 724 8a. 6 89,0 87.8 | BS. 3 | oho #5.4 #8. 9 94.9 
W.1 73.5) 85.6 £9. 0 87.5 #6. 4 91.0) 87.2) 89.4) 4.9 
68.7 74.5 | 84.8 89. 0 87.4 86.7} 91.2 €8.1] 9.9 95.2 
69.6] 7.1) e721) 873) B21! #87] O12) 864!) 999) 96.8 
72.9 76.8 88.7 a. 3 82.3 91.8; 91.0) 8.9] 91.2 

74.4 79.2} 8.8] 8.9 88. 6 92.1} 90.2) 87.5] 91.7 

74.0 82.3; 90.3 91.5 29.1 90.9; 89.6) 87.8] 926)....... 
71.5 74.7 84.9 90. 0 91.0 87.6 | 89.3 87.6 | 88.1 94.8 
7 73.2 88.0 89.7 88.6) 8.3) 89.0 26.3 es. 7 94,2 
69.5 73.7 85. 8 88.4) 87.6| 87.3] 911] 87.2 90.1 95.6 
73.7 79 4 89. 6 90. 0 88. 7 91.6] 90.2 87.0 Ohi acess. 
71.6 739 86.4 89.8 £9. 8 864 29.2 +6.9 x. 4 91,4 
IL5 76.5) 87.7 89.2 88.2 29.4 90. 7 87.1 90.9 ‘ 
71.6 73.2/ 67.0 89. 5 29.0 87.9} 89.9) 87.0 #9. 8 ‘ 
71.5 712.7 81 88.7) 894 &7.3} 689.3 8x. 8 87.8 92.7 
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There is not one of these men who loaned to the Government 
money when it was worth within 30 per cent. of what greenbacks are 
now worth. Yet they talk about being paid in a degraded and dis- 
graced currency! There is not one ie gets silver who will not get 
twenty cents on the dollar more than he loaned, and yet they talk 
about a degraded currency! There is not one who if he gets ninety 
cents in the dollar but will get more than he loaned. Where, then, 
comes in the dishonesty? Where comes in the inequity—I should 
have said where comes in the iniquity? Where comes in the injus- 
tice? Men have by shrewd policy and the power of the lobby put 
this thing on the country, and if the country rises up and says, “This 
shall go on no longer,” they come and talk about hasty legislation. 

The gentleman from New York would make it a violation of con- 
tract if we pass a bill now, saying these debts shonld be paid in 
greenbacks, which were legal tender at the time the debts were con- 
tracted. He says it is also a violation of contract if we remonetize 
silver. That is a strange and perverted ideaof the law of contracts. 
Suppose the last Congress in the manner described by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY,] or in the manner described by the 
gentleman from I)linois, [Mr. ee passed a law declaring bonds 
should be paid indiamonds. Would the gentleman say if wecame here 
to repeal that iniquitious law, “ You are breaking a contract because 
your predecessors said these bonds should be paid in diamonds.” It 
is anudum pactum ; it is a contract not binding. Such contract, sir, 
would not be binding upon this Congress, nor upon the country. 
Nothing, in fact, can bind us; nothing can be claimed as bindin 
upon the Congress of the United States and the people of the Unitec 
States except the money of the country at the time the loan was con- 
tracted. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I said at the outset, this is a question of great 
moment to the country. There is distress everywhere, and the coun- 
try looks to us for relief. Members of this House were elected, most 
of them, in full view of the discussions had on this very question. 
Many come up bere instructed as strongly as men can be by their 
constituents, to put a stop to the iniquities of a financial — 
which has brought ruin to this country. I say here to gentlemen 
who are trying to frighten us from our propriety that in.our opinion 
the voice of the people comes like a mighty whirlwind, demanding 
we shall pass the pending financial measures. The voice of the peo- 
ple demands some justice shall be done to the laboring-men of the 
country and to men who have property other than national bonds. 
The public voice demands the outrages heretofore inflicted shall 
ccase, 

Te public voice demands that there shall no longer be one money 
for the bondholder and another for the laboring-man. The country 
demands that this discrimination shall cease. The country demands 
that the people shall not be taxed to death to pay a class of creditors 
who are not themselves taxed at all and in coin not named in the 
original contract. Thecountry demands these men shall be dealt fairly 
with and no more; and that the debtor shall not be robbed for the 
creditor. It demands we shall cease to take out of the pockets of the 
debtor from thirty to forty cents on the dollar to pay the creditor in 
gold when the creditors themselves are not taxed. 

One thing is sure and cannot be gainsaid. Gentlemen on the other 
side talk about capital running away. All I have to say is, it is 
better to let it run away than to remain here as a mighty Moloch, 
crushing the labor of the country. It is said that injustice is done 
to capital, One thing is quite certain, that while every other species 
of property has depreciated the bonds held by the bondholders have 
advanced in value. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. YEATES. I now yield the remainder of my hour to my col- 
league, (Mr. STEELE. } 

Mr. STEBLE. Mr. Speaker, like the gentleman who has just taken 
his seat, 1 believe it is dae to my colleague from the first congressional 
district [Mr. YeaTrs] that I should return him my thanks for the 
courtesy which at least enables me to get the attention of this House 
for a short time. I know from my observation since I have been a 
member of this body that it is one of the impossible things, for if 
any man has occupied the patient attention of this House while he 
was upon the floor I have failed to see him. But I beg to say it is 
probable enough I might with some wisdom on this occasion take 
the course which has been pursued, in the judicial history of one of 
the States of the American Union, by an associate justice of the 
Supreme Court, who, when his colleague, charged with delivering the 
opinion of the court, saw proper to deliver an elaborate one, contented 
himself with saying simply “I concur in the above.” 

Why, sir, I might, 1 am sare, with equal propriety say to this House 
and to such of my constituents as feel the slightest interest in the 
opinion which I may entertain upon this grave question, that I concur 
cordially in the speech made by my colleague [Mr. Davis] who has 
just taken his seat and the speeches made by the two gentlemen from 
Georgia on this side of the House. 

Sir, according to my opinion, it is perfectly clear that whenever 
there exists an inflated condition of the currency of the country no 
financial wisdom will allow a sudden contraction, and either con- 
traction or inflation of the currency of the country at any time 
brought on by any other means than the healthy demand of trade and 
commerce, will necessarily produce damage and ruin to the country. 
Isay that. I say, sir, that the great laws of trade ought in finance— 
or feenance, or any other way that you choose to pronounce it, [langh- 
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ter]—that the great laws of trade ought, in the matt 
to govern the policy of the country; and if there is any den; 

from them ruin ensues; and I will say further, “ reproach — 
less shame.” a 

Now, sir, I make that remark as not only applicable to the 
which is now pending in this House, but to all othe 
nected with the trade and commerce of the country. 
“put that in their pipes and smoke it,” if I may be all 
the classical language of one of the venerable “ fathe 
(Mr. TOWNSEND. } 

I desire no burdens imposed upon one class of our people for t} 
benefit of another, nor will I consent that any injustice shall be q, o 
to any material interest of the country. Allare entitled to be treated 
alike; and no legislation which separates the population into differ 
ent classes, making one contribute to the support of another in yp, ‘ 
ters of business and trade, or which practically inculeates the Joa... 


®r8 Of finance 


question 
r questions Con- 
And men may 
wed to quote 
rs of this House,” 


. . . les: ) 
that there are really antagonistic interests among the people, can be 
characterized as wise. On the contrary, all such legislation is wroyo 
in principle and will surely lead to disastrous results. . 


. Some tempo- 
rary advantage, it is true, may be obtained, but in the end nde 


try suffers harm, and they who suppose they have reaped a benetit 
will find that it has “ turned to ashes on their lips.” 

Why, Mr. Speaker, I am not a repudiationist. I am in favor, and 
so are those whom I represent, of paying the creditors of this coyy. 
try according to the terms “ nominated in the bond.” I am utterly 
hostile to paying them according to any other terms, and any adyap{. 
age inserted in the legislation of this country by a Congress succes). 
ing that which created the debt im § Upon ine no sort of obliga. 
tion to maintain it. I will not do it; that is all. Why, sir, if tho 
contract was that the bondholders of this country should be paid in 
either “ gold, silver, or base lead,” I would adhere to it. But I wil] 
agree to pay nothing else. I never will agree to the financial system 
which forces a resumption of specie payments for the benefit of only 
one class of the people of this country. : 

I admit, sir, that there is such a thing asa possibility of a resump- 
tion of specie payments on the Ist of January, 1879. But when you 
do that I tell you that, for the pees of what you choose to call 
preserving the honor and a aith of your Government, you are 
crushing out the very life-blood of the toiling millions of this land, 
But then we are told that when we utter such sentiments and make 
use of such expressions as this we are demagogues. Demagozues! 
Sir, from whatever source that foul insinuation comes, upon my re- 
sponsibility as a Representative here or elsewhere | hurl it back with 
all the scorn which an independent American freeman can fee), 

Now, sir, although I desire to pay the creditors of this Government 
according to the terms which are set forth in the contract, I have 
already said I am willing to pay them according to no other terms; 
and when gentlemen come here, whether representatives of bon- 
holders or of the money power of the country—and I have nothing 
whatever to say against the bondholders, for poor as I am I own one 
of. those bonds myself—when they come here and tell us that we 
must adopt a system of forced contraction and forced resumption to 
produce additional gains in the pockets of a certain small fraction of 
the American people, I tell them that they have shown a subliwity 
of impudence which I have never seen paralleled. And when they 
superadd to that the denunciations of men who are graciously ad- 
mitted by some of them to be their peers on this floor, they have 
reached the very pinnacle of effrontery, and we, poor, frail mortals, 
are obliged to stand aghast at an audacity which needs a chastening 
lesson for its humiliation. [Applause.] 

Mr. YEATES. I yield the remaining ten minutes of my time to 
the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN. ] 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, in ten minutes I have no regular 
speech to make, I only avail myself of the few moments allowed 
me for the purpose of making a few expressions with reference to 
the course of this discussion. 

The course of those in favor of the repeal of the law providing for 
the resumption of specie payments on the Ist of January, 1579, and 
of those who have sought to remonetize silver and secure its free 
coinage, has been upon the floor denounced as demagoguery, has been 
denounced as dishonest, has been denounced as unpatriotic, and as 
communistic and agrarian. It has also been called repudiation. For 
one, I believe that the interest of this country demands that measures 
shall be taken to restore it to prosperity again. I fully recognize the 
magnitude of the public debt, and the importance of paying tht 
debt honestly and fairly, both from a regard to abstract justice, and 
in order to preserve the credit and honor of the country. But while 
that debt amounts to about $2,000,000,000, I recognize at the same 
time that the industry, the occupations of forty-five millions of people, 
with the internal commerce amounting to no less than $25,000 ,(00,00", 
are concerned inthis. I recognize the fact that no less than $250,(10),0 
have to be raised to pay the expenses in one formor other of thet oderal 
Government; that more than this sum is required to be raised in 
taxation to pay the expenses of State and municipal governments. 
Indeed, it has been estimated upon this floor that the amount of 
money necessary to be paid in taxation annually is about $750,000, 000; 
that is, as much as the circulating medium of the United States. 

Where, then, is the money to run a commerce of twenty-five bil- 
lions annually ? Are we, for the simple purpose of paying the public 
debt, to neglect the interests of millions of the people and allow the 
country to go into hopeless bankruptcy! I trust, sir, that a broader, 






























higher, and nobler statesmanship is to animate the Representatives of 
ee eonle here, and that while they regard the national honor as to 
meee ae red, they will not hold less sacred the interests of the 
2 : themselves, who have to pay the debt of the nation. 
pee said that our action is repudiation. Gentlemen upon this 
anie well as the newspaper press in parts of the country, have 
ad their tender consciences exceedingly wounded by this spurious 
nes y. Do they recollect that by the act of 1869, at a time when the 
iy onds were payable in legal-tender notes of the Government or 
in wold and silver coin, they deliberately violated the contract be- 
tween the people and their creditors and deprived the people of the 
power to Pay the panion of those bonds in legal-tender notes and 
required them to be paid m coin. It was an unwarrantable disregard 
of the interests of the people in the interest of the bondholder which 
has cost the people of the country five or six hundred millions of dol- 
jars and benefited the holders of bonds to the same extent. These 
weptiemen with the tender consciences did not seem to have their 
sensibilities wounded by that ie that outrage, that violation of 
the contract between the people and their creditors. [ : 

Again, in 1873, by covert action, by an act whose caption did not 
indicate its purport, it was provided that the bondholders could only 
be paid in gold coin. Here was another violation of this great con- 
tract between the people and their creditors in the interest of the 
creditors and not for the benefit of the people. Now, these gentle- 
men’s tender consciences did not revolt against these violations of 
the contract to the injury of the people and to the benefit of their 
oppressors. It is strange, yet true, that their consciences are much 
more tender now than they were then. 

Sir, lam speaking in a very desultory manner, but I want to say 
one thing, and I wish gentlemen to remember it. I say, and I believe 
[speak fora great majority of the American people, that upon this 
question and upon the tariff question, the Government has for the last 
dozen years or more been run exclusively in the interest of classes 
and against the interests of the people. I wish to notify them that 
the people now have been driven by poverty, driven by want, driven 
by distress to an examination of these subjects. Their minds are 
awakened upon them and they mean through their Representatives, 
and if not through these here to-day, through those who will follow 
them, once more to run the American Government in the interest of 
the American people and not in the interest of classes, who have 
robbed the people of hundreds of millions of dollars. 

Sir, it is said that we must get back to specie payments. If gen- 
tlemen honestly desire to return to specie payments, I can suggest a 
very brief and satisfactory way in which they may reach that end 
which will in no way injure the public interest. Pass a law that 
half of the customs duties and other public dues shall be payable in 
legal-tender notes of the United States and you have specie payments. 
You have it without contraction. You have it without holding over 
the national banks that menace which is compelling them to increase 
their reserves, take back their circulation, and withhold their money 
from the people. I hurry rapidly over these points, for I am com- 
pelled to speak very briefly. It has been asserted here to-day by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. paome that there is more money in 
the country to-day than ever before. If he were present, I would ask 
him the question, why is it that property in the city of New York, 
when money is so plenty, is 50 per cent. lower than it was three or 
four years ago? If money is so free and in active use, why is it that 
property is lower and going down and down continually? I think 
he is most egregiously mistaken. 

I desire now, sir, to call attention to another thing that I think is 
calculated to arrest the attention of gentlemen. In former years if 
any citizen of this country acquired a fortune of a few million dol- 
lars it was regarded as a wonder, and it was so because the character 
of our Government and institutions favors the general distribution 
of wealth and the general enjoyment of wealth. Within the last fif- 
teen years fortunes of $25,000,000, $50,000,000, and $100,000,000, have 
been no uncommon thing. Why is this? What has wrought this 
sudden change in the condition of things in this country? Look at 
it and see whether on reflection it isin your judgment possible for 
any human being by legitimate business or fair enterprise in trade 
to make even $25,000,000 in his life time. Now, the gentlemen who 
made these fortunes are not to be characterized as bad or dishonest 
men, and I do not so-characterize them; but how did they do it? 
They did it because by your legislation creating Credit Mobilier, and 
upon the tariff and currency you have given millions of dollars to cap- 
italists at the expense of the people ; by your laws you transferred 
the property of the country from the many to the few, and gradually 
the great masses all over our land, and I challenge contradiction of 
the fact, are growing poorer and poorer year by year, while grand 


— fortunes are growing up under your system of class leg- 
sation, 


Mr. EAMES obtained the floor. 


Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman from Rhode Island yield to me 
to move to adjourn ? 


= EAMES. I _— for that pu . 
Mr. BUTLER. YI move that the House do now adjourn. 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED, 
Eeading the ‘motion to adjourn, 
t. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
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they had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolution of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 38) authorizing the payment of Rev. 
John Poisal, D. D., late Chaplain of the House of Representatives, for 
time of his service as such without taking the oaths prescribed by 
law. ; 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr. CASWELL was granted indefinite leave of absence, on account 
of sickness in his family. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I ask the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
BUTLER] to yield to me to introduce a bill for reference. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to introduce a pension bill for reference; 
I was absent at the last call. 


Mr. BUTLER. I will yicld first to the gentleman from Indiana, 
(Mr. HaMILTON.] 


ROBERT W. SILL. 


Mr. HAMILTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1495) for the relief of Captain Robert W. Sill, Forty-sixth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LYNDE. I desire to introduce a bill for reference. 

Mr. HALE. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
twenty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. BANKS: Papers relating to the petition for relief of David- 
son and Davidson’s heirs—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BANNING: ‘The petition of Captain P. E. Halecomb, that he 
be retired with the rank of major—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Benjamin Best, that he be refunded the excess 
of postage, paid by him above the legal rates, on certain mail mat- 
ter—to the Committee on the Post-Ofiice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BAYNE: The petition of 550 business men and firms of 
Allegheny, Pennsylvania, for an increase of the salaries of letter- 
carriers—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of 100 members of the Harmonic Colonization 
Society of Allegheny, Pennsylvania, for aid toenable them to occupy 
the public lands as homestead settlers, and the petition of 200 citi- 
zens of said city recommending that the said petition be granted—to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of 11 letter-carriers of Allegheny, Pennsylvania, 
for an increase of salary—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURDICK: Papers relating to the private land claims of 
the heirs of Rice Jones, in Illinois—to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: The petitions of Frank Box, John Brice, James 
E. Dickey, Ellen English, Thomas A. Frazer, and Henry E. Shawhan ; 
James 8. Frizell, David A. Givens, Francis M. Gray, Mary A. Hall, 
Henry Johnson, John L. McGhee, Joseph W. McIntosh, Heinrich C. 
Nebel, William L. Northcutt, F. X. C. Nott, Elizabeth Oxley, admin- 
istratrix, James J. Parish, John Quinlan, Eliza T. Rankin, executrix, 
Greenup Remington, administrator, Greenup Remington, Hermann 
Rohs, John N. Smith, Jobn N. Smith, guardian, Susan Tomlinson, Will- 
iam W. Trimble, Isaac N. Webb, Charles A. Webster, and Robert C 
Wherrrett, for compensation for property destroyed by fire at Cynthi- 
ana, Kentucky, June 11, 1864,as a military necessity —to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHALMERS: Papers relating to the claims of Armistead 
Burwell fur rent of his propesty known as the Castle and Manlove 
House, Vicksburgh, Mississippi; forthe destruction ofthe house known 
as‘‘ The Castle,” for the purpose of erecting Fort Castle ; and for sugar 
taken by the United States forces—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COLE: Memorial of J. V. C. Kames, president of the Com- 
mercial National Bank, and other merchants and business men of 
Kansas City, Missouri, for the amendment of the bankrupt law, and 
remonstrating against its repeal—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FELTON: The petition of A. A. Fletcher, executor of H. G. 
Cole, for compensation for property used by the United States Army— 
to the Committee on War Calims. 

By Mr. FINLEY: The petition of Victorine Mott, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: Papers relating to the claim of W. W. Heabbell 
for compensation for the use by the United States of his patents for 
thunderbolt shells and fuses—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Papers relating to the claim of Martha A, 
Ashburn for a moiety as an informer, due her late husband—to the 
Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HENKLE: The petition of Heury M. Hannon, for compensa- 
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tion for property used and destroyed by the United States—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the heirs of John Walton for 
property destroyed by the United States Army—to the same commit- 
tee. 

Also, the petition of W. H. Rogers, that his claim for property taken 
by United States authorities be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KIMMEL: The petition of Elizabeth Wills, for compensa- 
tion for services rendered the Post-Office Department by her late hus- 
band—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of John Hamilton, for compensation for quarter- 
master stores taken by the Uaited States Army—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Magdalin Bodine, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSH: The petition of W. C. Ross and others, of Han- 
cock County, Illinois, for the repeal of the resumption act, the remon- 
etization of silver, and the making of greenbacks a legal tender for 
all dues—to the Committee on Bauking and Currency. 

Also, the petition of Thomas Marquis and others, of Viola, Illinois, 
of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of the letter-carriers of Dayton, 
Ohio, for an increase of salary to $1,200—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Posi-Roads, 

By Mr. MORGAN: The petition of Mrs. Jane Jameson. for com- 
pensation for services rendered in taking care of wounded United 
States soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr.O’NEILL: Papers relating to the patents of W.W. Heabbell 
for lire-arms—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. PAGE: The petition of Andrew J. Worth, to give effect to 
a warrant of remissien of judgment of condemnation in cases where 
money has been paid the collector of customs before the warrant is 
issued—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCHLEICHER: Papers relating to the claim of William 
Schnuehardt for procuring depositions and other documents used by 
the United States in settling claims with Mexico—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Arabella Grover, for compensation for timber 
takeu from i land in Texas by United States troops—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VANCE: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Mount Sterling, North Carolina, to Casby, Teunessee—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WALSH: Papers relating to the claim of James W. Ander- 
son and others for property used by the United States Army—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of citizens of Williamsport, Mary- 
land, for property destroyed by United States forces September 17, 
1862—to the same comnittec. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, November 15, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in reply to a resolu- 
tion of the Senate of the 8th instant, directing “ the Secretary of the 
Interior to communicate to the Senate a statement of the number of 
miles of railroad completed by the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany in pursuance of the acts and resolutions of Congress,” &c., a 
copy of a report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
under date of the 13th instant, giving the information called for ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Railroads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I am requested to present the memo- 
rial of forty-five national banks and others, in the city of Boston, 
remonstrating against the passage of the bill for the remonetization 
of silver. These institutions represent that in the pursuit of their 
legitimate business they are required by law to hold, and are in 
session of, very many millions of dollars of bonds of the United States ; 
that under existing laws they have been required to pay for those 
bonds at least par in gold. They express great apprehension that 
the United States is about, by the passage of this in, if it should 
become a law, to greatly depreciate its own bonds, which they have 
been required by law to hold. They also express great apprehension 
that the passage of this bill will have a very bad influence upon busi- 
ness in general throughout the country. They ask that this memorial 
may be referred to the Committee on Finance, before which this bill 
is pending, and I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES presented additional papers iu the case of Herman E. 
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Davidson, of Gloucester, Massachusetts, praying for the extens: 
his patent for a certain enema syringe; which were sented en ot 
Committee on Patents. «© the 

Mr. DORSEY presented the petition of Theo. B 
citizens of Washington, District of Columbia, praying that +) 
charter of the Washington Market Company be amended as cad _ 
in a bill introduced in the Senate on the 19th of May 1576: a 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia dese 

Mr. HOAR presented the memorial of the national and Savi 
banks of Haverhill, Massachusetts, remonstrating against the ): a 
of the bill (H.R. No. 1093) to authorize the free coinage of the 9 
ard silver dollar, and to restore its legal-tender character: ao. 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. saa ay 

Mr. EATON presented the petition of Seth Drigys, of Now Yo). 
City, praying that some action be taken for the settlement of vs 
claim against the government of New Granada for the loss of ee 
ship Good Return and cargo, captured on the high seas; which y,. 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. , 7 

Mr. RANDOLPH presented the petition of the Medical Society o¢ 
New Jersey, praying that after some fixed date the metric syste: o; 
weights and measures be adopted by the Governinent of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BRUCE. I present the petition of Eli Morrow and 422 others 
colored citizens of the State of Mississippi, praying an appropriation 
of $100,000 to enable them to emigrate to the Republic of Liberia 

The number and character of the signers entitle the petition ce 
respectful consideration by the Senate; but Iam not prepared at this 
time to ask affirmative action in the direction indicated by the pe- 
titioners. : 

I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Commerce 

The motion was agreed to. F 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of O. P. W. Bailey and 
others, county officials and citizens of Jackson County, Missouri 
praying that the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims be extended so 


arnes and others 


| as to embrace claims pending before the Departments; which was 


referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of A. J. Williams and others, county 
officials and citizens of Macon County, Missouri, praying that the 
jurisdiction of the Court of Claims be extended so as to embrace 
claims now pending before the Departments ; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WITHERS presented the petition of Mrs. Jane Dulany, widow 
of Colonel William Dulany, United States Marine Corps, praying 
arrears of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. WHYTE presented the petition of Otho W. Beall, of Baltimore, 
Maryland, a soldier of the war of 1812, praying to be placed upon the 
msion-roll ; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD presented the petition of B. B. Woodward and 
others, citizens of Davenport, Iowa, praying for a change in the law 
relating to the appointment of post-traders, providing that they may 
be appointed by the Secretary of War, upon such recommendations 
as he may deem proper; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of J. H. Merrill, of Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia, praying to be remunerated for a model 
of a library building made in 1873, and which was returned in 
broken and damaged condition ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition of the heirs of Asbury Dickins, deceased, praying cow- 
pensation for services rendered by Mr. Dickins as Acting Secretary of 
the Treasury and Acting Secretary of State, submitted an adverse 
report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

fr. MITCHELL. In behalf of the chairman of the Committee ou 
Claims aud myself, who constitute a very small minority in numbers 
and perhaps in ability, I present the views of the minority in that 


case. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. They will be printed. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SARGENT. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1220) making appro- 
priations to provide for certain deficiencies in the pay of the Savy 
and the pay of the Marine Corps, and for other purposes, to report \¢ 
back without amendment, and I ask, by instruction of the commit 
tee, that the Senate peeen to the immediate consideration of the 
bill. It probably will not provoke debate. We have not amended 
the bill in any particular, but take it as it came from the House of 
Representatives. 7 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BIENNIAL REGISTER. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Iam instructed by the Commitiee onPrinting, 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 192) providing for the prints 
and distribution of the Biennial Register, to report it back without 








~~ 
181 /. 
Iment and recommend its passage. As this bill relates to the 
orn + of a book that is now in type at the Government. Printing 
ae cannot be kept in type, | ask for its present consideration. 
OT wes being no objection, the Senate, as in Comunittee of the Whole, 
i : : 
roceeded to consider the bill. 
red by law to be printed, the Secretary of the Interior is by the 
a ieshal to cause to be printed twenty five huudred copies to be 
aiatributed as follows: To the President of the United States, four 
pers ~ ove copy of which shall be for the library of the Executive 
aap to the Vice-President of the United States, two copies; 
t veock Senator, Representative, and Delegate in Congress, one copy ; 


to the Secretary of the Senate, one copy ; to the Clerk of the House, | 


one copy ; to the library of the Senate, tifty copies, of which one copy 
shall be supplied to each standing committee of the Senate; to the 
library of the House of Representatives, seventy-five copies, of which 
pores copy shall be supplied to each standing committee of the House ; to 
the Library of Congress, twenty-five copies; to the Department of 
Sate, two bondred and fifty copies; to the Treasury Department, 
one hundred and fifty copies; to the War Department, fifty copies ; 
to the Navy Department, twenty copies; to the Department of Jus- 


tice, twenty-five copies ; to the Post-Otfice Department, one hundred | 


copies; to the Department of the Interior, two hundred and fifty 
copies; to the Department of Agriculture, five copies; to the Smith- 
<onian Institution, four copies; to the State library and State his- 
torical society of each State, and to the executive of each Territory, 


In lien of the number of copies of the Biennial Register now au- 





and to the designated depository of public documents in each con- | 


vressional district in the United States, one copy each; and the re- 
maining copies are to be kept by the Secretary of the Interior as a 
reserve, from which he may supply newly created offices; and mem- 
bers of Congress one additional copy each. 

Hereafter the lists directed by sections 198 and 510 of the Revised 
Statutes, to be farnished by the several Departments and oflices of 
the Government for the Biennial Register, are to be made up to the 
last day of June of each year in which a new Congress is to assemble, 
and be filed as soon thereafter as practicable in the Department of 
the Interior. 

‘he bill was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is this what is known as the Blue Book ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes sir. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McDONALD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8S. No. 302) for the relief of Sallic I. Gay ; which 
was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers onthe files 
relating to the case, referred to Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WITHERS asked, and by unanimous consent otained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 303) for the relief of Benjamin H. Jenkins; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Comittee on Claims. 

Mr. SARGENT asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 304) to regu'ate expenditures in the Navy ; 
whieh was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PATTERSON asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 305) for the relief of the heirs and legal 
representatives of Francois Cazeau; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 306) amendatory of an act entitled ‘An act 
granting lands to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
line from Portland to Astoria and McMinnville, in the State of Ore- 
gon;” which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Railroads. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 307) to create an additional land district in the Ter- 
ritory of Idaho; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

_ Mr. EATON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 7) amending the Constitution 
of the United States; which was read twice, as follows: 


_ Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
t Congress assembled, That the following article be proposed to the Legislatures 
of the several States as an amendment to section 1, article 2, of the Constitution 
of the United States, which, when ratified by three-fourths of tho said Legisla 
tures, shall be valid as part of the said Constitution, namely : 

A tribunal for the decision of all contested issues ansing in the choice of the 
elects rs of President and Vice-President shall be appointed in each State, in the 
oe following, to wit: Not less than twelve months prior to the time fixed by 
aw Sor the choice of electors, the governor of each State shall, by and with the 
. viee and consent of the senate of the State, appoint not less than five persons 
earned in the law and otherwise duly qualified, to whom shall be referred, in such 
uanner as the Legislature of the State shall direct, all eases of contested clection 
o. nae in reference to electors of President and Vice-President. And it shall be 
po uty of the tribunal so constituted to hear and determine every such contest, 
call D certey, thirty days at least before the day upon which the electors shall be 
oan “pon to give their votes, their decision therein to the proper retarning officer 
re ’ . of the State, and to transmit an authenticated copy thereof, under the 
Presid © State, to the seat of Goverument of the Uniied Siates, directed to the 

vent of the Senate. 


a person shall be eligible to the office of judge of elections who shall not have 





12aliGcations required by law for jacicial viice ia the State of which heis a | 
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citizen. The term of office of the said judges of election shall expire upon the day 

fixed by law for the oath of office to be taken by the President and Vice-President 

elect of the United States, for the term ensuing after their appointment, and be foro 

entering upon the discharge of their duties they shall be sworn to a faitbiul per- 
formance of the same. 


The joint resolution was referred to the select committee io take 
into consideration the state of the law respecting the ascertainment 
and declaration of the result of the elections of President as al Vice- 


| President of the United States. 


CHARLES W. FIELD. 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask that the bill (S. No. 291) for the reraoval of 
the political disabilities of Charles W. Field, of King George County, 
Virginia, be taken up for passage. It is a bill reported favcrably by 
the Judiciary Committee through its chairman with an unw.aal com- 


| mendatory verbal report. 


There being no objection. the Senate, as in Committee of -ae Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engi ossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed by a two-thirds vote. 


NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 


Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, Loffer the following resolution and 
ask for its present consideration : 
_ Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs is hereby instructed to inquire 
into the propriety of removing the Observatory in Washington City to a more 
eligible site in the District of Columbia and to report what new buildings or struet- 


ures would become necessary in case of such removal, and the probable cost 
thereof. 


The resolution was considered by unanimons consent, and agreed to. 

Mr. THURMAN. I ask that the letter which I send to the Chair be 
read and referred with the resolution to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

CINCINNATI OBSERVATORY, November 10, 1°77. 

Dear Sir: I desire to call your attention to the dilapidated condition and un- 
suitable situation of the Naval Observatory at Washington. Since no other insti- 
tution is dving more for American science than the Naval Observatory, it is very 
unfortunate that its buildings are not better located and at least fire-proof. The 
malaria from the river and the fogs are such as to seriously interfero with the 
health of tho astronomers and the clearness of the sky. A connection of five years 
with the Naval Observatory has given me a personal knowledge of these facts; 


and an impaired health which followed me until my removal from Washington 
has emphasized that knowledze. 

I am sure that all interested in the progress of science in America would be glad 
to see such action taken by Congress as would remedy the evils I have mentioned. 
I thereforo beg your co-operation in furthering any reasonable measure which may 
be presented looking to that end. 

Very truly, yours, ORMOND STONE, Director 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will gu with the resolution 
to the Committee ou Naval Affairs. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Grorcr 
M. ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. R. No. 38) authorizing the 
payment of Rev. JoHN PorsatL, D. D., late Chaplain of the House of 
Representatives, for time of his service as such, without taking the 
oaths prescribed by law ; and if was thereupon signed by the Vice- 
President, 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WINDOM. Is the morning hour business completed ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair knows of no further business 
of the morning hour. 

Mr.WIXDOM. Then I ask the consent of the Senate to proceed with 
the Army appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate, as in Committeeof the Whole, 
will proceed to tho consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 902) making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1878, aud for other purposes. The bill will be reported at 
length, and the first question will be on the amendments proposed 
by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, before the bill is read, I wish to 
state very briefly the amount of the appropriations contained in this 
bill as compared with those of the preceding year and the estimates, 
and also very briefly the character of the amendments proposed by 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

The total of this bill as reported from the House of Representa- 
tives is $25,763,000. The Committee on Appropriations of the Senate 
have reduced it $100,500. The total of the bill for 1877 was as fol- 
lows: Regular appropriation bill for the Army, $25,987,167 ; for tine 
special cavalry furce there was appropriated $1,634,700; making a 
total of $27,621,867. During the last Congress there was a deticieucy 
appropriated of $300,000. There is now pending, or at least estimated 
for, another deficiency of $1,260,000, making the total cost for that 
year $29,121,867. So the Senate will observe that the bill as reported 
from the committee is between three and four million dollars less 
than the total appropriation for the preceding year, including the 
estimated deficiencies. It is also about four and a half millious less 
than the estimates. Whether the amounts reported in this bill will 
be sufficient for the entire expenditures of the Army, remains to be 
seen. The committee did not deem it advisable to delay its passage 
an hour by any ameudwent that could be supplied by deliciencies 
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hereafter if they should become necessary. We have added nothing 
to any item of the bill. . 
There is an amendment on page 5 of the bill to which I will briefly 
call the attention of the Senate. The House bill reads: 
For purchase of horses for the cavalry and artillery, and for the Indian sconts, 
and for such infantry as may be mounted, $200,000: Provided, That a force of four 
cavalry regiments shall be recruited to one hundred men in each company, and 


the same shall be employed in the defense of the Mexican and Indian frontiers of 
Texas. 





The committee recommend to strike out that proviso and insert the 
following provision which was substantialy in last year’s bill: 

That cavalry regiments may be recruited to one hundred men in each company, 
and kept as near as practicable to that number; and a sufficient force of cavalry 
shall be employed in the defense of the Mexican and Ladian frontier of Texas, 


And the committee offer that amendment upon the ground that the 
proviso as it stood before proposes to take the command of the Army 
away from the President. The committee believe that the necessary 
protection will be given by the President under the amendment 
which we propose, and would be given probably without it equally 
well. 

Another proviso is: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall authorize the recruiting the num- 
ber of men on the Army rolls, including Indian scouts and hospital stewards, 
beyond twenty thousand, of whom four full cavalry regiments shall be kept in 
services on the Mexican frontier in Texas. 

The committee recommend that the second proviso be stricken out, 
leaving the number to stand as now authorized by law, which I be- 
lieve the Secretary of War will construe to be twenty-five thousand 
men. 

With this explanation, I ask that the reading of the bill may pro- 
ceed, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the bill at 
length. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I should like to say a few words about 
the general character of the bill before it is read, if the chairman of 
the committee has no objection. 

Mr. WINDOM., I have no objection. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, 1 propose to vote for the appropriation 
of money asked for in the bill. I agreed fully with the committee in 
striking out the clause on page 5, ordering the President to keep any 
specific number of troops at any particular point, believing that it is 
the duty of the Commuander-in-Chief of the Army to be governed by 
the exigencies of the service and that it is not the business of Con- 
gress to instruct himin thatregard. I think, too, that the amendment 
inserted by the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate author- 
izing a sufficient force to be kept along the Texan frontier is all very 
well. But while, as I said, I propose to vote for the bill under the 
circumstances, the bill is an anomaly, and the whole organization of 
the Army is, I was about to say, ridiculous, Perhaps that is not the 
proper word to use in the Senate ; but that is my idea of it. 

It only requires a few words to show the importance of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs of the Senate and the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs of the House of Representatives providing for a complete 
re-organization of the whole Army system, which of course we cannot 
do now. It only needs, I repeat, a slight examination of this bill to 
seo that what I say is correct. First, however,in the act of August 
15, 1576, “to increase the cavalry force of the United States to aid 
in suppressing Indian hostilities,” I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate to this provision : 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of reaentatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the President of the United States be, and he 
is hereby, empowered to increase the number of enlisted men to one handred for 
each company of such regiments of cavalry as may be employed in existing Indian 
hostilities and as in his opinion may require the same: Provided, That not more 
than twenty-five hundred enlisted men shall thus be added at any one time to the 
twenty-five thousand authorized by the act eqyeesns July 24, 1876, making appro- 
priations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877: 
And provided further, That on the cessation of existing Indian hostilities, the num- 
ber of enhsted men in the Army shall be reduced to the number now established 
by rae provided that the reduction shall not be made from the cavalry force 
of the Army. 

As I understand it, that was to add twenty-five hundred more 
cavalry than were provided for under the present organization, 
and the reduction of the Army of course is made by reducing the 
infantry force of the Army. But I will waive that construction, 
which would, if correct, make the present bill more absurd, and speak 
of undisputed facts. This bill provides, Senators will observe, “that 
cavalry regiments may be recruited to one hundred men in each com- 
pany, and em as near as practicable at that number; and asuflicient 
force of cavalry shall be employed in the defense of the Mexican and 
Indian frontier of Texas.” The House has limited the total number 
of the Army to twenty thousand men. It will be observed that when 
the cavalry regiments are filled up as required by this bill, leaving 
out the twenty-five hundred additional men provided for by the law 
of last year, the cavalry will amount to twelve thousand men. We 
have now five regiments of artillery, the authorized strength of which 
is 2,490; actually in service 2,331. These added to the cavalry regi- 
ments make 14,331, 

We are compelled, as the Adjutant-General and the General of the 
Army say, in a report to be found in the CONGRESSIONAL RecorD of 
November 10, to keep employed in various ways, as Indian scouts, 
582; in the Signal Service, 495; as hospital stewards, 152; geveral- 
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service men on duty in the War Department, 376; at West P 
178; as prison guards, 74, and so on, making a total thus 
necessarily, as we are told, of 2,934 men, ani an engineer baployed 
of 198; total, exclusive of infantry, 17,463 men. With a inneion 
of twenty thousand imposed on the Army by the House nie 
twenty-five hundred and thirty-seven men to be divided into t a 
five infantry regiments, one hundred men to a regiment, tey any 
acompany! The Revised Statutes provide that each company ab ° 
have fifteen non-commissioned officers, who are enlisted men é — 
There shall be a first sergeant, a quartermaster-sergeant lear enn 
geants, four corporals, two artificers, two musicians, and one Wag i 
to each company, making fifteen. There are ten companies meek 
regiment. Ten times fifteen makes one hundred and tifty, and _ 
will be one hundred men to the regiment. There are not men some 
to fill the offices. Think of it! One hundred men in a regiment = 
one hundred and fifty officials outside of the rank and file! Tia 
the way the organization will stand. There can surely be po = 
priety in legislation of that sort. p ™ 

We speak much of economy; that seems to be the great ery now 
I do not make any o ition to paying the money required by th), 
appropriation bill. Ths men are in service; the money is owing = 
them; and whether the organization is right or wrong they wed te 
be paid, and this appropriation is required to pay them. But wher 
you come to look over the Army Register for the present year ~~ 
will find this condition of things, that we have 2,151 commissioned 
officers; we have a staff, which I suppose is equal to the staff of the 
army of Russia, of 563. There are in the Medical Department alone 
of generals, colonels, majors, captains, and lieutenants, 192 oflicers 
They have in the Quartermaster’s Department 57, ranking from briga- 
dier-general down to captain, and so on. ms 

The pay of the infantry soldier is $13 a month, $156 a year. The 
House bill proposes, if its action stands, as I have shown, after filling 
up the cavalry regiments, and keeping the artillery as now and the 
detached men as now, to reduce the regiments of infantry down to one 
hundred men each. The pay of the enlisted men ina regiment at $134 
month, or $156 a year, is $15,600 per annum. The pay of the Gene- 
ral of the Army alone is $17,700, or $13,500 is his pay proper, and he 
has $300 a month for quarters and $50 a month for horses. So he has 
$17,700, a year, or $2,100 more than is required to pay a regiment of 
men the way this bill would organize it. 

Each of the colonels now employed in the Quartermaster’s or Med- 
ical Department or in any of the staff at $4,500 a year, which is the 
pay as stated in the Army Register, and $4,000 for a lieutenant- 
colonel, costs more money than the mén he commands. 

I make these statements for the purpose of having the committees 
of the House and Senate who have charge of these things look into 
the organization of the Army and see that we are not doing such 
ridiculous things as we seem to be doing now, keeping up a great 
staff, keeping up an organization of twenty-five regiments with no 
men, for the infantry have nothing left after we have done what is 
proposed to be done in this bill. What I suppose Congress ought to 
do should be at least try to put it in some shape where it will not 
be, as I said at first, ridiculous. 

I do not mean to make war upon the officers of the Army. On the 
contrary, I am free to say that if I had my way I would put a:ldi- 
tional duties upon them. I would remove the supernumeraries that 
are hanging about Washington and doing no good, and the colonels 
and others who are promoted to be colonels in order to be aids to 

enerals by the dozen; or I would give them active employment. | 
cone always believed that the proper way to manage the hostile In- 
dians was through the War Department. The officers of the Army 
and the soldiers of the Army have no interest in Indian wars; they 
are the sufferers. I believe that they are as a rule emphatically hon- 
est men. They are subject to court-martial if they misbehave ; and 
in view of their education as gentlemen, and the punishment which 
can be inflicted upon them for acting improperly, and their well 
known integrity in money matters, we can save millions of dollars 
by putting all the Indian Burean under the charge of the War De- 
partment and give active, beneficial, and useful employment to very 
many officers who are now doing nothing. Besides that, we must 
consolidate these regiments down to something like a number that 
will give at least a Sone force, rank and file, instead of all being 
ofticers, as they must be if we continue the system now going on. 

I believe that is all that I desire to say, as I do not want to throw 
obstacles in the way of the passage of a bill providing for the pay- 
ment of the twenty thousand men, which I think is all we have and 
all we need. 

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to ask my friend from Kentacky 
whether, while reducing the officers, it would not be well also, cou- 
sidering the dangers of certain of our frontiers, to bring up the inex- 
pensive part of the Army to a thoronghly efficient standard. Con- 
solidating the regiments would simply reduce their number. Con- 
sidering the extent of this country, greater than Europe, the fact that 
we are liable at almost any time to have destructive and expensive 
Indian wars, the great cost of the transportion of our troops from 
remote points to other remote points, which is made necessary by the 
small number of soldiers, would it not be well and would it not be 
wise economy really to fill + the fighting part of the Army to seme 
thing like an efficient force iia 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I am not well enough versed in military 
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or in the necessities of the service, to say what is a sufficient 
— euard the frontier. I want the frontier thoroughly guarded 
a eeatelt and whatever is necessary for that purpore I am 
- ae vote. On the proper report of the Military Committees of 
ae ate and House setting forth the necessities of the service, I 
= ‘lling to do whatever is necessary for that purpose and to fur- 
a roper number of officers and to pay them well. I am no ad- 
ne a vatting down pay. Iam in favor of cutting off the super- 
; Se eee ies and men that are useless and that we cannot give employ- 
a * either in the Indian Bureau or somewhere else. Let them 
ilo everybody else has to do—seek employment in the walks of pri- 
Sle about all the answer I can make. I think this whole sys- 
tem will have to be changed. I vote for the bill now because I am 
compelled to do 80; but I hope the appropriate commit tees will give 
us a proper organization at the next session of Congress after due 
deliberation. If I have called their attention to evils which I think 
are flagrant, my present purpose 1s accomplished. 
” The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will bo read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. a 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments, Which were acted on as reached in the reading of the 
The first amendment of the committce was in line 8, to reduce the 
appropriation * for expenses of the Commanding General's otlice 
from $3,000 to $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the clause making appropriations for 
the Pay Department, in line 22, after the word “ hundred” to strike 
out the word “ privates” and insert “ enlisted men ;” in line 23, after 
the words “ pay of,” to strike out the words “ fifty-two ;” and in line 
»4, after the word “ clerks,” to insert the words “ not exceeding fifty- 
four;” so as to make the clause read: 

Pay department: 

For pay of commissioned and non commissioned officers, privates, military store 
keepers, medical storekeepers, musicians, and veterinary surgeons, artilicers, far- 
riers, saddlers, and wagoners, including the pay proper of three hundred enlisted 
men employed as Indian scouts and the pay of contract-surgeons, the pay of pay- 


masters’ clerks not exceeding fifty-foar, of two hundred hospital-stewards, of two 
hundred hospital-matrons, &c. 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 92, after the word “ provided,” to 
strike out the following words: 

That a force of four cavalry regiments shall be recruited to one hundred men in 
each company, and the same shall be employed in the defense of the Mexican and 
Indian frontier of Texas. 


And in lieu thereof to insert : 

That cavalry regiments may be recruited to one hundred men in each company, 
aud kept as near as practicable at that number; and _a sufficient force of cavalry 
suall be employed in the defense of the Mexican and Indian frontier of Texas. 

And to strike out the following proviso from lines 99 to 103: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall authorize the recruiting the num- 
ber of men on the Army rolls, including Indian scouts and hospital stewards, be- 
vond twenty thousand, of whom four full cavalry regiments shall be kept in service 
on the Mexican frontier in Texas. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I wish to make an inquiry of the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations in reference to this 
clause which ths committee propose to insert: 

That cavalry regiments may be recruited to one hundred men in each company, 


an! kept as near as practicable at that namber; and a sufficient force of cavalry 
suall be employed in the defense of the Mexican and Indian frontier of Texas. 


I believe there are twelve cavalry regiments. 
Mr. WINDOM. My recollection is ten. 


Mr. THURMAN. It is ten or twelve; I am not sure which. 
Mr. MAXEY. Ten. 


Mr. THURMAN. rey well; there are ten. Now, if these ten | 


regiments were recruited to the standard of one hundred men to a 
company, the effeet would be to increase the Army beyond twenty- 
live thousand men. I understand that is the present limit, twenty- 
five thousand men, If that limit was arrived at by estimating the 
cavalry regiments as recruited up to one hundred men in each com- 
pany, then this proviso would not add to the number of twenty-five 
thousand men; but if the law, as it now stands, in respect to limit- 
ing the number of the Army to twenty-five thousand, does not con- 
template that the cavalry regiments should be recruited in the man- 
ner here specified, that is, one hundred men to a company, then what 
I wish to suggest is whether this is not a new and substitute pro- 
vision that would have the effect of increasing the Army beyond the 
twenty-five thousand men. 

Mr. MAXEY. The law does require it now—the act of July, 1876. 
_Mr. WINDOM. This is a copy of last year’s act, I will say to the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. MAXEY. J will state to the Senator from Ohio that I know 
the fact to be that it is now the law that the cavalry companies shal] 
be kept up to one hundred men toa company, and that there shall be 
an adequate force on the frontier of Texas. ‘I know it because I drew 
tinyself. It was passed in July, 1876. It was thrown into a confer- 
ence between the Senate and House, reported favorably by both com- 
muttees, and is now a law. : 


Mr. THURMAN. Then the question I wish to ask is whether, if 
VI——27 
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that law be complied with, the number of the Army under existing 
law may or may not, or will or will not, be in excess of twenty-five 
thousand? That is the question I want answered. . 

Mr. WINDOM. I will say to the Senator from Ohio that it will 
probably not be the construction given. 

Mr. THURMAN. I am not speaking about probabilities, but possi- 
bilities under the law. 

Mr. WINDOM. The question asked by the Senator was whether 
it may or may not, will or will not; and I say it probably will not 
be beyond that, as the construction given to the law by the Seere- 
tary of War is that that is the limit, twenty-tive thousand, as he 
informed the Committee on Appropriations. This does not require 
all the cavalry regiments to be filled to the full number authorized 
by law, but the cavalry regiments “ may be recruited,” such as may 
be ordered or found necessary by the exigencies of the times. I do 
not think it increases the Army beyond twenty-five thousand. 

Mr. BECK. I would say to the Senator from Ohio, if he will allow 
me, that if the regiments are increased to twelve full companies of 
oue hundred men, or twelve thousand men, there being no provision 
in the bill reducing the infantry regiments, there is very great danger 
that a construction may be given to it such as the Senator from Obio 
fears; and it was because of that apprehension that I and some others 
of us objected to any change being made. It is obvious that there 
are not over twenty thousand men now in the service. When you 
read the Adjutant-General’s report, although it shows twenty-two 
thousand men, it shows that that includes all present and absent. 
I suppose there is great danger of the construction the Senator fears. 
That is one of the difficulties I feared if we took off the limit of 
twenty thousand put in the House bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I shall be very careful, if I can, 
not to give rise to any discussion which would unnecessarily delay the 
passage of the Army appropriation bill. The oflicers and soldiers of 
the Army have suffered more than they ought to have suffered, and I 
for one would vote to pay interest upon the pay they ought to ha've 
received long ago. I think it ought to be paid. It is therefore with 
great reluctance that I say a word upon this bill; but it does strike 
me that the construction which I suggesfed is inevitable, and that, if 
this bill passes in this way, the effect is to give legal sanction to an 
increase of the Army beyond twenty-five thousand men. Perhaps 
that has already been done py the law referred to by the Senator from 
Texas. If so, then there ig no necessity for this amendment of the 
committee. If the law as it now stands imperatively requires that 
the ten regiments shall be recruited up to twelve hundred men each, 
then I submit that there is no necessity for this provision that cav- 
alry regiments may be recruited one hundred men to each company 
and kept as near as practicable at that number. The Senator from 
Texas says that is already the law; he says it is imperative law al- 
ready. If so, see no necessity for it here. This isan appropriation 
bill. You appropriate sufficient money to pay for all the men who 
may lawfully be enlisted ; but there is no necessity for repeating the 
law of 1576, to which the Senator from Texas has referred, if indeed 
that law is as he has stated it, about which I know nothing, for I do 
not remember to have seen the law at all. 

While on this subject I wish to say one word more. It does seem 
to me that an appropriation bill is one of the worst places in the 
world, unless there is some great and overshadowing reason for iv, 
to legislate or: the organization of the Army oritsnamber. It seems to 
me that that isa matter which belongs to the Military Committee. Itis 
a matterabout which the Committee on Appropriations isnot supposed 
to he specially informed, but the Committee on Military Affairs is 
supposed to have that special knowledge which would make its rec- 
ommendations entitled to the greatest consideration ; and it does 
seem to me that any law which fixes the numberof the Army, or the 
number of the different branches of the Army, or the organization of 
the Army, ought to be a well-matured bill coming from the Military 
Committee, either of the Senate or the House. It is with some reluct- 
ance, therefore, that I see anything like legislation in this bill beyond 
appropriations of money, which belong to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. We know what is necessary to pay the Army. We know 
what is due them, or at least the committee know it. They can re- 
port the payment of what is due. They know what is necessary to 
maintain the Army at whatever status the laws allow, whether it is 
twenty thousand men or twenty-five thousand men; and the com- 
mittee can report accordingly ; but it does seem to me that it is not 
a wise procedure to ingraft legislation in regard either to the number 
or the organization of the Army on an appropriation bill. 

I shall vote, Mr. President, for almost any bill that will put an end 
to the crying injustice that is now being done, and has been for some 
months, towards the Army of the United States; but I should be 
sorry to be compelled to vote for this amendment of the Appropria- 
tion Committee when the necessary interpretation, as it seems to me, 
is to give legal sanction to an increase of the Army beyond the num- 
ber of twenty-five thousand men. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will read the act to which I referred, which was 
approved on the 24th day of July, 1876. It will be found on page 
92, volume 19, of the Statutes : 


For purchase of horses for the cavalry and artillery, and for the Indian scouta, 
and for such infantry as may be mounted, $250.000: Provided, That cavalry regi- 
ments may be recruited to one hundred men in each ccmpany and kept as near as 
practicable at that number; and a suflicient force of cavalry shall be employed ia 
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the defense of the Mexican and Indian frontier of Texas: Provided, That such 
assigument of recruits shall not increase the total aggregate of the Army beyond 
the number of twenty-five thousand enlisted men, as provided in this act. 


Mr. WINDOM. In answer to the Senator from Ohio, I will say 
that I find no law which imperatively requires these regiments to be 
kept at the full number. 

Mr. THURMAN. I said it was so stated by the Senator from Texas, 
and I said that I did not remember ever to have seen the law; but I 
understood the Senator from Texas to say that this is already the law 
by the passage of some act in 1576. 

Mr. MAXEY. I read the act. 

Mr. WINDOM. The act read by the Senator from Texas is not 
imperative, but only authorizes such regiments as the President may 
think fit to be kept at the full number to be made so. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then, taken in that way, this is nothing but a 
repetition of that provision. 

Mr. WINDOM. As I stated in the outset, this is simply a copy of 
the act on that subject, and as it has not increased the number of the 
Army over twenty-five thousand, I think it safe to leave it this year 
as it now stands. 

Mr. McDONALD. I ask the Senator why the prohibition increas- 
ing the Army beyond twenty-five thousand men is omitted from this 
bill, if it is a copy of the act of 187617 

Mr. WINDOM. The act from which this copy is taken did not 
limit the Army to twenty-five thousand men. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I understood that the act read by the Senator 
from Texas did limit it. : 

Mr. WINDOM. This is taken from the appropriation act for 1877. 

Mr. WITHERS. I will state that the danger is guarded against by 
the amount of the appropriations. The appropriations embodied in 
this bill are predicated upon the present existing strength of the Army. 
Not a dollar has been added to it. The provision for the recruiting 
of the cavalry regiments to a hundred men per company is one 
which is discretionary ; it is not compulsory at all. Therefore there 
is no probability, not the slightest, not even a possibility, of recruit- 
ing to twenty-five thousand men with the present appropriation. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. As I understand the law, without reference to 
this appropriation bill, the Secretary of War cannot increase the 
Army beyond twenty-five thousand men. Without reference to this 
bill at all, under existing law he cannot increase it. The law with 
regard to filling up the cavalry regiments simply gives him power to 
fill them up; it does not make it obligatory ; so that under no cir- 
cumstances, no matter what appropriation we pass here, can the Sec- 
retary of War under the law increase the Army beyoud twenty-tive 
thousand men. 

Mr. THURMAN. That may be the way the law stands now. The 
Senator from Rhode Island may be quite right that that is the present 
state of the law, but I submit if this be passed the law may be changed 
and then you may go beyond twenty-five thousand men. It seemsso 
to me, at least. 

In answer to the suggestion of the Senator from Virginia that this 
bill appropriates for an Army of twenty thousand meu, assuming that 
to be the number now borne on the rolls of the Army, then I do not 
see how you can increase the cavalry regiments, which certainly do not 
contain alundred men to the company, unless you decrease the infantry 
regiments. You must take it off the one if you increase the other, and 
keep your Army at the present number of twenty thousand men. It 
only makes it the more apparent to me that this is not a very good 
place to legislate upon such a subject. 

Now, I wish to make a suggestion, which I think will reconcile 
everybody. Instead of striking out the second proviso in the House 
bill, which reads in these words: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall authorize the recruiting the num- 
ber of men on the Army rolls, including Indian scouts and hospital stewards, be- 
yond twenty thousand. 

Insert in lieu of the word “twenty” the word “ twenty-five,” and 
retain that proviso; so that it will read: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall authorize the recruiting the num- 
ber of men on the Army rolls, including Indian scouts and hospital stewards, be- 
yond twenty-five thousand. 

And leave out the remainder of the proviso, because that is already 
ee for. Is there any objection to amending the bill in that 
way 

Mr. WINDOM. I wish to correct a statement I made in answer to 
the Senator from Indiana, who asked me if the limitation was not 
in the act from which this amendment was taken. I stated it was 
not, but I was under a misapprehension. There was a limitation of 
twenty-five thousand in that act. While I have no authority from 
the committee to accept, personally I have no objection to the limit- 
— suggested by the Senator from Ohio, and am willing to vote 

or it. 

Mr. ALLISON. If I may be permitted to make a suggestion with 
reference to this provision, 1 am quite sure the limitation is here 
twenty-five thousand men; that is, so far as the recruiting of these 
cavalry regiments is concerned. 

Mr. THURMAN. But suppose you change the law by this bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. But I do not agree with the Senator from Rhode 
Island that there is an absolute limitation by law to twenty-five thou- 
sand men. That limitation has been placed in each appropriation 
bill, aud it applies to the appropriations from year to year, as I under- 
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stand it. The appropriation act alluded to just now by the cha 

of the committee limits the recruiting under that appropriate” 
twenty-five thousand men; but if there is no limit in Rion — to 
tion, under the permanent statute in reference to the oneeea 
the Army, the enlisted men can run up to thirty thousand meal . 
cause that is the Army organization. Therefore this limit of -* a, be- 
five thousand, as I understand it, has been placed in the ap - - 
tion bills from year to year, and I think it ought to eentinns ayes 
appropriation bill in some form. It is, in so far as it affects th this 
crease of these cavalry regiments; but the limitation ought ‘ - 
somewhere else, if we are to limit the whole number of the Roe we 

Mr. CONKLING. Why is that sof Why does thot limit . 
twenty-five thousand men? I do not understand it to be go dis 

Mr. ALLISON. Because of the statute of 1876, which is a per 
nent statute, and does not apply to the appropriation )il| ie tee 
year. 

Mr. THURMAN. That only applies to that appropriation, 

Mr. ALLISON. No, the provision of 1876 is: 

That cavalry regiments may be recruited to one hundred men in eac 
and kept as near as practicable at that number; and a sutlicient force of cavalr 

\ oo in the defense of the Mexican and Lniian froniier of hoe 
Provided, That such assignment of recruits shall not increase the total aggregate of 
the Army beyond the number of twenty-five thousand enlisted men, as provided 
in this act, 

Mr. CONKLING. Is that in an appropriation bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. How does the Senator say it is a permanent stat. 
ute governing this? 

Mr. ALLISON. That it does govern this? 

Mr. CONKLING. That it does govern this bill before us, when jt 
becomes a law f 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it does. 

Mr. CONKLING,. I understand my honorable friend to say that as 
to these cavalry regiments no limitation is necessary because under 
the provision here recruiting cannot exceed a total of twenty-tiye 
thousand men. Now, I ask him to explain how that is true in view 
of what he has said. I do not understand it. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I shonld like to ask the Senator from Iowa 
whether the Secretary of War under the existing law can now jp. 
crease the Army beyond twenty-five thousand men ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that he can do so. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I differ with the Senator and should like to have 
his authority for the statement. 

Mr. WINDOM. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me a moment! 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WINDOM. I understand, as I have already stated it, that the 
construction given by the Secretary of War is that he cannot increase 
the Army beyond twenty-five thousand. My own belief is that the 
Army can be increased beyond twenty-five thousand men under the 
law. But I gave the Senate his construction some time ago. I am 
perfectly willing to accept the modification proposed by the Senator 
from Ohio. 

Mr. ALLISON. The law of 1876 provides that the appropriation 
shall not be used to recruit the Army beyond twenty-five thousand 
men. Now, if we make another appropriation for the Army without 
any such limitation, the Army can be recruited to the extent author- 
ized by the law organizing the Army, which limits the number of 
enlisted men to thirty thousand, and not to twenty-five thousand. | 
understand the criticism of the Senator from New York, and I think 
the criticism is well taken. I think the limitation ought to be on 
this bill. 

Mr. WITHERS. I will ask the Senator from Iowa if he does not 
understand, however, that the limit of recruiting would be found in 
the amount of appropriation? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. WITHERS. That is the point I have made. 

Mr. ALLISON. That would be the limit unless they recruited with- 
out an appropriation. They might recruit men without any appropr- 
ation. 

Mr. THURMAN. 1 am in favor of this proviso as it came from the 
House ; but as that may not be the opinion of a majority of the Sen- 
ate, and to prevent the increase which it seems to me perfectly plain 
may take place up to thirty thousand men should this bill pass as 1t 
now comes reported from the Committee on Appropriations, I move 
to amend the proviso sought to be stricken out, by inserting the word 
“five” after “twenty” in line 102, which I understand the Senator 
from Minnesota consents to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amendment pr 

by the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, I shall object to it. The House pro- 
posed to place this on the bill: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall authorize the recruiting the num 
ber of men on the Army rolls, including Indian scouts and hospital stewards, be 
yond twenty thousand. : 

Therefore I object to the amendment of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. THURMAN. I agree with the Senator from Connecticut if I 
understood him that he is in favor of fixing the Army at twenty 
thousand. 

Mr. EATON. I am. a 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes; but my purpose is in case a majority of the 
Senate are uot willing to limit the Army to twenty thousand mea 
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- sist on twenty-five thousand, that this proviso may be amended 
but 7 ve that effect; and then the Senator by voting against strik- 
ae em as amended will accomplish his purpose exactly. I there- 
nee ‘al « that motion to insert “ five” after the word “ twenty.” 
to he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Ohio. ? . . J 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, it seems to me that economy and 

form in both naval and military matters are better reached by 
. _ Ww superfluous officers than diminishing the number of soldiers 
_ ie We have cut down our Navy to seventy-five hundred 
a va inadequate force to the wants of the service, while we 
— nanel officers in such superabundance that they crowd each 
_ a the navy-yards, at the hospitals, at the bureaus, and in 
every part of the country or world where there is any excuse to send 


them. 


The rank and staff of the Army, as now organized, is enormously 


disproportioned to the force of the common soldiery. The common 
soldier, of course, must be properly directed, but he is the working 
bee of the hive. He carries the rifle ; he is the one who, properly 
directed, can defend the frontier or be relied upon in case of any emer- 
gency. The ofticers without the soldiers are of no service what- 
ever, and supertluous officers are of no service. But we need an 
adequate, compact Army, sufficiently large to give security to our 
extensive border, duly officered, and fully provided with all means 
for effective war against the savages who make annual raids upon 
the settlers of the Territories. Whatever is more than this, should be 
lopped off. Whatever is less, is noteconomy. ‘ 

| look with some apprehension upon the condition of our Indian 
border. On the 26th of June, 1876, the Army appropriation bill being 
under consideration, I alluded to the then threatening condition of 
affairs in some of the Territories. I said: 

I must confess that Llook with some apprehension on the prospect of a tolerably 
general Indian war on the frontier, from the Sioux to the Texas border. I hope 
\hat my anticipations will not be realized ; but we have some very important opera- 
tions on our hands there now, and they are likely to extend into the next fiscal 
year and perhaps grow in importance. This bill in its present shape, even taking 
all the amendments of the Senate Committee on Appropriations, will not be sufti- 
cient to bear the charge of an Indian war, even to the extent which we now have 
it upon our hands. 

The day before those remarks were made, as we learned on the 5th 
of the following month, General Custer was slain on the Little Big 
Horn, and scarcely a man was left alive of his gallant force. I con- 
ceive that we are remiss if we do not take into full consideration the 
deadly character of the warfare liable at any moment to aftlict our 
borders and strain the energies of our diminished troops. 

During the last year fifty citizens of Montana have been slain in 
Indian incursions, and some three or four hundred thousand dollars’ 
worth of property has been destroyed. On some of the main routes 
the mails have been interrupted for weeks. Citizens and their fami- 
lies fled in terror from their homes, from their mines and cultivated 
farms, and to protect them we had skeletons of regiments : abundance 
of officers and almost no soldiers. 

Sir, to cut down the Army of the United States to twenty thousand 
men, including scouts, hospital stewards, &c., will be to still further 
render defenseless these regions of the United States. Perhaps we 
do not realize, sitting here in our comfortable chairs or at our homes 
remote from disturbances of this kind, how terrible the cry of the 
savages is, either by day or by midnight, about the lonely cabin, at an 
isolated farm-house, or even in the small towns scattered here and 
there through the West throughout these growing Territories. It is 
as terrible as it was when it was heard on the occasion of Indians 
attacking the borders in the early periods of our history, when 
women were outraged and sealped, as they now are in Montana and 
other Territories. Those scenes are too terrible to have all their 
horrors accurately described in a presence like this. 

It seems to me that the Senate ought to consider well before de- 
creeing that the small Army which we have shall in its effective arm 
be still further reduced. The law fixes the number at twenty-five 
thousand men. Why should we legislate, upon an appropriation bill 
of all bills, to cut it down to twenty thousand? We certainly ought 
not in face of the dangers which now surround our frontiers. If it 
be said that these Indian troubles are ended, I ask what Senator 
would have predicted that we should have a war with Chief Joseph 
and his band when we left here last spring? An Indian war is liable 
to occur at any time, and those who are the victims are not the ag- 
gtessors necessarily in an Indian war. The difficulties which have 
vceurred in Montana during the past season were not stirred up by 
the citizens of that Territory. Indians who lived remote from the 
Territory, for some real or fancied cause of offense, swept down upon 
Montana and worked the scenes of misery and desth which were 
enacted there and which led our Army—depleted as it was, sent at 
great cost from distant points as it was—led them through a race of 
ee of miles until finally the Indians were overtaken and cap- 

ad. 

Now, I am willing to go as far as any Senator in economy in the 
true direction in reducing the military or naval establishments. 1 
believe there is a strong necessity for reform, and that it can be 
secured by apt legislation. 
= Senate afew days ago on my motion adopted a resolution in- 
a ig whether promotions in the Navy aro made eee to law ; 

ether men are promoted who are physically incapacitated for duty 





at sea; whether in effect the system of promotion is not more rapid 
and more careless than the law authorizes; whether men are not 
taken who are incapacitated by chronic rheumatism or gout, or some 
other fashionable disease, and put up into the higher grades of the 
Navy, where they are unable to comply with the law which requires 
that they shall command a fleet or shall discharge important duties 
abroad or at sea. 

We have received a reply to that resolution, from which I learn— 
and I think it comes from the inexperience of the present Secretary 
of the Navy, from the fact that he is compelled to rely upon the in- 
formation of others, perhaps to a certain extent interested, and has 
not yet had time to inform himself of the details—that no further 
legislation is necessary in order to prevent these promotions, and that 
there can be ne promotions of this character because none has been 
called to his attention. He says: 

All cases of officers, whatever the grade, proposed for promotion are referred to 
these boards of medical examiners, whose examingtions are in accordance with the 
foregoing orders ; that is, of such a character as will enable them to pronounce the 
candidate ‘‘physica'ly qualified to perform all his duties at sea,” except in those 
cases where “ physical disqualitication was occasioned by wounds received in the 
line of duty,” &c., as provided in section 1494 of the statute. 

In further response to said resolution the Secretary of the Navy has the honor to 
say that he has no knowledge of any instance in which the board of medical exam- 
iners have failed to perform their duties in conformity to law, and that in his judg- 
ment no such instance exists, because none such has been brought to his notice. 


Now, I am informed that it is a fact, and I think I can say so con- 
fidently, that there is no examination for promotion whatever for 
staff officers of the Navy; that, although the law expressly provides 
that no man shall be promoted in the Navy to a higher grade unless 
a board of medical officers shall have examined him and decided that 
he is qualified to perform his duties at sea, yet, in reference to that 
large class of naval officers, staff officers, no such examination what- 
ever takes place. Certainly, I must suppose that the Secretary’s in- 
experience has led him to send this answer to the Senate, for I know 
he is personally zealous and disinterested in the discharge of his 
duties. To show that I am not in error in reference to the statute, 
I will quote section 1493 of the Revised Code: 


No officer shall be promoted to a higher grade on the active list of the Navy, ex- 
cept in the case provided in the next section, until he has been examined by a board 
of paval surgeons and pronounced physically qualified to perform all his duties at 
sea. 

Is not a naval staff officer an officer of the Navy necessarily? There 
certainly can be no refinement of language which will avoid this con- 
clusion. And yet, unless my information is entirely wrong, (and 1 
have it, I think, from the best sources of information,) there is no ex- 
amination for promotion at all on the part of staff officers. Unless I 
misunderstand the prompt answer of the Secretary, he has over- 
looked or is not informed as to this condition of facts. 

Section 1494 makes an exception : 

The provisions of the preceding section shall not exclude from the promotion, to 
which he would otherwise be regularly entitled, any ofticer in whose case such 
medical board may report that his physical disqualitication was occasioned by 
wounds received in the line of his duty, and that such wounds do not incapacitate 
him for other duties in the grade to which he shall be promoted. 


This exception was reserved in the resolution of the Senate. 

Section 1496 shows that examination with reference to physical 
and mental and professional qualifications shall be carried into the 
higher grades, shall not stop with ensigns or lieutenants or cap- 
tains: 

No line officer below the grade of commodore, and no officer not of the line, shall 
be promoted to a higher grade on the active list of the Navy until his mental, moral, 
and professional fitness to perform all his duties at sea has been established to the 
satisfaction of a board of examining officers appointed by the President. 

The next section, 1497, is: 

In time of peace no person shall be promoted from the list of commodores to tho 
grade of rear-admiral, on the active list, until his mental, moral, and professional 
fitness to perform all his duties at sea has been established as provided in the pre- 
ceding section. 

I admit that it appears to me that these provisions of law are 
ample. The fault isin the administration of the law. I think no 
one can successfully contend that the present mode of examination 
gives us sound admirals and commodores, as a universal rule, on the 
active list. Personal instances to the contrary are known to Senators. 

The existing orders for the examination of naval officers, as they 
are reported to us by the Secretary of the Navy, may be liable to 
some criticism. He is not responsible for them, and I am not seeking 
to fasten responsibility on any one. I attack asystem. This system 
seems to have grown up with the Navy and to have become incrusted 
in orders like this which I shall read. The law provides that there 
shall be no promotion until the person has been examined by a board 
of naval surgeons and pronounced physically qualified to perform 
all his duties at sea; but the Secretary informs us that the follow- 
ing are the instructions which may be taken as the Department in- 
terpretation of the law: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, August 7, 1869. 

Sm: It is ordered that the following directions be observed in the physical exami- 
nation of officers : y : 

Examination by personal inspection of the body of the candidate for promotion 
will cease after the individual has attained the grade of ensign. The records of 
the Navy Department and of the Bureans of Medicine and Surgery will be referred 
to in evidence of the candidate's condition of health. ae , 

In case where physical defects are supposed to exist, such as will disqualify an 
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officer for performing the active duties of his profession, the De ment will issue 
the necessary order to conform to the law regulating retiring of officers. 
Candidates will be required to fill up and sign the following form, namely: “ T cer- 


tify on honor that I am, to the best of my knowledge and belief, free from bodily | 


ailments; that I am physically qualified to perform all the duties of a naval oflicer 
at sea. . 
tespectfully 
—— GEO. M. ROBESON, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Surgeon PD. S. Evwarps, U. S. N 
President Examining Board, Washington, D. C. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., March 10, 1875. 


Sin: The letter of the Department to Surgeon D. S. Edwards, dated the 7th of 
August, 1569, prescribing directions to be observed in the physical examination of 
officers, is hereby revoked. The certificate of candidates prescribed in said letter 
will still be required as therein provided, and the records of the Department and 
of the bureaus will still be referred tofor any information which may be necessary 
or desirable. All unnecessary personal inspection of the body of candidates should 
be avoided, but when necessary the board are entitled to make sach physical ex- 
amination as is proper and necessary to satisfy their mind upon the subject for 
their decision. 

Very respectfully, 
GEO. M. ROBESON, 
Secretary of the Nary. 
Medical Inspector GrorGe Peck, U.S. N., 
President Medical Examining Board. 


The reference to the records of the Navy Department and of the 
Bureau of Medicine and Surgery may be barren of result. These 
records may show nothing of the physical condition of the officer; 
nothing more than that the officer was physically examined to be an 
ensign thirty years before and pro forma certificates ever since. The 
condition of health at the moment of promotion and at each promo- 
tion is what the law wants to test by sure means and for the clear- 
est ends. What will the records show about chronic gout or inflam- 
matory rheumatism contracted since a former examination? It is 
true that there is a requirement that the officer shall state on his 
honor that, to the best of his knowledge and belief, he is free from 
bodily ailments and physically qualified to perform all the duties of 
a naval oflicer at sea, so that finally the only real evidence is the cer- 
tificate or the word of the person who is to receive the great favor 
of promotion so eagerly sought for, with a money temptation of 
additional pay. The most honorable man may lightly esteem his 
physical ailments. Some diseases are flattering in their character. 
If the law wished to rest the case on the certificate of the officer, it 
would say so, and dispense with the board. 

This is all the evidence under these reguiations which is afforded 
to the board of medical surgeons, who are required to examine and 
ascertain for themselves that the person is qualified te perform his 
duties at sea, and so certify on their oath of office. I doubt if this 
is sufficient to carry out the meaning of the statute. It is not the 
examination that is required by law. Other evidence ought to be 
called in, independent of the officer, and of unresponsive records. If 
naval surgeons do not strictly and impartially perform this duty, 
with an eye to that interest of the Government wkich is subserved 
by a sound active list, we must devolve the duty on surgeons outside 
of the Navy or by a joint board of naval and other surgeons. 

I do not propose that a naval officer of high grade shall submit to 
an examination of the person by a board of young surgeons. There 
might be something in that which would be repugnant to the sense 
of delicacy of the officer; and perhaps it is well to provide that above 
a certain rank this shall not be required; but certainly other evidence 
would be svailable and might be effectually used and should be used, 
that we should not have upon the active list of admirals large num- 
bers of those who are not qualified to perform any duties whatever 
at sea, 

Upon another point, I ask can any Senator tell me, under any pro- 
visions of law which can be found on the statute-book, why, where a 
board sits on an officer and pronounces that he is morally disquali- 
fied for promotion, he is put upon the retired list, with nearly the full 
pay that he has in bis grade? Is it any wonder that there is, in sail- 
ors’ phrase, so much “top-hamper” on the Navy? Is it any wonder 
that the list grows fast, until we can scarcely keep up with it by our 
appropriations, until we find to our surprise that there are two or 
three millions of deficiency when we had hoped that we had appro- 
priated to the full amount, or nearly to the full amount. An officer 
who disgraces the service by persistent immoral action, snfficient to 
acquire an immoral character, should be dismissed from the service, 
and the retired list should be purged of all such. 

It seems to me that it would be well for the Naval Committee to 
inquire whether, even if promotions are properly made under existing 
law, they are not too rapid; whether we have not too many admirals, 
too many cominodores, too many captains, &c., for a time of peace. 
It is not difficult to increase the Navy in times of war. That we 
found when our Navy establishment was very much smaller than it 
is at present, in 1861. You can find gallant and active men experi- 
enced in the merchant service and otherwise qualified, in case of an 
emergency, and there is no necessity for this great, overshadowing 
establishment. 

Suppose it is provided by law that there shall be no promotions 
until there are tive less admirals, five less commodores, and five less 
captains, and so on down through the list ; and suppose it shall also 
be provided by law that, instead of a man being retired absolutely at 
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sixty-two, he shall not be retired until sixty-five or sixty-o; 
—say sixty-five, which certainly would be a reasonable . 
are admirals on the retired list who at much more than sixty 

years of age are much better qualified to perform sea dution 
some who are on the active list not yet retired. The able atin S ha 1 
ened Secretary of the Navy himself is sixty-eight yeara of ae out 
head of the whole establishment; and why should a man be oe the 
at sixty-two? It is an arbitrary rule and works badly jy a 
makes a way for these rapid promotions of those in the subop lin : 
grades. a 

It seems to me, too, that we send too many schol 
Academy. The number should be reduced upon some jnte|jin. 
system. Every one who gets through the school is an officer ia, 
Navy. He passes rapidly along by longevity, unless in case of oe 
and exceptional legislation, up to the grade of admiral. yor, = 
who starts at that lower step has in view the most rapid method of 
arriving at the grade of admiral. If it is demonstrated to tho « 4 
faction of Congress that we have + small Navy; a small number of 
seamen and a disproportionate number of officers, then it sem. 
me economy would require that we cut off the list of officers ¢) z 
which is disproportionate, and, if possible, that we rid the retined 
list of those who are there morally untit for promotion 
reported by the board which sat in their cases. 

It may be—I am not so familiar with the subject—that the Ary 4 
can be pruned in the same way. I defer in that to the judgment of 
others who have examined the matter, but I think if opportonity js 
afforded me I shall endeavor to have the Senate pass upon a pili 
which will work a reform on the subject which I have mentioned, _ 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator from (4)). 
fornia if the disproportion of officers to men in the Navy is not vastly 
greater than it is in the Army. : - 

Mr. SARGENT. I think it is. 

Mr. PADDOCK. As I understand, there are fourteen rear-admirals 
in the Navy, to illustrate, and a rear-admiral ranks with a major. 
general of the Army, and there are only three major-generals of the 
Army. Besides, there are only seven thousand five hundred mey 
employed in the Navy, all told. 

Mr. SARGENT. The disproportion necessarily must exist to a cer- 
tain extent, or ratherthe proportion of higher grade naval officers 
must be greater than that of generals of the Army, but the dispropor. 
tion is perbaps too great. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I will detain the Senate but a minute. I desire 
to say that I agree with all that the Senator from California and the 
Senator from Kentucky have said with reference to the number of 
the private soldiers of the Army, but I must express my dissent from 
the views of the Senator from California with regard to the super- 
fluity of officers, and at the proper time I shall endeavor to give to 
the Senate my reasons for that dissent. I do not think this is the 
proper time. It is a fact that the Army roll shows that a given nuw- 
ber of officers are lawfully employed by the Government of the United 
States. They have been employed at certain fixed salaries. They 
are entitled to those salaries. They have been kept out of those sal- 
aries for months. 

We were called together by the President of the United States for 
the purpose of making provisions for the payment of those salaries 
and for the payment of the men in the field. I conceive it to be my 
duty, and Lam free to say that I believe it to be the duty of the 
Senate, to at once proceed to the fullillment of the contract with 
those officers and not waste time in discussing the propriety of in- 
creasing or diminishing the Army. At the proper time Congress can 
pass a bill diminishing the Army and the Navy, and can make that 
bill operative from and after its passage and thus prevent the pay- 
ment of all the money appropriated under this bill and have it cov- 
ered into the Treasury; but at present I simply desire to dissent 
from what the Senator from California has said as to the supertluity 
of officers, and to say that at the proper time I shall endeavor to give 
my reasons for this dissent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN. ] 

Mr. ALLISON. Let if be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 

The Carer CLERK. In line 102, page 5, after the word “twenty,” 
it is proposed to insert “tive;” so as toread “twenty-five thousand. 

Mr. WINDOM. With the anderstanding that those lower words 
“of whom four full cavalry regiments shall be kept in service on the 
Mexican frontier in Texas” shall be stricken out. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not move to strike them out now, but if the 
amendment of the committee shall be adopted, they will be wholly 
unnecessary, because it is already provided for in the previous amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not see that it is provided for, if the Sen- 
ator will allow me. How is it provided for? 

Mr. THURMAN. The provision is— ' 

And a snifticient force of cavalry shall be employed in the defense of the Mexican 
and Indian frontier of Texas. 

These words are in italics, They are not precisely the same as the 
others, because the other clause provides for four cavalry regime's 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator hold that the present worls 
confine the force to four regiments ? 

Mr. THURMAN. No; certaialy not. 
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me. to the words that were in the House proviso, because 
+ see limit both upwards and downwards, whereas there isno limit 
tisi 


sail 1s to the cavalry force by the committee’s amendment. I ob- 
atalé ‘ . ° . 


equ 


seT 

ryposed t — 
prvi al for the bill. I suggest that that is in no respect so. 
tute 


There is no equivalent provision either as to a limit or as to a require- 
here Is 


' If the Senator will look closer, he wil) find that 


nent. 

Mr, THURMAN. 
the 
that 
difference 
an that ‘‘a suflicient force of cavalry shall be employed in 
the defense of the Mexican and Indian frontier. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now, the honorable Senator will pardon me. 
He has stated in other words exactly what I undertook to state, that 
it is broader and it is also narrower because it is wholly diseretion- 
wry,as he will see. In the one case the words are “ of whom four fall 
cavalry regiments shall be kept in service on the Mexican frontier in 
Texas.” We all know what that means. Now, what are the words 
he supposes to be equivalent? 

\ euficient foree of cavalry shall be employed in the defense of the Mexican 
and Indian frontier of Texas. 


~» that be said before that these two latter lines in the proviso | 
e.1 to be stricken out were provided for already in the substi- 


amendment moved by the Committee on Appropriations is broader | 
1 the Honse bill, if anything. I do not think there is really any | 
between them substantially; but, if anything, the pro- | 
nendment in italics is broader than the other, for it makes it | 


Then he will see that they are in no cones | 
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show that if men who were stationed where they ought not to have 
been stationed six months ago had been on the border, there would 
have been no such carnage and bloodshed as there was on certain 
occasions. 

Sir, 1am not to be drawn into a discussion of this question now. 
I simply move at present to strike out the word “ tive.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That proposition would not be in order 
of itself, the word having just been inserted. When the bill gets 


| into the Senate, such an amendment will be in order. 


Mr. EATON. I beg pardon. 


J I supposed the bill was in the Senate. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


It is before the Senate as in Committee 
of the Whole. It has not yet been reported to the Senate. 

Mr. EATON. I will take back, Mr. President, all that I have said, 
and renew it by-and-by, and see if I cannot say it better. { Laughter. ] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations, as amended by the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WINDOM. Will the Chair be good enough to state the effect 
of that vote? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
tions as they will stand. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to have reported the part of the 
bill last under consideration, as it now stands. 

The CuieF CLERK. The committee report to strike out, commenc- 


The Secretary will report the proposi- 


| ing in line 91, the following words: 


That may be one regiment; if may be five companies of a regi- 


ment; it may be ten regiments; or it may be four regiments. So 
that Lsay the words are broader and in another sense they are nar- 
rower. in other words, they are without limit upwards or down- 
wards, whereas the words in the proviso as it came from thé House 
are distinct. I am not at this moment urging that either of them 

wht to be there or that one is better than the other. Iam simply 
pointing out to the Senator that I think he falls into error when he 


informs the Senate that these latter lines of the House proviso are | 


unnecessary because the same provision in substance is made by the 
substitute proposed by thecommittee. If Ican comprehend the force 
of language there is noequivalent, and no similarity between the two 
provisions ; they are about as different as provisions could well be 
relating to the same topic. 


Mr. THURMAN. All I mean is this: the case provided in this 


| 102, and inserting “ five ” before “ thousand.” 


proviso of the House bill is provided for in the amendment of the | 


committee. 

Mr. CONKLING. No doubt of it. 

Mr. THURMAN. And sufficiently provided for. I suppose, if the 
President thinks more than four regiments are necessary, he will 
send them there. The only effect of the proviso as it comes from 
the House is that it makes it the duty of the President to have four 
full regiments on the Mexican frontier. It takes away his discretion 
really, if it can be done. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
inquire whether, in the Senator’s opinion, by law the Commander-in- 
Chief of the Army and Navy can be governed in that respect ? 

Mr. THURMAN. 
on this bill at all, for I want the bill to pass. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Ohio, 

Mr. EATON. 
offered by the Senator from Ohio shall become attached to the bill, 
z will be competent for me to move to strike out the word “five” 
iereafter ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. EATON. 


It will be. 
Very well, then I make no objection now. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of | 


the Senator from Ohio. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM. I now move, if in order, to strike out from the pro- 
om of the words after the word “thousand,” in line 102. Those 
words are : 


Of whom four full cavalry regiments shall be kept in service on the Mexican 
frontier, in Texas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment just 
moved by the Senator from Minnesota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, As thus amended, will 


I wish to ask the Chair whether, if the amendment | on the Army rolls, including Indian scouts and hospital stewards, beyond twenty- 


If it takes away his discretion, I should like to | 


Upon my word I will not argue that question | 


That a force of four cavalry regiments shall be recruited to one hundred men in 


each company, and the same shall be employed in the defense of the Mexican and 
Indian frontiers of Texas. 


And in lieu of those words to insert: 

That cavalry regiments may be recruited to one hundred men in each company, 
and kept as near as practicable at that number; and a sufficient force of cavalry 
shall be employed In the defense of the Mexican and Indian frontier of Texas. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is one amendment ? 

Mr. WINDOM. Has not that been agreed to? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question has not been put on it 
The Chair will explain the action of the Senate, as he understands 
it, which is only to have re-inserted the last proviso, with the excep- 
tion of the words which follow after the word “ thousand,” in line 
That, so far, is the 
action of the Senate in Committee of the Whole, as the Chair under- 
stands. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then will the Chair be kind enough to state 
what has become of lines 95 to 99? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No action has yet been taken on them. 
The amendment to them is the pending question. Will the Senate 
agree to the amendment just read ? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Appropriations fur- 
ther report to strike out the proviso, as amended, which will be read. 
The CiieFr CLERK. The words proposed to be stricken out are : 
Provided, That nothing herein contained shall authorize the recruiting the num 
ber of men on the Army rolls, including Indian scouts and hospital stewards, 


beyond twenty thousand, of whom four full cavalry regiments shall be kept in 
service on the Mexican frontier in Texas. 


This clause has been amended by inserting “five” before “ thou- 


| sand,” and striking out all after the word “thousand” to the end of 





the Senate agree to the amendment of the Committee on Appropri- | 


ations? 


_ Mr. EATON, Mr. President, I am very desirous that the money which 
's appropriated by this bill shall be placed in the hands of the officers 
and soldiers of the Army. I am not prepared—I do not desire to do it— 
to go intoa discussion of the Army or Navy question at this juncture. 
I may agree with my honorable friend, the Senator from California, 
that there are too many officers in the Navy. I have no doubt about 
it. The honorable Senator from California doubtless will agree with 
me that there are altogether too many officers in our Army, even if 
the number of the Army was thirty thousand men instead of five and 
twenty or twenty thousand ; but that is a question that I do not 
choose todiscuss now. If I live, I propose to discuss that question here- 
after. I think that twenty cetondl men are all that are required to 
take careof our interests on the border. I think I shall be able to show 
that twenty thousand men are enough. I think I shall be able to 


the clause ; so that the proviso reads now: 
That nothing herein contained shall anthorize the recruiting the number of men 


five thousand. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WINDOM. Now, this proviso stands as amended, as just read? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It does. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was in line 136, to reduce 
the appropriation “for construction and repair of hospitals” from 
$100,000 to $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was line 163, after the word “present,” to 
strike out “ curse” and insert ‘ course.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the clause making appropriations for 
the Ordnance Department, in line 199, after the words “ consisting of,” 
to strike out the words “ bags, clothing” and insert “ clothing-bags.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 204, after the words “ board of,” 
to strike out the word “‘ Ordnance ;” after the word “officers,” in the 


| same line, to insert the words “appointed by the Secretary of War,” 


and in line 205, before the word “magazine-gun,” to strike out the 
word “ suitable ;” so »s to read: 

For manufacture of arms at the National Armory, $100,000; and should a board 
of officers, appointed by the Secretary of War, recommend a magazine gun for the 
military service, the Secretary of War is authorized to expend not more than $20,000 


| of this amount in its manufacture. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 207, to strike out the following 
paragraph : 

For the conversion of ten-inch smooth-bores into rifles, and carriages therefor, 
$50,000. 

Mr. BECK. Although it is not proper to refer to what occurred at 
the other end of the Capitol, it seems that the committee acted upon 
that; but 1 have received information which seems to me to be relia- 
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ble, that the chief of the Ordnance Burean wishes this clause to be 
retained, because there is a very large number of smooth-bore guns 
which are now on hand, and which, with this appropriation, he 
could convert into rifled arms at a very smal! cost; that unless he is 
authorized to do so they will become useless, and other arms of the 
character which he could convert would have to be purchased at a 
very great cost. Unless some other member of the committee has 
other information, Iam inclined to think now that we ought not to 
strike out this clause. 


“ thousand ” so as to have the clause read as it does in the [1 : 
“twenty thousand.” ne 
Mr. ALLISON. I was about to suggest to the Senator fro, \ 
necticut that the question is whether we shall adopt that : os = 
amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole Particular 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. The question is on that partiey) 
amendment. Particular 
Mr. ALLISON. And he will accomplish his purpose if he 


a separate vote upon the question of inserting “ tive” acks for 


— oy: . rather thar 

Mr. WINDOM. The Committee on Appropriations acted upon the | striking out “five.” It has not yet been acted on in the Senate ™ 
advice of the General of the Army with reference to this item. Of The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is a consideration which the Se, 
course we have no knowledge as to the value of these guns; but, | ator should address to the Senator from Connecticut. . 


taking the advice of those whom we deem best qualified to advise 
us, the committee thought it advisable not to expend any more money 
at present in converting the old smooth-bores into rifled guns. The 
belief is, on the part of some authorities in the Army, and very 
prominent ones, that those guns, when converted, will be much more 
dangerons to our own Army and its officers than to the enemy. I do 
not know that that is true. I know, on the other hand, that very 
valuable ordnance ofticers have great confidence in the success of this 
conversion of these guns. On the whole, the committee, not being 
satistied that it would be a snecess, preferred not to appropriate any 
money until it was assured, There is certainly this dispute between 
prominent Army officers and the Ordnauce Department upon that 
subject; therefore we thought it best to save the $50,000 until we 
were satisfied that when these smooth-bores are converted into rifled 
guns they will be at least as dangerous to the enemy as to our own 
officers and men. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. In addition to what the chairman 
has so well said in support of striking out this clause, I would state 
that so far as information controlled the committee it was adverse 
to this appropriation, and it came from the highest authority of the 
War Department. If it is actually necessary that this appropriation 
of $50,000 should be made for the boring of the guns, it can well be 
sustained in conference by the other House if they have information 
which we have not, but the information as it came to the committee 
was decidedly in favor of striking out the appropriation. ; 

Mr. WITHERS. I will simply remark in this connection that if 
my memory serves me the official report of the Ordnance Office gites 
the detail of the experiments which have been made and the results 
which have been reached by the actual experiments in this change 
of the smooth-bore into rifle-guns, and that testimony is clearly in 
favor of the efticiency of this change and the cheapness of the arm 
thus prepared as compared with rifle-guns originally. Therefore 1 
am opposed to the striking out of the clause. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendments of 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This concludes the amendments reported 
from the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WINDOM. In line 212, after the word “seventy,” I move to 
insert the word “one ;” so as to read: 


Mr. ALLISON. I have only one mode of addressing the Senat 
from Counecticnt, and that is through the Chair. P — 

Mr. MITCHELL. I submit that the Senator from Connectic 
accomplish his purpose with one less vote in the way sugyested | 
the Senator from Iowa. . 9 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Chair understand that when the Committes 
of the Whole reports several amendments to the Senate the questi « 
is on agreeing to those amendments as one amendment? Is that the 
question before the Senate ? = 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not. Any Senator may call fo; 1 
separate vote on any amendment. F 

Mr. HOAR. Then I desire to respectfully suggest to the Chair, as 
I suggested before, that the proper mode of reaching this question ig 
to call for a separate vote on the amendment inserting the wor 
“five” after “twenty.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Which the Senator from Connecticut 
has substantially done. : 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Chair to state that the proper motion 
was to strike out that word. That word has not been inserted by the 
Senate. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair made no statement of tha 
kind. The question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Connecticut striking out the word “five” in the one hundred 
and second line. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Chair please, I rise to a point of order, 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the word “ five” has not been inserted 
It is not contained in the bill, but it is a proposed amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that it was ip- 
serted in the bill. The question is now upon agreeing to strike it, 
out. As many as favor the proposition of the Senator from Con- 
necticut will say “ay ”—— 

Mr. EATON. I understand the condition of the question to be this: 
In Committee of the Whole an amendment was adopted making the 
number twenty-five thousand. It has not yet been adopted in the 
Senate. Therefore, if the Chair pleases, I think I was wrong in my 
motion. The committee have adopted the amendment of twenty-five 
thousand ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. EATON. The Senate have not yet adopted it? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They have not. The question is now 
whether they will adopt it. 

Mr. EATON. Therefore there is no necessity for moving to strike 
out the word “ five.” The question will be whether that amendment 
shall pass with twenty-tive thousand or twenty thousand, for twenty 
thousand is in the original bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will then state the question 
in that way. Will the Senate concur in the amendment, made as in 
Committee of the Whole, fixing the number at twenty-five thousand! 

Mr. EATON. On that question I ask for the yeas aud nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WITHERS. I wish to understand the question distinctly. 
The Chair states that the question now is upon the adoption in the 
Senate of the amendment recommended by the Committee of the 
Whole, which amendment was to insert from the beginning of the 
proviso down to the word “twenty-five.” If that be adopted by the 
Senate it will then be too late to amend it. I would respectfully 
submit that that amendment is pending before the Senate which was 
recommended by the Committee of the Whole, and while it is pend- 
ing the Senator from Connecticut desires to move an amendment to 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole by striking out 
the word “five.” Therefore, it seems to me the question would come 
upon that amendment to the amendment of the committee 

Mr. SARGENT. Was not the word “ five” inserted in Committee 
of the Whole as an independent amendment ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then it seems to me the question is, Shall the 
word “five” remain? Will the Senate still agree to what the Con- 
mittee on Appropriations recommended ? : 

Mr. WITHERS. I submit that the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole was further than the word “ five.” 

Mr. SARGENT. But that was by another motion. 

Mr. WITHERS. There was aconsiderable addition to that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SARGENT. Was the whole phrase put in on one motion! 

Mr. WITHERS. The whole phrase was amended in Committee of 
the Whole, and now that is the pending amendment before the Se 
ate, and not the striking out of the word “ five.” 

Mr. MORRILL. But the word “five” was inserted distinctly 00 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN.1] 


+ 
Ut ¢an 


For the payment of seventy-one superintendents of military cemeteries, $59,000. 


Ido that upon the authority of the Quartermaster-General, who 
states that since the estimates were made the cemetery at Antictam 


has been established, which requires one additional superintendent. 
The amount is right. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. EATON. I wish to reserve the amendment to which I referred 
for action at the proper time. This is not the proper time, I under- 
stand, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Now is the time, the Chair informs the 
Senator. The question is now on agreeing to the amendments made 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WITHERS. The bill is now in the Senate ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is now in the Senate. 

Mr. EATON. ‘Then is it proper that I should move now to strike 
out the word “five,” in the one hundred and second line, so as to make 
the number of the Army twenty thousand ? 

Mr CONKLING. It has not yet been put in. 

Mr. EATON, It has been put in in committee. Now, I suppose I 
can move to strike out the whole of that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The whole or such part as the Senator 


chooses. 
Mr. EATON. In Committee of the Whole this clanse was inserted: 


That nothing herein contained shall authorize the recruiting the number of men 
on the Army rolls, including Indian scouts and hospital stewards, beyond twenty- 


five thousand. 

I move to strike out the word “ five.” 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire if the pending question is not on 
the amendment recommended by the committee to insert the word 
“five,” and if the proper mode of getting at the desire of the Senator 
from Connecticut is not to call for a separate vote on that amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the amendments 
made in committee, and the Senator from Connecticut offers his 
munendinent to this particular amendment. 

Mr. EATON. 1 do. I offer to that particular amendment the 
amendment to strike out the word “five” between “ twenty” and 














TCHELL. It was a separate amendment. | 
= MERRILL. And the other portion of the amendment was 
= iad on the motion of the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 


ame! 
ynations 


;' Mr, WITHERS. I submit that the amendment of the Senator from 


, tneluded more than the word “five : from necessity. The 
iment of the committee proposed to strike out the whole of that 
ianee. The Senator from Ohio moved to amend it by inserting a 
am ) of that clause down to the word “ twenty” and inserting the 
po “five” after “ twenty,” so as to limit the number of the Army 
bay snty-five thousand, That was done in Committee of the Whole. 
to - a aan now comes up in the Senate whether it will ratify the 
ms? of the Committee of the Whole inserting the whole of that 
‘l a down to the words “ twenty-five thousand.” The Senator from 
Connecticut moves to amend by striking out the word “ five,” which 
he bas a perfect right to do, and the question would come up on the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut whether the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole shall be amended by striking out 

, wa “five. 
nT = vi +. PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
parliamentary question is, Will the Senate agree to the amendments 
wade as in Committee of the Whole? ; 

“Mr. WITHERS. Suppose we agree to it, then what can we dof 
Is it susceptible of amendment then? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is susceptible of amendment. 

Mr. WITHERS. Not according to the usual usage here. 

Mr. WHYTE and others. Let the question be submitted to the 
senate. 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the question to 
the Senate in the parliamentary form. Upon this question the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. As many as are in favor of agreeing to 
amendment as made in Committee of the Whole will answer in 
the aflirmative-— 

Mr. WITHERS. I beg for information. I want to know what the 
effect of that amendment will be before I vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The effect, in the opinion of the Chair, 
will be that if the Senate adopts it, that concludes the Senate. If the 
Senate does not choose to keep the Army at twenty-five thousand, it 
will vote down the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WITHERS. Then we do not vote upon the amendment of the 
Senator from Connecticut at all ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. We are to vote upon it now. 

Mr. WITHERS. No, sir; suppose we adopt the report of the com- 
mittee, we settle the question that the number is to be twenty-five 
thousand. Suppose we reject the report of the committee, what posi- 
tion shall we be in then ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Army will then be left at twenty thousand. 

Mr. WITHERS. No, sir; there is no antagonism between twenty 
thousand and twenty-five thousand, but between twenty-five thousand 
aud nothing. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that there is nothing in this bill what- 
ever except what came from the House. The bill as passed by the 
House is now before the Senate. It was first committed to a stand- 
ing committee of the Senate, who recommended certain changes in 
it. They did not report a new bill, but they reported the same bill 
proposing certain amendments. It was then committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and the Committee of the Whole adopted in 
part the recommendations of the standing committee, and made cer- 
tain new recommendations of its own. One of those new recom- 
mendations was that after the word “twenty” should be inserted the 
word “five.” That is one distinct amendment, and upon that any 
Senator has the right to call for a separate vote. It has no connec- 
tion whatever with any other amendment proposed by either the 
Committee of the Whole or the standing committee of the Senate. I 
therefore respec.fully submit that the last suggestion of the Chair is 
entirely correct. 

_ The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair apprehends that the Senator 

is misled, as he himself has been misled, by the rule of the House, 

that a bill is not amendable after it gets into the House from the 

Committee of the Whole. The rule is different in the Senate. The 

= — as much amendable in the Senate as it is in Committee of 
ne ole, 

Mr. HOAR. That consideration is precisely in accordance with the 
view | took, and that is what I began my remark by stating, that the 
proposition of an amendment, either by the Committee of the Whole 
or by the standing committee, does not change the bill until the Sen- 
ate itself adopts it. 

Mr. THURMAN, I was out for a moment. The first proviso in the 
House bill is in these words: 


. That a force of four cavalry regiments shall be recruited to one hundred men in 
each company, and the same shall be employed in the defense of the Mexican and 


Indian frontier of Texas. 
The Committee of the Whole struck those words out, as recom- 


inended by the Committee on Appropriations, and inserted in lieu of 
them these words : 


ait core regiments may be recruited to one hundred men in each company, 
« » L e 


shall be empl near as practicable at that number ; and a sufficient force of cavalry 
ployed in the defense of the Mexican and Indian frontier of Texas. 
That, so tar as I understand, was the course. Then the committee 
amended the next proviso, before the motion was made to strike it 
cut, by inserting the word “five” after the word “ twenty,” so as | 
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read “twenty-five thousand,” and by leaving out all the following 
words. Then the question was, Will the Senate strike out this pro- 
viso as thus amended, and the Committee of the Whole refused to 
strike it out. Then the bill was reported to che Senate. That being 
the case, it stands as if this proviso were as it came from the House, 
amended in committee in two particulars: first, by the insertion of 
the word “five” after the word “twenty,” and, next, by striking 
out all after the word “ thousand.” 

Mr. SARGENT. Was that done in one motion ? 

Mr. THURMAN. In two motions. One amendment was made on 
my motion, and the other on the motion of the chairman of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SARGENT. If it was done in two motions, that relieves the 
difficulty. 

Mr. THURMAN. If the Senator will allow me to proceed, I will 
state that this proviso, standing just as it came from the House with 
the exception of this amendment, the first question before the Senate 
is, will the Senate concur with the Committee of the Whole in the 
insertion of the word “ five ?” Those who want the limit of the Army 
to be twenty thousand will vote against concurring, and then if the 
question is lost the proviso would stand just as it came from the 
House. I said that I moved the insertion of the word “ five” to pre- 
vent an increase of the Army which might take place up to thirty 
thousand, but that I was really in favor of the House provision of 
twenty thousand. 

Now, having secured this provision that is in the House bill, I shall 
vote against concurring in inserting the word “ five” which would 
leave the Army at twenty thousand. If the Senate had stricken out 
all this proviso which comes from the House, the case would be dif- 
ferent, but the proviso now being in the bill, if we do not concur in 
the insertion of the word “ five,’ then we leave the proviso as it came 
from the House : 

That nothing herein contained shall authorize the recruiting the number of men 


on the Army rolls, including Indian scouts and hospital stewards, beyond twenty 
thousand. 


So all who go for twenty thousand and no more than twenty thou- 
sand will go against the amendment inserting the word “tive.” If 
that amendment be rejected, then the House proviso will stand. If 
that amendment be not rejected, then the proviso will be that the 
Army shall not be recruited beyond twenty thousand. 

As to the second amendment, leaving out all after the word “ thous- 
and,” there is no difficulty about that, because everybody agrees that 
that is amply provided for in the amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations, which has been adopted. The question then really 
is upon agreeing with the Committee of the Whole in inserting the 
word “ five.’’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has stated the question pre- 
cisely in accordance with the views of the Senator from Ohio, and upon 
it the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 39, 
nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Allison, Anthony, Bayard, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of 
Pennsylvania, Cameron of Wiscousin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Coke, Conkling, Con- 
over, Davis of Illinois, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, Garland, Hamlin, Hoar, Howe, 
Ingalls, Kirkwood, Lamar, Mc Millan, Matthews, Maxey, Mitchell, Morrill,Oglesby, 
estork, pantaim, Rollins, Sargent, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, Wadleigh, and 

ao —wJ. 

NA YS— Messrs. Bailey, Barnum, Beck, Cockrell, Davis of West Virginia, Eaton 
Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Jones of Florida, McCreery, McPherson, Merrimon, 
Morgan, Ransom, Thurman, Voorhees, Whyte, and Withers—19. 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Armstrong, Blaine, Dennis, Ferry, Grover, Hill, Johnston 


Jones of Nevada, Kernan, McDonald, Patterson, Plumb, Saulsbury, Sharon, and 
Wallace—15. 


So the amendment inserting “ five” was concurred in. 


The VICE-PRESIDNT. Is a separate vote demanded on any other 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole? [‘‘No,”“no.”] If 
not, the question is on concurring in the amendments in gross. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to Le engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ACCOUNTS OF THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Will the Scnator give me one mo- 
ment first? The Senator will recollect that I gave notice yesterday 
that to-day I should like to submit some remarks. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I have not forgotten it. 1 will withdraw the mo- 
tion if the Senator wishes to speak to-day. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, as much of the time 
of the day has been consumed by the Army appropriation bill, which 
I had no wish to antagonize, I now give notice that to morrow morn- 
ing, after the completion of the morning business, I will ask that the 
resolution offered by myself some days ago be taken up, that I may 
then submit my remarks. 

Mr. HAMLIN. lrenew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 


| sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in executive 
| session the doors were re-opened, and (at two o’clock and thirty-five 


minutes p. m.,) the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, November 15, 1877. 


The House met at twelveo’clock m. Prayer by Rev. Davip WILLs, 
D. D., of Washington, District of Columbia. 

The Journal of yesterday was read. 

Mr. EDEN. By the reading of the Journal I observe that House 
bill No, 1487, reported yesterday by myself from the Committee on 
War Claims, was stated to have been reported from the Committee 
of Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the Journal is cor- 
rect, and that the bill was reported from the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Mr. EDEN. I understood it to be read the other way. 

There being no objection, the Journal, as read, was approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. EAMES. I call for the regular order, but will yield for the 
transaction of business that will give rise to no debate, if it does not 
come out of my hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will not lose any portion of his 
hour. 

L. MADISON DAY. 

Mr. KNOTT. 1am instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to report back the memorial of L. Madison Day and to ask that the 
committee be discharged from its further consideration and that it 
be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

BALLOTS FOR REPRESENTATIVES IN CONGRESS 

Mr. KNOTT. Lam also instructed to report back from the same 
committee House bill No. 1499, to amend section 27 of chapter 2 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, and to ask that the com- 
mittee be discharged from the further consideration of the bill and 
that it be referred to the Committee of Elections. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


WILLIAM T. PATE AND SILAS Q. HOWE. 


Mr. KNOTT. Iam also instructed to report back from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary House bill No. 458, giving the Court of 
Claims jurisdiction to hear and determine the claim of William T. 
Pate and Silas Q. Howe, and to ask that the committee be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that the same be referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


RICHARD M,. BOWLER. 


Mr. GOODE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution, which was read, and referred to the Committee of Accounts: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to Richard M Bowler, out ef the contingent fund of the House, $120 


for services rendered as laborer int the Ilouse post-oflice during the months of 
October and November, 177 


GEORGE H. GIDDINGS. 


Mr. WADDELL, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, reported a bill (H. R. No. 1496) for 
the relief of George H. Giddings; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calen- 
dar, and ordered to be printed. 


ALEXANDER J. MUELLER. 


Mr. HASKELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1497) for the relief of Alexander J. Mueller, of Allen County, 
Kansas ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 

Mr. HASKELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1498) amendatory of section 3009, chapter 8, of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, and providing for the payment of 
duties upon imports in gold, silver, and United States legal-tender 
notes ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ABRAHAM ALSTEAD. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, 
the Committee on Military Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the following bill; and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. No. 849) for the relief of Abraham Alstead, late a 
second lieutenant of Company A of the Fifty-fifth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers. 

FRANK M. SCHELL. 


Mr. GARFIELD, from the Committee on the Rules, reported back 
the following resolution, and moved its reference to the Committee of 
Accounts; which motion was agreed to: 


Resolved, That Frank M. Schell be, and he is hereby, appointed a messenger of the 
Ilouse of Kepresentatives for the Forty-fifth Congress with an annual salary of 
#1, 200 to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, for service in the Special 
Committee on the Revision of the Electoral Law, the Special Committee on Ven- 
tilation, and such other special committees as may be ordered by the House. 


ee 


IMPROVEMENT OF ARKANSAS RIVER. 

Mr. RYAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. p N 
to provide for an examination and survey of the Arkansas bine 
Fort Smith up to the mouth of the Little Arkansas iaseese — 
was read a first and second time, referred to the ' 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


* whic 
Committee on Co, 
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ZEPHANIAH CRUBAUGH. 


Mr. GARFIELD, by unanimons consent, introduced aj!) 
No. 1500) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Int, 
place the name of Zephaniah Crabangh, late a private in Compar 
D, One hundred and fourth O!.io Volunteers, on the pension oy 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit: : 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


H.R 
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WILLIAM LONGNECKER. 


Mr. SCHLEICHER, by unanimous consent, introduced a yj) H 
R. No. 1501) for the relief of William Longuecker ; which was read ; 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 


ordered to be printed. 
ELLA P. MURPHY. 


Mr. SCHLEICHER also, by unanimons consent, introduced q }j) 
(H. R. No. 1502) for the relief of Ella P. Murphy; which was read 
ilirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS KEARNEY. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a }j)) 
(H. R. No. 1503) for the relief of Thomas Kearney, collector of eys. 
toms for the district of Corpus Christi; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PROMOTION OF ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a jj! 
(H. R. No. 1504) to equalize promotion among officers in the line of 
the Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. HARRIET R. ALSBURY. 


Mr. SCHLEICHER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a )jl| 
(H. R. No. 1505) for the relief of Mrs. Harriet R. Alsbury; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHEAP TRANSPORTATION OF FREIGHT, 


Mr. SCHLEICHER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bil! 
(H. R. No. 1506) to provide for cheap transportation of freight be 
tween tide-water on or near the Atlantic Ocean and the Ohio and 
Mississippi Valleys ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL LESTER. 


Mr. MORGAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (Il. R. No 
1507) for the relief of Daniel Lester; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES B. RUSSELL. 


Mr. MORGAN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1508) for the relief of James B. Russell; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, aud 
ordered to be printed. 


GRANT-PEMBERTON MONUMENT. 


Mr. CHALMERS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (II. R. No. 
1509) authorizing the Secretary of War to purchase and attach toth 
National Cemetery of Vicksburgh the Grant-Pembertun monument at 
Vicksburgh, Mississippi ; which was read a first and second time, r- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed 


JOHN Q. LARMAN AND OTHERS. 


Mr. HUNTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (IL. R. No. 
1510) for the relief of John Q. Larman, Joseph L. Harley, aud Thomas 
P. Sparks; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. MILLS, by unanimous consent, presented the following prean- 
ble and resolutions of the Texas State Grange, asking that the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture be made a Cabinet officer ; which were Te 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed im 


the REcorRD. aes 
OFFICE OF MasTER TEXAS STATE GRANGE | 
November 7, lst 
Hon. R. Q. MIL1s, 
Member Congress, Washington City: 

In compliance with the action of the Texas State Grange as recorded in the os 
ceedings of the third annual session, on page 48, the master and executive ee 
mittee of the Texas State Grange have adopted the following pre amble and ~ 
lations as the expression of sentimentof the Texas S.ate Grange, and re a u le 
request that you present them to the body in which you have the honor to pre = i 

Whereas agriculture engages the talents, energies, and labors of re a 
one-half the population of the United States, and is the great source of Tonal! 4 
wealth, and the foundation of individual and politic prosperity ; and wheres 





1877. 


i he represented in the presidential Cabinet, to guard, protect, and advance the 
aia hose who are engaged in agricultural pursuits: Therefore, 

Se d That in behalf of those we represent we do hereby petition the Con- 
ft » United States to wake the Commissioner of Agriculture at Washing- 


a Cabinet officer entitled to the rank and pay of such otticer. 
4 Cabinet ¢ 


“7 i That a copy of these be furnished each member of Congress from the 
State of Texas. WM. W. LONG, Master State Grange. 


J. E. GRAY, Washington County. 
E. M. FLY. Gonzales County. 

A. B. KEER, Fayette County. 

L. E. TILLETT, Erath County. 

E. B. BLALOCK, Harrison County. 


CHEAP TRANSPORTATION OF FREIGHT. 


Mr. SAPP, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
isl to provide for cheap transportation of freight between tide- 
water on or near the Atlantic Ocean and the Ohio and Mississippi 
valleys by constructing a railway from a point at or near the city of 
New York to the city of Council Bluffs, in the State of Iowa, and 
branch roads to connect therewith ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


4 message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had passed, withont amend- 
ment, the bill (H. R. No, 1220) to provide for certain deficiencies in 
the pay of the Navy and the pay of the Marine Corps, and for other 
jurposes. 

a” IMPROVEMENT OF WABASH RIVER. 

Mr. COBB, by unapimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1512) appropriating $250,000 for the improvement of the Wabash 
River; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


CATHARINE HARRIS. 


Mr. COBB (by request) also, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No, 1513) for the relief of Catharine Harris; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 


IMPROVEMENT OF WHITE RIVER. 


Mr. COBB also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1514) appropriating $150,000 for the improvement of White River ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MILEAGE OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Mileage, to whom was 
referred House bill No. 650, providing for the payment of mileage 
to members of Congress for attendance upon extra or called sessions 
of Congress, has had the same under consideration and has directed 
me to report the same back to the House and to recommend that it 
do not pass. It has further directed me to report to the House that 
in the opinion of the committee there is no law in force giving mem- 
bers of Congress mileage for attendance upon extra or called sessions 
of Congress. I move that the committee be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill, and that it be laid upon the table, and 
the accompanying report printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


I call for the regular order. 
I desire to offer a resolution for information. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I must insist on the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the Chair can 
ouly recognize gentlemen with reference to the question which comes 
over as unfinished business. 

Mr. HENDEE, I wish to make an inquiry in regard to that ques- 
10n. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HENDEE. I wish to inquire when under the present order 
the debate on the bill for the repeal of the resumption act will close. 

The SPEAKER. A strict construction of the order of the House 
would confine the debate on this bill to its consideration during five 
legislative days, without reference to the time consumed in the dis- 
cussion on the respective days. That period would terminate to-day. 
After that time it would seem to the Chair to come under another 
clause of the order, which provides for an extension of the time, and 
would compel the consideration of the bill when the debate is con- 
Unned on to-morrew, to come in after the morning hour; so that on 
to-morrow there will bo a morning hour. The Chair would so con- 
strue the language of the order. 

Mr. HENDEE. I wish to inquire if the friends of the bill propose 
to ask for an extension of time in which to carry on the debate. 
od = SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to answer the gentleman’s 

stion. 

Mr. BUCKNER. My colleague on the committee who has charge 
of the bill (Mr, EWING] is not now in his seat. I have not consulted 
with him, and cannot answer the question the gentleman from Ver- 
inont has propounded. We desire, so far as the committee is con- 
cerned, to have a vote at as early a period as possible. That is my 
own desire, and I suppose the desire also of the gentleman who has 


Mr. BUCKNER. 
Mr. CALKINS. 
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charge of the bill; but, as he is not in his seat, I cannot give any 
more definite answer. ; : 
Mr. HENDEE. Does the gentleman understand that the previous 
question will be called on to-morrow or the aext day ? 
Mr. BUCKNER. I really have not any understanding or opinion 
upon that subject. I cannot answer the question without consulting 
my colleague. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised on that point that the gen- 
tleman having charge of the bill proposes to let the debate run dur- 


ing to-morrow, and to occupy his hour on Saturday morning, and 
then demand a vote. 

Mr. HENDEE. Very well. 

REPEAL OF THE RESUMPTION CLAUSE, 

Mr. BUCKNER. I now insist on the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 805,) reported by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
EWING ] from the Committee on Banking and Currency, to repeal the 
third section of the act entitled “An act to provide for the resump- 
tion of specie payments.” Several gentlemen desire to offer further 
amendments to the bill. The Chair will now recognize them for that 
purpose. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I offer the following 


as a modification of the 
amendment heretofore submitted by me: 


Strike out in line 3, in section 1, the words “ that whenever" and insert “ that as 
soon after Jan ary 1, A. D. 1879, as.” 

Also in line 13, section 6, after the the word “Treasury” insert “or the three 
fifths of the 15 per cent. reserves now allowed to be kept with redeeming agents.” 


The SPEAKER. The amendment will be printed as modified. 
Mr. HUBBELL submitted the following moditications of the sub- 
stitute heretofore offered by him: 


In lines 19 and 20 strike out the word “re-issued” and insert the words “ paid 
out.” 

Also in line 20 strike out the word “‘ payment” 

In line 22 strike out the words 
as heretofore, continue to be.” 

And also in line 22, between the words “and” 
words ‘‘on and after January 1, 1879, shall be.” 


So that the said lines so amended shall read as follows: 


Whereupon said notes shall be paid ont at par value, in discharge of all claims 
and demands against the United States or in exchange for coin; and said notes 
shall, as heretofore, continue to be a legal-tender, and on and after January 1, 1579, 
shall be receivable at their face value. 


Mr. ALDRICH submitted the following amendment : 


Strike out all after the enacting clanse and insert as follows: 

That so much of section 3 of the act entitled “An act to provide for the resump 
tion of specie payments,” approved January 14, 1875, as authorizes or makes it the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to redeem the legal-tender notes of the 
United States in excess of $300,000,000, to the amount of #0 per cent. of the sum of 
national-bank notes which may be issued as expressed in said act, be, and the 
same is hereby, repealed. That no further reduction of the outstanding legal 
tender United States notes shall be made. And any legal-tender notes which may 
be redeemed in coin on and after January 1, 1879, as provided in said act, may be 
re-issued from time to time, as the exigencies of the public interest may require 

Strike out the title and insert : 

A bill to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the resumption of specie 
payments,” approved January 14, 1875 


Mr. STENGER submitted the following amendment: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following 

3. That the resumption-day clause in section 3 of an act entitled “An act to pro 
vide for the resumption of specie payments, approved Jauuary 14, 1575,"’ which 
clause is in the following words, to wit 

“On and after the Ist day of Jannary, A. D. 1879, the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall redeem in coin the United States legal-tender notes then outstanding on their 
presentation for redemption at the otlice of the assistant treasurer of the United 
States in the city of New York, in sums of not less than $50 ""— 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed 

Amend the title soas to read: “A bill to repeal the resumption-day clause in the 
resumption act of 1875.” 


Mr. CLARK, of Iowa, submitted the following amendment: 


Strike out all after the enacting clanse, and insert the following 

That the third section of the act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the resumption 
of specie payments,” approved January 14, 1875, be, and the same is hereby, amended 
80 as to read as follows, to wit: That section 5177 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, limiting the aggregate amount of circulating notes of pational-bank 
ing associations be, and the same is hereby, repealed; and each exising banking 
association may increase its circulating notes in accordance with existing law 
without respect to said aggregate limit; and new banking associations may be 
organized in accordance with existing law without respect to said aggregate limit ; 
and the provisions of law for the withdrawal and redistribution of national-bank 
currency among the several States and Territories are hereby repealed. And 
whenever and so often as circulating notes shall be issued to any such banking 
association, so increasing its capital or circulating notes, or 80 newly organized as 
aforesaid, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to redeem the legal 
tender United States notes in excess only of $350,000,000, to the amount of #0 per 
cent. of the sum of national-bank notes so issued to any such banking associa 
tion as aforesaid, and to continue such redemption as such circulating notes are 
issued until there shall be outstanding the sum of $350,000,000 of such legal-tender 
United States notes, and no more. 

And the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States is hereby authorized and 
required to accumulate in the Treasury of the United States, in coin of the United 
States, the sum of not less than $206,000,000, and keep the same as a special fund 
to be used for the redemption of United States notes ; and when such coin reserve 
shall have been accumulated, the Secretary of the Treasury, after public notice, 
shall receive on their presentation for such purpose at the office of the assistant 
treasurer of the United States, in the city of New York, the United States notes 
then outstanding, in sums of not less than $50, and exchange therefor coin of the 
United States at par; such legal-tender notes so received to be again paid out in 
the same macuner as heretofore issued aud paid out ; and shall be, thereafter, together 
with all United States notes, lawful money, and a legal tender in payment of all 
debts, public and private, within the United States, except where otherwise ex- 
pressly provided by contract, or by law. 


‘discharge 
words “shall, 


and insert the word 
are hereby made” and insert the 


“and receivable,” insert the 
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And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and provide for the ex- 
change in this act authorized or required, he is authorized to use any surplus rev 
ennes, from time to time, in the Treasury, not otherwise appropriated, and to issue 
sell, and dispose of, at not less than par, in coin, either of the descriptions of 
bonds of the United States described in the act of Congress approved July | 4, 1870, 
entitled “ An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt, " with like qual- 
ities, privileges, and exemptions, to the extent necessary to carry this act into full 
effect, and to use the proceeds thereof for the purposes aforesaid ; and all provisions 
of law inconsistent with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 

Amend the title soas to read: * A bill to amend the third section of the act enti- 
tled ‘An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments.’ ” 

Mr. DEERING submitted the following modifications of the sub- 
stitute heretofore offered by him : 

Insert the words “ law or” after the words “ stipulated by ” in line 19. 

Also in line 60, after the words “ stipulated by,” insert “ law or.” 

Mr. EAMES. Mr. Speaker, it is my purpose in what I may say to 
limit myself strictly to the question before the House which has been 
presented by the committee of which by your assignment I am a mem- 
ber, with the exception of a word upon two amendments which have 
been proposed and are now pending before the House. And I desire 
lirst io state distinctly the proposition of the committee. 

That proposition, either by the bill reported from the committee 
or by the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. Fort, ] 
which, I think, in legal effect is the same as the bill of the commit- 
tee, repeals the provisions of the act of January 14, 1875, which fixes 
the time of resuming specie payments—on the Ist of January, 1879; 
and also the provisions which provide the means of resuming on that 
day by the authority conferred by the act upon the Secretary of the 
Treasury. The provisions of that act which authorize free banking 
remain intact and unchanged, either by the bill of the committee or 
by the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, which the com- 
mittee are willing to accept as a substitute. 

The consideration, therefore, of the pending proposition involves 
three questions: First, is it practicable by the means provided in the 
act of January 14, 1875, in the present condition of the country, to 
redeem in coin the national notes on the Ist day of January, 1279? 
second, if so, can this redemption be made at that time without det- 
riment to the material interests of the country? and, third, if it can 
ought any change to be made in the existing law? In my judgment 
it is practicable to redeem at the time named. This may be done, I 
think, without any injury to any material interest; and, if so, it will 
be agreed, perhaps, that it ought to be done, and that no change 
should be made in the existing law. 

In the conviction that the law as it now stands will enable the 
Government to resume on the Ist day of January, 1879, without in- 
jury, but with great benefit to every material interest and to all sec- 
tions of the country, I shall speak to-day in opposition to any change 
upon this subject in the existing law. And I shall assume that it is 
the purpose of every member of this House at some time to pay the 
legal-tender notes in lawful money, and thus redeem the promise of 
the Government expressed upon their face; and that the question 
upon the pending bill and amendments is whether such payment can 
be made at the time fixed by law, or whether this time should be 
extended indefinitely, as proposed by the bill reported from the com- 
mittee, or to some definite time beyond that which has been named 
in the act of January 14, 1875. 

The question upon the pending bill is as to a change of the law so 
that the period of redemption or payment shall be in the future at 
some time which is left uncertain. 

And I shall assume further that it is the desire of every member 
of this House to resume specie payments and to appreciate the exist- 
ing circulating medium to par in coin just as soon as this may be 
done without detriment to the labor, capital, industries, trade, and 
commerce of the country. 

Upon these assumptions, with a view to answer the question as to 
the time when such resumption may be so made, I desire to call the 
attention of the House to the legislation upon this subject and to the 
currency Which now constitutes the circulating medium of the coun- 
try. 

The exigency of the Republic to save its life required the issue of 
the promises of the Government in various forms, These promises, 
in demand notes, in national notes, and bonds, aggregated upward of 
$3,000,000,000, 

Since these obligations were issued, and after they had subserved 
the purpose which necessitated their issue, they have been to a very 
large amount of the liability incurred funded in bonds, running for 
a longer or a shorter period, at an interest of 6 per cent., 5 per cent., 
44 per cent., and some at 4 per cent., two thousand millions of which 
are now outstanding as the debt of the country. 

There is also as a part of this debt about $356,000,000 in national 
notes, to-day in purchasable value nearly equal to gold, which are a 
part of the existing circulation of the country. 

In addition to this, during the struggle for the national life it be- 
came necessary to force the capital of the State banks into the serv- 
ice of the country, and the present national-banking law was adopted, 
which required the purchase of United States bonds as security for 
circulation to the amount of about $400,000,000. 

The national notes, the national-bank notes, and the fractional 
currency, since in part exchanged for silver coin, have since then 
made and now make the circulating medium for exchange in the 
business of the country. 

Its amount in the aggregate is about $700,000,000; and although 
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i. 
having its origin in the necessities of the Republic, it is, | vent 
Say, as convenient and as safe a currency as it is possible = 
time of peace to provide. ae 

The national notes rest for their security upon the entire resi 
of the Republic, which are surely sufficient to redeem an, 
at some time in the only money known to the Constitut) 
law. 

The national-bank notes are even more secure, as they are jae.) 
upon the bonds of the Government, with a limit of an issue of § i 
$100 in Government bonds as security ; and, besides, the holder of the 
national-bank note has a claim which may be enforced in the eo... 
against the bank and its property, and to the 
the bank against the stockholders. 
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\ Pay them 
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courts 
extent of the capital of 
In these respects, therefore 


“ ; . the 
national-bank note is safer than the national note, and it is as a 
eral in its circulation in the business transactions of the couytry aa 
is the national note. ’ 


Perhaps no circulating medium could have been devised which 
would have furnished better security or a more convenient and sufi. 
cient currency forexchange. And these national notes and national 
bank notes, in connection with the fractional currency necessary {or 
exchange in small transactions, since their issue, for all purposes 9; 
exchange within the limits of the country, have furnished as gooq 
medium of exchange as heretofore the condition of the country would 
admit of. ’ 

But during all this period it has lacked one essential element, |; 
has been and still is irredeemable in the money either of the Coys 
tution or of the commercial world, and hence is liable from time to 
time to changes and fluctuations in its purchasable value. 

From the first issue of these notes as a circulating medium for ex. 
change, the avowed purpose of both the political pazties has been to 
devise some mode by which they would be equal in their purchasable 
value to the money recognized by the Constitution ; in other words, 
to coin, either silver or gold, or both, and by which they would ulti- 
mately be redeemed. 

The first effort in this direction was the retirement of national! 
notes under the administration of Mr. Secretary McCullough. Under 
his administration of the Treasury Department the national notes 
were reduced about forty-four millions, but subsequently, under My 
Secretary hKichardson, this, to the amount of twenty-six millious, was 
re-issued, and it was not until under the acts of June 20, 1574, and of 
January 14, 1875, that the amount of these notes was again reduced 
to about three hundred and fifty-six millions, which is about tl 
amount now outstanding. 

Under the act of June 20, 1874, and the act of January 14,1875, the 
national-bank notes have been reduced from three hundred and tifty- 
four millions to about three hundred and sixteen millions, and bya 
subsequent act there is still outstanding of fractional currency and sil- 
ver coin about $45,000,000, 

Such, in fact, without inquiring the cause, has been the operation 
of the laws which have been passed, the avowed purpose of which 
was to appreciate the circulating medium to par in coin; and in 
doing this the purpose has been, by the national note and the systew 
of free banking, to supply in national-bank notes any deticiency, avd 
to provide such volume of currency as was required for the trans- 
action of the business of the country. So that now this circulating 
medium consists of about three hundred and fifty-six millions of the 
national notes, three hundred and fifteen millions of national-bank 
notes, and about thirty-eight millions of silver coin, with the amount 
of fractional currency still unredeemed and now outstanding. 

Now, in this condition of the currency as a medium of exchange, 
and in connection with the fact that the legal-tender is nearly equal 
in value to gold, and also in connection with the recent action of the 
House in making a silver dollar of less purchasable value than a na- 
tional note, a legal tender, the question is presented by the pening 
bill whether that provision of the act of January 14, 1575, providing 
for the resumption on the Ist day of January, 1879, shall be repealed. 

It is a question of great and vital importance. It aflects every 
business transaction from the passage of the act of January 14, 1579, 
to the present time. Every contract which has been made daring 
this time has been made under a law which provided for resumption 
on the lst day of January, 1879; aud the entire business of the coun 
try from that time has been conducted in view of the time fixed for 
resumption. dest 

Now, Mr. Speaker, no change ought to be made in any existing law 
unless some reason can be given for a change ; and no change should 
be made unless some remedy for an existing evil is provided. _ 

It is of no consequence how or why the law of January, 1°75, was 

. It became then and is now the law. And since then, as! 
ave said, every business transaction has been based upon it as the 
law. 

I regret that a question of such vital importance should be forced 
to such a hasty issue. There, of course, has been no opportunity for 
the consideration of this proposition by the standing committee of 
the House to which it was referred. This and the other committees 
were announced by the Speaker on Monday, about two weeks ag° 
Until then but few members knew upon what committees they would 
be required to serve, and could not, therefore, have had any oppor 
tunity to examine the questions which might be referred for consid- 
eration and report. : 

The committee to which this subject was referred made its report 


ot 














ais 
1dié. 
he Wednesday following the Monday of its appointment, and it 
o* ble, therefore, to give to this question in committee any 
- Jeration Whatever, and the report which was made was of ne- 
chee fter a careful consideration of the question, but merely 
y because as the committee was constituted the majority 


was im possi 


cessity not a 
and — of making the report. In my judgment, it is very un- 
were om any question of the importance of the one now pending 
Wied be pressed for decision at an extra session called for other 
—_ purposes, and before the apeete of the Departments bearing 
soon the proposition had been made to Congress. But the question 
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raised by this bill is here and we are to decide it, as we are to decide | 


any other proposition before us, upon our consciences and our oaths. 
And that question is, what upon this bill is it best to do for the labor, 
capital, and industries of the country—for all these, and not for the 
pondbolders or the national banks; not for labor or capital, not for 
oe. but for all the interests and industries of the country. 

nit be agreed that it is for the best interests of the country to 
resume apecie payment at some time, the only question is whether 
‘+ ean be done without detriment to the labor, capital, trade, and 
commerce of the country at the time now fixed by law, January 1, 
“79 

It seems to me, upon the most careful examination which I have 


been able to give the subject, that no change in the existing law is | 


required, and that no change ought to be made, but that if the exist- 
ing law is left to stand, the result will be that on the Ist of January, 


1x79, the present circulating medium will be equal in purchasable | 


alue to coin. 

a us look at this question without reference to anything except 
the facts connected with and bearing upon it. , 

The experience of other countries in a similar case is not to be dis- 
regarded, but may be delusive if based on a different state of facts 
or a different condition of things. The comparison of the necessity 
of acertain amount of circulation in proportion to population, or to 
the extent of territory, may be proper, but no sane man would fix the 
amount of the circulation of a country solely or principally upon any 
such basis. The amount of circulation which is required is rather to 
be determined by the nature, extent, and diversity of the industries 
of the country and the amount of capital required for their develop- 
ment; and the very best test of whether the currency in use is sufli- 
cient or not is to ascertain whether or not it is in actual use, and 
employed for such purpose. 

Now, with these general views, what better system could be de- 
vised than that which now exists under the present law for a eircu- 
lating medium ? 

It issafe. It provides for all the currency which is required for 
the legitimate business of the country. Indeed, its volume now is 
in excess of any demand for its use; and if any deficiency should 
exist the law provides for its supply. 

This currency, admirable as it is for its safety and convenience for 
exchange for business purposes, has, as I have said, lacked one essen- 
tial element of a sound and stable medium for the object for which it 
has been used, and that essential element is that it never has been, 
as it ought to be, equal in value to the money of the Constitution 
and of the commercial world. 

To bring it to this standard has been the purpose of the past legis- 
lation upon the question of finance, and just as that object is about 
to be realized without disturbing to any extent the business trans- 
actions of the country, this bill is pressed for passage on the pretext 
that itis not only impracticable but impossible to resume at the time 
named in the act. I think otherwise, and for the following, among 
other reasons, very briefly stated : 

The balance of trade is in our favor to the amount of nearly 
$200,000,000, : 

The revenue from customs duties is quite ample to meet the interest 
on the public debt, and the revenues from other sources sufficient to 
meet all the current expenses of the Government. The legal-tender 
is within 3 per cent. of being equal to gold. Under the provisions of 
the past legislation the volume of the currency has been reduced 
about sixty millions, while a law has been in operation by which if 
at any time there was any deficiency in the currency it not only 
could, butas I believe would, have been supplied. The gold and silver 
produced in the country, amounting to nearly or quite $100,000,000 
annually, with the existing balance of trade in our favor, may be 
retained at home; and, in fact, under the operation of existing laws 
gold to the amount of about $70,000,000 over all legal gold demands 
upon the Government bas been gradually accumulated in the Treas- 
ury with the purpose of enabling the Secretary of the Treasury to 
comply with the provisions of the act of January 14, 1875, and at the 
lume therein named to resume specie payments. This amount, in my 
judgment, is amply sufficient to appreciate the legal-tenders to par 
— ap And in support of this opinion I will now submit what I 
oe 4 substance said upon this floor when a proposition like that now 
»efore the House was pending, and under a condition of the Treasury 
- of the country far more unfavorable for resuming specie payment 

‘an how exists, the reasons why I think that the $70,000,000 in coin 
a in 0 Treasury is sufficient to appreciate in purchasable value 
pre - present legal-tenders and national-bank notes now con- 

tung the cireulating medium for exchange. 
an experience of the country in banking shows that practically 
asmall amount of coin in any healthy condition of business is 
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required to keep any safe and convenient circulating medium for 
exchange, like either the national notes or the national-bank notes 
at par with coin, or to keep them equal to coin in their purchasable 
value, 

Previous to the present national-bank act a system of banking ex- 
isted under the State laws which wes a safe and convenient mode of 
supplying the circulation which was required for the purposes of trade 
and commerce. This circulation was based on specie payment, and, 
although occasionally there was a suspension of specie payment, for 
nearly the whole time the bills of these banks, under the limitations 
and regulations which were imposed upon them, were at par with 
gold in their purchasable value. 

It appears in a report on the finances (Executive Documents Nos, 2 
and 3, first session, Thirty-eighth Congress) that in 1863 there were 
fourteen hundred and sixty-six State banks and branches, the liabili- 
ties of which were, including capital, in the aggregate $1,191,749,945, 
and their total resources $1,185,491,728. In the same year the cireu- 
lation and deposits of these banks were $632,363,444 and the aggre- 
gate amount of specie $101,227,369, or about $1 of specie for $6 of cir- 
culation and deposits, and, including other liabilities, about $1 in 
specie to $7 of liability. The proportion of specie to circulation and 
deposits, and also to other liabilities, is very nearly the same for the 
years intervening between 1551 and 1863. 

It is quite apparent from this statement that the amount of specie 
required to appreciate the circulation of the State banks at par in its 
purchasable value was no larger in percentage than the amount in 
coin now in the Treasury to appreciate the legal-tender to par; and 


| it is certainly reasonable to infer that the legal-tender will not re- 


| 
| 


quire a greater rate of percentage than was required by the State 
banks. 

The evidence of bankers also confirms the statement that practi- 
cally from 15 to 20 per cent. in coin of the liability is ample to keep 
bank circulation at par; and it should be kept in mind also in con- 
sidering this question that the legal-tender notes are in circulation 
in all parts of the country; that they are a more convenient medium 
of exchange than coin, either gold or silver; and that consequently 
only such amount of the legal-tenders as may not be required forthe 
purpose of trade and commerce will on the Ist day of January, 1579, 
or Giccutien, be presented for payment. Whatever is required in 
trade will be kept in circulation and will be at par with, because it 
is convertible into, coin. 

And as soon as the legal-tender is at par the national-bank note 
will also be at par. 

The reserve of from 15 to 25 per cent., which the national banks 
are required to hold in legal-tenders, will enable them to resume as 
soon as the General Government shall be prepared to redeem the 
legal-tenders outstanding, which will, of course, include the reserves 
in legal-tenders now held by the national banks. 

When, therefore, the Government is ready to meet any demand 
which will be made on it to redeem the legal-tenders, the national 
banks will also be in a condition to resume specie payments, and 
the existing medium of exchange, including hoth legal-tenders and 
national-bank notes, will be at par with and equal in purchasable 
value to coin. 

The reasons which I have heretofore expressed, and now in sub- 
stance repeat, were then, as I have said, based upon a far less favor- 
able condition of the country for resuming specie payments than 
now exists. 

The legal-tenders and national-bank notes have been reduced in 
amount. The legal-tender was then worth but eighty-eight cents on 
the dollar. It is now worth between ninety-seven and ninety-cight 
cents. The coin in the Treasury bears a larger proportion to the 
amount of legal-tenders, and the balance of trade is far greater in 
our favor now than it was then. 

Now, in view of these facts, none of which can be disputed, the 
question is presented to us to repeal the time fixed by law to resume 
specie payments without the information which is necessary for the 
proper determination of the question. 

But if this bill must be acted upon now, it may be well for every 
member of this House, upon a question which is in no true sense either 
political or sectional and which involves the interest of the whole 
country, to consider what good will come from reversing the legisla- 
tion of the past in the direction of resuming specie payments in accord- 
ance with the solemn pledges of Congress and of both of the great 
political parties of the country? I can see no good and nothing but 
harm in such action. 

If we are to resume at any time, some time must be fixed. The time 
named is nonetoonear. Indeed the Government conld to-day resume 
with gold to the amount of seventy millions in the Treasury. 

The argument gainst resumption, so far as I have been able to 
comprehend it, is that a larger circulation is required ; that under 
existing laws the circulating medium has been reduced to the amount 
of about sixty millions; and the inference from this is, that if this 
bill becomes a law, the volume of currency will be increased. 

I listened with great care to the presentation of this bill and the 
reasons for its passage as given by my colleague on the cominittee, 
the gentleman from Kansas. I do not dispute the statements which 
he made of the reduction of the volume of the currency in national 
notes and national-bank notes. But I think, with the free-banking 
system in operation, this reduction has been occasioned rather under 
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the operation of the laws of trade than by reason of the provisions 
of the act of January M4, 1875, and that, if the legitimate business of 
the conntry required a larger volume of currency, that law as it now 
stands, by the free-banking system, would have furnished it just as 
certainly as in case of any deficiency of any product or manufacture 
it would have been supplied under the law of supply and demand. 

But L observed that the gentleman, in his able argument, failed 
either to ask or answer this material question: What would be the 
increase in the volume of currency if this bill should pass? I pro- 
pose to address myself very briefly to this question ; and in consider- 
ing it it will be well to keep in mind jast what the pending bill pro- 
poses to do. 

As reported by the committee or as proposed to be amended by the 
committee, it simply repeals the time named for resumption and the 
provisions by which resumption was to be secured. 

Now, if this bill should pass, how will the circulating medium of | 
the country be increased ? 

Its effect may be to prevent, for the purpose of resumption on the 
ist of January, 1879, the further accumulation of coin in the Treasury, 
but not without further legislation to take from the Treasury the coin 
now in it, if the Secretary of the Treasury should think it wise to retain 
it as a means of appreciating the legal-tender to par with coin in view | 
of resumption at some indefinite time in the future, or to use it in the 
payment of the national notes now outstanding. It does not authorize 
any additional amount of legal-tenders. 

It leaves the system of free banking just as it is, to supply any de- 
ficiency in the circulation which may arise or to reduce the circula- 
tion when not required for the labor and industries and business of the 
country. 

It will not add one dollar to the circulating medium, either of 
national notes or national-bank notes; and it surely will not add | 
one dollar to the subsidiary silver coin or the fractional currency 
now outstanding. 

The law, as it will then stand, will not authorize the increase of 
the legal-tenders a single dollar, nor will it change in any respect 
the system of free. banking, or remove any burdens, restrictions, or 
limitations on the national banks which will enable them to increase 
their circulating notes. 

But, in addition to this, with seventy millions in coin in the Treas- 
ury, Which I think is all that is required to redeem every legal tender 
which will be presented for redemption, it may be well also for every 
member of the House to consider the question whether he is willing to 
leave to the Secretary of the Treasury the discretion of resuming specie 
payments immediately upon the passage of this bill. Convinced as 
1 am, for the reasons which I stated, that with the pending bill as a 
law he has the means with the coig now in the Treasury to resume 
to-morrow, still lam opposed to any such course, as a surprise upon 
the business of the country. 

That business, since the act of January 14, 1875, has been gradually 
adapting itself to the provisions of that law, and when the time 
comes will be prepared for it, and in view of the present prospects of 
improvement in all branches of industry, a resumption at that time 
will not injure, but advance the material interests of the country. 

Why, then, I repeat, at this time attempt to force through Congress 
at a special session called for other purposes a measure of such vital 
importance, 

Mr. Speaker, in my place here as a member of this House, and of 
the committee from which the pending bill has been reported, I en- 
ter my protest against its passage as hasty, ill-advised, and as fraught 
with great evil alike to the credit and honor of our common country 
at home and abroad, and to the labor, capital, trade, and commerce of | 
the country. If capital is required for the employment of labor, the 
law now provides the means of securing it so far as the legitimate | 
business of the country demands. And whatever law may here be | 
passed it will never be secured unless the measure of its value is fixed | 
and certain. When this is secured, as it certainly will be, if no 
change is made in the existing law, it will be supplied for the indus- 
tries and business of the country, and will furnish employment to 
those who now are without it—and never till then. 

I speak to-day as a Representative of the American people, for no 
—s party, and for no sectional interest, neither for the bond- 
iolder nor the national banks ; neither specially for labor or capital, 
bat for the whole country and for all its material interests, and for 
what I believe will advance the general welfare of the country, and 
will permanently, and not for the day merely, promote its prosperity. 

As I have said, I am opposed to any change of the existing law. 
In my judgment, with the light which I now have, the present mone- 
tary system of this Government cannot be improved. 

Necessity is said to be the mother of invention. This system had 
its origin in the struggle of the Republic for its life. It has sub- 
served in that respect a most desirable purpose ; and since the term- 
ination of that struggle it has been a safe and convenient and suffi- | 
cient circulating medium for the purposes of the legitimate business 
of the country. It lacks but one thing to make it complete, and that | 
is to appre@iate it in purchasable value to coin. Under the existing 
law we are now just upon the point of securing this; and if no change | 
in this law is made, this will, in my judgment, surely be secured on | 
the day now fixed by law. 

I shall vote for no amendment which proposes to pay any national 
obligation in anything but lawful money and dollar for dollar. 
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| healthy and permanent prosperity for the material interests of tl 
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Dissenting from the conclusion of the gentleman from Ohi 
GARDN ER) as to the authority of the Government to re-issue the | 
tender at its present limit in amount, when it bas been preses t vy 
and has been paid in coin, and believing that the legal-tende: oo 
ity of the national note justified by the peril of the nation y — 
was made a legal-tender may be continued until by act of ne 
it shall be deprived of this quality, and from such consideration 
have been able to give to the proposition of the gentleman _ 
Michigan, [Mr. HUBBELL; ] seeing no real objection to retaininy st 
legal-tenders as a part of the circulating medium within the |, ~ 
now prescribed by law, and no objection, when the legal ae 


no J : tender js 
equal in value to gold, to receiving it for all publie and private du 

’ es, 
I will vote for thar 
amendment to remove any doubt upon that question, hoping there), 


to retain the legislation of the past in the direction of Tesy, 
specie payments and of appreciating the existing circulation “ 
medium of exchange to par in its purchasable value to coin, 

The proposition of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mornisoy 
in aid of the existing law, and I will vote for that also. J) conn 
tion with the accumulation of coin in the Treasury, which, unde; the 
provisions of the law of January 14, 1875, the Secretary of the Tpegs. 
ury has made, it is the same proposition which I made on the floor ys 
this House in February, 1574, and sustained by a speech which | wad 
in April of that year. 

Mr. Speaker, I have given to this question ascareful a consideration 
as I have been able to. I am satisfied that the only way to secure - 
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country is by appreciating the currency to par in coin, and I belie, 
that under existing law this may be done without changing the cha: 
acter or diminishing to any considerable extent the volume of en; 


| rency now outstanding, and without disturbing any material interes 


or industry of the country, and therefore 1 oppose and shall vote 
against the passage of the bill now pending before the House. 

I now yield ten minutes to my colleague, [ Mr. BaLLov. } 

Mr. BALLOU. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that any words of wipe 
will change a vote or prevent the passage of this bill in some form by 
this House repealing the resumption act of 1575. But as I believe 
its repeal would be pernicious and detrimental to the business and to 
the credit of the country, I desire brieily to state my reasons for my 
opinion and for the vote which I shall give. ; 

The depression in business and the lack of employment for the 
laborer during the last three years is attributed to the act to provide 
for the resumption of specie payments in 1879, which is only true in 
so far as we had been acting in a deceptive and speculative manner, 
deceiving ourselves by a nominal inflation of wealth instead of esti- 
mating it by its real value, and doing business upon that basis. As 
we come back to facts and real values, as we must, we necessarily 
find that much of this inflated, fancied wealth takes to itseif wings 
and flies away and vanishes altogether ; for it existed only in name 

During the war of the rebellion, and for some time after it, the 


| great demand for productions and manufactured goods of all kinds 


stimulated industry and caused large accumulations ; and an inilated 
currency, Which men reckoned by its nominal instead of its real value, 
lifted the productive and commercial community to an appearance 
of prosperity, causing it to extend its credit to the utmost limit, so 
as to increase the seeming wealth; and the high prices paid the 
laborer deceived him also with the general delusion. But the real 
value of wealth must some time be appreciated, and the pay-day of 
credit will some time come ; and thus, when the soldiers returned, no 
longer needing the supplies which the necessities and the wastes of 
war demanded, and began to produce for themselves and their fam- 
ilies, and the distance between an inflated currency, by which all 
values had been estimated, and the real value of money and property 
began to decrease, together with the great losses in the destruction 
of property by fire in the cities of Chicago and Boston, it becawe 
difficult for debtors, who were the producers, manufacturers, and 
merchants, to meet the obligations doe had assumed, and the fail- 
ures commenced; productions were uot needed in such large meas 
ure; manufactories stopped; workmen were discharged, not because 
there was not money enough, but because the waste of war had 
ceased and the consumer and destroyer had begun to produce and to 
save, and an inflated currency and an assumed fancied wealth in 
being estimated at its real value reduced the means of the debtor 
while his liabilities remained the same. 
The exigencies of war placed us in this false position by creating 
demands. and inflating values which are unnatural and cannot be 
maintained in times of peace, and we must necessarily sustain the 
losses and trials incident to the transition state ; but the soover we get 
to asolid basis of real values, measured by a uniform standard of cur- 
rency which the commercial world recognizes, the easier aud safer 
will it be for us all, , 
There can be no healthy business with a constant fluctuation 10 
currency values, as all business transactions will be conducted on 
the most limited scale; for men cannot judge of the value ot goods 
to-day with the fluctuating value of money thirty, sixty, or ively 
days in the future when the pay-day shall come. Something must be 
stable in order that the business man may have a guide for his judg- 


| ment in estimating values. Without this there can be no perma 


nently healthy trade, because the constant fluctuation in prices, both 
of goods and currency, destroys all confidence ; and this contidence 
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restored by making all paper money and all promises to 
Government convertible into that which is universally 
as astandard value. Coin is needed but in small quanti- 
reulating medium, and would be used but little ia ordi- 


can only be 
pay by the 
recognized 


ties a8 a el 


iusiness transactions if paper can be made stable by being con- 
nary busi ‘ 


rtible with it. > that cs ade by legislati 
e \n irredeemable paper currency, that can be made by legislation 

‘] the printing-press, like our greenbacks, though made a legal 
ame = 


ier and introconvertible with bonds that may be made in the 
tender « 

oe manner, it seems to me, would be a very dangerous experiment 
~ a constant temptation to jobbers of all kinds to prey upon the 


ma 


covernment, and for legislators to be induced to listen approvingly | 


to their importunities for money, even for the wildest speculations, 
al on it could be made so easy, and thus swell the national indebted- 
ness till the eredit of the Government should wane and general bank- 
ruptey and repudiation follow. 

Our present banking system is unquestionably the best, safest, and 
most convenient for the people of any that we have ever had, and 
perhaps with free banking, as now authorized, and some few modifi- 
cations, such as the removal of unjust taxes and the resumption of 
cie payments, it will be as perfect as banking can be made, the 
er being of equal value throughout the Union and no possibility 
even though the bank itself should become 


sin 
t 


paper , 
of a bill-holder losing, 


bankrupt. 


And in addition to what has been so clearly shown by the honorable 


ventleman from Indiana, (Mr. HUNTER,] that the national-bank cir- 
culation ischeaper to the Governmentand the people than greenbacks, 
» saving the expense of printing and engraving without receiving 
any income from taxation, is the fact that if the Government issues 
all the cirenlation it would have to keep an amount of coin on hand 
for redeeming its currency in any emergency which might arise, equal 
to that which would be required of all the national banks of the 
country if the cireulation was theirs, and the interest on such dead 
capital, which the Government would lose, would be equal to the 
interest which it pays on the bonds it holds for the redemption of 


onal-bank cireulation, even without deducting the taxes which | 


it now receives from them. 
It is indeed strange that this House, after making a silver dollar 
which is worth only ninety-two cents as compared with gold a legal 


tender for all amounts, should be voting to repeal the resumption act | 


and against the redemption of greenbacks, which are worth ninety- 
seven cents of gold. Can there be great danger in promising to redeem 
ninety-seven cents with ninety-two, or that there will be such arush 


of yreenbacks for the silver dollars as to fail the Government and the | 


banks by giving them 5 per cent. profit on all they are called upon to 
redeem ? 

lhisis a kind of political economy not laid down in the books, but 
going from its professors in the American Congress may be considered 
by some wise statesmanship, but with practical business men and 
financiers it is simply ridiculous, 

What the country needs and what it must have before confidence 
cau be restored and business permanently resume a healthy and pros- 
perous condition is that money of all kinds shall have a standard 


value and be equal to that which is recognized by the commercial | 


world. This is what has been promised in the most solemn manner 
by the National Government and enacted into law under which con- 
tracts have been made from the time of the law’s approval ; and this 
Government is bound by every principle of justice, of right, and of 
honor to be faithful to its promise and redeem its legal-tender notes 
in coin on and after the Ist day of January, 1879. With this peace, 
honor and prosperity will be ours; without it, disgrace, poverty, and 
financial ruin. 

Mr. EAMES. I now yield the residue of my time to the gentleman 
from Michigan, [Mr. HUBBELL. ] 

Mr. HUBBELL. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the resumption of 
specie payments because the country has reached a period in which an 


earnest effort is demanded to provide for its commerce and general | 


business a practicable and permanent monetary system and a uniform 
standard of exchanges. 

Business everywhere is now affording gratifying indications that 
the severity of the prolonged prostration of our industries is passed, 
The busy hum of the factory is again heard in the great manufact- 
ring centers; the blessings of abundant crops are acknowledged 
throughout the Eastern and Middle States and along the Pacitie slope ; 
commerce is quickening into activity and the demand abroad for our 
surplus agricultural products and manufactured commodities is fully 
up to the supply ; labor is in greater demand and the handiwork of 
the artilicer is more eagerly sought for than it has been for years. 

_ These evidences of returning prosperity, while they are gratifying 
in themselves, point directly to the necessity for a monetary system 


superior to that of irredeemable paper, to the effects of which the | 


depressed condition of business for years past must be largely 


attributed. This feature in our monetary system was adopted for a 
Specific purpose. That object having been accomplished its day of 
usefulness has passed, and the irredeemable paper dolar will soon 
be no longer a necessity. It has become a serious impediment to 
our Inaterial progress and should be removed. This can be done 
only by a return to specie payments, a condition promised by the 
Government when the first irredeemable paper dollar was issued ; 
andnow that the country has returned to peace and is entering once 
wore upon a condition of general prosperity, the time has come whe 


the Government should fulfill its pledge to the people made at the 
birth of the first member of the very large greenback family, and re- 
newed by act of Congress in March, 1869, where it was declared to 
be the purpose of the Government to make provision at the earliest 
practicable period for the redemption of the United States notes in 
coins. 

Lookivg directly to the accomplishment of this desirable object Con- 
gress again, by act of January 14, 1975, declared the purpose of resump- 
tion of specie payments on January 1, 1879, and to that end, and in 
execution of the pledge of the act of 1869, provided for the redemption 
of the United States notes in coin; thus contemplating a monetary 
system both sound and convenient for the people, consisting of coin 
and currency, or notes redeemable in coin at the demand of the holder. 
Here we have first the pledge of the Government to redeem, and 
secondly, a day fixed on which to fulfill that pledge. The question 
naturally rises now, after the lapse of thirty-two months since the 
passage of the resumption act and within fourteen months of the 
time for its fulfillment, can its conditions be carried out at the time 
specified? In other words, will the Government be prepared to re- 
sume specie payments on the Ist day of January, 1879? 

There are three classes in the country who have representation on 
this floor and who claim that resumption on the day specitied is an im- 
possibility. One class is composed of those who oppose resumption 
on traditional political principles, simply because it is a fundamental 
duty to oppose the policy of the republican party atevery step and un- 
der all circumstances, without regard to the wisdom of the measure 
under consideration, the necessities of the country, or the suffering 
brought upon the people by their persistent opposition. Another 
class is composed of those who have manifested a persistent opposi- 
tion to resumption and are the soft-money theorists, whose visionary 
ideas lead them to believe that an abundance of intlated paper eur- 
rency—raq money—irredeemable in its character and unstable in its 
value, is the best monetary system that can be devised. Influenced 
by these ideas and by persistent efforts their appeals to the least 
informed portion of the great mass of the people, have gained for 
them some followers. And another class is composed of those, who, 
while they are believers in a sound currency redeemable in coin, yet 
under a ecnstruction which might be given to the resumption clause 
of the third section of the act of 1875 think they clearly foresee that 
any attempt to force resumption and at the same time retire and cancel 
the legal tenders, from time to time redeemed, below the limit of 
$300,000,000 fixed in that act, would inevitably bring abont such a 
disturbance in the tinances as to unsettle business and derange the 
industries of the country. 

They are strong in both branches of Congress, and are backed by 
the moral support of a vast body of capitalists, bankers, manufact- 


urers, shippers, merchants, and the great mass of the better informed 


mechanics and laborers throughout the country. On the other hand, 
the friends of resumption with an interpretation of the resumption 


| clause in the third section of the act of January 14, 1875, which would 


require the Secretary of the Treasury to retire and cancel all United 
States notes redeemed under the act when that clause shall become 
operative, are united and determined, yet have not sufficient numeri- 
cal strength to resist the passage of the committee’s bill which re- 
peals all the resumption there is in the act of 1875, and again unset- 
tles the whole question. 

In their daily business transactions the people experience the 
necessity of a return to a hard-money currency—and I mean by this 
a coin and paper currency, each exchangeable for the other at par 
value at all times and for all amonnts—and the public sentiment is 
earnestly in favor of reaching that consummation as provided for in 
the act of January 14, 1875. With the popular voice in its favor, 
without claiming for myself the gift of superior power to foresee 


| the future, or even of possessing the financial experience of some 
: others, on the floor of this House, I am impressed with a strong con- 


viction that by affording the Secretary of the Treasury such legisla- 
tion as is contemplated by the amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute proposed by me to the bill of the committee, he will be ena- 
bled to resume specie payments on and even before the day specitied 
in the act. 

In a careful examination of the resnmption act of 1875, sugges- 
tions have occurred to my mind whieh are so closely connected with 
the main object in view, resumption, as to claim for them the careful 
consideration of this House. They refer mainly to the disposition to 
be made of the legal-tender notes outstanding and to be redeemed or 
exchanged for coin and returned to the Treasury on and after Jan 
uary 1, 1879, and to the character of our silver coin and the power it 
shall exercise in the work of redemption and discharge of the public 
debt. But before entering upon this part of my subject, let us ascer- 
tain what has already been accomplished and what steps are now in 


PROGRESS TOWARD RESUMPTION. 


The act of January 14, 1575, entitled “An act to provide for the 
resumption of specie payments,” provides, (section 1:) 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and required, as rapidly 
as practicable, to cause to be coined at the mints of the United States silver coins 
of the denominations of ten, twenty-five, and fifty cents, of standard value, and to 
issue them in redemption of an equal number and amovnt of fractional currency 
of similar denominatious; or, at bis discretion, he may issue such silver coins 
through the mints, the sub-treasuries, public depositories, and post-otlices of the 
United States; and upon such issue he is hereby authorized and required to redeem 
an equal amount of such fractional currency untia the whole amount of such frac- 


Ni tional currency outstanding shall be redeemed. 
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In pursuance of these provisions the issue of subsidiary silver coin 
and the redemption of fractional currency were immediately begun, 
and have continued up to the present time. 

Under the authority for the issue of silver coin granted by the act 
of July 22, 1476, the Treasury Department, in addition to redeeming 
fractional currency whenever presented for that purpose, also issued 
silver coin in exchange for legal-tender notes as rapidly as the coin- 
age at the mint would permit. By these arrangements the issue of 
subsidiary silver coin up to November 1, 1877, amounted to $36,651,- 
850.36, of which $27,207,231.36 was for fractional currency, and $9,- 
444,5€9 for legal-tender notes. 

The demand and the coinage still continue, though the quantity of 
fractional currency now in circulation is quite limited, and on ac- 
count of its destruction or loss in various ways it is known that the 
amount now outstanding is some $3,000,000 less than the books of 
the Treasury indicate. Excepting in remote sections of the country, 
fractional paper currency has gope almost entirely out of circula- 
tion and silver coin has taken its place. 

So far, therefore, as section 1 of the resumption act is concerned, 
its requirements are pearly fulfilled. The provisions of section 2 
have been fully carried out. That section requires— 

That so much of section 3524 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as 
provides for a charge of one-fifth of 1 per cent. for converting standard gold bullion 
into coin is hereby repealed, and hereafter no charge shall be made for that service. 

This is intended to intercept a portion of the gold bullion usually 
sent out of the country to be coined, and divert it to our own mints for 
coinage. The wisdom of this measure has already been shown by 
the fact that from an early period after the date of the act the Amer- 
ican mints have been running to the full extent of their capacity. 

The report of the Director of the Mint, Dr. H. R. Linderman, shows 
the following results as the operations of the mints and assay-oflices 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1876: 


DEPOSITS AND PURCHASES. 


Dek CA iin scvieensctncsactesoversesestelecstvecieensts senses $57, 480, 270 50 
Rihvar Gapentte end Merle 18. <0cnes ceo cenesoccsecosesvenneses 28, 515, 702 79 
Total amount received and operated upon.................-- , 85,995,973 29 


Deducting redeposita, (bars made and issued by one institution and deposited at 
another,) the deposits were : 


SEEN i thdhes micichitenin es aaiaeikna hoon ndeeh hibenadiennatn diane peanhin $11, 943, 285 42 
BED occins cecnes 606680 s0beus vended cesudeseened cupbesscueseonuesnebs 24,574,551 81 
a euas evncessevenecenes ousceneee Seneccoveves 66, 517, 837 23 
COINAGE, 
Pieces. Value. 
SEED estcnsuakhs chat bn pieeheeeambasianeehinnk seemeiie 1,949,468 $38, 178, 962 50 


Silver, (trade-dollars) 
Silver, (subsidiary coin) 
DIT «1c etueen ies esdemsiennatinmiebeinaninatien seeas 14, 915, 000 


6, 132, 050 00 
12, 994, 452 50 


o OOS ee recess ecewe cs cece cccsccccceesoesosese 27,101,468 57,565,815 00 





























ee SEE n.n0ncn n6nn bens ceenepeanenens cuunsnd coesbobebaabansedeoneesns 
Mint at San Franciaod ...........ccccsccccccee © 0860680000 
Mint at Carson 
ee 
Assay oflice at New York 
Assay office at Boisé 

















| NRO BANE. .ncnccccccccececenvccescess 520, 45 

| Unparted gold mes 

DN aie gna ticn ndtstalaidecitiue 6, 213. 306 7 $12, 034, 627 

| Unparted silver ...... .....2-cccee-cccccccccceseccess 2 O71 ano k 

Sterling ........ SAUSEERS we cesccenesenecseceseesnneses 11, 050 68 

———— “8,285, 87 
Total gold and silver..... ercees Seucesecerescs 0m 

| 0 g' VOT ne weerneerenaceresnseeeeenscnceee cence 20, 330 R539 


The distribution of the gold and silver bullion de 


chased, including redeposits, was as follows : posited and par. 





Gold deposits. Silver de »sits | 











| and purchases. | Total. 
ee | 
Mint at Philadelphia. .......... $8, 497, 720 13 | $5,996,10493 | g14 202 oor 
Mint at San Francisco.......... 35, 054, 628 74] 10, 962, 784 97 46.017 3 “ 
Mint atCareom................. 3,175,046 92 | 5,049,290 04 8, 224 336 9 
| Mint at Denver ........... ° 745, 676 47 6,031 00 "968 Ser op 
Assay office at New York......| 9,943,661 70 | 6,599, 821 10 16, 543 4a2 
Assay office at Boisé ........... 63,536 54 1, 670 75 65, 997 99 
GR ict ish etna 57, 480,270 50 | 28,515,702 79| as aon 


, 973 








The coinage at the different mints during the fiscal year was as 
follows: ‘i 






































Description. Pieces. | Value 
Mint at Philadelphia : 

| Gold coinage RNEs (hci CR cbs pees aeainenwenspaapene 422,265 | $8, 260, a37 
Silver coinage, (trade dollars) ....... 280, 050 220 050 OF 
Silver coinage, (subsidiary coin) . 29, 022, 950 | 6, 320, 452 
BE CARRE. 20:80 Gsenersncccesnesesces 14, 915, 000 260, 350 00 

pees —_— |____ 
DN thbknnkcairnipebiienekeeseseeaneel bonenas 44, 640, 265 15, 121, 290 00 
Mint at San Francisco: aia? " 
pc ascnemesunsssanqsepcennsareqoosen 1, 375, 600 27, 036, 500 0 
Silver coinage, (trade dollars) ...........-.-...-- 4, 523, 000 4, 523, 000 00 
Silver coinage, (subsidiary coin).................. 22, 504, 000 4, 430, 000 00 
ED iat rneihe dantnn eh nies cinsesieccveni 28, 402, 600 35, 929, 500 00 
Mint at Carson: ——— : 
DL tentesboncesseeecernecbacwecenensec 151, 603 2, B81, 525 00 
Silver coinage, (trade dollars) .............--...- 1, 329, 000 1, 329, 000 00 
Silver coinage, (subsidiary coip)................. 12, 578, 000 2, 244, 000 07 
TOR. <cmnsnaccen antnoneideapinnereneneeras 14, 058, 603 6, 454, 525 00 





57, 565, #15 


The bars made and issued at the mints and assay offices were as follows: 








Gold. | Silver. 
ee———_——n— eee Total. 
Fine. Unparted. Fine. Unparted. Sterling. 
$37,520 01 |......... oe ee Se oo 
pihaewbacued $7, 707, 326 84 113, 794 09 | $1, 460,650 35 |............| 9,241, 
ae otthieheittis oil idle x a5 904, 453 65 603, 144 30 | ...........] 1,507,597 95 
ssiilihtaieiieaatll SERDAR DG si cp ecncecin 6,014 90 }............] 749,564 74 
2 Ge 4 SP | ..<.....5->. 5, 109, 006 57 | ............- | $11,050 68 | 8, 602,991 4 
BE ido ea OD Ef cctcsncanse SE EE ca ecnanet 65, 027 29 


3, 520, 454 40 


Compared with the previous year, there was an increase of $14, 327, 686 in the 
amount of gold operated upon, $10, 211, 296.72 in the amount of silver operated upon, 
#4, 624, 997.50 in gold coinage, and $9, 056. 134.50 in silver coinage. 





The expenses of the mints and assay offices for the year were,..... + $1,495, 815 59 
CURRIN... 5, «1s i iilicndl nian chin naan nin niles winnie aantieinin aie ~ $479, 771 19 
Seigniorage or gain by coinage of subsidiary silver 1, 724, 181 26 
Seigniorage On MiMoTr COINS. ......... cece ccccccececcceccccceccecesces 138, 494 00 


Total earnings and seigniorage............-.----++--+-- 9 ospene 2, 392, 426 45 


While our coinage of gold during the year was $38,178,962.50, that | 


of England during the same year amounted to only £258,120, equal 
to $1,256,140.93. Our coinage of silver amounted to $19,386,852.50, 


while that of England was only £597,540 17s. 1d., equal to$2,907,932.56. | 
The United States mints are being increased in number and en- | 


larged in capacity with the view of securing a still larger coinage 


annually. The other provisions of the resumption act are contained | 


in section 3, which is as follows: 


See. 3. That section 5177 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, limiting 
the aggregate amount of circulating notes of national-banking associations, be, 
and is hereby, repealed; and each existing banking association may increase its 
cirenlating notes in accordance with existing law without respect to said aggre- 
gate limit; and new banking associations may be organized in accordance with 


existing law without respect to said aggregate limit ; and the provisions of law for | 


the withdrawal and redistribution of national-bank currency among tho several 
States and Territories are hereby repealed. And whenever and so often as circa- 
lating notes shall be issued to any such banking association, so increasing its cap- 
ital or cirealating notes, or so newly organized as af id, it shall be the duty of 











8, 514, 233 22 | 6,213,306 79 | 2,071,480 30 | 11,050 68 | 20, 230, 525 39 








the Secretary of the Treasury to redeem legal-tender United States notes in excess 
only of $300,000,000, to the amount of 80 per cent. of the sum of national-bank 
notes so issued to any such banking association as aforesaid, and to con 
tinue such redemption as such a notes are issued until there shall be 
outstanding the sum of $300,000,000 of such legal-tender United States notes, and 
| nomore. (And on and after the Ist day of January, A. D. 1879, the Secretary 
| of the Treasury shall redeem in coin the United States legal-tender notes then 
| outstanding, on their presentation for redemption at the oflice of the assistant 
treasurer of the United States in the city of New York, in sums of not less than 
#50.) And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare snd provide for 
the redemption in this act authorized or required, he is authorized to use any sur 
plus revenues, from time to time, inthe Treasury not otherwise ap ay eee aud 
to issue, sell, and dispose of at not less than per, n coin, either of the descriptions 
of bonds of the United States described in the act of Congress approved July l4, 
| 1870, entitled “An act to authorize the refunding ot the national debt,” with like 

ualities, privileges, and exemptions, to the extent necessary to carry this act ivto 
fall effect, and to use the proceeds thereof for the purposes aforesaid. Aud all 
| provisions of law inconsistent with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 


In pursuance of these provisions the amount of outstanding legal- 
tenders has, up to November 1, 1877, been reduced by redemption to 
the extent of $27,509,108, leaving the amount of outstanding legal- 
tender notes $354,490,892. 

Whetherthe redemption of legal-tender notes will goup to $82,000,000 
by the Ist of January, 1879, leaving the net $300,000,000 to be re 
deemed on and after that day, it is difficult yet to predict. The de- 
_ mand for national-bank notes is now on the increase, and will con- 
| tinue so under the demand growing out of the revival of our industries. 
' At all events, the balance of the $82,000,000 of legal-tender notes Tt 











1877, 


«ill not be large, and it will be perfectly safe to accept the 
mT 000,000 as being about the amount to be provided for by redemp- 
ion aud after January 1, 1579. ; as 

“Here the important inquiry presents itself: What proportion of this 
amount will probably be pevseated for redemption on the Ist day 
of January, 1579, or soon thereafter ? sai ; 

The third section of the act of January 14, 1875, authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to sell United States bonds to obtain the 
Ms odful coin to the extent necessary to redeem the $300,000,000, and 
thus carry this part of the act into effect ; but as the necessary amount 
of coin required on a given day is determined only at the option of 
the holders of the notes to be redeemed, the amount to be provided 
for is necessarily uncertain ; and as it will de end upon events, or a 
condition of things over which the Secretary has little or no control, 
it will be impossible for him to determine the extent of the demand. 
The Secretary. in his last annual report to Congress, says that he 
is authorized, if in his jadgment deemed necessary to carry the act 
into effect, “to accumulate an amount of gold equal to the eniire 
amount of legal-tenders outstanding on that day ; but this, if it were 
not morally impossible, would be so inexpedient, asa financial meas- 
ure, that it is not to be presumed to have been contemplated by Con- 
gress, and so not incumbent on the Secretary.” (Report of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury for 1876, page 16.) ; 

There is now, as the result of ordinary causes, over $128,000,000 in 
cold, including $33,543,200 in coin certificates, accumulated in the 
Treasury, and the amount is steadily increasing. 

This in connection with the fact that our exports for the twelve 
months ending September 30, were larger than ever before $667,403 
577 and over $199,000,000 ($199,271,799) in excess of our imports— 
thus checking the export of coin and diverting it back in large 
quantities to this country—should go far to assure the public mind 
that at the appointed time, with such reasonable legislative aid as 
may be given by Congress, the Secretary of the Treasury will be 
enabled to resume specie payments on and after the Ist day of Jan- 
uary, 1X79, without resorting to an extensive sale of bonds or to any 
other extraordinary means to obtain coin to meet the demand, which 
in its extent will be equal only to a moiety of the legal-tender notes 
then outstanding. 

At the present time the premium on gold is only 24 per cent. For 
all practicable business transactions, except for export, the legal-ten- 
ders are now at par with gold, and ere the day for redemption as 
provided by law arrives the paper dollar will, it is reasonable to be- 
lieve, be absolutely at par with the coin dollar and so be accepted in 
all our home-financial transactions, provided the commercial, manu- 
facturing, and business interests of the country can be secured against 
any sudden financial disturbances. This fact, in connection with an 
annual export of the products of $200,000,000 in excess of our imports, 
and in view of the further important fact that we have reached a 
period in our national career where we must become an export nation, 
precludes the probability of any extraordinary demand in January, 
1-79, for gold for business purposes, if a proper construction shall be 
given to the resumption act. There is therefore, with such construc- 


tion, every indication that against all the opposition that can be | 


brought to bear to prevent the resumption of specie payments, the 
redemption of the United States notes, as fast as they are presented 
in sums of $50 and upwards, will go into operation on the day named 
in the act. 

WHAT DISPOSITION SHALL BE MADE OF THE $300,000,000 LEGAL-TENDERS WHEN 

REDEEMED. 

The act of January 14, 1875, is not so explicit as it might be on 
the disposition to be made of the $300,000,000 of legal-tender notes 
as they are returned from time to time to the Treasury by redemp- 
tion in coin at their par value. Is it the intention or meaning of the 
act that they shall be penny retired, or is their re-issue for 
coin, or in payment of demands against the Government when called 
for, contemplated? The Secretary of the Treasury, in his annual re- 
port to Congress, for 1876, on page 76 says that by the act of 1875— 

The policy of speedy resumption of specie payments is not only declared, but a 
monetary system for the United States is clea:ly indicated, with provisions for 
the redemption of irredeemable per current as money, and the issue in lieu 


thereof of national-bank notes, redeemable in coin at the option of the holder, and 
4return by that method to the metallic standard of the Constitation. 


Does the Secretary (Morrill) mean that national-bank notes may 
be issued for the $300,000,000 of retired legal-tenders? His language 
indicates this. Public opinion is divided as to the intent of the act. 

I know, sir, that at this day different constructions are given to 
the resumption clause of the act of January 14, 1875, than were 
given when that act was passed; I also know that, if at the time 
of the passage of that act it had been asserted and acquiesced in 
on when resumption should take place under that act any of the 

nited States notes below the $300,000,000 named therein as the limit 
to their volume were to be canceled and retired when redeemed and 
ene to the Treasury, we should not now be discussing its repeal; 
; ‘ vill, sir, would never have been enacted intoa law. But aside 
am yer so far as I have been able to ascertain—and I have con- 
= with a large number of clear-headed capitalists, together 

it eats of the ablest financiers, who believe that the interests of 
a arger and smaller industries will be best subserved (whether 
00 was the intent of the resumption act or not) by retaining the 
00,000 when redeemed, to be re-issued or paid out by the Gov- 
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ernment when required, exchangeable at all times with coin at par 
value, and made a legal-tender in the payment of all dues and in all 
transactions not otherwise provided for by statute or specitied by 
contract—this is precisely the object sought to be accomplished by 
my amendment. It is as follows: 





That so much of section 3 of an act to provide for resumption of specie pay- 
ments, approved January 14, 1875, as proviles for the redemption in coin, by 
United States, of all legal-tender notes outstanding on the Ist day of January, 1579, 
embraced in the clause of said section of said act in the language following, to 
wit: “ And on and after the Ist day of January, A. D. 1579, the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall redeem in coin the United States legal-tender notes then outstand- 
ing, on their presentation for redemption at the office of the assistant treasurer of 
the United States in the city of New York, in sams of not leas than $50," shall be 
so construed as not to authorize or require the Secretary of the Treasury to retire 
and cancel said notes, redeemed as aforesaid, but to authorize and require said Sec 
retary to deposit said notes in the Treasury of the United States; whereupon said 
notes shall be re-issued at par value, in payment of all claims and demands against 
the United States or in exchange for coin; and said notes are hereby wade a legal 
tender, and receivable, at their face value, (in payment of duties on imports or 
other duties of the Government, and for all debts,) except where coin payment is 
stipulated by contract or statute ; and all provisions of law in conflict with this act 
are hereby repealed. 






Now, Mr. Speaker, let the friends of honest money, of a paper cur- 
rency always redeemable in coin at its par value, at the pleasure of 
the holder, sustain this amendment, and we are at resumption at 
once, 

Our United States notes will be at par with coin, and there will 
always be at command $300,000,000 of them to be used in adjusting 
financial disturbances always threatening a commercial people, and, 
to constantly perform all the functions of a sound currency in their 
business pursuits. 

Adopt this and we shall give the people a sound currency ex- 
panded by the introduction of coin and always susceptible of being 
enlarged or increased in volume to meet the requirements of business, 
through a free-banking system provided for in the third section of 
the act which my amendment proposes to construe. 

Adopt it, and it not only will insure resumption, but draw from the 
ranks of the greenback party, so called, its entire conservative ele- 
ment, consisting of men engaged in every pursuit, who want honest 
money, but are driven away from you by the fear that when resump- 
tion takes place it will be followed by a contraction which will im- 
peril their legitimate ventures and bring with it prostration and 
distress. 

It will also be observed that my amendment proposes, when re- 
sumption takes place, to make United States notes receivable for 
duties on imports. 

Well, why should they not be so received ? When the Government 
is ready to exchange them for coin, which now, under provisions of 
law, is receivable for duties, why should it longer discredit its paper, 
unless it be to gratify a mere sentiment and to hear the jingle of the 
precious metal. 

With our notes at par the result would be practically the same were 
this clause not in the bill, only that, with it in,a par value is always 
maintained, while practically the only use we would have for coin 
would be to pay interest on our public debt, which our balance of 
trade already furnishes. 

We have already passed an act remonetizing silver, and is there 
any valid reason why, in reaching resumption, we should not bring 
silver to our aid? While I fear that the act just passed, remonetiz- 
ing silver, does not wholly remedy the evils created by acts demon- 
etizing it, especially its depreciation; and while I also fear that in 
value or fineness the silver dollar will, by reasonof its unrestricted 
issue under the new bill, if it becomes a law, be below the gold 
standard and cause gold to go out of circulation; and while Lintend 
at some future time,if I can obtain the floor, to call the attention of 
the House and the country to this subject, embracing its free coinage 
and the plan of coin and bullion certificates contemplated in that bill, 
yet I voted for the bill, under a suspension of the rules, not because 
it embraced my own views, for I am frank to admit that it does not, 
but because I felt very keenly that the people of this country had 
been unfairly dealt with by the passage of the acts demonetizing silver. 

Sir, we have placed upon the shoulders of the people a weight of 
obligations for the payment of money as great as they can bear, and 
it is our pride to-day that they have as yet shown no real disposition 
to shrink from the burden. If they meet these liabilities according 
to the terms of the contract under which they were incurred they will 
place this Government in the front rank of nations. Until witbin a 
short time our ferty millions of people never dreamed that silver was 
not a part of our currency and the silver dollar a legal tender. The 
discovery that it is not has aroused a feeling of insult aud indigna- 
tion which the law-making power will do well to heed. They now 
demand. that it shall in some way resume its old place as a part of 
our coin circulation. Forone I shall do nothing to resist this demand, 
and their creditors will, in my judgment, consult their best interests 
by acceding it. 

With all due deference to the judgment of those who in the debate 
on this subject claim that Congress could not legally authorize the 
re-issue of the $300, 000,000, or any portion thereof, I hold, that if in 
the judgment of Congress the re-issue of these legal tenders in their 
present form, or in the form of a new Government note showing on its 
face that it is a legal tender to the extent provided for in my amend- 
ment, is required to meet the exigencies of the public interest, Con- 
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gress is empowered, under the Constitution, and under section 3579 
of the Revised Statutes, to re-issue them. 

Let us examine that section. It was passed in 1863 and re-enacted 
at the last session of Congress in the Revised Statutes, and is as 
follows, namely: 


When any United States notes are returned to the Treasury they may be re-issued 
from time to time as the exigencies of the public interests may require. 


This was the law when the decision in the legal-tender case was 
made, and the language is plain, full, and explicit. If it was intended 
to limit this re-issue to such notes as were returned to the Treasury 
in the collection of taxes or other dues, would it not have required 
the use of a clause like this, “ except when exchanged for coin at their 
par value?” 

Again, section 3580 provides as follows, namely : 

When any United States notes returned to the Treasury are so mutilated or other- 


wise injured as to be untit for use, the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to 
replace the same with others of the same character and amonnts. 


This section was also in force, when the decision in the legal-tender 
case, cited the other day, was given, and the same general language 
is used as in the section first referred to. 

It makes no difference whether a note is exchanged for damaged 
munitions of war, for a claim or just demand for taxes, for a legal 
penalty enforced, or for coin ; it is returned tothe Treasury in either 
case and may be re-issued under the provisions of sections 3579 and 
3520 of the Revised Statutes. 

The main point of inquiry is whether the re-issue of the $300,000,000, 
or any portion of that amount, is required by “ the exigencies of the 
public interests,” and that question once settled in the aflirmative 
by Congress, who, as the law-making power, is the sole judge in the 
premises, there is no power on earth to question it. 

And I but follow the doctrine laid down in the legal-tender case, 
when I assert that under this decision, Congress alone has the power 
to determine when it will cease either to re-issue these United States 
notes or take away their legal-tender character, and that within the 
limit of the $300,000,000, at least, it may either enlarge or curtail their 
scope, except in cases where they are excluded by contract or statute. 

But for the sake of argument admit that, following out the doc- 
trine of the legal-tender decision as laid down by the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. GARDNER, ] the Supreme Court should decide that it was 
uncoustitutional to re-issue United States notes, which had been re- 
deemed at par, and make them a legal-tender, that would only revoke 
their legal-tender character at the farthest. It would not make the 
notes so issued void nor prevent the Government from paying them. 

‘Then we should be at specie payments ; resumption will have taken 
place. Now, the Government does not pretend to pay them ; then, it 
would pay them, or, in other words, exchange them for coin. Or if 
they were at par it might re-issue them, thus keeping them in circu- 
lation. Would we be any worse off than we are now, or would we 
be better off? It would indeed be a rare spectacle in our judicial 
history if our Supreme Court should reach such a conclusion in the 
face of the patent fact that the Government stood ready at all times 
to exchange coin for these identical notes. 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, I beg to say that I have no sympathy 
with the extremists who have arrayed themselves at either end of 
this financial question; neither with that class of men who now claim 
gold to be the true standard and the only cirenlating medium, the 
only money to be recognized, and who, if gold became too plenty, 
would insist that diamonds or some other more valuable article should 
be made the measure of values; nor with that other class of people 
who believe that an unlimited issue of irredeemable paper money will 
cure all the ills that flesh is heir to, and that, when new ills come 
upon us, their cure is in another issue of the same kind of trash. Nor 
do L expect that aught I can say will be heeded by them. 

But, sir, 1 am in full sympathy and accord with that large mass 
of our people who occupy the middle ground and are in favor of a 
sound and honest currency which will enable them to carry on their 
business, meet their obligations, and furnish remunerative employ- 
mentforlabor. Itisin behalf of this class that I have spoken to-day; 
and if | have spoken unwisely, while their good common sense and 
sound practical judgment may pronounce against me, yet their sense 
of justice will not allow them to altogether condemn me for attempt- 
ing honestly to serve their interests. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask gentlemen to bear with me while 
I make what, in theological parlance, would be called a doctrinal dis- 
course, and to presume that in the course of it I may answer ques- 
tions which may occur to them as I proceed. 

I do not say that I am unwilling to be interrupted; but I hope 
gentlemen will not interrupt me unless they may have some specitic 
misstatement to correct or question pertinent to the point I may 
then have under consideration. My speech is unwritten, and such 
interruptions might, as I once heard a distinguished gentleman say 
when uttering an impromptu speech which had been carefully pre- 
pared and committed to memory, disturb the concatenation of ideas. 

I propose, sir, to continue an argument which I first began on this 
floor on the 3d of January, 1867, nearly eleven years ago, when point- 
ing out the inevitable results of an attempt to resume specie pay- 
ments by contracting a volume of currency that was, in the main, 
legitimately and profitably employed. In doing so I drew, as you 
will perceive, a fair picture of the course of financial events during 
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the intervening period and of the present condition of our count 
I said: country 

The experiment, if attempted as a means of hastening specie 
prove a failare, but not a harmless one. It will be fatal to the 
jority of the business mea of this generation, and strip the fru i 
of the country of the small but hard-earned sums they have de pas 
banks or invested in Government securities. It will make money « ens dee 
ployment uncertain. Its object is to reduce the amount of that which a 1 
part of our country and for the handreds of thousands o aoe 


r , ! E 2 f millions of dol are of 
domestic trade, is money, and to increase its purchasing power; and by thas un. 
settling values it will paralyze trade, suspend production, and deprive ind ee 

ndustry 


employment. It will make the money of the rich man more valuable, and deni... 
the poor man of his entire capital, the value of his labor, by depriving nat « : 
ployment. Its first effect will be to increase the rate of inierest and diminis th 
rate of wages, and its nnal effect wide-spread bankruptcy and a mor protr foe: 
suspension of specie payments. ee 

In 1872 and 1873 the rates of interest were at the maxim 
the market for labor and the rates of wages began to decline. 

The course of administration and legislation from the tine 
which I spoke has been steadily in the direction against whic h I so 
earnestly protested, and I do not wonder that it has been go “a 
when the blind lead the blind both are liable to go into a dite), I 
have before me a paper fresh from the pen of the man who inaywu. 
rated and has steadily championed the policy of resumption by co 
traction, who, having been the president of a large bank in Iudiay 
was, in deference to his large experience as a banker, brought to thi. 
city to act as Comptroller of the Currency, who was transferred fro; 
that position to the Secretaryship of the Treasury, «and has since beer 
known as the head of a great American banking-house in Londop. 
and who exhibits in this paper such ignorance of the very element. 
of the question at issue as relieves me from astonishment that tly 
country, under his guidance, should have gone from prosperity to 
bankruptcy. The remarks to which I have invited the attention of 
the House were made in response to the announcement of Hugh Mi 
Culloch, as Secretary of the Treasury, that by the process of coy 
traction we should have resuined specie payments before the maturity 
of the compound interest and 7.50 notes, or, in other words, in two 
years from the date of his manifesto. Let me, Mr. Speaker, invite 
the attention of gentlemen to this man’s latest utterances, in order 
to show how by following the lead of such a teacher they have lost 
sight of the real questions at issue and are laboring in a fantastic 
way upon the surface of the main subject. The opening paragraph 
of this paper indicates an ignorance discreditable to the country 
whose Secretary of the Treasury and Comptroller of the Currency its 
author has been, or, sir, a mendacity which invokes all the opprob- 
rious epithets which have been hurled by gentlemen at each other 
from the Clerk’s desk and elsewhere across this House. Listen to it 
I read from the North American Review for November and Decew- 
ber, the leading paper of which is by Hugh McCulloch, and the first 
paragraph reads thus: 

All the great financial troubles which have occurred in the United States have 


been the result of the plethora of paper money, and the crisis has always been 
reached when its volume was the largest. 
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Sir, when had we paper money prior to the issue of the greenback! 
Never. Andif the statements in that paragraph be not false, it must 
be true that the shadow of the coming greenback of 1862 produced a 
plethora in 1857, in 1542, in 1837, and way back to 1821, when the title 
to some of the best properties in Philadelphia passed on no other con- 
sideration than the ground rent, which was the price originally agreed 
to be paid for the unimproved ground. Is this man of such enlarged 
experience incapable of perceiving the broadest distinctions, or does 
he mendaciously seek to beguile his countrymen into indifference to 
the contrast which inheres between money—that which pays all debts, 
which is a legal-tender—and bank-notes—which are private debts, 
mere promises to pay money. He speaks of private or corporate credit 
as money. It cannot be that one who has presided over a bank, been 
the Comptroller of our Currency and Secretary of the Treasury, does 
not know the difference between money, which liquidates debt, aud 
debt, which is to be liquidated in money. 

And— 

Adds he— 


the crisis has always been reached when its volume was the largest: 


Now, let me make a truthfal paragraph of this one. To be truth- 
ful it should read thus: All the great financial troubles which have 
occurred in the United States have been the result of a plethora of 
bank-notes, or promises to pay money; and the crisis has always 
been reached when the volume of such promises was largest and the 
money held by those who issued them with which to redeem them 
was least. 

Let me now proceed to examine Mr. McCalloch’s second paragraph. 
It reads thus: 

Up to the passage of the legal-tender acts the protection against continued over 


issues existed in the power of the States over their banking institutions and in 
the force of public sentiment. 


Did the Ex-Secretary of the Treasury believe that the States had 
the constitutional right or had ever exercised the power —— 
money and regulate the value thereof,” or to “make anything _— 
gold and silver coin a tender in payment of debts e and that the , 
1ad delegated these high prerogatives to banks of their own creat ry 
Or did he know that sueh unwarranted assertions were calculates to 
befog the judgment of his confiding followers on this vital question! 
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In most if not all of the States— 


He continues— 


ks forfeited their charters by suspension, and their suspension was tolerated 
bas ha period only a8 was necessary to enable them to resume without two 
\ressure upon their debtors and too great disturbance of their business. 


severe p 

What was the suspension of which Mr. McCulloch speaks? It was 
the suspension of the payment of money on demand in accordance 
with the promise ex pressed on their notes. When they had inflated, 
not the money but the currency, until the community thus tempted 
into speculation was at their mercy, and they did in combination 
what had any one of them done alone would have been an act of 
bankraptey—suspended the payment of money on their promises. 

Mr. McCulloch tells us that after due time the banks would re- 
sume. The truth is that after their notes had been issued without the 
restraint imposed by the fear of being called upon to redeem them and 
after this sufficient volume of irredeemable currency had quickened 
production and enabled the people to earn money enough for the pur- 
pose and bring it into the country, they would resume. What did 
they resume? Why they resumed the payment of money for their 
notes promising such payment at all times on demand. . 

But, as if to cap the climax of his absurdities, our logical and ex- 
perienced financier adds : 

‘The suspension of the banks put a check at once upon credit and an end to over- 
trading and speculation. 


Mr. Speaker, it is impossible that he who had been president of a 
leading bank can have believed this assertion ; because, and I appeal 
to the experience of every business man on this floor as to the correct- 
ness of my allegation, when the banks saw difficulties threatening to 
overwhelm them, they set about contracting their loans, called in 
payments from their debtors, refused discounts, and crippled basi- 
ness generally in the vain hope of saving themselves from the fate 
they had invited by the undue expansion of their circulation. Sus- 
pension relieved them from liability to be called upon to pay their 
notes and they issued irredeemable paper ad libitum; and, as I have 
already intimated, that paper, the irredeemable promises of private 
corporations though it was, was accepted as a medium of exchange, 
and gave life to enterprise, quickened industries, and enabled the 
people to earn the money by which the banks could ultimately resume 
the payment of money. Now, sir, I take leave of this branch of the 
subject with the remark that for ignorance and mendacity there are 
I apprehend in the English language no two successive paragraphs 
of like brevity from the pen of any man of national reputation which 
equal these from the pen of a late Secretary of the Treasury of the 
United States. 

I have made these remarks not for the purpose of criticising Mr. 
McCulloch, but in order to reach a good stand-point from which to 
present the difficulties that lie in the path te resumption. The con- 
fusion of mind, if in his case it be confusion, that afilicts Mr. McCul- 
loch, seems to have extended to many of the gentlemen on this floor. 
I desire to say that in the progress of this grave discussion I shall 
bandy no epithets. I have convictions upon the functions of money 
and those of credit which I have carried for more than forty years of 
manhood, which I have tested by the phenomena that have marked 
each of the rapidly recurring financial crises in my own country 
and of those which have occurred elsewhere when I could get the 
details of the current history, and in which I am more confirmed with 
each passing year, Yet I can understand that gentlemen may differ 
from me honestly and fairly without proving themselves to be gamb- 
lers, thieves, swindlers, or wanting in appreciation of and devotion 
tothe honor of their country. And I shall continue to believe that 
each gentleman who speaks on this floor utters the convictions of an 
honest man and a patriot. 

The question before the American peeple to-day is not between gold 
and the inconvertible paper of the Government, which by its legal- 
tender character is money. It is between paper money and bank 
credits, which, in the absence of a sufficient supply of metallic money 
with which to convert them, will continue to be irredeemable. I have 
conversed confidentially with many bankers, and have not found one 
of them, when speaking thus confidentially, who did not admit that 
though the ‘Treasury may resume specie payments on the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1579, it cannot maintain them a week. The inadequate supply 
of bullion on which it may resume will, some of them have said, 
be exhausted on that day by the holders of certificates of deposit 
and banks which will have sent forward large amounts of notes 
for redemption, and the gold having thus been transferred to the 
banks and the Treasury having again suspended, the time will have 
arrived for a renewal of profits on sales of gold by those banks that 
may have happened to present their demands in time. What the 
etlect of a new suspension by the Government would be on the price 
of gold, none can predict, as no one is able to predict the duration of 
t he suspension. 

Upon what demands do we propose to resume gold payments? Over 
$00,000,000 of greenbacks; over $300,000,000 of bank-notes. I have 
ere (to continue the list) Mr. S. Dana Horton’s work on Silver and 
Gold, in which I find some things from which to dissent and much to 
commend ; but the facts embodied in which have been most carefully 
compiled. It gives on page 44 the debt statement for September, 
1576, when the national debt was $2,203,902,645. The nominal amount 
of outstanding State securities is given as about $335,000,000, of city 
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securities $543,000,000, of railroad and canal bonds about $2,170,000,000, 
Gentlemen may say “ Why, the passage of this act does not mature 
those obligations!” No, gentlemen, it does not; and I do not pretend 
to assume that the conversion of all, or even of a considerable per- 
centage of them will be sought; but when you remember that all 
those securities are marketable in our market, it matures all of them 
that may be held by foreigners who can send them home, have them 
sold, and draw for the proceeds in gold. It puts our Government 
in the attitude of holding itself up as the reservoir of gold from which 
all its creditors and those of our people (and they are to be found 
in every civilized nation) may draw for gold when they need or 
desire it. The act does make payable in gold the deposits in our 
national, State, private, and savings banks, which amount to thon- 
sands of millions. It puts upon the aye basis all book- 
accounts, promissory notes, and mortgage and judgment debts. It 
piles up such an amount of debt as no nation has ever undertaken to 
pay in money based on a single metal. And with what do you pro- 
pose to pay it? Gold, I know. What gold have you? Why tive 
resolutions, ingeniously contrived to extort information, brought us 
the fact that in July of the long session of the last Congress the 
Treasury had of real gold at its absolute disposal $13,000,000; for in 
the amount of gold named by the Treasury in monthly-debt state- 
ments we have bonds retired, but which have not been canceled; 
we have coupons paid, but which have not gone into the account of 
coupons paid. The major part of the gold reported as in the Treas- 
ury is paper gold, against which parties have claims, or paper which 
the Government has paid and not yet found time to carry into account 
and cancel. 

Where are we to obtain an adequate amount of gold? Who has it 
to spare? By what means are we to get it? When London, or rather 
England, on a commercial transaction made with the syndicate, owed 
us $21,000,000, while Mr. George 8. Boutwell was still Secretary of the 
Treasury, the bank and the business men of England became alarmed 
at the possibility of the withdrawal of so large an amount of bullion 
from that country; and Secretary Boutwell, having subsequently be- 
come a Senator from Massachusetts, stated the facts on the tloor of the 
Senate, and showed that the Bankof England interfered and threat- 
ened destruction to American credit if a contract was not made to 
bring the paltry sum of $21,000,000, a little over £4,000,000 sterling, 
home in Government bonds bought in London. And Mr. Boutwell con- 
eluded his statement with the exclamation, “ We were compelled to 
submit.” 

But, sir, the United States Government had a judgment awarded it 
by a tribunal more august than any which ever adjudicated the 
claim of a suitor. The high joint commission, representing the two 
most powerful nations of the earth, the sovereignty of England and 
that of the United States, after due deliberation at Geneva, found 
that we were entitled to $15,500,000 in gold. Such was the judgment 
of that august tribunal. What was the sequel? Did we, on settle- 
ment, bring $15,500,000 of metal to replenish our exhausted supply 1? 
Oh, no. I speak again upon the authority of him who was then Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, Mr. Boutwell. The government of England 
induced our own State Department to suggest to our Treasury De- 
partment that to bring home that award as the court had adjudged 
it to us, in gold, would produce a financial crisis, and that we should 
therefore, in the same spirit of amity which had submitted to arbi- 
tration the great issues between us, accept payment in our own 
bonds. And again we were compelled to submit. 

But later still, sir, within three months the government of Brit- 
ish India advertised in London for a loan of £3,000,000 sterling, 


| $15,000,000; and. the Economist, the Times, and all the leading 


journals of England announced that the proposed loan was produc- 
ing perturbation in business circles, because if the proceeds were to be 
sent to India in money it might produce a financial crisis. Why pro- 
duce a financial crisis? If sent in the money of India, it would be 
silver, which is not money in England. Yes, that fact was recog- 
nized; but it was also remembered that Germany needed gold; and 
if that loan was to be sent to India in money Germany, it was said, 
would supply the silver and take in exchange therefor England’s 
gold money to the amount of £3,000,000 sterling. 

Yet gentlemen talk on this floor and elsewhere as flippantly about 
selling $200,000,000 of 4 per cent. bonds for gold and bringing the 
proceeds home as though gold were one of the products of the shops 
of Birmingham or Sheffield which British manufacturers would be 
glad to sell. The amount of gold necessary to enable us to maintain 
specie paymentsis not in the possession, with power to dispose thereof 
to a foreign nation, of any government or people on the face of the 
globe; and such amounts as can be spared by any of them will not 
be permitted to come toa debtor nation whose bonds may be sent 
home in settlement of international balances. 

I have here (for gentlemen may doubt my judgment on the last 
point) the great financial authority of England, the Economist, of 
October 28, 1877. The editor discusses the balance of trade between 
this country and England; and I am sorry my venerable friend from 
New York, [Mr. TOWNSEND,] who yesterday talked so luminously 
about the balance of trade and how it was to bring us money, is not 
here to learn the opinion of so widely acknowledged an authority. 

And so we find— 

Says the writer— 
that while the balance of trade is turning less faverable to the States, the bull 
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ion movements are moving strongly in their favor. The theory is thus seen to be 
erroneous; avd it errs because it overlooks two important jtems which, though 
they do not appear in the trade accounts, materially affect the balance. In the first 
place, there are other than trade debts which a country like America has to settle. 
She has to export cither goods or specie as interest upon the money which she has 
borrowed abroad and for services rendered to her by foreigners, and as the amount 
of this tribute is not known, it is impossible to say from the trade returns alone 
on which side the balance really lies. And,in the second place, even if the bal- 
ance should in the end be favorable, it may be liquidated without the movement 
of bullion. Stock-exchange secarities havo now become a kind of international 
money, and toa large and increasing extent these are supplementing gold or silver 
as a medium for settling international debts. a are worth remember- 
iug now when the possibility of gold shipments to erica in payment of our 
imports of grain is attracting so much attention. 


Why, of course gentlemen, England will allow the gold to come over 
here for $200,000,000 of 4 per cent. bonds. She will not send over for 
couversion any of our overdue bonds. She will hold them and allow 
youto producea financial convulsion by withdrawing all the bullionthe 
Bauk of England now holds, which is less than $115,000,000, No! You 
ean resort to the exclusive use of irredeemable bank-notes on the Ist 
of January, 1879, but you cannot resume gold payments. 

An engineer, Mr. Speaker, who, having been employed to remove a 
great structure, should begin by digging away the foundation would 
svon find himself restrained by injunction sued out by his neighbors, 
or being where a court was not accessible physical force would restrain 
him from bringing the superstructure —- the heads of his neigh- 
bors. Yet whatdo you propose todo with that great and complicated 
structure, the currency, production, and trade of the United States? 
The currency with which exchanges are effected now consists of three 
hundred and odd millions of bank-notes which are not legal-tenders, 
and which are redeemable in $315,000,000 of greenbacks, which are 
legal-tenders and are, therefore, money; money which must be re- 
ceived by State, county, municipal governments in payment of taxes 
and other claims, which must be received by the National Govern- 
ment for every obligation save one—duty on imports; which must be 
received by every citizen from the Government in payment of all 
debts save one—interest on a coin-bearing bond. Your bank-notes 
in the absence of gold, the sufficient accumulation of which is impos- 
sible, are convertible into this money, with which mortgages, judg- 
ments, and every debt may be liquidated, and you propose to remove 
the money which is the foundation and to leave the superstructure 
stand. You propose to maintain a law which decrees that from and 
after the Ist of January, 1879, with a diminishing reserve and an 
increasing volume of notes redeemable by that reserve, to make every 
debtor in the country liable to his private creditor, and the nation 
in its public character liable to all its foreign and domestic creditors 
in aah The banks, if greenbacks continue to be retired before an 
increasing bank circulation, may, by that date, be unable to redeem 
even in greenbacks, 

Mr. Speaker, I tell gentlemen they are attempting an impossibility. 
The laws of trade cannot be controlled by the wisest and most poten- 
tial government. As well attempt to regulate the laws of gravita- 
tion or refraction as to legislate the flow of gold from creditor to 
debtor nations in an era like the present. The banks understand all 
this. They know that there can be no resumption of specie pay- 
ments, and they hope to obtain control of the entire circulation of 
the country. They are here in their might and power to contro) our 
legislation. They invaded different committee rooms yesterday. 
They went, so the newspapers tell me, to the Executive Chamber 
with three Cabinet ministers as captives in their train. I hope it is 
not true; I do not believe it; Iam unwilling to believe it; I will 
not believe it till it is proven, that forty or fifty men who hold the 
money-bags of our eastern cities may come here and three Cabinet 
ministers abandon their posts of duty and escort them with servility 
to the Executive Chamber, while deaf to the cries of widows, of 
orphans, of men, women, and children pleading for the poor privilege 
of selling theirlabor. I will not believe the slanderous story. 

The banks are not preparing for resumption as they would if they 
believed the law was to be carried into effect. To prepare for resump- 
tion would be to accumulate specie and contract their liabilities. We 
have their statements and we know they are not accumulating specie. 
Woe have the Treasury statement and we know that they are now in- 
creasing theircirculation, and that for every hundred dollars’ increase 
of that circulation, of the superstructure, $80 is taken from the founda- 
tion, from the money in which these notes are to be redeemed. Sir, 
the national banks have failed once without being called upon to pay 
specie. In September, 1873, they could not pay their notes in green- 
backs; they would not pay depositors in their own notes because 
those notes called for greenbacks, of which they lacked a supply. 
Having suspended payment of their notes, they gave their depositors 
certificates that they had money on deposit with them, and these 
certificates were hawked and sold at various rates of discount. And 
I tell gentleman that when the lst of January, 1879, comes, if the 
superstructure continues to expand and the foundation to contract, 
instead of resumption we will have the suspension by those banks of 
payment in greenbacks from one end of thecountry to theother. There 
are natural laws which regulate the relative volume of redeemable 
paper to that of the money with which it may be redeemed, and of 
which we learn something from what oceurred in 1857 and in nine 
periods in the interval between 1816 and 1857. This may all be very 
disloyal to the honor of my country; but, sir, Iclaim to have as clear 
a sense of that honor as any map, though he own a whole bank. 
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Now, sir, how did the Bank of England prepare for resy; 
She had four years given to prepare, as we have had. . 
under which she resumed provided that she should sel] gold in cor. 
tain quantities during certain months of 1820 at a given rate Fema 
£4; that she should sell it during the next year at a given.” 
above £3; and that on the Ist of May, 1823, she should lanes — 
payments, and she and the local banks went to work 
for that event, and what was the effect? Sir Archibald 
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The effect of this extraordinary legislation was soon apparent. 
the nation was speedily congealed as the flowing 
Arctic winter. 
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Authentic statements of tho effects of the preparation for re 
sumption by the British banks have been carefully collated jy Mi : 
J. W. Shackers in this small volume, entitled Finance, Panics. a 
Specie Payments, and I quote part of a chapter from it, having 
compared every extract with the authorities cited, so that I can y ouch 
for the accuracy of the quotations: . 


The French revolutionary and Napoleonic wars were ended in 1°15, and fror 
thenceforward to the year 1819 the ‘currency question’ was the overshadow... 
topic of English discussion, until at length, in Debreary of the latter year, buih 
houses of Parliament appointed committees to inquire into the stato of ihe ba: ™ 
and in April subsequent both committees reported, recommending an carly + 
sumption of cash payments. Upon the reports of these committees Parliagwut 
took prompt action, and in May ‘Peel's bill’—so called because the resolutions for 
cae ey were introduced into the Commons by Mr. Peel, afterward the 
Sir Robert Peel—was enacted into a law. Its provisions were these: 

* 1. The acts then in force legalizing the bank suspension were to bo continued 
to the Ist of May, 1823, when their —— was finally to cease. 

“2. That on andafter the Ist of February and before the Ist of October, 1920. the 
Bank of England should be bound, on any person presenting an amount of thir 
notes not less than of the value or price of sixty ounces, to pay them on demand 
at the rate of £4 1s. per ounce in standard gold bullion stamped and assayed at 
mint. ? 
“3. That between the 1st of Oetober, 1920, and the Ist of May, 1821, it sho 
in a similar manner iu gold bullion at the rate of £3 19s. 6d. per ounce. 

“4. That between the Ist of May, 1821, and the Ist of May, 1823, ths rate of the 
gold bullion should be 23 17s. 103d. per ounce. 

“5. During the period first above mentioned it might pay in gold bullion at any 
rate less than £4 1s. and not less than £3 19s. 6d. per ounce ; in the second period 
at any rate less than £3 19s. 6d. and not less than £3 17s. 104d. upon giving three 
days’ notice in the Gazette and specifying the rate; but after giving this notice 
the bank was not again to raise the rate. 

“6. These payments were to be made in bars or ingots of tho weight of sixty 
ounces each, and the bank might pay any fractional sum less than forty shillings 
above that in the legal silver coin. 

“7. The trade in gold bullion and coin was declared entirely freo and unre. 
strained.” 

But it must not be supposed that there was no opposition to the policy of this 
enactment, for there was, and of a very powerful kind, too. The bank directors 
protested against it, and submitted to the legislature their views of what the 
effects of the act must be in the existing commercial and monetary state of t! 
country. They said they could not help thinking the measure one fraught with 
great risk and uncertainty; and that “they could not venture to advise an unre- 
lenting continuance of pecugiary pressure upon the commercial world the cous 
quences of which it was impossible for them to foresee or estimate ;" nor could 
they take the responsibility of countenancing a measure in which, they said, “the 
whole community was so deeply involved, and which would possibly compromise 
the universal interests of the empire in all the relations of agriculture, manufactures, 
commerce, and revenue.” The merchants and bankers of London and Bristol joined 
in a petition against it, which was presented to the Commons by Sir Robert Peel, 
who entreated the House to pause before the passago of a measure so destractive 
of commercial interests and with them of every other interest in the country, and 
to collect all possible information upon-the subject. Tho petitioners said that in 
their opinion the measure would result in @ forced, precipitate, and highty injurious 
contraction of the currency, which would add greatly to increase the pressure of the 
taxes, to lower the value of allland and commercial property, seriously to afect and 
embarrass both public and private credit, to embarrass and reduce ali the operations of 
agriculture, manufactures, and commerce, and to throw out of employment a great 
proportion of the industrious and laboring classes of the community. 

On the other hand, the friends of the measure, and conspicuously Mr. Peel and 
Mr. Ricardo, (the latter the distinguished political cconomist,) denicd that the 
resumption would be attended by evil consequences, and Mr. Ricardo declared 
that the “whole difliculty would be in raising the value of the currency 3 por 
cent.” 
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WHAT SIR ARCHIBALD ALISON SAYS. 


“The effects of this extraordinary piece of legislation were soon apparent. The 
industry of the nation was speedily congealed, as a tlowing stream is by the 
severity of an Arctic winter. The alarm became as universal and wide-spread as 
confidence and activity hadrecently been. ‘The country bankers, who bai advanced 
largely on the stocks of goods imported, refused to continue their support to their 
customers, and they were forced to bring their stocks into the market. Prices, in 
consequence, fell rapidly; that of cotton, in icular, sank in three months to 
half its former level. The country bankers’ circulation was contracted by no less 
than five millions sterling, (€25,000,000,) and the entire circulation of Eugland fell 
from $232,545,000, in 1818, to $174,385,000, in 1820, and in the succeeding year it sank 
as low as $142,757,000. * = * 

** The effects of this sudden and prodigious contraction of the currency were soon 
apparent, and they rendered the next three years a period of ceaseless distress 
onl outheng in the British Islands. The accommodation granted by bank rs 
diminished so much, in consequence of the obligation laid upon them to pay i 
specie which was not to be got, that the paper under discount at the Bank ot Eng 
land, which in 1810 had becn $115,000,000 and in 1815 not less than §105,300,0v0, 
sank in 1820 to $23,360,000 and in Ie2i to $1,610,000! ‘Tho effect upon prices was 
not less immediate or appalling. They declined in general, witbin six montis, to 
half their former amount, and remained at that low level for the next three years. 
Distress was universal in the latter months of 1819, and that distrust and discour- 
agement were felt in all branches of industry which are at once the forerunner 
and the cause of disaster.” 


WHAT THE BANK AND THE BROKERS DID. 


The Bank of England and the country banks, in order to resume 
and sustain a condition of specie payments, at once began a course 
of vigorous and necessary contraction, reduced their issues 10 & - 
riod of five years by nearly one-half of their whole amount, as the 
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subjoined table from Tooke’s History of Prices, cited by sir A. Alison, 


will show: 


Bank 


Country 
of England. 


bankers. 


| 
$101, 535, 000 | $232, 545, 750 
78, 506,640 | 204, 770, 090 
52, 881,225 | 174,377, 925 
41, 280,900 | 142, 757, 400 


fey 
42, 408, 100 | 129, 732, 050 


$130, 010, 535 


101, 476, 500 
87, 323, 950 


The Bank of England reduced its private securities from $32,000,000 in 1819 to 
ething more than twelve millions in 1821, and this was the average reduction 
oa counts made by the London discount-houses and the country bankers, and 
, one how extensively and calamitously the commerce and industries of the coun- 
helmed by the operation of the contraction. 
THE FALL IN WAGES. 


“Tn all the great stations of the cotton manufacture, as Manchester, Glasgow, 
Paisley, the rate of wages a on an average more than one-half.” —Lord Lans- 
ene's speec. december 1, Ist. 
ae It aa Seen that the ministers alluded to the suffering which pervaded 
several branches of manufacturing industry, for, from ihe papers laid before Parlia- 
a. it appeared that wages in the cotton manufacture had sunk a half within eight 
months and in most other trades in the same proportion.”—Sir Archibald Alison's 
liistory of Europe, second series, chapter 10. 


shows 
try were overw 


WHAT MR. BARING SAID. 


“In looking at this question ""—that is, the facts growing out of the contraction 
of the currency—" it is material to show what is the state of the country in this 
the sixth year of the peace. Petitions are coming in from all quarters remonstrat- 
ing avainst the state of suffering in which so many c are involved, and none 
more than the agricultural class. i 

“When such is the state of the country in the sixth year of peace, and when all 
the idle stories about overproduction and underconsumption, and such like trash, 
have been swept away, it is natural to inquire into the stato of a country placed in 
a situation without a parallel iu any other nation or time. No country ever before 
presented the continuance of so extraordinary a spectacle as that of living under a 
progressive increase in the value of money and decrease in the value of the produce- 
tions of the people. It appeurs clear that from the operations of the currency we 
have loaded ourselves not only with an immense public debt, but also with an increased 
debt between individual and individual, the weight of which continues to press upon 
the country, and to the continuance of which pressure no end can be seen.” 


WHAT MR. DOUBLEDAY 8AY8. 


“ We have already seen the fall in prices produced by the immense narrowing of 
the paper circulation. The distress, ruin, and bankruptcy which now took place 
were universal, affecting the great interests both of land and trade; but especially 
among landlords, whose estates were burdened by mortgages, settlements, legacics, 
and the like, the effeets were most marked and out of the ordinary course. In 
hundreds of cases, from the tremendous reduction in the price of land which now 
took place, the estates barely sold for as much as would pay off the mortgages, and 
the owners were stripped of all and made beggars.” 


THE EFFECT UPON PRICES. 


The distress was so great and universal that in 1822 a motion was mado in the 
Touse of Commons for a committee to consider the effect of the “ act for resump- 
tion on the agriculture, commerce, and manufactures of the kingdom.” In the 
course of the debate upon that motion, Mr. Attwood, (the member for Borough- 
Lridge,) the same unbelieving gentleman who had been induced to withdraw from 
the house in 1819 that the vote for resumption might be unanimous, made a 
speech, in the course of which he said: “In the year 1818 the average price of 
wheat was 84s. per quarter; and if the present price be taken at 47s., that is a 
reduction on wheat of 37s. which is equal to a fall of £45 inevery £100, or 45 per 
cent. The price of iron in the year 1818 appears to have been £13.; that price is 
now £8 per ton, and is equal to a reduction of about 40 per cent. The price of cot- 
ton in 818 was Ie., and it has sunk to 6d. per pound, which is a fall of 50 per cent. on 
cotton. Wool in the year 1818 sold for 2s. 1d. which now sells for is. 1d., and there is, 
therefore, in wool a fall of nearly 50 percent. The fall that has taken place, therefore, 
siuce 1818 in iron, in cotton, and in wool is as great as the fallin wheat. These 
are the great staples of commerce, and the average of the fall upon all three is 45 
per cent., being exactly the redaction in grain. This is recommended to tho ccn- 
sideration of those who tell us of overproduction and an excessive cultivation of 
corn land. But I refer also to a table compiled by Mr. Tooke, which contains a 
list of the principal articles of commerce and manufactures, thirty in number, which 
exhibits the same fall of 45 per cent. in all the articles except indigo, the price of 
which has been sustained, as Iam informed, by circumstances of an unexceptional 
kind. The fall, therefore, is not peculiar to the products of agriculture, but is 
universal and has embraced every article of industry and every article of com- 
merce 

“This fallof prices must have been produced by one of two causes, either the 
quantity of all commodities has increased, or the quantity of all money has di- 
minished. One of these must of necessity have occurred, for the proportion is 
altered. Are we to believe that great changes have suddenly taken place in the 
predactivo powers of nature or the resources of art, so as to account for this sud- 
den and universal fall in prices? Is it likely that production in all the branches of 
tadustry, agricultural and manufacturing, would go on for three years constantly in- 
creasing in the presence ofa constantly diminishing price? Evidently, it is not so. 

7 * * 


“Tn the midst of this fall of prices, what operation in bnsiness could proceed 
without loss or rnin# There has been no form in which the capital of the mer- 
chant, none in which the capital of the manufacturer, could be invested without 
the half of it being sacrificed during this calamitous period. We have been thrown 
back upon a condiuon of society in which all industry and enterprise have been 
rendered pernicious or ruinous; and where no property is safe unless hoarded in 
the shape of money or lent to others on a double security.” 

Mr. Speaker, the Bank of England’s loans shrank from £ 130,000,000 
to £*7,000,000, the country bankers’ from £ 101,000,000 to £ 42,000,000, 
making a total withdrawal of discount of £232,000,000. The bank 
also reduced its private securities from £32,000,000 in 1819, the year 
. the passage of the act, to something more than £12,000,000 in 1821 
Wages fell; the value of land fell; all values, save those of mone 
and of government securities, fell, and, of course, as other values fell, 
iam of money and government securities appreciated ; and then, as 
ul been foreseen by Sir Robert Peel, who opposed the act which had 
ven !ntroduced by his son, Mr. Robert Peel, the plutocracy, which 
how owns England and most of her people, was organized. Rich 
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men’s money was so enhanced in value or purchasing power and the 
Ecomerty of men of enterprise, and the only property of the laborers, 
skill and the will to labor was so depreciated—that the landed prop- 
erty of England has passed from the hands of one hundred and sixty- 
five thousand holders into the hands of about thirty thousand. 

Are the same results occurring in this country or likely to occur ? 
Yes, sir; they are consequences as inevitable as the rising of the sun 
in the morning or its going down in theevening. There is an inflexi- 
ble law regulating the relation between prices and the volume of 
money in circulation. It may have been unwise to use that “great 
enemy of the nation, the greenback,” and thus increase the volume 
of money and enhance prices ; but I remind gentlemen, who say that 
the greenback is an enemy to the country, that they decry their 
country’s savior. 

When I had the pleasure of addressing a few audiences in the State 
of Georgia, where I was kindly received, especially at Macon, I spoke 
on the question of money and said to the confederate officers and sol- 
diers around me, “Your leaders were mistaken in their financial 
theories when they told you that a handkerchief would wipe up all 
the blood that would be shed; they were strict constructionists of 
the Constitution; they believed that the United States could use 
nothing but gold and silver as money, and that as they had none of 
these metals they could not put armies in the field to overwhelm you 
or fleets upon the ocean to blockade your coasts ; they had not stud- 
ied the Constitution to see that the Government has control of the 
question of what shall be money. We discovered that it had, and 
when we could not get gold or silver we made the greenback, and it 
was that that whipped you.” 

“Yes,” said one of them, enthusiastically, “ Judge KELLEY, you are 
right; it was the greenback that whipped us.” And that which 
saved us from being citizens of warring sections; that which has 
brought us together again to wrangle, as of old, over minor questions; 
that which removed slavery and opened the way to conciliation and 
the interchanges of duty and affection between the entire people 
must not be branded as “the worst enemy the country ever had 
except slavery” withont at least a passing protest from me as one 
who loves the Union, the whole Union, and believes it now to be in- 
divisible, indestructible, and destined to endure through all time. 
It was the “rag baby” that saved this Union; that enabled you, 
Mr. Speaker, (Mr. Rice, of Ohio, in the chair,] to go forth at the 
head of your column to lay one of your limbs upon a distant field. 
Gold, the coward, had fled the country. The “rag baby” stepped 
forward and gave you and your men arms, ammunition, food, med- 
ical care, and transportation. It watched over you in the hospital 
and brought back the manly spirit in the mutilated patriot’s form. 

Now, sir, when peace has returned that which served us so well in 
war is not deserving of the contempt that is being heaped upon it 
while the people by millions ery from their cold hearthsides, from 
their hungry homes, for the privilege of toiliug andask us to maintain 
a familiar medium of exchange whereby capital and enterprise may 
pay labor for its work. Why shall we not heed their prayer? The na- 
tion’s credit will not suffer. That which gave us a credit of twenty- 
seven hundred millions of dollars is certainly enough to sustain the 
two thousand millions we yet owe. You had no gold or silver when 
your bonds were first bought by foreigners; they knew that they took 
the bonds payable in lawful money, the interest only being payable 
in coin of gold or silver; and who will say that when they did this 
while we had a war upon our hands, with the destiny of the nation 
uncertain, knowing that the Government only pledged the payment 
of its bonds in lawful money with the interest in coin, will they not 
trust us now, if we will only pat our new machinery at work ? 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. KELLEY. “I ask the Speaker to protect me against all inter- 
ruptions.” [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
rupted. 

ir. KELLEY. The argument, to say the least, is illogical. It is 
to assume a want of confidence on the partof the people of money 
lending nations in the integrity of the Seneeioen, B9Cren which is 
inconsistent with the facts to which I have alluded, and the large 
amount they then lent us and were willing to lend us. 

Land, as Mr. Shuckors has shown us, eold in England for nominal 

| prices during the approach to resumption. I hold in my hand the 
Philadelphia Times of November 5, a conservative paper, which dis- 
sents in the main from my views, but which does believe that a Gov- 
ernment bond interconvertible at all times with money would be a 
safer depository for the people’s earnings than savings-banks have 
shown themselves to be within the last four years, and would there- 
fore allow the Government to receive the people’s earnings on deposit 
in exchange for such bonds. It says: 

A great sheriff's sale, the largest ever held in the county, to take place to-day— 

Yes, sir, and, thank God, the largest that ever took place in Penn- 

| sylvania— 

| Today, at four o'clock, in the new quarter-sessions court-house, Sheriff Wright 
will sell under the hammer the largest number of properties of unfortunate debt- 

| ors ever exposed atone sale in this county. There are four hundred and thirty- 
nine writs on tho liat, embracing in all over fifteen hundred different properties. 

About seventy-five of these are sales to be made on foreclosed mortgages of 


| building associations for money advanced mostly on the small homes of the laber- 
| ing classes. 


The gentleman declines to be inter- 
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I have heard gentlemen say: “They who have rashly speculated 
ought to be wiped out and the currency ought to be made more 
valuable.” Sir, the owners of these seventy-five homes have not 
been rash speculators, They characterize my native city which I 
have had the honor so long to represent here. They are working- 
people ; they train their children mainly to mechanical pursuits. 
They had, with their sons and daughters, learned how much they 


could earn a mouth and how much, after living comfortably, they | 


could set apart as savings. 


These savings they put into stock in 
building associations. 


And I say here, as I have often said else- 
where, that the building association is, in normal times, the best sav- 
ings-institution I have ever known and one calculated to make the 
best citizens of poor people. These working-people have gone on 
paying until all the family lost employment or all but one or two 
whose earnings were necessary to support the household. Unable to 
pay their monthly installments, their homes, often paid for within two 
hundred or three bundred dollars, sometimes within $100, are being 
disposed of to the “wrecker,” to quote from the gentleman from 
Georgia who spoke yesterday, [Mr. FELTON ;] the wrecker who stands 
by and sees the ship stranded and her crew struggling in the surging 
waters, in the hope that the cargo may be picked up and purchased 
by him for a nominal price. 

Philadelphia does not suffer alone. Turn to the city of Boston and 
State of Massachusetts. How are values shrinking there? The as- 
sessed value of the real estate of the thrifty city of Boston shrank 
$54,000,000 in the last year and the assessed value of the personal prop- 
erty of her citizens to a greater extent. The assessed value of real 
and personal property in Massachusetts, conservative Massachusetts, 
Massachusetts, that owns here and there a mortgage on a western 
farm that is paying 8 or 10 per cent. interest—the assessed value of 
personal and real estate in Massachusetts shrank last year more than 
$11,000,000. 

But, gentlemen, the worst has not yet come if this act is to be main- 
tained. And I tell you—and you may book it to jeer and scoff at me 
fifteen months hence, if it prove not to be a true prediction —the suffer- 
ing we have endured during the three years this law has been in ex- 
istence is like the chill which embellishes while it blasts with feath- 
ered frost the leaves and flowers of the tropical plants that surround 
the homes of our extreme Southern States, compared with the Arctic 
cold that builds up the mountainous iceberg which chills the summer 
atmosphere of our coast as it passes near our shores. 

They got along reasonably well in England for three years. It 
was in the fourth year when the banks must resume, must contract 
loans, must have gold with which to redeem their notes, that there 
came the pressure, and properties, three, four, six of them, were sold 
to pay the small mortgage or judgment balance existing against the 
last acquired estate. Petitioners poured into Parliament praying it 
to give them equitable relief; but it had no power to relieve. But I 
hear a banker say that is not to be so now and here. Sir, have we not 
felt the pressure for money in other years than 1873, when the demand 
for greenbacks broke the banks ? 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pired, 

Mr. KELLEY. 
more, 

Mr. TURNER. Let the gentleman have an hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman will be 
extended if there is no objection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KELLEY. I thank gentlemen for this courtesy and would be 
giad to go on for an hour, but an unlucky accident that came near 
ruining my spine makes it painful for me to stand and speak. 

The greenback, which then proved so great a restraint upon the 
cupidity of bankers, is to be retired. I know that Secretary Sherman 
says thatin his opinion three hundred millions of greenbacks need not 
be retired but can be re-issued after their receipt by the Treasury. I 
have high respect for Secretary Sherman and his opinions; but I am 
unwilling to put the value of every piece of land in the country and 
of every day’s labor at risk on his opinion. I remember that he has 
changed his opinions. I remember that he portrayed, more eloquently 
than I have ever been able to do, the wrong, the outrage, Congress 
would perpetrate if it attempted to force the resumption of specie 
payments ; that he said it would add 25 per cent. to every debt, mort- 
gage, or otherwise. He saw clearly how dishonest the purpose was. 
Yet ultimately—honestly enough but having meanwhile had new 
light—he changed his opinion and thought it would be a capital 
thing to force resumption. He still holds to that opinion and says 
that it can be done on the appointed day. Although every other 
writer in the North American Review differs from him on this point, 
he says it can be Gone and should be. 

Again in 1868 he saw the importance, the justice, the right, the 
duty, of making our bonds interconvertible with greenbacks and 
yreenbacks interconvertible with bonds. As chairman of the Finance 
Committee of the Senate, he argued elaborately (and took time to 
revise his argument) in favor of the convertible and interconvert- 
ible bend system so ingeniously stigmatized by my friend from Rhode 
Island, [Mr. BALLovu.] Secretary Sherman, speaking for himself and 
the Finance Committee of the Senate, then said: 


Now thatthe war is over, that the whole process of funding is intended to be 


The time of the gentleman has ex- 


I hope the House will allow me a few moments 


voluntary at the discretion of the noteholder, we ought promptly to rest 

right to allow the note to be converted at any time into some kind of ane this 
wo propose, also, to allow the bond to be converted into notes, keeping ae 
limits of notes fixed by law. Then there is no discrimination the bond! 
the noteholder are both public creditors—both depend upon the publ a a 
noteholder may go to the Treasury of the United States and demand wg 

the bondholder may go also and demand his note. They are put a = 1 bo 
equality. This destroys all speculation in Government securities Both w Tribes 
stand on the same footing, and both will be of equal value. The notehola.. =~ 
at his option, draw interest in gold by converting it into bonds ; and ¢! 

ery of demagogues, that we have provided gold for the bondholde ' 
the people, will be silent. 


Abad 


© popalar 
or and Dotes for 


He now, however, characterizes the opinions he then entert ui 
as a mild form of lunacy. I am afraid that if we trust to his Opinior 
when -we shall have permitted the Ist of January, 1379, to come 
around and find our tails in the trap, he may undergo another mar. 
velous conversion and think that the $300,000,000 of greenbacks must 
be retired and cannot be re-issued. 

I prefer to let the rights of the American people stand on statutes 
and not on the opinion of any Secretary of the Treasury or other of 
cer. To that end let us wipe out this ruinous statute. Let men 
know that they may invest capital with some hope of profit. This 
act stands there, and has stood from the day of its passage, a menace 
to confidence, the steady destroyer of credit. Its adoption was notice 
to all capitalists that the volume of money was to be contracted, that 
the banks ought steadily to hoard specie for resumption, and tha; 
rather than do that they would probably surrender their cireulatioy - 
that in either event prices must fall, and therefore the best use for 
money was to bury it either in their cellars or in the vaults of a bank. 

Is it any wonder that the venerable gentleman from New York { Mr. 
TOWNSEND] could say yesterday that there never had been so much 
money to lend? There is no safe use for money when prudent men 
see that that which they produce must be sold on a falling market for 
less than cost. But let me ask upon what can you borrow the money 
which is so abundant? On gold—the thing that is steadily appreci- 
ating at the cost of all industry and all enterprise—on gold or gold- 
bearing bonds. Can you borrow on Pennsylvania or Reading Railroad 
stock? Can you borrow on Delaware and Lackawanna or New Jersey 
Central or any other railroad stock? Can you borrow on farms, fac- 
tories, forges, orfurnaces? No. Why? Because under this act their 
valne must continue to shrink, and the market for them at any price 
continue to decline. 

I have heard from credible authority that there are moneyed in- 
stitutions in New York which are not only foregoing interest due 
on mortgages, but paying the taxes on the mortgaged property 
rather than take it in at its depreciated value. I know of instances 
of that kind in Philadelphia. I know mortgagors who are beg- 
ging the mortgagee to take the mortgaged property with what has 
been paid on it in installments and leave them free from the re- 
sulting judgment, which would blast the hopes of their future lives 
Repeal the act which is producing these terrible results. Permit 
confidence to revive. Allow the millions of working men and women 
who are living in despair to go to work upon our raw materials, 
and supply each others’ wants, while the merchant, who makes 
the exchanges between them, shall levy toll for profit as he did 
before this madness seized upon us. Imitate the example of France. 
No nation, no individual ever freed itself from debt by idleness. 
Set the miners of Pennsylvania and the other coal producing States 
to work in producing power. Let the coal they mine quicken ma- 
chinery so that one man or woman may produce what one bun- 
dred or seven hundred or a thousand used to produce in the olden 
days. Let them, with the wages they thus earn, pay their debts and 
replenish the Treasury by consuming dutiable and taxable commod- 
ities. 

The internal revenue falls off. Is that the way to provide means 
for paying the public debt? In the normal condition of the country 
the internal revenues increase at the rate of 5 per cent. per annun. 
They were more than $11,000,000 last year; consequently there should 
have been this year an increase of $6,000,000. How does the account 
stand? Four months and a half are gone, and the internal revenues 
thus far in the present year, instead of being nearly $3,000,000 in ex- 
cess of the receipts for the same part of last year, are three-quartersol 
a million dollars indeficiency. Why? Because labor is idle; consump- 
tion has been contracted by the poverty of the people; capital finds 
no use except in advances upon gold or gold-bearing bonds, where 
some exceptional individual thinks he sees the hope of making prolit 
or in buying property at sheriff’s sale. 

Whether the resumption of specie payment would be a good thing 
or not, Ido not stop to discuss, and I express no opinion here upon 
the subject. When my opinion on that question shall be pertinent, I 
will give it. But assuming that specie payment is the most desirable 
thing in the world, other questions arise. How shall resumption be ef- 
fected? Whenshall it beetfected ? We have goneat it bull- eaded and 
determined to do it whether we can or not, and have thus effectually 
disabled ourselves, deprived ourselves of power, impoverished our 
people, diminished the revenues of the Government, and put we 
selves in a position that, though the country deserved the glowing 
eulogy bestowed upon it by my friend from Iowa, [Mr. Price, nd 
though the crops have been unprecedented as described by the ie 
tleman from New York [Mr. TOWNSEND] yesterday, although the 
year, thanks to beneficent Providence, has been not only — ™ 
its crops but in its seasons and has scarcely brought a wintry 2a) 
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this region, yet millions of our people in the midst of the abounding 
anh are homeless and hungry. With the largest crop of cotton ever 
on they are naked or in rags. Proud three years ago of their 
Pe mes, iD IBY city, of which I have often boasted, they now—crouch- 
‘owas wo many of them are, two or more families in a little house— 
thank God that December approaches and out-door relief can be 
oiministered to American citizens by the guardians of the poor, and 
that they may therefore live through the winter without registering 
themselves, their wives, and children as paupers by becoming in- 
mates of an almshouse. ‘ - ; 

Had Franceat tempted theterrible experiment we have tried, revolu- 
tion after revolution would have followed in quick succession, until the 
example set by her great statesmen of the past had been accepted and 
followed and until the bank had issued notes enough to enable em- 

sJoyers to pay wages. The Government of France dare not bring her 
f boring-people to the condition the American Congress has brought 
ours. head the story of French recuperation after the continental 
revolutions of 1348, and again of the manner in which she paid the 
most unconscionable war fine ever imposed upon a nation, and which, 
but forthe wise management of her industry and finance, would have 
bankrupted her irretrievably. - 

Here are examples worthy of the study of American statesmen. 
They are living illustrations of potent economic laws, and not books 
written by petits-maitres who fill professorial chairs in colleges, and 
who, baving read Adam Smith, Ricardo, or Malthus, begin at once, like 
an apothecary, to compound agrouees for sick nations, by putting a 
little in from each bottle and giving the mixture the name of a 
science. Take the life-story of nations. Study the details of the 
history of like eras. Grasp the subject. Remember that Mr. McCul- 
loch, whose lead you are following, has proven that he does not know 
that a promise to pay made by a private corporation or by any power 
other than by a government which has the right and power to declare 
that such promise shall be legal tender is not money. 

Money may be of one kind or another, but a nation must have 
money; that which will liquidate private credit, that which the 
creditor must receive in full payment from the debtor. 

But, to conclude, the national banks are making no preparation for 
resumption. I may be pointed to some small measure of contraction 
that took place months ago. I may be told that the lines of discount 
of the New York banks are some fifteen millions less than they were 
a year ago and that deposits are ten or fifteen millions less, But we 
are to deal with more than five thousand millions of dollars of debt. 
We are to provide a reservoir of gold from whieh every old woman 
in the country who has the ante-war stocking which used to hold 
eagles can fill her stocking again. We are to provide a fund from 
which every hoarder, from the Atlantic to the Pacific and from the 
northern lakes to the Gulf, may draw gold for hoarding. We are, 
as I said before, to say to every European creditor, We take the risk 
of your markets, we take the risk of all your possible necessities for 
gold; we will resume specio payments and maintain them against the 
world, because we have accumulated in this season of commercial 
inactivity about fifty millions ef gold with which to maintain them. 
Let us not assume a position from which we will be driven ignomin- 
iously by the force of events in the gaze of deriding nations. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested, a bill of the 
House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 902) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1878, and for other purposes. 

rhe message further announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the — titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested ; 

A bill (8. No. 192) providing for the printing and distribution of 
the Biennial Register ; and 
_A bill (S. No. 291) to remove the political disabilities of Charles W. 
Field, of King George County, Virginia. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move that the bill (H. R. No. 902) making appro- 
priations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 
40, 1878, and for other purposes, with amendments of the Senate, be 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to tho Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. HALE. Does the gentleman prefer that the bill shall go to the 
committee before the reference is ordered ? 

Mr. ATKINS. Yes, sir, I do. 

The motion of Mr. ATKINS was agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINS moved to reconsider the vote just taken ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. ; 


5 A ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 
a RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
1¢ had examined and found duly enrolled the bill (H. R. No. 1220) to 
provide for certain deficiencies in the pay of the Navy and the pay of 


oe mice Corps, and for other purposes; when the Speaker signed 
) Same, 


produced, 


‘ ___RESUMPTION OF SPECIE PAYMENTS. 
t. HARTZELL. Mr. Speaker, the pending proposition submits 
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the widest field forthought and discussion of any question in relation 
to finance that was ever presented for the consideration of this House. 
When in 1875 the resumption act, the repeal of which is now sought, 
became a law, it was promised by its advocates that it would prove 
a panacea for all the evils that were affecting our trade at home. Two 
years since that time has elapsed, and we have the practical evidence 
that instead of bestowing benefits its pathway is strewn with wreck 
and ruin. The situation of the country in 1875 was such as should 
have admonished a mere tyro in finance that the trade relations of 
the country could not with safety be subjected to any further con- 
traction. But the cry of protecting the public credit and the public 
honor was the stock in trade of nearly all the metropolitan news- 
papers, all the national banks, all the bondholders at home and 
abroad, and all capitalists. The same cry had in 1869 secured the 
passage of an act making the bonded indebtedness of the country 
payable in coin; thus by a simple act of legislation increasing the 
public debt over $500,000,000. Not satistied that this ultimate rob- 
bery was accomplished in a spirit of greediness unparalleled in the 
history of financial legislation, the resumption act to force its speedy 
consummation became a law in 1875. Greed, like ambition, some- 
times overleaps itself, and, as a rule, when they are applied to public 
affairs they wreak their own ruin and result in a benefaction to the 
people. This result, I doubt not, will insure to the hurt of the bank- 
ers and bondholders and capitalists that heretofore controlled the 
financial legislation of the country since and during the war. 

Before the year 1569 and since the conclusion of the war, the 
causes which created the inilation having passed away, the natural 
tendency of trade was toward safer policies, and would, without the 
interposition of this rapacious legislation, have gradually and safely 
restored our business relations to their normal order. But the war 
and its excessive demands had drifted the control of public affairs 
from the people to the Shylocks, had made money and. moneyed 
interests the omnipotent power of the state, and our history and the 
terrible suffering that flows from it are the most valuable lesson we 
possess. In the rule of money we witness as results the destruction 
of all the great material interests of the country. In the mercan- 
tile, trading, and manufacturing pursuits along the whole line, from 
the millionaire dealer down to the lowest ewployé, calamity has 
marked all its movements. A great statesman is he who subordi- 
nates everything to the welfare of the people; a great money-dealer 
is one who subordinates all the producing industries and everything 
that contributes to the material wealth and prosperity of natious 
and individuals to the domination of the dollar. 

Sir, if the people could comprehend the workings and the devices 
of the infernal policy that has been in motion against their welfare, 
its projectors would not be safe from their wrath. Fortunately for 
our future, enough has been learned by them to make them regard 
money-dealers seeking public confidence and money monopolies as 
enemies of the public welfare. It will not be inappropriate here torefer 
briefly to the policies that have governed France since the conclusion 
of the Franco-Prussian war, and contrast them and their results with 
our financial policy. France paid off in three years $1,000,000,000 in- 
demnity, partially by issuing a paper credit as a circulation and 
making it receivable for all dues, public and private, and during the 
pane of payment the depreciation was insignificant, and since then 

1as been at par, costing the people no interest, and not in any way 
interfering with the internal trade or internal prosperity, 

Our own manugers of finance adopted a policy in every particular 
in contrast with the French policy. Our circulation was. discredited 
by legislative discriminations against it; not receivable for duties on 
imports nor in payment of the public debt. These discriminations 
were the result of a scheme to compel the people to pay to their 
creditors three times the amount borrowed; bonds for which they 
received on account of this discrimination only about 33 to 50 per cent. 
in gold bore 6 per cent. interest per annum in gold; thus making the 
people pay on a gold loan from 12 to 15 per cent. gold interest. And 
by subsequent legislation, taking advantage again of this discrimi- 
nation against the circulation, they made the principal sum of the 
bonds payable in coin; and the net result of the policy has been that 
for twelve years full half the interest paid by them was usurious and 
extortionate, aggregating from seven hundred to one thousand mill- 
ions of dollars, and that the act of 1869 added to this swindle an ad- 
ditional one of nearly $500,000,000 mors. And while France pros- 
pers our people are prone in the dust. 

Is it to be wondered at, Mr. Speaker, that the people of this country 
have become so indignant at the many wrongs perpetrated upon them 
by such eruel and wicked legislation as to rise in their majesty and 
through their Representatives on this floor pronounce so emphatically 
in favor of the remonetization of the silver dollar, as was done but a 
few days ago? The people want to pay their just obligations, and 
they will pay them, if they are permitted to do so, in accordance with 
law, justice, and right. They deny the right of the creditor class of 
the country to change the form and value of their contracts at will, 
as they have been doing in the past, changing as they did the cur- 
rency obligations of the Government to coin, because of the redun- 
dancy and cheapness of the Government notes, made so by legislative 
discrimination, and from a gold and silver basis to a single gold 
standard, because silver was not of sufficient fineness and value to 
suit their esthetic taste, and too beavy for their effeminate hands to 
handle, 
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Sir, all the interest-bearing obligations of our Government were 
made payable in lawful money or coin, and that coin was gold and 
silver, recognized by the Constitution and laws of the United States 
from the beginning of our nation’s history down to 1873 and long 
after all the bonds were issned. Prior to its being outlawed by Con- 
gress the silver dollar was the unit of value in this country. At the 
time of its demonetization silver was nearly on a par with gold, and 
would have been fally so but for the action of Germany in 1871 in 
striking it from the list of the legal-tenders in that empire, which 
tended for the time being to bring it a few cents below par. But it 
would have soon recovered from the blow given it by Germany and 
again taken its place alongside of gold, where it had been for cen- 
turies, had it not received another murderous assault from the legis- 
lators of our own country. : 

It is a fact that cannot be controverted, that prior to 1°73 the rela- 
tive valne of gold and silver had been abont the same for several 
centuries, History teaches us that “silver has been used as a me- 
dium of exchange by all civilized nations from the earliest ages.” 
Gold and silver Eave been the great representatives of value in com- 
mercial countries since civilization dawned, until legislative discrim- 
ination was enacted against silver in this country at the behest of 
foreign bondholders, governed by the false apprehension that our 
production would be so great that the then relative value of the two 
metals would cease to exist, and thus not only destroy a large per- 
centage of the circulating medium, but at the same time detriment- 
ally atfect one of our own productions. A double wrong was by this 
committed against our sisoitle. The first by retiring silver cirenla- 
tion, in making the creditor pay more than his obligation was based 
on; and second, in striking a blow at the national wealth as well as 
at the wealth of the individual producers of silver in our midst. 

This is consistent with all the financial legislation since the war 
concluded, and was effected by a coalition between the centralized 
power of the national banks and the foreign Shylocks, holders of 
national, State, and corporate securities. In times of repose, the man 
submitting such a proposition for consideration in this Hall wonld 
have been treated by the body of this House with the pity due to a 
maniac or the contempt that follows flagrant knayery. And how it 
could have escaped public reprobation, even in the midst of the politi- 
cal turmoil that at its passage yet enthralled us is incomprehensible. 
For it is stupid without precedent, and criminal in its resnits against 
our people and against the country at large. Sir, to detail the calam- 
ities that have followed legislative discrimination against our non- 
interest-bearing circulation would occupy more time than could be 
accorded me in this House; indeed, wonld occupy more time than the 
years of human life allot to man. Forto know the full measnre of its 
misery, every fireside would have to be visited, every ruined industry 
studied, the sam of human suffering entailed by it throughout our 
broad extent depicted. 

Aud whatever the present action of this House may be, history will 
erect for the projectors of this succession of legislative robberies a 
monument immortal in its infamy; and the period of their power 
will be referred to as the period when the people, blinded by passion, 
were made the easy victims of remorseless greed. Sir, to the legisla- 
tion of the past twelve years attaches all the responsibility for the 
depreciation of our currency. Every scheme known to the moneyed 
monopolies was called into requisition to depreciate the currency, to 
destroy the hopes and expectations of the people, and to rivet more 
closely the chains of slavery upon the agricultural and laboring classes. 
Every species of extravagance was fostered by vicious legislation, 
— reg high in political power shared in the distribution of the 
piunder, 

Some of the plunderers were content with millions of dollars in 
Government bonds, while others, emulous of the land-robbers of 
England, raised the cry of internal improvements and the building 
of railroads at the Government’s expense, that they might wrest from 
the —_ by subsidies their magnificent landed possessions; and 
although not as successful as were the English lords, who confiscated 
the whole of the landed possessions of Ireland, yet they have suc- 
ceeded by vicions legislation in securing hundreds of millions of acres 
which an all-wise Providence had granted to the people asa perpetual 
inheritance. I revert to this merely to show that the fountains of 
legislation were corrupted, and that all its channels during those 
periods were governed by rings and monopolies, and that the public 
welfare was subordinated to their selfish behests. Had there been 
half the effort to maintain public credit, the par value of our cur- 
rency, and to build up the confidence of the people that there was 
to destroy them by the moneyed aristocrats, all the evils that now 
environ us would huve been averted. 

We have recently witnessed a persistent effort on this floor to 
increase the standing Army, doubtless inspired by some of the influ- 
ences which projected and succeeded in securing this disastrous 
financial legislation; its object, in part, being to protect their ill- 
gotten gains from public disorders. For the fret time in American 
history the American soldier has been made use of to shoot down 
men, women, and children starving for bread, whose unhappy condi- 
tion was directly attributable to the infamous devices and remorse- 
less greed of the authors of this legislation. While condemning vio- 
lence and profoundly regretting the dreadful scenes that have Tately 
occurred in the industrial localities along the line of the carrying 
interests of the country, its terrible results admonish the rapacious 
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that their personal security, as well as the secnrity for their pr 

erty, might be better subserved if their energies were in the — 
directed to legitimate fields, and that robbery by levislative chis - 
ery is not the best way to promote their own welfare. — 

I understand, Mr. Speaker, that a number of these gilded vatri 
are now besetting one of the committees of Congress, and that iF a 
making Washington hoarse with the ery “protect the puly 
the public honor.” The time is new rapidly approaching whey 1) 
metallic brains of these self-created dictators wil learn that to be ‘ne 
conspicuous will be the most fortunate condition they cay secon. 
They will seek the shades of retirement to avoid the scorn ay “nna 
bation their mischievous influence has earned for them. While. « S 
our present financial condition is advantageous and profitable to the 
bankers, brokers, and bondholders, it is ruin, desolation, aud dea:} 
to the laboring poor. At the close of the war in 1865, there were i, 
circulation $698,918,300 in greenbacks, and the enemies of Ameri 
industry at once enacted a law for their contraction, which has Te. 
duced the circulation at this date to $354,490,292. While the py). 
ionists prate about “ the good times coming ” and that contraction of 
the currency is a “blessing in disguise,” the history of the times os. 
tablishes the fact that as the volume of our currency is diminis 
the number of business failures increases. 

In 1865, the year this ruinous policy of contracting the enrreney 
commenced, there were in this country 530 business failures with liq 
bilities amounting to the sum of $17,625,000, while in 1276 there wer 
9,092 business failures, with liabilities amounting to the enormons 
sum of $191,117, 000. There append an annual list of failures and the 
amount of liabilities as published by Dun, Barlow & Co., the correct. 
ness of which will not, I think, be questioned, for the years 1866 to 
1876 inclusive : 


. hey are 
lic credit and 


in 
in 


hed 


| 
| Failures 
| 


1, 505 
2, 720 

668 
2, 799 
3,546 





2 | 19), 117, 000 
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I commend a careful perusal of this table to the consideration of 
gentlemen who are the advocates or apologists for those in authority 
during this decade of ever-increasing ruin. Let them identify for 
the edification of this House a single public or private benefaction 
that has flown from this legislation. And, struggle however much 
they may in the effort, the only — resulting from it will be found 
in the gilded palaces of the bondholders, in the gorgeous trappings 
and the increasing hoards of the national banks, and in the where- 
abouts only where ugly avarice is the dominant passion of the human 
heart. It will never be found where generous statesmanship, broad 
humanity, or inspirations of a liberal civilization—a civilization look- 
ing to the general welfare through channels of private prosperity— 
exist. 

And will it be inappropriate here to refer briefly to one of these 
claimed benefactions, which, to give it respectability, has been 
dubbed the national-banking system. Before their creation the trans- 
fer of money for the development of industries was in many com- 
peting hands and interests. But the national banks, with a broad 
generosity common to such institations when the power is vested in 
them, absorbed the whole control to their embrace, and struck com- 

tition for its transfers from existence; thus subordinating every 
industry, every pursuit, and every atom of quivering human flesh to 
the gentle behests of the charitable denizens of Wall street. Over 
two thousand edifices are through the influence of this legislation 
erected to the worship of Mammon ; all united by common interests, 
common purposes, and inspired by the ennobling spirit that they 
daily drink in from the ring of a golden dollar. 

How blessed we must be as a people when characters who have 0 
enriched history in the past dictate control to us, and how ungener- 
ous in us to complain when the blood of but a few thousand men, 
women, and children yet bedews our pavements and our highways 
in the execution of their gentle decrees! Millions ought to be offered 
up in sacrifice to them. In Central Africa legend tells us that when 
a common barbarian king dies thousands of his subjects are put to 
the knife and a river of human blood is offered as a libation for bis 
departing spirit and to honor his beneficent reign. Shall we allow 
a barbarian king of Africa to be more generously and appropriate’ 
worshiped than this great institution, the national bank, in this 
heaven and national-bank blessed country of ours! Increase tho 
Army, ki!l the people, and sustain the national banks, that Wall 
street may prosper. Other charitable considerations sustain us 10 
this view of it. It is our bounden duty as a nation to maintain -_ 
perpetuate the jolly foreigner whose ease and comfort are contributes 
to daily by the cent per cent. he realizes on our debt, private = 
public. National banks are not only beneficiaries to our people, but 
their happy influence brightens the life of our old-timed predecessors 
























.. the Old World, and earns for us among the nations of the earth 
ot yre-eminent attitude of the fatted goose always ready to be 
oe and always yielding rich returns. 
Mr. Speaker, good men will take advantage of bad laws enacted 
by Congress, and in this way I know of many who have invested 
ieir money in national-banking institutions and have received rich 
seturne in dividends by so doing. But they did not demand nor 
rit the law, neither was it intended for their benefit, but for the 
aan benefit of the soft-handed, hard-hearted, gilt-edged patriots 
of Wall street, who revel in their millions, gathered from the mise- 
ries and misfortunes of their fellow-men. Semi-annnual dividends of 
6 and 10 per cent. are not sufficient to satisfy them avarice, and they 
are now flooding Congress with petitions asking for the repeal of the 
national-bank tax. Listen to this appeal, recently issued by the grand 
high priests of Wall street: 
; OFFICE OF AMERICAN BANKERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
New York, September 16, 1877. 
(Private. 


Drak Sin: We are now rapidly approaching the time fixed for the meeting of 


Congress. It is of vital importance that our bill should be introduced into the 


Honse of Representatives as early as possible, for the repeal of the oppressive and 
rainous taxes upon the banking business. The officers of this association are pre- 
paring to begin the campaign with vigor; we shall be in Washington when the 


easion opens. . 
' Der ouceess in the attempt to get relief from the burdens of taxation during the 


coming session depends very much — two or three important things. One of the 
most important of these is the informing of the members of Congress as to tho justice 
of our demands for tax repeal and as to the absolute necessity that Congress should 
grant them without delay. A second pointof importance is the use of persevering 
personal effort to secure the candid and carnest attention of the members of Con- 
gress toour cause. These are the immediate duties which the members of this 
association will have to falfill, and to them, as well as to others, we shall continue 
from time to time to direct our attention. 

We think that our success or failure depends almost wholly upon the earnest- 
ness with which each and all of our members and friends carry out this part of the 

srogramme of operations. We desireespecially to urge upon you to see your mem- 

tons of Congress before they go to Washington, to present the tax question in its 
true light before their minds, and to use the most strenuous endeavors to securo 
the votes of their friends for repeal. If you should not be able to see your Con- 
gressmen personally before they go to Washington, bo sure to write to them ear- 
nestly upon this subject, and get your friends to do the same. 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. CHITTENDEN] has been thrown 
intoa condition proximating “nightmare” by apprehension of the 
repeal of the resumption law ; and any one who carefully noticed his 
physical contortions when he pronounced the word “repudiation” 
witnessed a spectacle that will be common in all the palaces if this 
ungodly effort should be a success. In dictatorial and high sounding 
phrase he denounces it, and says: 

It is high time for members of Congress and all men of sense to drop and renounce 
forever all such nonsense, 


Can we withstand such eloquence? 

“Repudiation” is adreadfal word. That and the like have already 
scared our people out of near $1,500,000,000, and a single member of 
Congress must at this age and period show greater courage and coolness 
than ordinarily fall to the lot of public men if he face the batteries 
that are in ‘position by it against him. It scares me some, and before 
I finally determine what to do I will give the speech of its learned 
Representative from New York another careful and prayerful perusal. 
During the course of the gentleman’s speech my sympathies were so 
excited in his behalf that I seriously contemplated sending for a bot- 
tle of Mrs. Winslow’s soothing-sirup. 

But enough of badinage. Let us look for a little while to the other 
side of this picture. Repudiation is the cry of the rich; wholesale 
robbery is the well-sustained charge made by the poor against them. 
In 1869 yy making the bonds nats in coin increased their 
debt over $500,000,000. Before that time legislative discrimination had 
depreciated the greenbacks, and before that time the rich had bought 
the bonds for less than half their face, and since their issue, averag- 
ing fourteen years, they have been regularly drawing over 12 per 
cent. interest in gold on their gold loan; aggregating since their issue 
in gold interest nearly the face of the bond. In 1875 the resumption 
act was passed, compelling resumption of specie payments in 1879; 
and in 1873 the demonetization of the silver dollar took place, by 
which legislation the only interest that was subserved was the bond- 
holders at home and abroad. The people claim that the projectors in 
all this were openly and flagrantly “repudiating” the public welfare. 
So the gentleman may understand that there are two horns to this 
dilemma of “repudiation,” with some thousands and a few banks and 
shaving-shops on one horn of it, and many millions of the laboring, 
mechanical, mereantile, and agricultural classes on the other. 

_In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, allow me to say that it is not the first 
time I have deemed it my duty to my constituents to enter my pro- 
test here against the whole financial system of the republican party ; 
that I am aware that the patience of this House would be exhausted 
if any claborate discussion was attempted by me. I am fully con- 
Vineced, sir, that the people demand the sanodlued the resumption law 
aud the remonetization of the silver dollar, and unless these demands 
are complied with a broader deal against the policies of the past will 
result in the future; that not on y the people demand it, but the 
real interest of the bondholders will be subserved by it; for the 
nonnd of flesh nominated in the bond, like the bond of the Venetian, 
did not award one drop of blood, and the classic story and the judg- 
ment pronounced against ihe owner of the bond offer a wholesome 
admonition to their opponents. 
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Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to occupy the time 


of the House but for a few minutes, A want of experience forbids 
that I should trespass at length upon your patience. What are the 
questions before us? What is really presented that fairly demands 
consideration and decision? I propose to first state as briefly and 
compactly as may be the several propositions and then the reasons 
which shall control my action. The bill reported by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Ew1nG] from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency repeals the third section of the so-called resumption act. The 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Forr) 
leaves in force so much of said section as makes banking free to all 
who may desire to engage in the business, subject to existing law. I 
understand the committee are willing to accept the Fort amendment 


in lieu of the bill as reported. If I am correct in this, then the first 


amendment, as proposed by the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Hun- 


BELL, } retains of said third section, in addition te that retained by 
the Fort bill, all that part of the section which provides that for every 


$100 of circulating notes issued to the banks $30 of legal-tender notes 


shall be redeemed until the outstanding volume of legal-tender notes 
shall be reduced to three hundred millions; and then his amendment 
further seeks to give a legislative construction to the act/ which shall 
be binding upon the Secretary of the Treasury, in this, that the Sec- 
retary as he redeems this three hundred millions of legal-tenders 
shall not retire and cancel the notes, but shall deposit them with the 
Treasurer of the United States for the purpose of being re-issued at 
par value in payment of all claims or demands against the United 
States or in exchange for coin; and then still farther, that those notes 
thus re-issued shall be a legal tender at face valuein payment of duties 
on imports or other dues to the Government and for all debts except 
where the contract provides for payment in coin. 

In short, the legal effect of the amendment is to reduce the volume 
of legal-tender notes to three hundred millions, and then make that 
sum as re-issued from time to time at par value in payment of all 
claims or demands against the United States, or in exchange for coin 
and receivable at their face value in payment of duties on imports in 
addition to the legal-tender qualities which the notes now have. The 
second amendment, proposed by the gentleman from Illinois, [ Mr. Mor- 
RISON, } is that a separate section shall be added requiring the banks 
to set aside annually, as dresumption fund, from the coiu received as 
interest on these bonds, an amount equal to 3 per cent. of their 
circulating notes, and that this fund shall be regarded and used as a 
part of the reserve which the banks are now required to maintain. 
The third amendment, proposed by the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
[Mr. PouUND,] is a re-enactment of the third section of the resumption 
act, except in this, that the outstanding volume of legal-tender notes 
on the 1st of January, 1879, shall be three hundred and fifty miilions 
instead of three hundred millions, and that on and after the Ist of 
January, 1879, the Secretary of the Treasury shall receive instead of 

edeem such legal-tender notes and exchange therefor gold and sil- 
ver coin of the United States at par, and when thus received, tho 
notes to be again paid out in the same manner as heretofore issue«l 
and paid out, and this three hundred and fifty millions to be “law- 
fal money and a legal tender in payment of all debts, public and pri- 
vate, within the United States, except when otherwise expressly pro- 
vided by contract.” I presume the purpose of this amendment is to 
make the three hundred and fifty millions rereivable for duties ou 
imports as well as a legal tender for all other debts except where the 
contract provides otherwise. If I am correct in this, then the legal 
effect of the proposed amendment is that we shall have outstanding 
on the Ist day of January, 1879, three hundred and fifty millions of legal- 
tender notes, and on and after that day the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, at the office of the assistant treasurer in the city of New York, 
shall exchange gold therefor and again pay them out, to go through 
the same process of exchange as often as the holder may desire to 
present them for that purpose, and that such notes shall be receivable 
in payment of duties on imports. 

The fourth amendment, presented by the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. 
Cox,] as I understand it, is that on the Ist of January, 1878, the See- 
retary of the Treasury shall commence to redeem the legal-tender 
notes at ninety-seven cents on the dollar in coin, and every siz months 
thereafter he shall pay a half cent more on the dollar until the Ist of 
January, 1881, when he shall redeem at par; and that all notes thus 
redeemed or discounted in excess of three hundred millions he shall 
cancel and destroy, but as to the three hundred millions he shall not 
cancel and destroy them, but they may be re-issued. It will be observed 
that the proposed.amendment ignores that feature of the third sec- 
tion of the resumption act whieh provides that the excess of three 
hundred millions of legal-tenders shall be redeemed by the issue of 
national-bank notes; that is to say, for every $100 of bank-notes 
issued $80 of legal-tenders shall be redeemed, and, in lieu of that 
mode of resumption, substitutes payment in coin at less than par, 
commencing at ninety-seven cents on the dollar on the Ist of Janu- 

ary next and reaching par on the Ist of January, 1851. The jisth 
amendment, proposed by the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. CUMMINGS, ] 
consists of seven sections. It would seem that sections 2,4, 4,5, and 
6 need not now be considered as germane to the subject under con- 
sideration, for the reason that to a large extent they have been con- 
sidered and practically disposed of by the passage of the silver bill. 
The seventh section contains the repealing clause of inconsistent 
acts. The first section submits the time when the Government shall 
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commence to redeem the legal-tender notes to the opinion and jadg- 
ment of the President and the Secretary of the Treasury, and then 
repeals so much of the resumption act as fixes the Ist day of Janu- 
ary, 1879, as the date when resumption shall commence, and’ further 
provides against the destruction of the legal-tender notes when re- 
deemed, and anthorizes their re-issue, as the “ needs of the Govern- 
ment may require.” 

The sixth amendment, proposed by the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Hewitt ]consists of five sections. The first requires the Secretary 
of the Treasury after the Ist of January next to accumulate as a 
special-resumption fand for redemption of legal-tender notes fifty 
millions annually in gold, and when he shall have accumulated an 
amount equal to one-half of the outstanding legal-tender notes, he 
may, in his discretion, commence to redeem, “and it shall be the duty 
of the Secretary at some time in his discretion, before the gold so ac- 
cumulated shall exceed the amount of oustanding legal-tender notes, 
to give notice that he will redeem them; and after such notice the 
notes shall cease to be a legal tender except to the Government. The 
second section probibits the sale of gold by the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury after the lst of January next, unless he shall have an excess 
of the annual reservation of fifty millions, and he is authorized to 
sell either of the description of bonds described in the resumption 
act at par in gold to raise this fand, or he may, in his discretion, make 
the bonds payable forty years from date, bearing such lower rate of 
interest as he may deem expedient. By the third section, in order to 
provide for any temporary defiency of eurrency, the Secretary is 
authorized to issue Treasury notes running not longer than one year, 
bearing a rate of interest not exceeding 6 per cent., the whole of such 
notes outstanding at any one time not to exceed fifty millions. By 
the founth section the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized, in his 
discretion, to exchange the bonds of the United States by “ public ten- 
der to the highest bidder for legal-tender notes and the notes 80 
received be added to the gold reserve;” and then by the fifth section 
all laws inconsistent are repealed “ and to the extent of the gold and 
legal-tender notes accumulated in the Treasury in accordance with 
the provisions of this act the obligation to purchase bonds for the 
sinking fund is repealed. 

Such is a condensed statement of the material parts of the several 
propositions which have been presented for our consideration, and 
then, as against each and all of them, is the proposition to let the 
law stand as it now exists. Ido not propose to criticise or judge 
harshly the men by whose votes the resumption act for the time be- 
came the law. Doubtless they were actuated by patriotic motives, 
and honestly believed that such legislation was in the interest of the 
people. Ido not care to inquire whether it was a democratic ora 
republican measure. Such considerations are unworthy the position 
«of a legislator. Neither do I claim to be wise upon the subject of 
finance. I have just such opinions as are suggested by the average 
common sense of practical life. To the law as it now stands I am 
opposed. It has seemed to me that the only certain way of reaching 
and maintaining resumption is through and by means of the prosper- 
ity of the industrial interests of the people. Tho non-interest-bear- 
ing debt, the legal-tender note, will reach par just as soon as the 
people, by means of their prosperity, are able to establish universal 
contidence that every obligation of the Government will be promptly 
met according to contract. Let me illustrate for a moment. In 1864 
the legal-tender note was worth only forty cents on the dollar. True, 
that was in the dark hour of the Republic. Now, what has brought it 
up from forty to about ninety-seven centson thedollarto-day? Soon after 
164 the war ceased; the contending armies returned to their homes 
and melted away in the industrial pursuits of life. Although the 
national debt amounted to billions, yet honest men said every dollar 
shall be paid according to contract. A patriotic people cheerfully 
paid their taxes and sustained their servants in maintaining the 
national credit. As the interest became due on our bonds it was 
promptly paid, without failure in a single instance. 

In addition to the prompt payment of interest, the work of gradual 
reduction of the national debt commenced. And as the debt was re- 
duced the semi-annual interest to be paid correspondingly decreased. 
‘This was all done without the interposition of resumption acts. What 
was the effect upon the public mind at home and abroad? As con- 
fidence was strengthened, the value of the legal-tender notes com- 
menced the ascenc ing scale. The process was gradual, steady, cer- 
tain. The people thus gradually, without shock, accommodated 
themselves to the condition of things. As the God above us blessed 
the indastrial husbandman with each succeeding crop, he was stimu- 
lated to redoubled effort. The sons of toil kept digging away in the 
tield and hammering in the shop and gave vitality and life to every 
other pursuit. Public confidence all the while was being strength- 
ened, established. Every department of industry was contributing 
to the common good. As the value of the legal-tender notes went up, 
the men who either declined or relactantly received them during the 
war in exchange for products had eagerly sought them, and some who 
done all they could to discredit them in the hour of trial are now the 
self-chosen of God to defend them. While the non-interest-bearing 
debt was thus gradually but certainly approaching par, our interest- 
bearing obligations were sought for in the money marts of the world, 
and to-day bat one nation has a better established credit. I prefer 
to trust a little longer the same agency which has wrought such en- 
couraging results. That agency is the brain and muscle of the indus- 
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trial and productive class, upon which the G 
rely. 

Having doneso much to establish confidence and credit, and ites 
raise in value the legal-tender note, is it not the part of wis lo oe 
refrain from attempting by force of law to resnme specie . eg 
on any given day? The same agency will in due season brine th, ' 
to par, and then no man will care to have the coin in preferences. ..., 
this, in my judgment, is the way to resumption the people de “nq 
Again, sir, the legal-tender note circulates among the patete a: 
money. As a currency it has their confidence. They are sat co 
with it and have patiently toiled to make it the best currency on 
earth. Have we been implored by petitions from the people pray = 
for the sale of interest-bearing bonds for gold with which to with 
draw this cireulating medium from them? I do not believe +), 
great body of the people are demanding anything of the king. \ Z 
a single petition has reached the Cierk’s desk this session in sup) 
of such policy. As arule the people are content with the legal-tey),. 
notes heretofore issued as a currency. I am by no means in fayor 
wild and reckless inflation. That is the other extreme equally np. 
wise and disastrous as forced resumption and contraction, ‘A, , 
lawyer I do not believe that Congress under the Constitution has the 
power in time of peace to issue paper money and make it a jer.) 
tender. I am compelled to say that I regard that question as sett}oq 
aud at rest by virtue of the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. But as to the legal-tender notes authorized to |, 
issned by legislation during the war—legislation which the court jx 
leased to term war measures, measures necessary to preserve the 
ife of the nation, and which issue is therefore decided to be coy 
stitutional—I am in favor of preserving them for the time being 
intact, as far as may be, as a circulating medium. 4 

It would be the grandest triumph since the days of Adam for the 
American people to preserve intact the legal-tender notes authorized 
to be issued to preserve the life of the only true Republic on eart) 
until, by virtue of the good faith, the prosperity born of honest toil, 
the integrity of purpose which sconts at repudiation, the patriotism 
as imperishable as the Union of these States, they shall have the 
same purchasing power as the world’s standard; until no man, as a 
matter of sordid gain, will seek to exchange them for coin. A patient 
re. upon whom we have confidently relied, by the exercise of the 
oftiest virtues which ennoble American manhood, have nearly achieved 
this triumph, and I have faith to believe that, if you will break the 
fetters, lay aside the lash, and trust them a little longer, their fondest 
hopes will be realized. But it is said if we repeal so much of the re 
sumption act as fixes the lst day of January, 1579, as the day on which 
we shall commence to redcem the legal-tender notes it will seriously 
affect our public credit. It will be time enough for the public cred- 
itor to give expression to doubts and fears and suspicions as to either 
our intention or ability to pay him every cent according to contract 
when we shall have failed to pay any installment of interest as the 
same becomes due. So long as we keep our contract with him such 
suggestions are offensive and impertinent. Again, it is said by sowe 
that the repeal will unsettle valaes. On thecontrary, it will restore 
a natural, healthy, and active state of business, freed from artilicial 
and forced restraints in the shape of unwise and impractical legisla- 
tion. 

Says another, we are nearly down to hard-pan ; let us keep on go- 
ing down until we reach a solid basis. Solid base, indeed! An un- 
natural, deceptive, treacherous, artificial base, sought to be reached 
by impractical legislation. I answer the only sure, enduring, and solid 
base upon which this. Government has ever and must ever rely is an 
industrial and productive people, who have hitherto been able to 
shield it from all assaults, oud who will, if unfettered by artificial 
restraints, continue to maintain unsullied our national credit and 
give the legal-tender note that real value which will dispel the idea 
of exchange for coin. Again, it is charged that the advocates of re- 
peal are taking a step in the direction of repudiation. That charge 
is a libel upon the integrity of the American people. What act had 
they committed since the close of the war up to the date of the pas- 
sago of the resumption act that would warrant any calumniator I 
characterizing them as being favorable to repudiation? Had they 
not up to that date merited the contidence of the public creditor 
whether at home or abroad? Had they not wrought that condition 
of things which made it possible to inaugurate the work of reduc ing 
the rate of interest upon our public debt from 6 per cent. to 4 and 4}! 
Had they not met every demand upon the Government with a prompt” 
ness that extorted the admiration of every “doubting Thomas’ 
Had they not during all these years been content with the legal: 
tender note as a part of the volume of eurrency f In fact had they 
not by means of that legal-tender note, circulating among them as 
a part of their ousteney, boot enabled to establish confidence in our 
securities in the money markets of every nation? = = " 

Then, as a republican who scorns the idea of repudiation, in beha! 
of an honest constituency who would bring their all if need be and 
lay it as a free offering upon the counter of the Treasury in order » 
preserve our national honor, I hurl back the charge that we are tating 
a step in the direction of repudiation by demanding repeal, and bran 
it as unwarranted and untrne. If you tell me it was a republican 
measure and therefore I onght to stand by it, I answer, In my jndg- 
ment experience has proven that it was a grievous mistake, and — 
I think it the part of wisdom to promptly correct it. But, says 40 
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shor, your legal-tender note is “rag money ;” hide from view your 
oe Sy listen and be charmed by the sweet music produced by the 

of a single standard. Rag money,indeed! When that charge 

ae from the old Bourbon democrat who opposed its issue, and the 
sovernment Who issued it, I reply, “You are at least consistent, with 
pene will have no controversy.” But, sir, I for one will not join in 
= ttempt to bastardize and disown my own offspring. The legal- 
- ne note sprang from the loins of the republican party. The 
ans Court of the United States has held it legitimate. Then, as 
‘eal heir, it shall so far as my voice and vote are concerned inherit 
its lawful share of the grand achievements which have rendered the 
history of that party imperishable, It was with these “rags” that 
vou were enabled to build ships whose sails whiten every ocean and 
»roudly float our flag in every port. It was with these “rags” that 
ra were enabled to arm and equip the grandest army that ever bat- 
tled in defense of law. It was by virtue of these same “ rags,” to a 
wreat extent, that to-day the flag of our fathers floats in peace over 
the Capitol of a nation. These same “ rags ” have since the close of 
the war brought bread and comfort to the humble home of the widow 
and the orphan of the men who died in order that the Government 
which issued them might live to bless and ameliorate the condition 
of mankind. It is these same “rags” that every member on this 
Hloor, with cheerful smile, gladly accepts from the hands of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms. : 

The people have no cause of shame by their presence. They do 
not share in that feeling which prompts the select few to character- 
ize the legal-tender note as dishonored paper. This new-born sensi- 
tiveness is justly subjeet to suspicion when we consider the locality 
which gave it birth and the character of the godfathers. It is idle 
for us to attempt to disguise the fact that thero are grave doubts in 
the public mind as to the expediency of attempting to resume specie 
payments on the Ist of January, 1579, and still graver doubts as to 
whether it would be successfully maintained. It would seem that 
po well-wisher of the people would say commence to-morrow. Let 
us see for a moment how it would operate. Suppose on to-morrow 
vou resort to the temporary and doubtful expedient of raising gold 
by the sale of interest-bearing bonds. Suppose, for the sake of the 
argument, it be conceded that a sufficient amount of gold could thus 
be raised with which to redeem and cancel the outstanding legal- 
tender notes. Then with the legal-tender notes withdrawn, who so 
reckless as to affirm that the national-banks could keep their doors 
open for sixty days and redeem their notes in gold? You would have 
such contraction, such a collapse and shock as would shake the gold 
from the teeth of a Wall-street banker. 

Well, sir, if yon are not prepared to-day for the crash, pray tell me 
how you know you will be prepared twelve months hence. I do not 
like this experimenting and tinkering with questions of national 
finance. I prefer to avoid converting a non-interest into an interest- 
bearing debt, especially as the burden of the people is quite sufli- 
cient. Isubmit it is always safest to let well enough alone. For 
rash or doubtful measures I have nosympathy. Let me illustrate for 
a moment what I mean. It will be conceded that at the time of the 
issue of our bonds silver as well as gold was lawful coin and a legal 
tender. The public creditor at the time he received our bonds knew 
that fact. If the bond was payable in coin then he knew it might 
lawfully be paid in either gold or silver. By some means, it would 
almost seem to be an oversight, Congress in 1873 demonetized silver. 
1am in favor of restoring the law just as it was prior to that act. 
Stand by the law of the contract. No backing and filling, but keep 
in good faith the law as it was at the time the creditor aceepted our 
obligation. That is but simple justice to the debtor, and the creditor 
may not of right complain. So long as we stand by the law of the 
contract we have a polar star to guide us safely into port. Let us, 
therefore, have the music produ by the jingle of the double stand- 
ard, the same music substantially which greeted the ears @our fath- 
ers from the days of Hamilton down to 1873. 

The people did not ask to have silver demonetized, and it was, in 
ny judgment, a mistake to so legislate. This Congress will, I trust, 
correct that mistake, and then upon that subject let well enough 
alone. Again, the people did not ask for the passage of the resump- 
tion act. There is a dread in the public niet produced by this act 


which locks up a large amount of the currency, unsettles confidence, 
and tends to paralyze business. Men stand in doubt and fear as to 
the results, Already too many of the most useful, active, and enter- 
prising of our citizens, with all the prudence that the mind of man 
cal exercise, have gone down in bankruptcy. Communities cannot 


afford this. It isa national loss. Rob communities of the activity 
of such men and you destroy the nation’s life. Even those who have 
thus far withstood the tide that is sweeping the many down to 
bankraptey and the laborer to want and despair behold such a 
shrinkage in values as disheartens future effort. Men who have 
money lock it up; refuse to risk it in such active business as would 
give employment to labor. They fold their arms and say, “I will wait 
and see the consequences of forced resumption.” We have thus prac- 
Headly had contraction as effectual as though the currency had been 
vurne:|. The banks have been hauling in sail. Many have voluntarily 
oun up; others have reduced their capital stock one-half. All this 
has tended to keep alive a feeling of uncertainty and distrust which 
's ever the foe of prosperity. If it be said that the books of the 
Comptroller of the Currency do not show such a contraction as would 


produce these results, I answer the effect of the law upon the public 
mind has been the same as though there had been contraction in fact. 
Therefore, I say, repeal the law, and let well enough alone. 

But it issaid that the depressed condition of the country is the nata- 
ral result of a plethora of depreciated paper money issued during 
and since the war; that by increasing the volume of such currency the 
people overtraded, embarked in reckless enterprises, aud indulged in 
useless and extravagant expenses, and in support of this assumption 
it is the habit to point us to the financial condition of the people 
of every country immediately following the close of every war of cou- 
sequence, I grant that to a certain extent the spirit of speculation 
and the indulgence of extravagant habits has wrecked the fortunes 
of the rash and inconsiderate. But,sir, let us see whether the broad 
ground assumed is supported by the facts. Fhe war closed in 1365; 
the panic came in 1873; a period of eight years intervened. Whea 
we consult the reports of the Comptroller of the Currency and ascer- 
tain the volume of each year from 1865 to 1873, and at the same time 
keep in view the immense increase of the productions of every depart- 
ment of industry, the increase of employers and employés, the rapid 
development of the West and Southwest, the increase of our popula- 
tion, the giant strides we were making in national progress; and 
further when you measure the value of the volume of each year by 
the coin standard, certain conclusions inevitably follow which over- 
throw the assumption that either the panic of 1873 or the depressed 
condition of the country to-day can be truly attributed to a plethora 
of depreciated currency. 

The fact is that during these eight years the value of the volume 
as measured by the corn standard was steadily increasing. Tho 
currency was becoming sounder with each succeeding year and grad- 
ually but certainly approaching par. This proves to the practical 
mind that the legitimate business of the country could entirely em- 
ploy the volume of these years and by its active employment steadily 
increase its value. When our currency was thus growing better and 
sounder and the real aud substantial interest of the country was active 
and prosperous, it is idle to either assume or argue that either the 
panic of 1873 or the condition of the country to-day is to be attributed 
to any such cause. If the assumption or the argument of the ad- 
vocates of forced resumption be true we would have had the panic 
long before 1873. During those eight years every department of 
legitimate business was prosperous, the natural wealth of the nation 
enhanced, and the development of productive industry largely in- 
creased. Such are the stubborn facts which have found a lodgment 
in the mind of the people, and all the hair-splitting theories written 
by visionaries, who know little and care less about their wants, can- 
not change them. 

The failure of Jay Cooke & Co. came like a clap of thunder out of 
a clear sky. Well might it astound the mass of the people, as that 
name had so long been associated with the public service. Men of 
every condition in life and of every pursuit became panic-stricken. 
Neighbor began to distrust neighbor and banker his customer. Con- 
fidence was for the time unnerved. It is within the recollection of 
the youngest inhabitant that from no quarter came a more pathetic 
and heart-rending appeal for instant relief than from Wall street. 
The same men wuo to-day stigmatize the advocates of repeal as repu- 
diationists, then in agony exclaimed “ My God, Mr. Secretary of the 
Treasury, unlock your vaults and give us relief.” “Give New York, 
alone, fifty millions, or we perish.” Had any of these gentlemen who 
to-day turn a deaf ear to the appeal of the people predicted that 
panic and given as a reason therefor that prosperity leads to bank- 
ruptcy? No, no. Ah, says the advocate of resumption, the act was 
not passed until January, 1575, and therefore it caused neither the 
panic nor the depressed condition of the country to-day. I have 
attempted to show that the panic of 1873 was not the result of an 
overabundance of currency, and therefore some other cause must be 
assigned. We all know that the country was recovering from the 

| shock of the panic, but before confidence had been fully restored, and 
within less than two years, the resumption act was passed, and wo 
| all know what is equally true, that it has not restored confidence or 
| brought prosperity to the industrial interests of the country. 

The practical effect of the law is, and has been from the date of its 

| passage, to foster distrust, impair confidence, lock up the currency, 
paralyze industry, shrink values, swell the docketsof our State courts 
with suits for collections, and the courts of the United States with 
petitions in bankruptcy. It has wrought ruin enough. For the ulti- 
mate redemption of the legal-tender notes you have the pledge of tho 
entire resources of the nation. Who doubts that pledge will in due 
season be fulfilled? The advocates of resumption talk as though 
some unfortunate creditor had in vested hisall in these notes and was 
now demanding payment, was rapidly becoming bankrupt by reason 
of the loss of interest, and that our national honor was in peril, and 
thereiore, to pay this particular debt we must create another by sell- 
ing interest-bearing bonds for gold. Whois this clamorous creditor ? 
The people of the United States? Go talk to them by the fireside 
and in the fields of the West; in the store, the shop and the manu- 
factory; go anywhere and everywhere in this broad land and ask 
them if they are demanding immediate payment, and with surprise 
at the inquiry, the answer will be “ no.” 

Whoever characterizes the legal-tender note as dishonored paper 
attacks the good name and solvency of the Government, the good 

‘faith and integrity of the people, and it is he who is to-day doing 
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will prove that the prime movers in this outcry are not only the foe 
of the legal-tender note, but so soon as they shall have sueceeded in 


destroying it as a currency they will change front and urge a terrific 
warfare against national banks. They are the financial malcontents 
of the land, careless of consequences. I would rather repose confi- 
dence in the average common-sense of the people, which demands a 
volame of currency equal to legitimate business and then implores 
Congress to keep hands off. For the reasons which I have attempted 


to give, I am opposed to the law as it now exists. 


Of the several ae now before the House, I am inclined to 


favor that proposed by the gentleman from Illinois, [ Mr. aes as I 
consider the passage of that bill repeals all that is objectionable in 


the third section of the a act and retains so much thereof as 


makes banking free. This would be in accord with the judgmentof the 
people I represent as well as my own. The amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. HUBBELL, ] to my mind is subject 
to objection. He pro 
to three hundred millions by the issue of bank-notes in manner as now 
provided in the resumption act. I prefer that the volume of legal- 
tender notes be not so reduced. 

Again, the legislative construction which he seeks to give that act, 


it seems to me, is impracticable and would afford no relief. His 


amendment neither repeals nor postpones the act of resumption ; it 
simply takes from the Secretary of the Treasury the authority to 
retire or cancel the three hundred millions, as redeemed once by 


implication. All over and above the three hundred millions are to 
he retired and canceled. Then again, this three hundred millions 


the Secretary of the Treasnry is required to deposit in the Treasury, 
to be re-issued at par value in payment of claims against the Govern- 


ment or in exchange for coin, and received at par value in payment of 
duties on imports, &c., and, as a matter of course, subject again to 


be redeemed in coin in manner as prescribed in the resumption act. 
I submit this would be equally objectionable as the present law. The 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MoRRISON] 
is simply an additional section to the resumption act which leaves the 
act in full force. The amendment proposed by the gentleman from 


Wisconsin [Mr. PouND] is, to my mind, subject to the objection that 


it neither repeals nor postpones the act of resumption. 

The amendment proposed by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Cox] it 
seems to me is a confession on its face that he doubts the expediency 
if not the ability of the Government to resume and maintain specie 


payment on the Ist of January, 1879. Thediscounting process smacks 


too much of street brokerage and does not strike me favorably. 
When we do pay on demand of the pou. let it be dollar for dollar. 
The amendment proposed by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Cum- 
MINGS] I would oppose for the reason, in my judgment, the immediate 
Representatives of the people are in position to be more correctly 
informed as to their will and wish as to the time when the legal- 
tender notes shall cease to exist asacurrency. I do not wish to sub- 
mit the exercise of such extraordinary power or such exclusive con- 
trol of matters, so vital to the interest of the whole people, to the dis- 
cretion of any one man, however high he may stand in public con- 
fidence. Again he provides for a re-issue “as the needs of the Gov- 
ernment may require,” which is a confesson of doubt for the present 
as to the propriety of attempting resumption. As to so much of his 
amendment as pertains to the silver question, I will be found acting, 
I think, in harmony with his views. 

It might as well be understood here and now that those who favor 
restoring the law as it stood prior to 1873 mean what they say, 
and the resolves of syndicates or the threats of the gold ring will 
fail of their purpose. To the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Hewrtr] I am utterly opposed. And now 
I submit to the friends of repeal that the time has come for concert 
of action. It is aquestion high above party. The hope of the advo- 
cates of forced resumption is that we may so differ among ourselves 
as to become powerless, and thus give them the victory. Let us act 
as becomes the magnitude of the great interests involved. To my 
friends of the East I would say, do not, I implore you, on this ques- 
tion place yourselves in the same attitude that the ultraists of the 
South at one time did upon the question of slavery, and attempt to 
crack the lash over the millions of the West in order to make them 
conform to your views. Learn something from that lesson. We 
desire the prosperity of every section. We hope to make the West 
what God intended it: the happy home of peaceful, prosperous 
industry for every color and clime. 

Men of the South, you who desire the development of your States, 
who long for the day when your waste places shall become the gar- 
dens of wealth, who have a hand of welcome for the skilled artisan 
and the bronzed tiller of the soil, who have learned something and 
desire to know more of the wonderful energies of the people of the 
North, who have resolved to vie with every section in adding to the 
nation’s wealth, who are willing to imbibe the spirit of progress that 
has removed the wilderness and upturned the prairies of the West, 
who acknowledge the fact that all men are free and labor honorable, 
who have faith in the integrity and ability of the people, if untram- 
meled by law, to reach resumption through prosperity born of honest 
toil, to all such I appeal to aid in removing from the statute-book 


a threat by means of which labor and enterprise have suffered quite 
enough. 
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more to imperil public credit than all others. In my jndgment, time 


8 to reduce the volume of legal-tender notes 
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Mr. HART. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


GOLD COIN AND BULLION IN THE TREASURY, 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before 
ter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
from the Treasurer of the United States containing information eq}] 
for by House resolution of the 6th instant in relation to pot ri 
and gold bullion, &c.,in the Treasury; which was referred to in 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed, , 

OSAGE INDIANS. ; 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, in answer to a Hi. 
lution of the 9th instant relating to the commission sent to the Osave 
Indians; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of California, by nnanimons 

leave was granted for the withdrawal from the files of the } 


the discharge papers in the case of J. H. Merrill 
having been made. 


the Honse a let. 
a communicat 10n 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. POLLARD asked and obtained leave of absence for 
on account of urgent business. 
MODIFICATION OF AN AMENDMENT. 


Mr. HUBBELL. I desire to make a further modification 
amendment now pending to the resumption bill. 
The Clerk read the amendment, as follows : 


e tg 23 strike out the words “duties on imports or other,” and insert the word 


ten days, 


of my 


Mr. HART. I withdraw my motion to adjourn. 
AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. REAGAN, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution ; which was referred to the Committee on the Rules: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Rules be directed to take into consideration 
the following rules of tho House of Representatives, to wit: Rule 79, which relates 
to the business which may be referred to an1 considered by the Committee on (on. 
merce; Rule 94, which relates to the business which may be referred to and coy 
side’ by the Committee on Railways and Canals; and the resolution which 
relates to the business which may be referred to and considered by the Commiites 
on the Mississippi Levees; and that the Committee on the Rules consider whether 
there is a conflict between said rules, and, if necessary, that said rules be revised 
so that there shall be no conflict between them. 

SWEARING IN OF THE CHAPLAIN. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the Chaplain-elect 
is present, and if he will come forward the Chair will administer to 
him the oath of office. 

Rev. W. P. Harrison, the Chaplain-elect, appeared and took the 
cath preseribed by law. t 

Mr. DURHAM. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. EWING. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Several MempBers. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. When a motion is made to adjourn and the regu- 
lar order is asked for, the gentleman who makes the motion to ad- 


journ has no right to yield. 


The question was taken on Mr. DURHAM’s motion; and it was agreed 


And accordingly (at four o’clock and twenty-five minutes p.m.) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk's desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr“BANNING: The petition of Henry J. Drysdle, to have the 
charge of desertion removed from his military record—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. ; 

Also, the petition of Captain W. J. Lyster, to be reimbursed for 
the loss of personal property destroyed by fire at Camp Supply, lu- 
dian Territory, on July 1, 1877—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of Michael Colloty for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. j 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The petition of Elias C. Boudinot, of the 
Cherokee Nation of Indians, for relief—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. ad 

By Mr. BUCKNER: Papers relating to the Saint James Mission 
land grant—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. — 

By Mr. CLARK, of Iowa: Papers relating to the petition of Jona- 
than Roberts for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Papers relating to the claim of Bishop E. Fitz- 
gerald for property taken by the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: The petitionof 8. J. Davenport, for pay for 
services rendered as a fireman, engineer’s department, House of —_ 
sentatives, during the months of January, February, and Marchi, 
1877—to the Committee of Claims. y f 

By Mr. ELLIS: Papers relating to the claim of G. Alfred Hall “ 
commissions on sales of confiscated property in New Orleans—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. F -. 

By Mr. FENN: A paper relating to the establishment of a po 
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. from Lewiston, Idaho Territory, to Wallowa, Oregon—to the 
eth a on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. y 

By Mr. FINLEY: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 

mie trom Ashland to Mifflin, Ohio—to the same committee. 

. By Mr. GUNTER: Papers relating to the claim of Pryor N. Lea 
for rescuing three United States soldiers from a sand bank in the 
Mississippi River and for caring for them during their sickness—to 
the Committee on War Claims. ; i 

By Mr. HUNTON: Papers relating to the claim of P. H. Hoof for 

property taken by and furnished to United States troops—to, the 
» committee. 

ie papers relating to the claim of Valorous G. Austin, of similar 

import—to the same committee. — : 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of Alexander Ray, of Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia, to be refunded certain taxes erroneously 
assessed and collected of him—to the Committee for the District of 

’ bia. 

OS ier: KNOTT: The petition of John J. Elliott and 5 others, late 
United States soldiers, for pay for horses lost in the military service— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. , 
By Mr. LEONARD: Papers relating to the claim of John Orsborne 
for property taken by the United States Army—to the Committee on 
Var Claims. 
; Br Mr. LOCKWOOD: The petition of 500 citizens of Western New 
York, for the repeal of the national-banking act, the resumption act, 
and to make greenbacks a legal tender—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: The petition of D. B. Woolf and others, of 
California, for the establishment of postal savings banks—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MANNING: A paper relating to the establishment of a 
post-route from Senatobia by way of Hillsdale to Longtown, Missis- 
sippi—to the same committee. 

by Mr. MCKENZIE: The petition of J. Clark, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POLLARD: The petition of Daniel A. Martin, for a pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

by Mr. REED: The petition of John Thomas, for a pension—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr REILLY: Two petitions of citizens of Schuylkill County, 
Pennsylvania, for the repeal of the resumption act—to the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. RYAN: a rélating to the claim of David 
property destroyed by 
Claims. 

Also, three petitions from 242 citizens of Kansas, respecting the 
disposition of the lands known as the Sac and Fox diminished res- 
ervation—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. SCHLEICHER: Papers relating to the claim of Thomas 
Kearney for losses sustained while in the revenue service of the 
United States—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Duncan, Reddington & Co. for 
Indian depredations—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SINNICKSON: The petition of William H. Warner, for a 
pension—to the Committee on fnvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claim of Albert Fuller for 
- -_ of apatent by the United States—to the Committee on 

-atents. 

Also, papers relating to the application of Moses Marshal for an 
extension of a patent on a knitting-machine—to the same committee. 
_Also, a paper relating to the bill granting C. W. Hughes a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALSH: Papers relating to the claim of Robert Warner 
for carrying the United States mail—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: Papers relating to the claim of 
Henry K. Sanger for services rendered as United States depositary at 
Detroit, Michi an—to the same committee. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Papers relating to the survey of the port of Mem- 
phis, Tennessee—to the Committee on Commerce. 


Morrow for 
United States troops—to the Committee of 


IN SENATE. 
Fray, November 16, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. INGALLS, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
: Mr. HOAR. I present the remonstrance of the Worcester County 
‘nstitution for Savings, and other banking institutions established 
Cou assachusetts, against the passage of the silver 
These institutions are places of deposit of the savings of the 


Sa rete County, 


working classes for themselves, their widows, and orphans to a very 
6° amount, and their funds are, to a very great extent, invested 


in the bonds of the Government. They remonstrate against the pas- 
sage of a bill which, in their judgment, would amount to a repudia- 
tion of from 7 to 10 per cent. of the indebtedness of the Government 
to them—the so-called silver bill. I move the reference of the me- 
morial to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave a like remonstrance from eight savings banks 
of the city of Boston against the passage of the silver bill, and in ad- 
dition to what my colleague has stated they represent that there 
are $215,000,000 of the savings of the laborers of Massachusetts de- 
posited in these banks. 

I also present the remonstrance of the Sixth National Bank, of the 
city of Salem, against the passage of the same measure for the same 
reason. I move the reference of these memorials to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG presented the memorial of the Association of 
Mexican Veterans of Saint Louis, praying for the passage of a law 
granting pensions to the survivors of the Mexican war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the memorial of Joseph Calm & Co., and others, 
citizens and business men of Kansas City, Missouri, in favor of an 
amendment of the bankrupt law, and remonstrating against the re- 
peal thereof; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of Lydia T. Haddock, of 
Fairfield, in the State of Connecticut, who represents that she is the 
administratrix of her husband, now deceased, late Mr. E. C. Haddock, 
formerly of Pilatka, in the State of Florida. She sets forth in sub- 
stance that he was the proprietor of certain property in Pilatka, 
Florida, when the rebellion broke out, and, on account of his adher- 
ence to the Union, his property was destroyed and he was driven out, 
and that he went back there after the war and died. She asks that 
compensation may be made for the losses they sustained in conse- 
quence of the circumstances that are set forth. I move that the peti- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORDON. I present the petition of Mrs. Eliza E. Hebert, of 
Iberville Parish, Louisiana, praying compensation for property taken 
by the United States troops during the late war. I present this peti- 
tion by request. I know nothing in the world about the case. I 
make this statement because once or twice when I said I presented 
papers by request it was not sostated. I move the reference of this 
petition to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McCREERY presented the petition of Asa Faulkner and others, 
of Tennessee, praying compensation for the value of a cotton factory 
and materials destroyed by military order; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 225) to repeal an act entitled “An act for the 
relief of Nancy 8. Ledford,” approved March 3, 1871, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
memorial of Mary Jane Pyle, of Kansas, praying to be allowed a pen- 
sion on account of the services of her husband, Jesse F. Pyle, late 
corporal of Company D, Eleventh Regiment, Kansas Cavalry Volnn- 
teers, in the late war,submitted an adverse report thereon ; which 
was ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COCKRELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 308) for the relief of Joseph N. Lewis; which 
was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on the files 
relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 309) fixing the salaries of 
the judges of the district courts of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I wish to introduce a bill, by request, for the 
relief of John H. Russell. I wish to state that it has reference to the 
Hot Springs reservation, in Arkansas. I have not examined the case 
sufficiently to say whether I shall support or oppose the bill. I wish 
to have it referred to the proper committee, which, I think, is the 
Committee on Private Land Claims; but I notice that a similar bill 
was referred at the last session in the House to the Committee on 
Public Lands. My own impression is that it ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 310) for the relief of John H. Russell; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 311) to fuliy pay the dam- 
ages due to William Wheeler Hubbell; which was read twice by its 
title, and, together with the papers on the files relating to the case, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief of 
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Robert Coles. I know nothing of the merits of the bill, and intro- 
duce it by request merely. I ask its reference to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

By unapvimonus consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (8. 
No, 312) for the relief of Robert Coles; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. INGALLS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 313) to repeal an act authorizing the coinage 
of a twenty-cent piece of silver; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DENNIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 314) for the relief of John R. Bond; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

CHANGE OF NAME OF A VESSEL. 

Mr. CONKLING. 1 am instructed by the Committee on Commerce 
to report a bill permitting the name of a vessel to be changed. Those 
concerned are very much interested in having it acted upon at once. 
1 have in my hand papers showing that all the regulations required 
have been complied with. I ask the Senate to take it up and put it 
on its passage. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 315) anthorizing the change 
of the name of the ship Samuel G. Reed was read three times, and 
passed, 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


Mr. HEREFORD. I desire to ask for an order, and before doing 
80, not desiring to violate the spirit of the fifty-eighth rule, I ask the 
construction of the Chair upon it. The fifty-eighth rule provides 
that— 


Whenever aclaim is presented to the Senate and referred to a committee, and 
the committee report that the claim ought not to be allowed, and the report shall 
have been agreed to by the Senate, it Bhall not be in order to move to take the 
papers from the files for the purpose of referring them at a subsequent session, 
unless the claimant sball present a memorial for that purpose, stating that new 
evidence has been discovered since the report, and setting forth the new evidence 
in the memorial. 

Senate bill No. 477 of the last Congress. to reimburse the loyal 
owners of the steamer Planter for the sale of that vessel by the Gov- 
ernment, was referred to the Committee on Claims at a previous ses- 
sion. There was an adverse report upon it. That adverse report 
was confirmed by the action of the Senate. I now desire, if it bo not 
contrary to the rule which I have read, to ask for an order withdraw- 


ing the papers entirely from the files of the Senate, the object being | 


to introduce the bill into the House of Representatives by those in- 
terested. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that that may be done 
under the fifty-seventh rule, leaving copies with the Secretary. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I will ask, then, for that order, upon leaving 
copies. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be entered. 

On motion of Mr. WADLEIGH, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of Moses Marshall and the accompanying papers 
be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Ordered, That the memorial of Albert Fuller and the accompanying papers be 
taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and acoompanpanying papers of Theodore Higgins be 
taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. MORGAN, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of Clarissa Bishop, of Louisiana, 
be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Ordered, That the papers in relation to the claim of Claude H. Masten, of Mobile, 
Alabama, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. MORRILL, it was 


Ordered, That the papers of Warren F. Wood be taken from the files and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. COKE, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Henry Volcker, concerning his title to a 
tract of land in New Mexico, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate. 


SEIZURE OF LUMBER AND TIMBER, 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. I offer the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the Attorney-Gereral and the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
they are hereby, directed to communicate to the Senate the instructions given to 
the agents and marshals of the United States in the States of Alabama, Florida, 
and Mississippi, touching the seizure of logs, lumber, and naval stores suspected 
of having been taken from the public lands of the United States; whether or not, 
under the orders given to said agents and marshals, large amounts of p rty in 
possession of citizens of the United States, held under claim of valid title, have 
eon seized “ without warrant supported by oath or aftirmation, and particularly 
describing the things to be seized." 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to the Senator who introduced the res- 
olution that it may be alittle too broad. Of course, any specific ex- 
ecutive order about a matter of that kind there could probably be no 
objection to having made public, but it may happen that in these 
letters of instruction circumstances and evidence, &c., are set forth 
respecting the detection and discovery of what is said to be timber- 
stealing, which it would be injurious to the public interest and inja- 
rious to the fair administration of justice to make public at this par- 
ticular time, Therefore I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary for inquiry. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, The object of the resolution, as will be seen 
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by reading it, is merely one of inquiry. I have had My attent 
drawn lately to the operations of some of the officers in tho a 
named in the resolution touching large and, as I think, illegal seiz, lates 
property of private citizensof the United States without wary sat. he 
Constitution particularly prescribes whatshall be done, that they. 
shall be “ secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects mn 
unreasonable searches and seizures,” and that all warrants sb); i 
“ supported by oath or affirmation.” The object of this resolutic. 
to ascertain whether any seizures have been made by the agente and 
marshals of the Government in violation of the Constitution aud uw, 
the instructions given by the officers named in it. ~_ 
I hold in my hand a description of what has been going on doy, 
there lately. I will say here that I have no objection whatever t 
the Government securing its rights to the timber on public lands It 
is the disposition of all citizens in my section of the country to cs 
the public timber protected. The other day the Board of "Trade of 
the City of Mobile were called together to take notice of these ae 
ceedings, and I will read one or two of their resolutions on the gy), 
| ject: : 
; Whereas the recent seizure of all logs and timber at the Pascagoula Mil). 
arties representing the United States Government has entirely suspended 4!) 
ousiness at those points to the serious loss and damage of the lumber interes 
this section, and in view of the fact that the same steps will probably be taken | 
and at Pensacola; and whereas the mode of procedure on the part of the offires 
representing the Government is totally unnecessary, arbitrary, and not acourd 
to the forms of law 3 


Ai net 
mails 


* * * * e 

Be it resolved, That this action of the agents of the Government at Pase, ronla 
and their anticipated action at Mobile and Pensacola, coming just at this season , 
the year, will not only stop the mills, throw out of employment thousands of » 
but it may cause a large amount of commercial paper to go to protest, intlictiy 
wide-spread financial ruin, not only on manufacturers and shippers of lnmwber an] 
timber, but on every branch of business on this Gulf coast, ‘all of which depe nds, 
in a great measure, on this interest. 

This is a description of what occurred, as I am credibly informed, 
at Pascagoula: 

Vessels loading in this port for foreign markets have been ordered to d'schar 
their cargoes ; improvements of all kinds have been stopped; mills shut down 
keepers have been placed over the commodities seized ; sentinels placed on {) 
railroad bridge across Biloxi Bay, charged with preventing the egress of any yes 
sel loaded with the commodities enumerated above, upon the mere suspicion that 
a part, or, perhaps, the whole of her cargo may have originally been obtained op 
Government land. This is effectually declaring the soutbern coast of Mississipp 
in a state of blockade, and inhibiting commerce of all kinds, for the like action has 
been taken at Moss Point. The area over which the seizures are being made em 
braces a district of country about seventy miles long and two hundred miles deep 
and contains a population of about twenty thousand inhabitants, directly depend 
ent upon the industries annihilated for their daily support. Two days hence, ti 
thousand women and children will want bread and meat, and be confronted with 
starvation. 

It was in view of these facts that I introduced this resolution, in 
order to ascertain whether the Government was proceeding to secure 
its rights to the public domain in a reasonable and proper way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. L hope my friend from Florida does not suppose 
that I disagree with him as to the impropriety of unreasouable 
searches and illegal seizures. I have been long endeavoring to pro- 
tect private rights by legislation and by inquiry, inevery part of the 
United States and at some times in that part of the United States 
from which my honorable friend comes. I have not lessened in my 
zeal in that respect at all. The only point I wished to suggest to 
him and upon which I thought this ought to be sent to the Law Con- 
mittee of the Senate for examination was the very first clause of the 
resolution, which calls for all the instructions that have been given 
to the agents and marshals of the United States by the Executive. 
That is the short of it. 

Now, as I said before, it frequently happens—and for aught we 
know it may happen in this instance—that perfectly correct and 
proper instructions contain in them or have attached to them state- 
ments of evidence and grounds of suspicion, and so on, respecting the 
rights of the United States and the illegality of the conduct of tho 
people who are to be prosecuted that it is not right should be com- 
municated to those people. I remember we had this very question 
up only a couple of years ago or so, touching certain whisky seizures 
in a western or northwestern State, where it was proposed in this way 
to obtain from the Secretary of the Treasury a report of all the in- 
structions, &c., that had been given by him to the collectors of inter- 
nal revenue and the marshals and district attorneys that have to do 
with that sort of business; and on a suggestion being made that it 
was not proper and right, without an inquiry to see how it would 
affect the interest of the United States, to turn over in advance to 
the possession of the accused parties all the evidence and all the 
grounds of suspicion that the United States had, everybody acqu- 
esced in the propriety of that suggestion at once, and tho matter was 
dropped. , , : 

If my friend thinks there is any ground for inquiry at all, T do not 
object to have that part of it which relates to anything that has been 
done answered, and answered immediately. If my friend is williug 
to strike ont the first part of the resolution, a call for all the instrne- 
tions that have been given, which amounts to all the correspondence 
there is on the subject, I have no objection to the rest of it. It is = 
fectly correct for aught I see, because it relates merely to the pu! 
acta of officers of the United States, about which, of course, th re 
should be no privacy ; but when it comes to the preceding steps ol . 
Department in its correspondence and instructions to its officers, thes 
you run the risk (aud you canpot tell how great the risk is or how 
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ll)of doing a great injury tothe cause of justice and to the Treasury 
ot Ur ited States by publishing that sort of thing in this stage of 
oo aia [suggest this to my friend from Florida, who, I think, 
the com i the force of it as much as I do, if he thinks of it a moment. 
Will fee IAFFEE. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida to 
7 = the inquiry a little broader so as to include all other States and 
Tr JONES, of Florida. I accept that amendment, ; 

1 hw VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the motion 
refer the resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary. - 
Mr CONKLING. May I ask the Senator who offers the resolution 
whether there is any objection in his view to addressing it, not as an 
struction to the heads of those two Departments, but to the Pres- 
‘a ‘nt as a request in the usual form, leaving him to say whether 
prec oa us the information is or is not incompatible with the public 

P orest, If the Senator does that, it will avoid the objection. 
Mr. JONES. I accept that suggestion. 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘Then I venture to suggest that the phraseology 
of the resolution be changed thns: 

That the President be requested, if in his opinion not incompatible with the pub- 
lic interest, to inform the Senate, &e. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so modified, by the consent of 
the Senator from Florida; and, as thus modified, the question is on 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

ACCOUNTS OF THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If there be no further morning 
business, I ask that the resolution submitted by me on the 18th 
ultimo be now taken up. ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution called up by the Senator 
from West Virginia will be read for the information of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas there appear to be material differences, alterations, and discrepancies 
in the official finance report of the Treasury Department as to the annual expend- 
itures, receipts of the Government, and the public debt, and particularly in the 
rn ports of 1869 to 1872 inclusive, which differences, discrepancies, changes, and 


of the Senate to make the investigation required and at the same i 
time attend to the ordinary Senate committee work, and subsequent 
events show that I was right. I concluded, therefore, to renew the : as 
resolution at the first opportunity during the present session, and ask ’ 
for a special committee. 

The former resolution having been pressed on the eve of the late 
political campaign it was supposed by some that its purpose was 
merely to elicit information that might be of service in the great 
contest then approaching; but such was not its purpose. I was then, 
as I am now, fully convinced there had been unauthorized and im- 
proper changes made in the official finance reports and records of the 
Treasury Department, and that these changes were made between 
1869 and 1871, and extend back and cover a period of more than 
thirty years; that by some strange procedure on the part of the offi- 
cers of the Treasury Department, and for some purpose which I can- } 
not understand, between 1869 and 1871 figures and amounts in the } 
official annual finance reports regularly made by former Secretaries 
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and Registers of the Treasury, after they had stood in some instances 
undisturbed and unimpeached for more than a quarter of a century, ‘a 
being acted, relied upon, and accepted as true and official records of 13 
the financial operations of the Government, have been without ex- 
planation,-and certainly without authority, changed and altered, and 
different figures and amounts inserted. Particularly was this the case 
in the statements of the public debt expenditures and receipts of 
the Government. These changes in the aggregate involve many 
millions of dollars. 

Every one will agree that these are important facts, and I believe 
it is due to the Senate and the country to know how, for what pur- 
pose, and by whom these changes and alterations were made. Cer- 
tainly the country is concerned to have a full explanation. If these 
changes were made in the public interest or against it, the facts 
should be known. 

It isnot my purpose to make an extended argument, but to submit 
figures and facts drawn from the official finance-reports. All the . 
figures and facts stated or used by me are taken from the annual 
official statements to Congress made by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. AndIam ready and willing to make good every figure used. ; 
If any Senator can throw light upon or correct what I am about to ; 
state, let him stop me and do so. 

From the great abundance of instances showing differences, changes, 
and alterations in the oflicial finance reports, I cite the following, re- 
lating to the 


























alterations involve many millions of dollars, and no explanation appears in said 
reports for the same: Therefore, 7 

Lie it resolved, That a committee of five be appointed to investigate the finance 
reports, books, and accounts of the Treasury Department, particularly with refer- 
evce to differences, discrepancies, and alterations in amounts and figures that have 
been made in them, especially in the annual statements of the expenditures of the 
Government, revenue collected, and the public debt, contained in said reports; and 
if any such differences, discrepancies, and alterations be found to exist, to report 
the same, and the extent and nature thereof, the years wherein they occur, by 
what authority made, if any, the reasons that induced them, and to report gener- 
ally such other and further information bearing upon the subject as to them may 
seom best; and that said committee have power to send for persons and papers, to 
take testimony, to employ stenographers and such clerical assistance as they may 
deem necessary, and leave to sit during the session of the Senate; and that the 
expenses attending this investigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate upon vouchers approved by the committee, 


Mr. MORRILL. I offer the following as a substitute; which I 
hope the Senator from West Virginia will accept: 


That a committee of three be appointed to investigate the finance reports, books, 
and accounts of the Treasury Department, particularly the reports of 1869 to 1872, 
inclusive, to ascertain whether or not any actual differences or discrepancies exist, 
and, also, whether or not any alterations in amounts or figures have been made, 
and report the facts to the Senate; and that said committee shall have power to 
employ a stenographer as clerk, who shall be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate upon vouchers approved by the committee. 


I will merely say to the Senator from West Virginia that this sub- 









PUBLIC DEBT. 


The annual statement of the public debt from 1835 to 1871, as ap- 
pears in the finance reports for 1869 and previous reports, and 1871 
and subsequent reports, shows the difference in each year and the 
total difference between the two reports, (see pages 12 and 36x, 
finance report for 1871, and page 317, finance report for 1869 :) 


: 
| 



























1 








previous 
187 


years. 


of 
869. 


Decreaso. 


and 





Reports of 1869 
Increase in re 





































































Dis 8 $351, 229 05 $97; 513-05. }-..002.....5. 
stitute proceeds upon the ground that there should be an inquiry, 231, 089 05 336, 957 83 $45, 868 7 
but does not assume the fact that there have been such alterations as 1, 878, 223 55 | 3, 308, 124 07 | 1, 429, Spo 5: 
; . : : : . 4, 857, 660 46 10, 434, 221 14 5, 576, 560 
seem to be alleged in his resolution, and it also confines the number 11 923 737 53 | ‘3573, 343 821 .......----0e. 
of the committee to three instead of five. I think this will be amply 5, 125, 077 63 5, 250, 875 54 125, 797 § 
sufficient, because we have one report already made to tho Senate on 6, 737, 398 00 13,594,420 73] 6, 857,082 7 
this subject 15, 028, 486 37 20, 601,226 28} 5,572, 739 ‘ 
5 awe , ean ' 7, 203, 450 6: 32, 742,922 00 | 5,539, 471 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask the Senate to suspend judg- 4 or on = 33 ‘ai ose ets a 
ment as to the propriety of the two resolutions until such time 17, 093, 794 80 1D, GBS C8! his aids duvece ee. 
as I shall submit the brief remarks that I propose to make to the 16, 750, 926 33 15, 550, 202 97 |... .-- eee e-eeee: 


Senate. Then if the Senator from Vermont still insists upon his 
substitute, which I hope he wiil not, for it will in some degree stifle 
the object of my resolution, the question will be for the Senate to 
decide. I cannot accept the resolution he offers as a substitute for 
nine, because it does not cover the whole ground. 

Mr. President, to do this subject justice and point out all the 
changes and alterations in the finance reports it would require per- 
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, 086, 956 56 
haps several hours ; but inasmuch as the subject has been discussed 30, 963, 909 64 ; +. — vo 
heretofore in the Senate by several Senators, including myself, I will 29, 000, 386 90 > oo 


44,910, 777 66 , 911, 881 03 


be brief, probably not occupying the attention of the Senate more 














































5, 754, 699 33 58, 496, 837 83 

than forty or fifty minutes. 64, 769, 703 08 64, 242, 287 88 ‘ 
It will be remembered that at the first session of the last Congress 90, 867, 828 68 90, 580, 873 72 |.....-. ...... ; 

J introduced a similar resolution, which, after debate, by a party vote oe ete ee co tikhe «1 | an19— 

was amended so that instead of a special committee asked for, the 1 740, 690, 489 49 | 1,815, 784.370 57 | 75,003,881 68 | ...... ee 

Finance Committee of the Senate was substituted. The objections 2, 622, 593, 026 53 | 2, 620, 647, 869 74 |..........-.--- 1, 945, 156 79 

urged at the time to imposing this duty on the Finance Committee &, 783, 405, G7] Bi | & TIS, 896, 129 OB |. .20- 202 -nene- Pee te os 

Were that it was already overburdened with labor and could not as + @arerie wt” eresient an‘ aue 313 48 

satisfactorily perform the duty. Indeed, some of the members of the 2 429, 002 420 58 | 2 588 452913 94 | 99° 449, Pe ads 

committee during the debate stated as much. 2; 336, 358, 599 74 | 2 490,672,427 81 | 94.313 








Having introduced the resolution, I protested that if referred to 
the Finance Committee it would in a great measure fail of the pur- 
pose for which it was introduced ; and I confess when the amend- 
ment prevailed I lost much of the interest I had in the matter, be- 
cause J felt that it was impossible for any of the regular committees 
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And the increased figures appear in all finance reports since 1871. 
In other words, the changes and alterations made in the finance re- 
port for 1871 as to the public debt for the years from 1835 to 1870 in- 
clusive increase it in the aggregate during this period $247,766,674.71. 

Since the formation of the Government the Register of the Treas- 
ury, the official book-keeper of the Treasury Department, bas made as 
required by law an annual statement of the public debt. Up to 1870 
his reports substantially agree; but in 1871 this officer makes his 
usual statement of what the public debt was during each year from 
the beginning of the Government, and we find, without explanation, 
that commencing with the year 1835 it entirely differs from the report 
he made in 1869 from all former reports and increases the public debt 
in the aggregate the enormous sum above stated; and it can be es- 
tablished by positive proof that the Register did not restate his ac- 
counts from the data in his office, the only proper source, but, with- 
out any reference to them whatever, made the public-debt statement 
referred to, under directions from the Secretary of the Treasury and 
according to a statement furnished, which changed former public- 
debt statements as far back as 1835 in the manner and to the extent 
above stated. 

Again, by comparing the public-debt statements found in the re- 
port for 1870 (page 276) and 1571 (pages 363, 369) we find large differ- 
ences commencing with the year Is62, And although these changes 
extend as far back as 1235, yet the greatest increase, indeed almost 
all of it, was from 1862 to 1870, as the following table will show : 


Report for 1870, 
(page 276.) 


Report for 1871, 
(pp. 368, 369.) 


$524, 176, 412 13 

1, 119, 772, 138 63 

1, 815, 784, 370 57 

2, 620, 647, 869 74 

2, 773, 236, 173 69 

2, 692, 199,215 12 2, 678, 126, 103 87 
2, 636, 320, 964 67 2, 611, 687, 851 19 
2, 489, 002, 480 58 2, 588, 452, 213 94 
2, 386, 358, 599 74 2, 480, 672, 427 81 


211, 371 92 
1, 098, 793, 181 37 
1, 740, 690, 429 49 
2, 6°2, 593, 026 53 
2, 783, 425, 879 21 


19, 023, 595,208 63 | 19, 272,555, 561 57 


Difference, or increase 948, 960, 352 94 


Now, it is a matter of importance to know, and it should be fully 
explained, why it was that the Secretary of the Treasury in 1870-71 
directed a new and different statement of the public debt from state- 
ments regularly made in former years, and particularly why or how 
in 1871 he could go back a period of ten years or more and change 
the public debt for a given year, largely increasing it, after it had 
been officially stated, reported, and stood on the books at a fixed and 
certain amount, as the following table will show he did in a number 
of years: 


Public debt, stat- 
ed in report for 
1870, (page 276.) 


Public debt, stat- 
ed in report for 
1871, (pages 368 
and 369.) 


$524, 176, 412 13 
1, 119, 772, 138 63 
1, 815, 784, 370 57 
2, 588, 452, 213 94 
2, 400, 672, 427 81 


} 
211,371 92 | 
| 1,098, 793,181 37 | 1, 
| 1,740, 690,489 49 | 1, 
002) 480 54 | 
i, 358, 599 74 | 
-_———— s |§ ————_—_ 
| 8, 220, 056,322 96 | 8, 522, 857, 563 08 
8, 220, 056, 322 96 
Showing an aggregate increase in these years of 299, 801, 340 02 


It will be borne in mind that in the year 1862 and each of the years 
up to 1870 the public debt was reported and stood on the books of 
the Treasury Department just asstated by the Register in the finance 
report for 1870; yet in 1871 the Secretary changes these amounts by 
increasing them largely in each year. 

Again the statements made by the Secretary of the Treasury in the 
annual finance reports and inthe monthly debt statements, as also 
those made by the Register of the Treasury, for a given year, often 
differ materially from each other. For instance, take the year 1869: 
Finance report for 1869, page 29 - $2, 656, 603, 955 73 
Monthly debt statement, July 1, 1869............ 2,645, 170,294 16 
Financereport, 1870, (June 30, 1869, ) page 25. ..... e 2,588, 452,213 94 
l‘inance report, 1870, (by the Register,) page 276.. 2, 489, 002, 480 58 

From this comparison it is impossible for any one to know what the 
public debt was for 1869; and yet there is no explanation for this 
difference, although it varies from eleven to one hundred and sixty 
millions of dollars. 

Again the Register, at page 317, finance report 
for 1869, states the public debt for that year to 
$2, 489, 002, 480 58 
The Secretary, at page 25, finance report for 1870, 
and page 13, report for 1871, states the public 

debt for the year 1870 to be ..... o'seces erccccee 2%, 480,672, 427 81 
The difference between these sums ought to show 

the decrease of the public debt for 1870, which 

i 8, 330, 052 77 
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NOVEMBER 16, 


ne, 
Amount brought forward.......... $8. 330. 0n0 == 
But the monthly debt statements for the year 1870, a 


state the decrease of the public debt for that 


102, 643, B80 Ry 


. . eee 
Making a difference between the finance reports 
and monthly statements of 94, 312. 892 o* 


Now, up to 1869 the Pacific Railroaddebt wascar. = ~~ 
ried as part of the public debt, but in 1870 it 
was taken from the public debt and stated as 
the debt of the Pacific Railroad, amounting at 
that time, which was only an apparent and not 
real reduction, to............- ine iiaatinees amit tisipie 

If from this amount we subtract the real decrease 
OB GROWN BROTO 504 pocnessccctce cobs consce cone 


FQ fa « 
95, O38, 320 00 


8, 330, 052 77 


_— 


—_— 


It would appear that the public debt for 1870 wus 
increased. ..... bSG0800 005000 20008 nitdainaeternbe * 50, 308, 267 99 


And not decreased, as set forth in the monthly debt 
StaleMeNnts 2... c20e coccce cccccccccecs p eneEwuces 102, 643, 880 x4 
The public debt for a given year is susceptible of being accurately 

determined and stated ; and when once determined and stated to |. 

a certain sum, it should remain for all time, not subject to chayvs 

by succeeding officers of the Treasury. e 
In connection with these differences, changes, and discrepancies, | 

wish to state a remarkable fact, that the finance reports, in their 

annual statements of the public debt, expenditures, and revenue. q 

substantially agree, from the beginning of the Government up to 

and including the year 1869,and from 1572 until the present yea: 

In the finance report for 1870 the new table of the Secretary first 

appears, in which these and other great changes were made. Now 

take the 


» all 


LOANS AND TREASURY NOTES. 

Under this head I call the attention of the Senate to the great dif- 
ference in the finance reports as to what they were for the year 
1863. They are stated differently in four annual reports, as follows: 
In the report of 1963 
In the report of 1564. . 

In the report of 1870.. 
In the report of 1876 ee ° 

These reports differ for the same year froy twenty to more than 
ninety millions of dollars; and who can tell Which is correct? 

EXPENDITURES. 

The various finance reports differ widely as to the annual expend- 

itures of the Government, as the following table will show: 


Total annual expenditures as stated | 
in financial report for— 


Increase in 
report of 
1870 over | 
1869. 


Decrease in 
re port of 
1870 over 


| loo. 
$85, 387, 313 08 $85, 387, 363 08 —_ 
70, 841, 700 25 565, 667,358 O08 |.............. | $5, 174, 342 17 
895, 796, 630 65 899, 815,911 25 | 4,019, 280 60 |..... 
1, 298, 144, 656 00 | 1, 295,541,114 86 |...............| 2,603,541 14 
1, 897, 674, 224 09 | 1, 906, 433, 331 37 
1, 141, 072, 666 OY | 1, 139, 344, 081 95 | 


1869 and pre- 
vious reports, 
(pp. 320, 321.) 


1870, and subse- 
quent reports, 
(pp. 274, 275.) 


1862-'63. 
1863-'64. 
1864-65. 
1865-'66 1, 728, S84 14 


5, 888, 917,190 16 | 5, 892, 189, 160 59 | 12, 778, 437 88 9, 506, 467 45 
Difference or increase 3, 271, 970 43 | 


And, what is remarkable, the reports for 1870 and subsequent re- 
ports increase the expenditures over the report for 1869 and former 
reports from three to four millions of dollars. 

he finance report for 1871 in its statements of the annual ex- 
penditures materially increases them as stated in the report of lov 
and previous reports, as the following table will show : 


Increase in expenditures in report of 1871 as compared with report of 1869. 


| 
Indians. Naval estab- 
lishment. 


Year. (Military serv-| Pensions. 


$104, 546 10 
2, 075, 706 35 
91, 678 17 
92,395 81 
48, 664 76 

Total. ..| 6,015, 810 99 | 7,061,949 12 | 2,412,991 19 

Increase: 

Military service ........ gongequncdhosvadosanopanaesagnconneeopenece 
IIE «- n.on> sintios maneanbaetee Cipestnaenes vehkenetenenpaseesesene 
IEE 6nd sa ctddcs bonds cnsadcdescconeuepeesécéésnees coutdouses eee | 
Naval establishment .......... Sec ccccccccnss eccccescevecencccccces | 


£6, 015, 810 99 
7, 061, 049 12 
2, 4:2, 991 19 


Again, the Pension Bureau on the 25th day of July, 1576, furnished 


an olticial statement from its books that from 1860 to 1870, inclusive, 
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ve were paid for Army and Navy pensions $129,391,228.38, while 
eT aes of the Treasury in the finance report for 1870 states 
the Sechn expenditures for the same period at $142,540,493.44, which 
oe increase of $13,149,265.06, as the following table will show : 
oneal showing the total amount paid in each fiscal year for Army and 
oo pensions, as per finance report for 1870 and letter of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions of July 25, 1876. 
~~" | From Secreta- 
ry’s table, 
finance re- 
port of 1870, 
page 30. 


the country is comparatively free from political excitement, it seems 
an opportune time to investigate this whole subject, elicit all the 
truth, and let in all the light possible. 

It may be claimed that the Finance Committee of the Senate at 
the last session of Congress investigated and reported upon this sub- 
ject. I admit the question was referred to that committee for report, 
and a report was made; but it is a well-known fact that, as was pre- 
dicted when the resolution was referred, it did not have the time to 
make a proper investigation. 

The committee as such made no investigation or examination what- 
ever of the books, accounts, or records of the Treasury Department. 
Neither did they individually, except the chairman, (and he only once 
or twice,) or as a committee ever visit the Treasury Department on 
the subject. 








From letter of 
Comm is- 
sioner of 
Pensions. 

















OF O06 FRR TET .ncccepeccepece $53, 519 41 

























1, 089/218 75 |............... 54,619 0g | The matter was referred to the chairman of the Finance Committee, 

800, 819 94 G56, 900 GB. biccccewcsee now the Secretary of the Treasury, and the distinguished Senator 

1, 044, 364 47 34, 148 89 |........... from New York, [Mr. KERNAN, ] both of whom have stated in the Sen- 

ooman a ‘ prone a4 2 “ses-e** | ate that they made no personal examination and could not make any 

"605, 13, 250.980 17 | 2.354.569 71 |........... for want of time. The resolution was referred by them to the Secre- 
20,936,551 71 | 18,681,711 79 | 2 254,839 92 |........... tary of the Treasury, and the Treasury officials made an ex parte state- 
23, 782, 386 78 | 24,079, 403 18 |.........-..... 297, 016 40 | ment or defense by way of explanation of some of the changes and 
= > oe = ae = oe - S pres"airees alterations pointed out by myself, which statement was embodied in 

. silchdseaeilephd dicount <aperde ft each se: the report of the committee, and this was the extent of the investi- 


gation. . 
d The report is important, however, in this: it makes certain admis- 
sions upon this subject, some of which I cite as a further reason why 





$142, 540, 493 44 





Increase...--- sarees seeanecsesecesecesees sttetees $13, 554, 419 89 | this resolution should pass. On page 9 of the report, the committee, 
Letter ef Comniasionee ERR, Sey ON... SS +4 3 | after speaking of the examination of the public debt from the year 
POTORBO. . os nee cneenceeceneeeeeeeeneseweneececeee 1 


1836, quoting from the finance report of 1571, say : 


A part of the differences has arisen from a want of knowledge and care on the 

rt of subordinate clerks in stating loan accounts, but much the larger proportion 

as occurred from want of a unity, system, and proper method in the accounts as 
heretofore kept in the Department. 


The committee also incorporated in their report a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, in which, after speaking of the 
discrepancies that exist in the finance report, he says: 

They arose from a system of book-keeping which was defective and which haa 
been of late years greatly improved. 

On page 13 of the report the Secretary, in this same Jetter, says: 

Some of the discrepancies referred to have actually existed for many years, in 
fact commencing with some of the accounts of the first loans issued by the Gov- 
ernment, and were first shown in the reports of the years 1470 and 1871, for the 
reason that during that period an examination into the subject was begun, and 


changes were then made in the published statements as the result of such exami- 
nation. 


Difference or increase in Secretary's table... 13, 149, 265 06 13, 149, 265 06 
Many more instances might be cited, but these are deemed sufticient 
to show that the finance reports do not agree as to the expenditures 
or debt of the Government for the same year. 
REVENUE COLLECTED. 


Nor do the reports agree as to what amount of revenue has been 
collected for various years ; and what is most remarkable in this case, 
instead of the changes I cite in the reports increasing the revenue as 
they do the public debt and expenditures, they decrease it, as the 
following table shows : 










Report, 1871. 





Decrease in 


States’ total rev- | States’ total rev. | "POrtof 1871. 


enue collected. | enue collected. Further on, under the head of public debt, he says: 


In 1871 this account was restated from 1836 from the receipts and expenditures. 

























$31, 867, 450 66 $31, 865, 561 16 $1, 889 50 ree 
27, 947, 142 19 27, 883, 853 84 63, 288 35 And he also =e - ‘ . . 
35, 340, 025 82 33, 881,242 89 | 1,458, 782 93 When this examination was completed the Register was directed to state his ac- 
25, 069,662 84} 25,032,193 59 | * 47, 409 25 | Counts accordingly. 
° oes = S = yo a oe = = On page 16 of the report Secretary Bristow, in ,this same letter, 
47, 669,766 75 | 47, 649, 3°8 88 20, 377 87 | S498: 
61, 803, 404 58 61, 500, 102 81 303, 301 77 The year 1869 was the first of Secretary Boutwell's administration, who remod- 
81, 773, 965 64 81, 758, 557 30 15, 408 34 | eled the debt statement. 
a St eer aee as | contest 6. 000 01 | Here we have several admissions, both from Secretary Bristow and 
1, 270, 884; 173 11 | 1, 270, 712, 078 82 172,094 99 | the Finance Committee, that alterations and changes were made, 





and that the public debt statement was “ remode'ed.” Now, the busi- 
ness of the special committe, if appointed, will ve to ascertain why 
they were made and to what extent. 

In my investigations I have been confined to the reports as made to 
Congress. I have not had the opportunity of looking into the books 
of the Treasury Department or getting aid from the officials; and I 
submit, from the examination I have been able to make, if so many 
discrepancies and alterations appear, what may we not expect from a 
committee with full authority to examine the reports before they are 
made to Congress, as also the books and accounts of the Department ? 

The facts and figures which I have given, all taken from the official 
reports, clearly establish— 

First. That differences, changes, and alterations, involving millions 
of dollars, have been made in the annual finance reports after being 
officially made to Congress. 

Second. That Ex-Secretary Bristow and the Finance Committee 
admit that they were made between the years 1369 and 1571, with- 
out explanation and without authority, and the reasons for making 
them ought to be known. 

Third. That the annual finance reports to Congress substantially 
agree, up to and including the year 1369 and from 1871 to the present, 
as to the public debt, expenditures, and receipts of the Government, 
but between these years differ widely. 

Fourth. That in 1870 the Register of the Treasury was directed to 
restate the public debt and expenditures from the year 1835 to 1870 
according to a statement sent him from the Secretary’s Office, and not 
according to the data or books in his office. ‘ 

Fifth. That, between the years 1869 and 1871, the Secretary’s new 
tables stating and “remodeling” the public debt and expenditures of 
the Government first appear in the finance reports, which makes these 
changes and alterations and increase the public debt and expenditure 
more than a hundred million dollars. 

Now, Mr. President, I ask that the resolution which I have intro- 
duced be passed as it has been presented. 


. 


Total decrease in report of 1871............+.-- sintering 2, 163, 353 92 





There are other changes and many large differences between the 
Secretary’s, Treasurer’s, and Register’s reports relating to currency, 
bond, loan, and interest accounts which I have not referred to, leav- 
ing them to the committee, if appointed. 

In view of the facts I have stated and figures cited, all drawn from 
the official finance reports, showing differences, changes, and altera- 
tious involving hundreds of millions of dollars, and this without 
explanation, I will not permit myself to doubt that the Senate will 
readily agree to have the whole matter thoroughly investigated and 
understood ; and in my opinion this can be best done by a special 
ana empowered as provided in the resolution now before the 

nate, 

To my mind it is a matter of great moment, demanding serious, 
consideration, and concerns not one political party more than another, 
bat the whole country, because the official reports of the financial 
operations of the Government ought to correctly show what they 
are and have been; ought to be certain and positive, and when once 
made should not be subject to change or alteration, and if any person 
or persons, officer or officers, have from good or bad motives or from 
any consideration assumed the power to make changes and alterations 
in the finance reports, as has certainly been done and without an- 
thority, it belongs to and is the duty of Congress to know the reasons. 

Why, Mr. President, you or the Secretary of State would have the 
same right to change a law on the statute book as the Secretary of 
the Treasury has to change and alter the finance reports after they 
have once been made to Con 
__ in presenting this resolution, as with the one at the last Congress, 
‘ts not my intention to reflect upon any party or upon the past or 
present officials of the Treasury Department ; but my greatest desire 
's how as it was then, that all of the facts in connection with these 
changes and differences might be made to fully appear. Now that 
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Mr. BECK. I desire to ask the Senator if he will permit me to 
offer an amendment and to make an explanation of it for about five 
minutes. If it embarrasses his resolution, I will withdraw it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I will listen with pleasure. 

Mr. BECK. My amendment is this: 


And the committee may report to the Senate whether or not the public interest 
would be promoted by a division of the Treasury Department into two distinct 
departments, the duties of one of which shall be to manage the collection of the 
revenues and hold them till ordered by law to pay them out; and the duties of the 
other shall be to manage the disbursement of the revenue collected and held by the 
other. Lf the committee determine to recommend such division of said Depart- 
ment, they may report a bill for that purpose. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be regarded as an amendment 
offered to the amendment of the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Mor- 
RILL,] which is now pending. 

Mr. BECK. I want simply to say that I wish the committee in- 
vestigating this matter, if the irregularities complained of exist, to 
determine what is the best way in which to remedy them. I believe, 
having had some experience in these matters in the other House, that 
the Treasury Department as now organized is so unwieldy that no 
man, however able or however anxious he may be to do all that in 
him lies to promote the public interest, can even understand what is 
going on in his own Department. This was frequently made obvious 
to the Committee of Ways and Means of the House and to the House 
Committee on Appropriations when I was there, from the fact that 
very often they were unable to understand recommendations that ap- 
peared to come from the Treasury Department, and when they sent 
for the Secretary of the Treasury to explain them, they were told by 
the Secretary that he himself only knew what was reported to him 
by some of his subordinates, and was wholly unable to give the time 
necessary to acquire intelligent information even as to the operation 
or organization of many of the bureaus and important divisions of 
his Department. 

I believe the time has come for a division of the Department, just 
as it became necessary years ago to divide the Committee of Ways 
and Means in the House. That committee used to be able to attend 
to all the duties of the Ways and Means, of Commerce, and of Appro- 
priations; but it had to be divided because of the impossibility of 
any body of men attending to the duties now required of these vari- 
ous committees. So the time has come for the Treasury Department 
to be divided so that one secretary, call him by what name you may, the 
secretary of finance or anything else, shall be confined to attending 
to the collection of the revenue from customs, from internal revenue, 
and from all other sources, to construing the revenue laws, and super- 
vising and regulating the public officers engaged in the collection of 
the revenues. I repeat that the ablest man in the country with the 
ablest corps of assistants will find that he will have as much as it is 
possible for him to do properly to attend to the collection of the rev- 
enues and the holding of them in the Treasury of the United States ; 
and that another and independent body of men, with an another sec- 
retary, a Cabinet officer as he ought to be, should have charge of the 
disbursements. I care nothing about the increase of Cabinet officers 
if the public service requires them. But one secretary with as able 
a body of men as he can gather around him will find that he will 
have all that be can possibly do to attend to the proper distribution 
of the moneys thus collected. When the duties are so divided, I can 
see no reason why there should be any confusion in the books of either 
Department. The one will operate asa check upon the other. That 
is the way thatallintelligent business is carried on by banks, by private 
men, and by corporations. Even salesmen now seldom collect money. 
‘There is somebody else to attend to that. I might instance the Bank 
of England and many other well known cases, but they will suggest 
themselves to the minds of Senators. 

There will be no reason why anybody should seek to make con- 
fusion in the books if one Department collects and holds and the other 
pays out, which confusion must always exist, and the Secretary will 
be unable to detect it, if at any time he happens to have dishonest or 
incompetent oflicials while the same body of men collect revenue and 
pay it out, as is now the case. 

Believing that some change is necessary and having thought over 
it for some time, and not knowing exactly how to prepare a bill to 
lay my ideas before the Senate; knowing, too, that the Department 
of the Interior was created for the very same reason some twenty-five 
years ago, (and perhaps that bill might serve as a model indicating 
how something of this sort is to be done) I desire, if a committee was 
appointed or if, in case a select committee is not appointed, any of 
the standing committees of the Senate look into this subject, that it 
should have its attention called to the importance of dividing this 
very important Department of the Government in some such way as 
I have indicated. This is the only reason why I offer this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, I agree with the 
most that the Senator from Kentucky has said. 

Mr. EATON. May I ask my friend from West Virginia whether 
he is in favor of the amendment offered by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator from Kentucky pro- 
oe if acceptable to me, to offer an amendment as I understood 
im, 


Mr. EATON. I did not hear it. 
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Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It was to provi: 
committee should take into consideration the 
of the Treasury Department, the one branch tc 
to disburse the moneys of the United States. 

Mr. EATON. I beg to say one word upon that subject 
suggest to my friend from Kentucky that there is a spe : 
tee of the Senate already formed that has that matte 
eration, of which I have the honor to be a member 
Senator from New York now in my eye [Mr. 
member. 

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon of the Senator; I was not aware of 
fact. That being the case, the subject being in very al 
the Senator from New York and the Senator from Coy 
withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. EATON. I should like to take occasion to sa 
I entirely agree with the Senator from Kentuck 
division of that Department. 

Mr. BECK. 1 am very glad to hear that. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I was about to state, when inter 
rupted by my friend from Connecticut, that I agree with the yo 
that was said by the Senator from Kentucky; but it would, as i 
think, embarrass and trouble the committee that I have asked for 
Why? I think this committee of five Senators asked for by wysej 
will have a great deal of work to perform, and in a direction dij; 
ent, perhaps, from the one indicated by the Senator from Kenty ky 
I therefore hope that he will not press his amendment, but allow y\ 
resolution to be acted upon just as it was offered. * 

I care nothing about the preamble; I care nothing about the par- 
ticular phraseology ; but I do want the committee. The committes 
proposed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL] I think too 
small. Then the Senator, as I understand his resolution, proposes to 
contine this committee toa single clerk. Just think of it, Senators! 
I hope the Senate will either vote down squarely the resolution as 
offered by me or pass it, and not by indirection stifle and prevent ay 
examination of the Treasury Department. 

I tell you, Senators, that I as much believe as I am standing before 
you here to-day that there is something wrong there, and this very 
indirection of former times and the present indicates to my mind that 
an examiration is not wanted. I give notice now that as long as [ 
may remain a member of this Senate, if this examination is not mac 
full and complete, I shall from time to time renew it; and I believe 
when the report comes in it will come with some force and fault wil! 
be found somewhere. . 

Senators will recollect this is not the first time that this resolu- 
tion has been before the Senate. It has been defeated by indirection 
previously ; and while I will not say that my friend from Vermont, 
the chairman of the Finance Committee, now intends to defeat it by 
the votes of the majority in this Chamber, it looks a little in that 
direction. Think of it! A single clerk to go to the Treasury Depart- 
ment and go through its books and accounts! When would you geta 
report? Again, one man is not sufficient, for the plainest reason: it 
takes two or more men, one to check another. 

Now I hope Senators will come directly to the question, and either 
say we shall or shall not have this committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I am somewhat surprised by the 
tenor of the close of the remarks of the Senator from West Virginia 
this morning. He charges that this measure was defeated on a prior 
occasion by indirection. I ask Senators to look at the report made 
by the Senator from New York, now absent, [Mr. KERNAN, } aud by 
the present head of the Treasury Department in 1876, and see whether 
that report justifies the remark that they did not fully consider the 
question submitted to them. I refer to report of committee No. 371 
of the Forty-fourth Congress, first session, when almost in precisely 
the words now used in the resolution the inquiry was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and was submitted to a subcommittee of that 
committee, consisting of the chairman and the Senator from New 
York. It is now stated by the Senator from West Virginia that they 
made no investigation whatever. 1 do not so understand the facts. 
I understand that every allegation made by the Senator from West 
Virginia was inquired into at the Treasury Department, and a full 
and complete explanation made to those Senators of those discrep- 
ancies that the Senator from West Virginia had pointed out. 

I have not the slightest objection to the fullest and completest ex- 
amination that can be made by the Senator from West Virginia or 
by any other Senator. I know that it will take time. The Senator 
complains that the resolution which I have offered as a substitute 
merely gives him one stenographic clerk. Why, sir, the w hole De- 
partment will be at the service of the Senator from West Virginia, 
every clerk in the Department. There is the utmost willingness to 
rive the Senator from West Virginia an opportunity to examine tor 

imself, and if he will go to the Treasury Department and make this 
examination he will finteach charge of discrepancies which he alleges 
totally unfounded. All that is necessary is for him to go there aad 
ask that these discrepancies be explained, and he will find that the 
explanation completely proves the integrity of the Department. — 

I undertake to say that there has never been an alteration mace 
upon any book of the Department—not one. The only changes that 
have been made consist in a detailed statement of the amounts ot 
debt subsequent to the year in which they occurred. It happels 
that the Treasurer is charged of course with every dollar that comes 
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s , and he is credited with every dollar that he pays 
_ ea may be given this year that float over the aan 
ooy a do not come to be paid for a considerable time after the 
a) ‘oxpires. During the late rebellion there were many large war- 
year outstanding and circulating; and as they were the very best 
find of drafts for commercial use, they were kept out of the Treas- 
y for some time afterward; so that it may happen that a subse- 
aoe statement made in relation to the public debt may be varied 
on what it would be found to be at the end of the fiscal year, the 
¢ une. 
—_ be found that the warrants for the expenditures of a par- 
ticular year are not paid until some subsequent period, and when they 
are paid then the expenditures of that year are corrected, and that 
is the only matter in which these small discrepancies appear in the 
publie-debt statement. In this very report the large discrepancy 
alluded to by the Senator from West Virginia this morning is fully 
explained, and yet the Senator from West Virginia is not content 
with it. On page 26 of this report it is stated : 


Mr. THURMAN, Mr. President, this subject is not new to me ; and 
although my recollection of the details of it is not so good as it once 
was, it is sufficiently vivid to compel me to dissent from some of the 
remarks made by the Senator from Vermont. 

This subject came before the Senate by a resolution offered by the 
Senator from West Virginia two or three sessions ago for a special com- 
mittee to investigate certain alleged discrepancies in the books of the 
Treasury Department and in the reports made to Congress; and that 
Senator, in support of his resoiution, made a speech that quite startled 
the Senate, I am sure, for I do not think anybody had imagined before 
that such discrepancies existed. 

I supposed that the resolution would pass, but it did not pass. On 
the contrary, instead of raising a special committee, of which of 
course the mover of the resolution, the Senator from West Virginia, 
would have been a member, if not the chairman, bis resolution was 
amended so as to make it the duty of the Committee on Finance to 
make the investigation. At the head of that committee was my then 
colleague, the present Secretary of the Treasury, (Mr. Sherman, ) and, 
if 1 am not mistaken, the Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. Bout well, ) 
who was the Secretary of the Treasury at the time that the extraor- 
dinary (for I must use that word) alterations of the statements of the 
public debt were made, was also a member of that Finance Com- 
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This different or apparent increase of the debt as shown in the finance report for 
1870 consists of the following items : 7 : 
Amounts included in the “receipts and expenditares " account, which 
had been excladed from the “issues aud redemptions " account: 












Mexican nts Spends athe EP REA EP SEP tte thse orp eepesess 1. = S mittee. I think I am not mistaken in that. He was, at all events, a 
Bounty en “old debi ig TTI qa. a3 | member of this body, and I am told that my recollection is right, that 
ian “Treasury notes” of 1857 redeemed, but not reimbursed within he was a member of the Finance Committee. 


the year ee ee Ree REE EOE E ERO OR OOOO HEHE HEHE EOE EE Eee eB ee eeeene 311, 664 11 





Now, if there were any two persons in the Government who ought 
to have been, by their long experience in public affairs and their 
particular connection with the financial department of the Govern- 
ment, qualified to make that examination and to throw light upon 
the whole subject, and to remove every doubt upon it, certainly they 
were those two gentlemen ; the one who was Secretary of the Treas- 
ury when the reformed statement of the public debt, as it was called, 
was made, and by whose order it was made, and the other of whom 
had been chairman of the Committee on Finance in this body for very 
nearly eighteen years, besides having been chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means in the other House before he came into the 
Senate. 

Well, sir, what did that committee do? The Senator from Ver- 
mont says that they explained everything, and that it is explained 
in the report which he held in his hand. I beg leave to dissent from 
him. Ihave not read that report lately, but I read it with great 
care when it was made ; and I did not find, I must say, an salen 
tion that was satisfactory tome. But that was not all. I cannot 
forget that the chairman of the Committee on Finance, the present 
Secretary of the Treasury, made a most elaborate speech in reply to 
the speech of the Senator from West Virginia, and that the Senator 
from Massachusetts, the Secretary of the Treasury at the time these 
alterations were made, endeavored in two speeches to explain them. 
And I cannot forget that there was a most marked discrepancy and 
even opposition between the explanation made by the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance and that made by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts; and I think I am quite right in saying that everyone who : 
paid strict attention to the debate on that resolution was not satis- t 
fied either with the verbal explanations that were made upon this 
floor or with the report of the committee ; for the report of the com- 
mittee, I submit, did not show that that committee had made any 44 2 oa 
particular investigation itself, but rather that it had submitted the ‘Be 
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These items and the item of the bonds issued to the Pacific rail- 
roads, which had been theretofore included in the statement of the 
public debt amounting to $58,638,320 but was taken out, explain the 
discrepancy. At the same time the interest accrued on the public 
debt was not specifically computed and included at the expiration of 
the yearin the amount of outstanding liabilities ; but under Secre- 
tarv Boutwell it came to be the practice to include the statement of 
the amount of interest accrued but not paid. That makes some fur- 
ther discrepancies. 

But all I wish to say at the present time in relation to this matter 
is that there is not one single item of discrepancy that the Senator 
from West Virginia cannot at once ascertain the reason of by going 
quietly if he chooses, without any committee, to the Department ; 
and he can have the assistance, not only of the Secretary, but of 
every oflicer of the Department, to ascertain the truth or falsehood 
of what he supposes may exist. 

Now, Mr. President, 1 do think that it is entirely out of the neces- 
sities of the occasion to appoint a large committee with several clerks 
and with stenographic reporters to go to the Department and make a 
trauseript of all these books. Why not send a competent committee 
there to examine for themselves and see whether these things are so 
ornot? I hope that the Senator from West Virginia may be ap- 
pointed as the chairman of this committee, and I wish it may be 
confined to him alone. I shall be perfectly willing to take his own 
investigation and statement after he has gone there and thoroughly 
examined the case; and I know that the present Secretary of the 
Treasury will give him every facility and will afford him all the use 
of clerks that he needs. -Therefore I do not think it is necessary to 
provide in this resolution for a little army of clerks or to make a great 
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display of dignity by appointing a large number of Senators or others | speech—I do not say it is so written in the report—but it had sub- 4 
to go and investigate the allegations of the Senator, for the second | mitted the speech of the Senator from West Virginia to the Treasury tt ee 
or the third time repeated, when, as I say, this report shows that | Department for some official in that Department to make the best a i 


these questions have not been evaded; that there is no indirection 
about the matter; that they were fully considered and reported upon 
by the Senators who were appointed to examine into the case, and 
thata suflicient number of documents is already in print to show that 
the allegations of the Senator from West Virginia are utterly without 
any foundation. 

I trust that at least the modification which I have proposed, which 
embraces the whole scope of the business and reduces the number of 
the committee from five to three may be adopted, instead of the prop- 
osition of the Senator from West Virginia, which assumes at the 


answer to it that he could. That, I think, was just what took place ; : 
that is my belief about it. It was my belief then, and it is my be- ‘ 
lief yet; and I do not think that the subject has received that 
investigation which ought to take place. 

Mr. President, I am no alarmist about this matter. I certainly am 
not disposed to shake the public credit and do not see that there is : 
anything of the public credit involved here. Iam not for creating i 
any unjust alarm at all; but there is one fact that stands out and that i 
never has been denied, and it cannot be denied, and that is that, from 
the time that Secretary Boutwell required the Register of the Treas- 1 



















very threshold that his charges are true. I think that they are not | ury to make a report to Congress such as he, the Secretary of tho Yl § 
true; certainly they are not shown to be true; and the only differ- | Treasury, dictated and in accordance with the paper or schedule or ; a 
euce of my proposition is to. throw out a mass of useless verbiage, | statement that was sent to the Register from the Secretary’s office up ye Ba 





and not to allege in the outset that these discrepancies and changes 
of figures exist in the books of the Department. 

I trust the Senate will reduce this proposition which I have made 
from three to one, for, as I have said before, I should have entire 
confidence if the Senator from West Virginia would go in good faith 
and inquire at the Treasury Department, where he will find that 
there never has been an alteration of a figure in any one of the Treas- 
ury books, and where he will find that every dollar that has ever 
come into the Treasury is properly accounted for; that not one cent 
has gone out without being properly accounted for. Not a dollar can 
on Without the aid of the Comptroller, the Treasurer, and the 

ister, 

| hope, therefore, the Senator will conelude that all the proper pur- 
poses of the investigation will be accomplished by the proposition 
which I have submitted, which has been entirely in good faith and 
With entire courtesy to the Senator from West Virginia to allow him 
all that he ought to require in the investigation. 


VI——29 


to this time, the report made by the Register ot the Treasury to Con- 
gress at each session does not correspond at all with the books of the 
Register of the Treasury. Instead of being a report of what his 
books show, it is quite a different report, differing as much, the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia has sai in his speech, as $200,000,000. 
Now, I do not understand that it is the duty of the Register of the 
Treasury to report to us what his books do not show, to take a 
schedule or statement sent to him from the office of the Secretary of 
the Treasury and make a report, not of his own knowledge, not ac- 
cording to the information farnished by his own books or by any 
documents or papers in his oftice, but simply to copy that statement 
which comes from the Secretary’s office and send it here, as if it were 
a transcript of the books of the Register; and yet that is what has Ley 
been «lone, as I understand, ever since the year 1870. Why that 4 A 
; 



















should be done, why such a practice as that should exist, why the 
statement that is made of the public debt from year to year for our 
information and for the information of the country is a different 
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statement from that which appears on the books of the Register, is a 
thing that it does seem to me needs explanation and never has been 
explained. 

Sut I do not propose to go into this matter in any great detail. I 
could add nothing on this subject that would be of value to what 
has been said by the Senator from West Virginia, who is so conver- 
sant with it; but I do hope that now we may have an investigation 
that will be satisfactory to the Senate and satisfactory to all who 
take an interest in this matter. It isno matter of party. Here is no 
assanlt upon any party or upon any official. It is simply that we 
may ascertain how the books of our Treasury are kept, and how and 
why it is that the reports which are annually sent here as coming 
from the Treasury Department, and upon which reports we legislate, 
and upon which reports people invest their money in the publicsecuri- 
ties, are one thing while the books of the Register of the Treasury 
are quite another and a different thing. That is one of the main 
points, at least in my mind, which induce me to want this investi- 
gation. But, Mr. President, in respect to the investigation itself, the 
Senator from Vermont is in favor, as I understand, of a committee of 
three instead of five. I ask that his amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported at 
length. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That a committee of three be appointed to investigate the finanee reports, books, 
and accounts of the Treasury Department, particularly the reports of 1269 to 1872, 
inclusive, to ascertain whether or not any actual differences or discrepancies exist, 
aud also whether or not any alterations in amounts or figures have been made, 
and report the facts to the Senate, and that said committeo shall have power to 
employ a stenographer as clerk, who shall be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate, upon vouchers approved by the committee. 

Mr. THURMAN. It is very obvious that the duties which will be 
devolved upon the committee if that substitute be adopted are very 
much narrower than those contemplated by the original resolution, 
and I am sorry that the Senator from Vermont feels it to be his duty 
to attempt to limitthe inquiry. I do not think it is too extensive at 
all in the original resolution. 

Mr. MORRILL. I should like to have the Senator from Ohio point 
out in a single particular where it is any narrower than the original 
resolution. 

Mr. THURMAN. I never heard it before, but I looked at the orig- 
inal resolution while the Senator’s substitute was being read, and it 
struck me that it was narrower. For instance, the resolution, after 
aes that the committee shall investigate the finance reports, 

»0oks, and accounts of the Treasury Department, goes on further 
and says: 


And if any such differences, discrepancies, and alterations be found to exist, to 
report the samo, and the extent and nature thereof, the years wherein they occur, 
by what authority made, if any— 

Which is wholly left out of the Senator’s substitute, if I heard it 
aright— 
the reasons that induced them— 


Which is also, I think, left out of the Senator’s substitute— 
and to report generally such other and further information bearing upon the sub- 
ject as to them may seem best. 

I do not think that general clause is in the Senator's substitute. 

Mr. MORRILL. Of course, if the committee make a report they 
have got to report what they find, and I take it that all of these 
matters would be included. You might as well go through a great 
many suppositions and say that if they do not find such and such to 
be the fact they shall report so and so. A general power to report, 
I think, includes all that there is in the resolution. 

Mr. THURMAN. It seems to me that there 1s matter of sub- 
stance in the difference between the Senator’s substitute and the 
original resolution; and if this substitute is intended to cover all the 
ground occupied by the original resolution I see no necessity for 
changing the phraseology of it. 

Mr. MORRILL. The necessity exists in this, that the preamble and 
also the body of the resolution of the Senator from West Virginia 
assume at the outset that these alleged facts do exist ; these charges 
and allegations are made as absolutely true ; whereas the resolution 
which I propose is merely to inquire whether or not they do exist. 

Mr. THURMAN. Well, I do not think there is any necessity for 
striking out the preamble. Let it be amended by stri<.ng out the 
words “it appears” after the word “ whereas,” and inserting “ there 
are said to be” or “it is alleged that there are.” We know there are 
such discrepancies, for they have been shown to us. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Will the Senator from Ohio permit 
me amoment? I have said that I cared nothing about the preamble; 
let it go. I want the substance only. I want the resolution itself as 
I have offered it. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let the preamble go out entirely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. the Senator from West Virginia 
withdraw the preamble? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Not necessarily. I will not with- 
draw it unless there is objection to it. If any Senator objects to it, 
let it go. I believe it is true; but, if any Senator objects to it and it 
interferes with the resolution at all, let it go. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then, the preamble being out of the way, if the 


can be avoided by inserting in the fourth line of ¢ 
words “if any such there be ;” so as to make it read 


for myself I should have no trouble about the number, 
found that the smaller a body of working men were the 
worked ; and I would suggest to my friend from West V 
if he has a committee of three he will probably 
of them than he will out of five, and I would not stick , 
anybody wants to reduce the number to three. In reg; 
clerical force, I think the resolution ought to stand as it is, 
mit that to the better judgment of others. 





of the resolution, ind that is this: he proposes to raise 
committee. If the resolution pass, it is raised at this first 
the Forty-fifth Congress. Unless he puts in some words to ¢ 
that committee, it will die at the end of this session, before jt will 
have done anything. He should therefore amend the resolution 80 
as to continue the committee without regard to the expiration of the 
session. 


error about that. I think the Chair has ruled that committ 
pointed und also resolutions and other things—— 


relation to that. 


Senator from Vermont wants to avoid a positive assertion here, that 
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That a committee of five be appointed to investigate the finance ro 


and accounts of the Treasury Department, particularly with reference t books 
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Put that in. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Very well; but that is inte 


will be seen further on. nded, as 


Mr. THURMAN. Now, in regard to the number of the committee: 
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There is one thing that I want to call to the attention of the mover 


& Special 
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Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think my friend from Ohio js jy 
©O8 ap- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has nover made any ruling in 


Mr. THURMAN. I thought not. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. On the contrary, the rule of the Senate 


requires that committees shall be appointed at the commencement of 
each session of the Senate. 


Mr. THURMAN. All committees fall at the end of the session unless 


otherwise provided. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio is right, in the 


judgment of the Chair. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That being so, it is plain that this 


committee cannot perform the duties required of it either by the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Vermont or by my own within the limited 
days of the present session, because it is a work of great magnitude. 


But, as to the number, I think the reason is very plain why we should 
have five. Sub-committees may be wanted for different work and five 
is a very small committee, perhaps as few as any standing committee 


of the Senate. 


Mr. THURMAN. I move to add at the end of the resolution asa 


new sentence : 


And said committee shall not expire with the end of the present session. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I accept that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. _Is there objection to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Ohio? The Chair hears none, and it will 
be regarded as agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I endeavored to follow the Senator 
from West Virginia during his remarks as attentively as was possible. 
I may not have canght all he said, and if he will answer whether I 
misstate him at all I shall have accomplished all I desire at this time 
by a upon the record a few suggestions which have arisen in 
my mind by inference from his remarks made this morning, based 
upon the idea that I have heard him correctly. 

It will be recollected, Mr. President, that this is an old subject in 
the Senate. Iam perfectly willing to accord to the Senator entire 
sincerity and belief in what he has stated. He has come to believe it 
from repeating it so many times. If there were no other reason for 
thinking so, I should be convinced that he believed his statement 
from that fact of itself. It began when my late colleague was here, 
who was Secretary of the Treasury at the time when in published 
statements in reference to the public debt there was a difference from 
what had appeared in previous statements ; and the Senator's resolu- 
tion to-day is precisely, if I understand it aright, the resolution which 
he has offered upon more than one occasion previously in the Senate, 
and in support of it he has submitted precisely what he has submitted 
to-day. If Iam not correct in that, I hope the Senator will correct 


me. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Does the Senator refer to myself! 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator has anything new, any new evidence 
of what he believes to have been any change in the books of the Treas- 
ury Department, which he offers to-day for the first time, 1 should 
like to have him point it out to me. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator certainly could not 
have listened to my remarks. I pointed ont perhaps twenty errors 
or changes that have not been cited before in the Senate, and I say 
now that I have a memorandum of perhaps twenty others that I have 
not referred to ut all. The Senator will further recollect that I said 
there were differences between the Treasurer, the Register, and the 
Secretary’s accounts of loans, of interest, of currency, &c. 

Mr.DAWES. What I meant to put to the Senator wasthis: whether 
there was any evidence, or whether he had any evideuce whatever a 
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i ich he had not before had, that the books of the 
his poses et are not to-day precisely what they were before 
Treaeary -olleague went into the office of Secretary of the Treasury? 
5 a AVIS “of West Virginia. I have not stated, nor do I expect 

=. until I can officially inquire into it, who made the changes. 
—_ stated that they were made between the years 1869 and 1571. 
we cher they were made on the books or not, I am not able to say. 
W vege ob of appointing the committee is to examine the books. I 
™ Sewever, that the changes are made on the official reports sent 
nC yngress, and only those have I had an opportunity to examine. I 
ve - a no charge as to how they were made. The object of the 
; : mittee is to find out whether or not the Senator’s former colleague 
sale them, or any other Secretary. Inthe report that the Senator 
po Vermont referred to just now, Secretary Bristow says in plain 
terms that in 1869, the first year of Secretary Boutwell’s administra- 
tion, he remodeled the debt statement. : E : 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I am not now dealing with the public 
Jocuments that are in the document-room and come from different 
hureaus and different Departments from year to year. Whether they 
conflict with each other in their statements is one question ; but if 
the Senator means to say that he has ever had or has to-day one par- 
ticle of evidence that the books of the Treasury Department have 
ever under anybody been changed to the extent of a single penny, it 
would be well for the Senator to make that statement. If the Sena- 
tor complains, a8 he has complained heretofore, that in reports made 
to the public by different bureau officers there has been a conflict, 
jnst precisely as he has stated on two or three occasions before, when 
wy late colleague was upon the floor and made his reply to him, as 
also did the present Secretary of the Treasury, I am content to let 
the case rest there; and that was why I rose this morning. Upona 
former occasion I tried to have the Senator distinctly state whether 
his charge was that anybody had changed the books of the Depart- 
ment, whether the books of the Department did not tell to-day pre- 
cisely the same story they had told for the last twenty years, in pre- 
cisely the same words and figures thut they tell it now. That was 
what I wanted to have him state. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Now, Mr. President, I have tried to 
avoid names, and have done so and expect to continue to do so; but 
I say to the Senator what I said to the ex-Secretary when he was a 
member on this floor, that if the books have not been changed, they 
do not agree with the annual statements sent to Congress. If the 
books have not been changed, then the books and the annual official 
statements sent to Congress do not agree. The intention of this com- 
mittee is to ascertain whether or not they do agree, and if they differ, 
to report that fact. I make no statement to-day that I did not make 
when the Senator’s colleague, the ex-Secretary of the Treasury, was 
here upon the floor. I do not intend now,as I have stated in my 
general remarks, to reflect on that gentleman or any other official per- 
sonally. Ido make the statement, however, that the annual official 
reports to Congress have been changed, and stand so to-day. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand the Senator to-day, as I did formerly, 
to say that he does not make the slightest charge that the books of 
the Department have been altered in any respect whatever. He does 
not mean to say that the reports have been changed, that a particu- 
lar report has been changed, that a report made here has been taken 
back and altered, or has altered by any new statements; but as 
Junderstand him, he means to say that there is a report one year 
from a burean that does not agree with a report that bureau had 
made before. To all that he had his reply. He had his committee 
and their investigation. He was not satisfied with the character of 
the committee, and much less satisfied was the Senator with the re- 
port of the committee. The Senator re-argued the matter here, and 
he had the reply of my late colleague and of the present Secretary of 
the Treasury, who, in conjunction with the Senator from New York, 
not now in his place, (Mr. KERNAN,] made the report. I do not care 
to go over all that again. That was submitted as the reply to the 
Seuator from West Virginia; and my late colleague and the late 
Senator from Ohio were satistied to let the public pass judgment upon 
the case as it thus stood. 

Mr. HOAR. Will my colleague permit me to call his attention to 
the resolution as it now stands, to the phrase “ alterations in amounts 
end figures that have been made” in “the books and accounts of the 
Treasury Department hed 
Mr. DAWES. Lunderstand that my friend makes his remarks pre- 
cisely as if he meant to carry the idea to the country (and that is 
what I complain of) that somebody has changed the figures on the 
books of the Treasury Department. He submits his remarks in that 
way. I put that identical interrogatory to him when his resolution 
was before the Senate at a former session, and I got the answer which 
the Senator makes to-day. When the Senator said, “I do not mean 
to say that there has been a change of asingle figure upon the books,” 
be was met by the declaration of the then Senator from Ohio, and 
my late colleague, and by the report of the committee, with the posi- 
‘ive assertion that not a figure or a letter had ever been changed 
se the books of the Treasury Department; and that is why I 
thought it pertinent to ask him to-day, not in reference to the re- 
ports which bureau officers had made, but in reference to that great 
‘uportant matter, if he had any evidence not heretofore submitted, 
hot heretofore in his possession, that there had been an alteration 
upou the books. If the Senator will answer that question as cate- 





orically as he is able to do, whether he has to-day any evidence that 
1e had not then that a single letter or figure has been altered upon 
the books of the Treasury Department, the public ought to have it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia." Now, Mr. President, the Senator 
knows well that I have endeavored previously and to-day to answer 
his questions frankly. The object of the committee is to learn just 
what the Senator is now catechising me on. I have not had an op- 
portunity to look into the books of the Treasury Department. I have 
not the authority to do so; I have no right to do so; and if I had 
the right, probably it would take more time than I have been able to 
devote to it. But whatI have presented, I have stated and restated 
was taken from the ofticial finance reports to Congress. Now, if the 

| books of the Department show one thing and the reports to Congress 
and the monthly debt statements show another, that is a worse state 
of things probably than I have imagined. I do not know whether it 
is 80 or not ; but we want to see the exact facts. I have drawn all 
the figures that I have given from the official reports made to Con- 

| gress. I do state further, though, that it is said by Ex-Secretary 

| Bristow in the report now before us that in 1469 the debt statement 
was remodeled and restated. 

Mr. DAWES. That is not what I asked the Senator from West 
Virginia. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Will the Senator ask me categori- 
cally just what he does want an answer tof 

Mr. DAWES. I want the Seuator in all frankness to tell the coun- 
try whether he has a particle of evidence that a single tigure or letter 
on the books of the Treasury Department has ever beeu altered. It 
seems to me that that is a plain, simple question, and I should like 
to have « plain, simple auswer. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator knows well that I have 
not made that charge. The committee is expected to investigate 
that and report whether it isso or not. If there is nothing wrong 
in the Treasury Department, which I hope is the fact, why do Sena- 
tors 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will allow me, I did not ask him 
whether he had made that charge or not. I asked him whether he 
had a particle of evidence that there had been any change. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If the Senator will give us the com- 
mittee, I will tell him whether there ir evidence or not. Just let the 
committee go there, and if the committee says there is nothing, that 
will be the answer; and if it says there is something, that will be 
the answer. 

Mr. DAWES. When a Senator rises in his place and asks for a 
select committee to investigate certain charges which he makes, and 
I request him in all frankness to state to the Senate whether he has 
a particle of evidence that there is any truth in the charges, is it a 
frank answer to say, “ Why, here are your charges; give me a com- 
mittee, and then I can answer; I do not say there is anything in 
them ; only give me the committee and the committee will investi- 
gate, and then I can answer your question?” Is it improper, Mr. 
President, for the interrogatory to be put to a Senator who makes so 
grave a charge as that in reference to the books of the Treasury De- 
partment? Is it an improper interrogatory to put to a Senator who 
asks for a committee of five to examine into charges which he makes 
in his resolution of the existence of alterations and discrepancies, 
whether he hasa particle of evidence that there has been auy change? 

Mr. HEREFORD. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me 
to ask him one question ? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. HEREFORD. He asks my colleague whether he has a particle 
of evidence of the allegation made in this preamble. The allegation 
in the preamble (and that is all there is of it) is: 





Whereas there appear to be material differences, alterations, and discrepancics 
in the official finance reports of the Treasury Department. 


He has said nothing about the books. The obje:t of this resolu- 
tion is to get at the books. Then he asks my colleague if he has any 
evidence. The evidence is before the Senator from Massachusetts if 
he will take up the finance reports of 1870 and 1871, which I have 
before me. That is the evidence he has of these discrepancies, of 
these alterations. 

Mr. DAWES. I shall have answered the last Senator from West 
Virginia when I read a clause from the resolution : 

That a committee of five be pepeen to investigate the finance reporta, boeks, 

| and accounts of the Treasury Department, particularly with reference to differ- 


ences, discrepancies, and alterations in amounts and figures that have been mado 
in them. 


In the books of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. THURMAN. “If any such there be.” 

Mr. DAWES. “That have been madein them.” It is not worth 
while to stick in the bark about words. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Davis] believes what he says, and I have not intimated 
that he did not. want that he should disabuse the mind of the 
| public upon this question, and let us know distinctly whether it is 
ie reports that he is troubled with or the books themselves. He 


has had an answer in reference to the books, as I have said; the pos- 
itive, unqualified denial here on this floor and in official documents 
that there is one particle of alteration upon any book of the Treasury 
Department; and if the Senator has a particle of evidence that that 
statement is not true, it is due to the Senate and to the public, and 
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especially to those two gentlemen absent from this body who officially 
made the statement here, to give us the benefit of it. 

If, however, the Senator’s trouble is with the reports made by dif- 
ferent bureans, I am content to let the answer that is made in the | 
committee report alluded to by my colleague upon the committee | 
and also by my late colleague from Massachusetts upon this floor go | 
with all the Senator has said asa perfect answer thereto, and the | 
public will be quiet and be satisfied. If the Senator will be more | 
satisfied with any proper investigation by any committee of which 
he himself shall be at the head, I shall be content with that. I should 
like to have the Senator satisfied because I believe the public are sat- 
istied that while the books of the Treasury Department stand as they | 
have from the beginning unaltered, it became necessary in order to 
make the debt statement intelligible to make it a little more full 
than it had been. Just where it was made more full has been pointed 
out clearly and distinctly, making everything that stands upon the 
books of the Treasury Department absolutely true and everything 
that has been said in the reports also perfectly true, yet put in more | 
intelligent and clearer language in the form that was adopted by the 
late Secretary of the Treasury, All that is explained in a mauner 
perfectly plain and perfectly clear to everybody. 

What occurred long before my late colleague came into the Treas- 
ury Department in negotiating loans went into the public-debt state- 
ment as the face of the loan, and what it sold for was not put into 
the loan statement but stood in another account in the Treasury so 
that it did not show exactly the absolute debt of the nation under 
that head, but showed it under another head. In order to have it 
perfectly understood, my late colleague said and the Senator from 
Ohio said, “ We will put it all together in one place in the report; | 
we will leave the books just as they stand;” and after the public 
anxiety that the Senator from West Virginia had raised over this 
question here, officers of the Treasury Department were employed for 
six or eight months to go through every item from 1789 to 1874, I 
think it was, to the very close of the investigation, every item of 
debt and credit running through the whole loan and debt statements 
and the indebtedness of the nation, and they found the most marvelous 
accuracy in the books of the Treasury, such as I think you could 
hardly expect to find anywhere else in the world—a perfect balance- 
sheet where every item was traced in different accounts through 
former administrations and all gathered together. All that has been 
put before the public, and pat before the public in reply to the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia in hisanxiety about these different statements. 

Now, instead of the Senator’s putting his flanger on any one of these 
statements made in reply to him and saying “that is not true,” he 
comes again with the old statement. If he is content to inform the 
public that it is the old statement, everybody will be content to let 
it go out as the old statement, because everybody who has studied 
this thing thoroughly and examined his old statement and the 
answers thereto rests still in confidence in the personal integrity and | 
intelligent administration of the Treasury Department under all 
administrations so far as its book-keeping is concerned. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I am sorry to trouble the Senate 
with another word on this subject, and I shall endeavor to be very 
brief. It is not the first time I have heard this resolution met by the 
assertion that not a figure has been changed in the books of the Treas- 
ury Department, as if that were any answer to the resolution at all. 
Here is a statement made by the Senator from West Virginia, taken 
froin the reports made to Congress, reports of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, not only reports of the Secretary, but reports of the Register of 
the Treasury, whom the Senator from Massachusetts seems to belittle 
by talking of the Register of the Treasury as a bureau officer of that 
Department, and as if he were some insignificant fellow who had 
merely some clerical duties to perform! Here is a statement made in 
detail by the Senator from West Virginia, taken from those official 
communications to the Congress of the United States, by which it 
appears that in one year the public debt is reported to be so much, 
and in a subsequent report the public debt for that same year is re- 
ported to have been $8,000,000 more; that in another year the public 
debt was reported in the finance report for that year as so much, and 
in a subsequent report it was reported that the public debt in that 
same year was $6,000,000 more ; and so on, until these aggregate dis- 
crepancies culminated in the very astounding increase of the public 
debt, according to the su uent reports, of more than $240,000,000. 
Oh, says the Senator from Massachusetts, all they did was to make 
the account alittle fuller. They did make it fuller with a vengeance 
when they put two hundred and forty odd millions more debt upon 
the public, according to their official communications to Congress, 
than had been stated by their predecessors. 

Now, what we want to know is how it comes that the reports from 
the Treasury Department, upon which Congress must rely in its legis- 
lation, upon which the public must rely, upon which individuals 
investing their means in the securities of the Government must rely, 
do not agree with each other, but differ to the extent of $240,000,000. 
That is what we want to know. It is not a question about whether 
the figures have been changed in the books or not; but let me tell 
the Senator from Massachusetts that if there has been no change of 
figures on those books, then the reports that are sent to us are not 
transcripts of the books at all; then the reports that are sent to us are 
not founded upon the books at all. One thing is inevitable: if the 
books have been left untouched, if no alteration has been made upon | 





| it is as certain as can be that year after year from 1370 


| debt is so much, and he comes out and chances to fj 


Novemner 16, 


them, (and I am willing to admit it to be so as far as | know,) ¢} 

: . lown te o4 
time the reports sent to Congress have not ag ae > this 
the eoeuliaaph S greed with the books of 

1 should like to know what kind of a system tl 

the financial accounts of the country which would mislead the a” 
ator from Massachusetts, if he were to go into the Treasury the Sen- 
amount of the public debt $240,000,000. Let him go eae © to the 
look at the books, not a figure having been changed, and he fina him 
public debt according to those books at s0 much and he als the 
thinking it so mach, and the first thing he does is to come manent 
finance report to Congress in which he finds the public de Toss 9 


l ate 
to be $240,000,000 more. He looks at the books and thinks the —e 


c 1 nd inance 
report and he finds it reported to be $240,000,000 more. pene r 


a matter we ought to know something about? Is it not a mat 

worthy of investigation how it is that in 1870 the Secretary of md 
Treasury felt himself authorized to go back and correct the publ % 
debt statement for 1535, to go back thirty-five years and iheom 
the statement of the public debt made, remade again and again, 
and upon which the people and Congress had acted for thirty-five 
years, and so on year after year and year after year. = 

I undertake to say this matter is not sufficiently explained jp the 
report that was made to us, and there is some reason for that thine 
that we never have got at. What itis I do not know. There was y. 
necessity whatsoever to go back and revise the whole public state. 
ments from 1835 up to 1870, year by year. The public debt that 
existed prior to 1835, except the irredeemable debt and except some 
unclaimed balances due to individuals, was all wiped out prior to 
1835, or about that time, all gone. In General Jacksou’s administra. 
tion the public debt was said to be paid, and it was all paid, except 
the irredeemable portion of it, and the unclaimed balances jy the 
Treasury. What, then, was the necessity of going back thirty-five 
years and endeavoring to restate the public debt for each year from 
1835, inclusive, down to 1270; and where were the data upon which 
those published statements, made for thirty-five years, were stated 
altogether diterently in the report of 1871? 

Mr. President, the great question which concerns the public and 
which concerns Congress is this: Can we rely on the financial reports 
made to us from the Treasury Department when there are these dis. 
crepancies? Is it not time for us to know how it is that these reports 
are so variant from one another? We are called upon to legislate on 
the subject of the public debt and the receipts and expenditures of 
the Government. tie concerned in the public securities is in- 
terested in knowing about it; and if we cannot rely upon the report 
sent to us each year from the Treasury Department called the finance 
report, what can we rely upon? I say, therefore, that it is a public 
duty we owe to go tothe bottom of thisthing. I hope it will all turn 
out correct; I do not say it will not. 

Mr. DAWES. May I ask a question? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. While the Senator is up I should like to have him 
point out the conflict which he said, when he was upon the tloor be- 
fore, existed between the explanations made by his late colleague and 
my late colleague upon this floor in reference to these statements. 
The Senator said that his late colleague, now the Secretary of tho 
Treasury, in his report and in his speech here explained the changes— 
not the alterations but the new methods of making reports—and that 
my late colleague also made an explanation, and that they were 
astonishingly in conflict. If the Senator would give the country the 
benefit of that conflict, it might narrow the investigation ; otherwise 
perhaps the Senator will be able to tell in what particular either of 
them stated what was not so. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I am sorry the Senator thonght 
it his duty to divert me from what I was saying, by a collateral ques- 
tion of that sort; but I have this to say to him: I will not ander- 
take to state wherein the difference of explanation existed between 
the statement made by the former Senator from Massachusetts and 
that made by my late colleague, the present Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. That it did exist, know. And if the Senator wants to find 
out precisely what it was and how striking it was—indeed, | might 
use a stronger expression: how startling it was—all he has to do is 
to look at the speech made by the Senator from West Virginia, i 
which he pointed it out after the Senator from Massachusetts and 
my late colleague had spoken. If he will tarn to that speech be will 
find it stated with wonderful clearness and precision. 

But, sir, I have said all that I desire to say. There does not sect 
to be any opposition to the passage of the resolution, and yet |t 8 
spoken of as wholly unnecessary. I do not think, for one, that It's 
unnecessary. I have never yet seen anything that was satisfactory 
to me to account for these differences to which I have adverted. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I wish to say that as a partisan! 
do not take the slightest interest in this question that is before the 
Senate; I only feet that the honor of the country is somewhat !0- 


nat is of kee 


| volved by the system of book-keeping that has been adopted and fol- 


lowed since the foundation of the Goverament. I do not say that 
the system, if we were to start now to begin with, might not be im- 

roved; but it would be as difficult to improve upon the system that 
is now in force in the Treasury Department as it would be to change 
the Gregorian calendar. 








— ese discrepancies that have been pointed out by 
wr. a —_ wos Virginia are, as I believe, fully explained in the 
o ae was made here by the Committee on Finance in 1876. 
re stanet, we passed a law some time in 1571 or 1872 that the 
ational yanks might deposit legal-tenders in the Treasury and re- 
ie certificates of deposit. That amount was reported as an in- 
po ee the public debt, showing a change from year to’ year, and 
— oa deducted the balance in the Treasury on hand, it would 
= that the actual amount of the debt and the resources of the 
Government had not been increased. , , 

Then another item which the Senator from Ohio seems disposed 
otirely to ignore—and he does not descant at all upon the propriety 
f Secretary Boutwell’s mode of procedure in the business—is that 
which included the amount of accrued interest in making the state- 

opt, Some years it came to over $40,000,000; some years to some- 
aie over $30,000,000. Of course these statements made would vary 
the publisbed reports; but after all this variation would not impeach 
the integrity of the officers of the Treasury Department. — 

It is manifest, too, that there is a propriety in confining the ex- 
enditures of a given year to that year; and, although the receipts 
aud accounts may not be settled until some years after, when they 
one settled the original account should be restated, and the amount 
of the debt for that year should be included ; and that is all there is 
in all this display of courage in investigating the Department. I 
have not the slightest apprehension that any fault will come out 
against any republican or democratic officer that has ever been in 
charge of the Treasury Department. I believe the country has entire 
confidence in them. I am perfectly willing that the Senator from 
West Virginia should have a committee to effectuate his full and 
complete object. I should prefer, as I said in the outset, that he 
should be alone the committee, and go there and satisfy himself that 
every one of those differences that he has alluded to can be fully ex- 
plained and explained to the credit of the Department. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Mr. President, I am glad to hear the Senator 
from Vermont say that he is desirous that the Senator from West 
Virginia, my colleague, shall Lave such a committee as will be satis- 
factory tohim. Therefore, I take it that he withdraws his objection 
to the resolution introduced by my colleague. From the remarks that 
have just fallen from the Senator, it seems that he attributes all this 
toa change in the system of book-keeping. The preamble of the 
resolution is confined entirely to the reports that under the Constitu- 
tion are bound to be made to the American Congress every year. The 
Constitution itself provides that ‘a —— statement and account 
of the receipts and expenditures of all public money shall be pab- 
lished from time to time ;” and from the foundation of the Govern- 
went to the present day we have had these reports. When we come 
to examine these reports, (for the books up to the present time we 
know nothing of,) we find the discrepancies. Suppose, Mr. President, 
that you were at the head of a large financial concern, and that your 
chief clerk should make a report to you annually of your indebted- 
ness, of your receipts, of your expenditures, as is done in these 
reports for the Government of the United States? Suppose he 
should make a report for the year 1870 of your indebtedness, and 
should say that it was $100,000, and when he comes to make his re- 
port for 1871 he should again refer to your indebtedness for 1870, and 
instead of making it $100,000 he makes it $150,000; is there not a 
discrepancy between the two reports concerning the same year, and 
would you not, as the president of a bank or as the head of a finan- 
cial concern, say to your clerk, Why, sir, did you do this? Why tell 
me that my indebtedness in 1870 was $100,000 and now in a subse- 
quent report tell me that my indebtedness for the same time was 
$150,000? If such a state of affairs were presented to the president 
or directors of any bank in the United States, they would ask their 
cashier or book-keeper for an explanation. That is all that is asked 
in this resolution, That is the state of facts shown by these official 
Teports, 

Tt is ho answer to s1y that these reports are made by a bureau offi- 
cer. The debt statement is sent here by the Register of the Treasury, 
through the Secretary of the Treasury, and indorsed as correct by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. In other words, the Secretary of the 
Treasury makes this report through his subordinate oflicers. Now, 
let us take one illustration, and I will ask the Senator from Vermont 
or the Senator from Massachusetts if either of them can explain it. 
The report that was made to the Senate by a former committee did 
hot attempt to explain it; and I would ask the Senator from Ver- 
mont to-day if, in the presence of this Senate, he can explain it? I 
will just take two cases as an illustration. I have no doubt from the 
examination I have given it (and I have been examining this subject 
for several years) that there are hundreds af just such discrepancies 
as these found running through the financial reports since Mr. Bout- 
Well took charge of the Treasury Department ; not before. 

I hold in my hand the finance report of 1570, and I find from it 
that when it comes to state the public debt, the indebtedness of this 
country tor 1869, it says that it is $2,489,002,480.58; but when the 
Department comes to give us, as required by the Constitution, 
in the subsequent year, 1571, an account on the same subject for the 


‘aime year, by the same man, Mr. Boutwell being the Secretary of 
the Treasury, making both reports, he tells us in the report of 1871 that 
1869 was $2,588,452,213.94, a difference of $9%,- 


the indebtedness of 
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499,733.36. Now, I ask either the Senator from Vermont or the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts if they are prepared to explain why it is 
that when the Secretary of the Treasury, in 1871, says the whole in- 
debtedness for 1369 is $2,429,000,000 in round numbers, when he comes 
to make a report in the subsequent year he tells us that the debt for 
that same year was $2,588,000,000. Thereisadiscrepancy of $99,000,000 
for the same year made by the same officer. Does not such a discrep- 
ancy as that require a committee to be appointed, that we may see 
why it was? How can this be explained by any system of book- 
keeping? It will not do to go off and talk about single-entry or 
double-entry book-keeping. That will not explain it. There is no 
book-keeping in it. 

Mr. DAWES. Any time when the Senator would like to have an 
explanation, I will try to give it. 

fr. HEREFORD. I will yield for it now. 

Mr. DAWES. I will say to the Senator from West Virginia that 
this very discrepancy, as he calls it, between two different tinance re- 
ports made in two different years has been the subject of investiga- 
tion at the suggestion of his colleague, and the reply to it, the ex- 
planation why the statement was made in one report that the publio 
debt was so much that year and in another report that it was another 
sum in that same year, was all made in the report of the Finance 
Committee in response to his colleague; and it was shown thatthe rea- 
son why in one report it was stated to be one sum and in another re- 
port stated to be another sum was because in the first report there 
was not put into that column, but was existing in the finance report 
under another name, an item or two or three that the person who 
made up the former report thought would be more intelligible under 
another head. 

The Pacific Railroad indebtedness is an instance, which certain 
men at a certain time never considered an indebtedness of the 
United States, but only a guarantee on the part of the United States 
in substance; and there were other items in the same position. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Will my friend allow me to make a suggestion 
in that very connection? I understand the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to say that one cause of the difference was because the Pacitic 
Railroad debt was taken from the previous statement. The debt 
statement shows that its amount was increased; and if you took 
the Pacific Railroad debt from it, it would have diminished it, but 
it has increased instead of being diminished. That, then, will not 
answer. The Senator from Massachusetts does not find that expla- 
nation in that report, either. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator stated that there had never been any 
explanation at all. Whether the explanation is a sufficient one or 
not, I stated when I was up before I would not trouble the Senate 
with any views upon it, because I was satisfied with the answer and 
the public was satisfied with the answer. I only wanted to state to 
the Senate that it had not gone without an answer. His col‘eague, 
in the troubles which have vexed his mind for years, has never been 
without an answer, such as it was,every time he has given ntterance 
to them. He has not considered it sufficient. Everybody else has 
considered it sufficient, and all 1 cared to-day in this discussion was 
to know if there is anything new or not. If there is nothing new I 
am ready to let it go to the country as the annual trouble that the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Davis] experiences and feels it his 
duty to make public. 

Mr. HEREFORD. It may be satisfactory to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, but I do not think it is very satisfactory to a majority of 
the Senators on this floor. I do not believe it will be satisfactory to the 
American people. Ido not believe that the explanation of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts (and he was at the head of a very important 
committee for many years in the other House and is very conversant 
with this subject and kindred subjects) is satisfactory to any member 
of the Senate. Instead of the statement he made explaining the dis- 
crepancy, it involves it in greater mystery. 

Now take the next year; and these are the only two instances I 
intend to use for the purpose of illustrating the argument and the 
necessity for the of this resolution. In the finance report for 
1570 we are told the public debt was $2,336,000,000, in round numbers. 
Then when we come to the subsequent report of 1871, in speaking of 
that very same year, 1870, it says that the public debt was $2,480,000,- 
000, makinga difference for that year of $94,000,000 ; or, in other words, 
for those two years the public debt is made $193,000,000 more by one 
statement than is shown by the other. 

How any system of book-keeping is going to explain this, is very 
difficult for me, and.I think for any other Senator, to understand ; 
and if I chose to oceupy the time of the Senate, I could show not only 
that these discrepancies and disagreements obtain with reference to 
the public debt, but that they obtain with equal force in reference to 
the receipts, and not only with reference to the receipts — by year, 
but with reference to the expenditures. The officials tell you in these 
reports that for one year—for instance, the year 1570, to illustrate 
the argument—the receipts were one hundred millions, and in a sub- 
sequent report, in the very next report, when they come to tell you 
what the receipts of 1870 were, they will tell you they were one han- 
dred and fifty millions. Ido not use these as the exact figures, but 
simply to illustrate the argument. Now I ask any Senator, I ask any 
candid man, if yourelerk should tell you in 1870 that your receipts 
were oue hundred millions for that year, and in the subsequent year 
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should tell you that your receipts for that same year 1870 were one 
hundred and fifty millions, would you not osk him for some explana- 
tion, and say, “Sir, l cannot understand these reports of yours.” 

We have nothing to do at present with the books of the Depart- 
ment; all we deal with is these reports, these “statements,” as the 
Constitution of the United States declares them to be. We show 
these discrepancies rnnning throughout in I believe nearly every 
single item of the public debt ; the receipts, the expenditures, the va- 
rious sources of receipts, and the various items of expenditure. We 
say, With these discrepancies in these reports there is some explana- 
tion due to the people of the country. I do not say that the items 
have been altered ; I say this, though, as was said by the Senator from 
Ohio, that in contemplation of law these statements or these reports 
are presumed to be transcripts of the public books, and if they are 
transcripts of the public books, then the public books have been 
changed. Either the public books have been changed or these re- 
ports are false—one or the other ; for in contemplation of law these 
are the “statements” required by the Constitution, and they are pre- 
sumed to be literal transcripts of the public records, These “ state- 
ments” show very great variations and very great changes. 

Mr. President, I have occupied the time of the Senate longer than 
I anticipated when I rose. I hope the Senator from Vermont will do, 
as I understood him to say that he had concluded to do—agree to give 
my colleague just such a committee as will be satisfactory to bim, 
and let us have the examiuation, and then we shall understand how 
this matter is. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I am disposed to accept the propo- 
sition, and not insist on a vote upon the substitute I offered, provided 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Davis] will accept the sngges- 
tions of the Senator from Obio [ Mr. THURMAN ] to drop the preamble, 
as we have already inserted words which prevent the assertion in 
terms that these frauds have been committed. If the Senator in ad- 
dition to this will put in an amendment limiting the number of ste- 
nographers and clerical assistants that be may require, I shall have no 
objection to his resolution. If he thinks all of the abundant opu- 
lence of the words in the original resolution is absolutely necessary, 
I shall make no objection to that; but it seems to me that three will 
better attend to the business than five. And then in the last part of 
the resolution it gives the committee power “to take testimony, to 
ewploy stenographers and such clerical assistance as they may deem 
necessary.” This is entirely unlimited. I thought, and still think, 
that one clerk, who is himself a stenographer, can go there and do all 
the business that is required of this special committee. I therefore 
will move to insert-—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendment ? 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not; but I take it that I have the right to 
amend the original resolution, there being no amendment pending to 
it, before the substitute is voted on. If I get these amendments, I 
shall withdraw my substitute. I propose to insert in lieu of that 
part: 


Does the Senator withdraw the pending 


One stenographer and one clerk. 


I take it the Senator will be satisfied that that will be sufficient for 
his purpose and accomplish all the landable objects that he has in 
view. Iam sure, as I said before, that he will not lack any assistance 
from the ‘Treasury Department. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have stated once or twice that it 
was the substance of the resolation that I wanted; that is, the com- 
mittee; for I believe there was work and a good deal of it, and it 
will require some time and an expert to look carefully and report prop- 
erly, for no other report ought to be made. Of course, ae will de- 
pend on the character of the committee. I may accept the Senator’s 
proposition as to the clerk or expert, but I want to say this to him: 
He and the Senator from Massachusetts have said more than once 
that there has been an examination. Now I state here, and I am pre- 
pared to prove, that the Committee on Finance last year, to which this 
resolution was sent when the special committee was asked, did not 
in any way as a committee examine or report upon the figures pointed 
out by myself. 

They did not, as a committee, visit the Treasury Department. They 
did not, as a committee, consider it in committee. They did, however, 
reter the remarks made by myself to a subcommittee consisting of 
the present Secretary of the Treasury and the Senator from New York 
who sits near me, | Mr. KERNAN,] both of which Senators stated on 
the floor that they had not had time to make any examination, but re- 
a to the Senate word for word just what came from the Treasury 

Jepartment as a reply to the remarks I have made. That was the 
extent of the former examination. The Senator from Vermont is a 
member of that committee, and I think he will agree with me. The 
Senator from Delaware who is not in his seat [Mr. BAYArpD] is also a 
member of it, and that Senator to-day informed ine that that was the 
case. There has been no examination up to the present time, but 
there has been an ex parte statement from the Treasury Department, 
and nothing else in the world. 

Now, Mr. President, there are two or three little things that I ought 
not to pass over without replying to. I shall be very brief. I do not 
want to detain the Senate; bnt there are two or three questions of 
fact stated by the Senators from Vermont and Massachusetts that 
ought not to go unnoticed. 
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irginia give Way? 
and he ca, then be 


Mr. GARLAND. Will the Senator from West V 
This matter can come up on Monday morning, 


heard. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have no objection to giving 
I have no wish to proceed now if the Senate prefers that th S 
should be deferred till Monday. _ 
Mr. GARLAND. I move, then, that the Senate do no 
The motion was agreed to; and (at two o’clock and fift 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, November 16, 1877. 

The House met at twelve o’clockm. Prayer by the Ch 
W. P. HARRISON. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

UNIVERSAL EXPOSITION AT PARIS. 

Mr. SWANN, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
joiut resolution (H.R.No. 48) in relation tothe international industria] 
exposition to be held in Paris in 1873; which was read a first 4,)) 
second time. 7 

Mr. SWANN moved that the joint resolution be referred fo tip 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union and ordered to | 
printed with the accompanying documents and made the speciai 
order for Tuesday next. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It was understood by the honorable chair. 
man of the committee that the views of the minority of that com. 
mittee should accompany his report, and that an amendment in tho 
nature of a substitute was allowed to be offered, and also an amend. 
ment to that substitute, and that they should all be printed together. 

Mr. SWANN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HALE. What day was snggested for the consideration of this 
joint resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. Tuesday next after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. HALE. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. 
SWANN ] that he might perhaps call it up at an earlier day than that, 
for some of us hope to get very nearly through by that time. Let 
me ask the gentleman why the joint resolution should not be called 
up to-morrow ? 

Mr. SWANN. There is noreason; and I will say that if the House 
should prefer, the committee are ready to go on with the bill to-day. 

Mr. HALE. I do not propose that. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been referred upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Maryland, [ Mr. SwANN,] who has charge of it, to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. There is noth- 
ing to prevent a majority of the House at any time going into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. That is precisely my point. I suggest that instead of 
the gentleman giving notice that he will call the bill up on Tuesday 
next, which is an implied promise not to call it up before that time, 
it be left in Committee of the Whole with the understanding that at 
the first opportunity, when the House will consent to do so, the gen- 
tleman will ask for its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read Rule 104, relating to this con- 
dition of affairs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The House may at any time, by a vote of a majority of the members present, sn 
end the rules and orders for the purpose of going into the Committee of the Whole 
ouse on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution reported by the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. SWANN] relates to one of the subjects treated of 
in the message of the President to this Congress. Under the order of 
the House providing for the consideration of the pending special 
order, which is the bill relating to the resumption act, the House can 
proceed to the consideration of this bill at any time by a majority 
vote. The terms of that order exempts appropriation bills—not gen- 
eral appropriation bills merely, but appropriation bills. There 's 
therefore no difficulty in considering this subject at any time the 
House may determine to do so, notwithstanding the pendency of the 
special order. : 

Mr. HALE. I think it will be better that the understanding be, 
not that this subject will not be called up until Tuesday next, bat 
that it be committed to the Committee of the Whole with the un/er- 
standing that it will be called up at any time when the House wi! 
consent. 

Mr. SWANN. That is my understanding of it. ; 

Mr. COX, of New York. There would be no objection to such 8 
motion if the House will consent to it. There are other matters 
which are now pending—— 

Mr. HALE. That is for the House to determine. — p 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have no objection to taking up this st 
ject to-morow or Monday, but as other matters are pending ae 
thought better by the committee not to eall it up until I uesday next, 
in order that those matters may be disposed of at this extra sessio” 

Mr. HALE. Let the subject be left without naming any day. as 

Mr. COX, of New York. I think it would be wiser to have aspe 
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fixed. This subject can be disposed of on Tuesday or Wedues- 
oe without any trouble, and there is much utility in having a day 
as , pur . 
-- ALE. Lot it be understood that it will be called up to-mor- 
row if the House consent. d , 
Mr. SWANN. I am perfectly satisfied with that, and would pre- 
fer that it would be left so that it can be called up to-morrow. 
“The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Swann] 
withdraws the notice he gave that he would call up this subject on 
‘uesday next 
' “ir. SWANN. I do. ‘ i 
Mr. MILLS. Dol understand the Chair to rule that any bill pro- 
viding for an appropriation of money can supersede the unfinished 
business, the same asa general appropriation bill ? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair states that this extra session of Con- 
ress was called for the purpose of considering certain matters men- 
Sees in the message of the President which was sent to Congress. 
Among the subjects mentioned is the one to which this joint resolu- 
tion reported by the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. SWANN] relates ; 
the President specifically alludes to that subject in his message. But 
the Chair does not base his suggestion entirely upon that, but upon 
the resolution of the House making the special order which in terms 
exempts “appropriation bills.” The gentleman will notice the omis- 
sion of the word “general” which is used in the rule which has 
just. been read. The term “general appropriation bills” was not 
‘used in the resolution making the speeial order, but simply the term 
“ appropriation bills.” 
Mr. COX, of New York. Do I understand that the gentleman from 








Maryland (Mr. SWANN] can take the floor at any time under this 
ruling of the Chair and bring the House to a consideration of this 
ubject ? 

; The SPEAKER. Whenever the gentleman can get the House to 
agree to a motion to go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COX, of New York. And he can take the floor at any time to 
make that motion ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would feel bound to recognize him for 
that purpose, under the practice of the House. 

Mr. SWANN. I know the anxiety of the Secretary of State to 
have this matter brought before the House at the earliest practicable 
moment, and I would therefore suggest that this subject be taken up 
at the earliest day. It would be satisfactory to mo to have it consid- 
ered to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution is referred to the Committee 
of the Whole, and ordered to be printed with the proposed amend- 
ments. 

HOMESTEAD ENTRIES IN ALABAMA, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No, 1515) to extend the time in certain cases for making 
roof of residence upon and cultivation of land in the State of Ala- 
ama entered under the homestead law, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. EWING. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLE- 
TON ] has notified the Chair that he desires to make a report from the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I am not quite ready to report at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the morning 
hour will begin at twenty minutes past twelve o'clock. 

_ Mr. CONGER. I will inquire of the Chair how the morning hour 
is the regular order to day ? 

_The SPEAKER. The extension of time for debate on the resump- 
tion bill begins to-day, and under the terms of the resolution of the 
House the time so extended is after the morning hour. 

Mr. CONGER. How about the appropriation bill ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] 
stated that he was not ready to make the report. 

Mr. CONGER. I understood the Chair to propose that that report 
be made at the commencement of the business of the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would rule that it could be made be- 
fore the commencement of the morning hour. As the gentleman 
from Mississippi — SINGLETON] is not ready to make the report 
now, the Chair will recognize him later in the day for that purpose. 

Mr. CONGER. I merely wish to understand the matter. 


CHARLES H, FRANK. 


The SPEAKER. The unfinished business coming over from the 
morning hour of Friday last is the question of reference of a memorial 
of Charles H. Frank, asking to be reimbursed money paid by him for 
subsistence of recruits. This memorial was reported from the Com- 
mittee of Claims and a motion was made by the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. Davis] to refer it to the Committee on War 
Claims. The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. FosTER] moved to amend so 
4s to refer the memorial to the Committee on Military Affairs, pend- 
ing which the morning hour expired. ‘he question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. FOSTER. I withdraw the motion. 
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The motion of Mr. Davis, of North Carolina, to refer the memorial 
to the Committee on War Claims was then agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the memorial was referred; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. CONGER. In regard to the order of business to-day, I wish to 
put an inquiry to the Chair. If in this morning hour we should go 
through the call of committees and reach the call of States for res- 
olutions, must not such resolutions be of a private nature ? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read Rule 52. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Reports from committees having been presented and disposed of, the Speaker 
shall call for resolutions from the members of each State and Delegate from each 
Territory, beginning with Maine and the Territory last organized, alternately; and 
they shall not be debated on the very day of their being presented, nor on any day 
assigned by the House for the receipt of resolutions, unless where the Ilouse shall 
direct otherwise, but shall lie on the table, to be taken upin the order in which they 
were presented ; and if on any day the whole of the States and Territories shall 
not be called, the Speaker shall begin on the next day where he left off the pre- 
vious day: Provided, That no member shall offer more than one resolution, or one 
series of resolutions, all relating to the same subject, until all the States and Ter- 
ritories shall have been called, 


Mr. CONGER. My inquiry was whether, this being Friday and 
private-bill day, that portion of the rcle relating to the offering of 
resolutions would operate to-day ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it would, but that any res- 
olutions offered during the morning hour of Friday must be of a 
private character, not public. 

Mr. CONGER. If, it is understood that according to the ruling of 
the Chair resolntions offered to-day must be of that character, it nay 
influence onr action somewhat. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that resolutions offered during 
the call of States in the morning hour of Friday, must be exclusively 
of a private character ; it iscompetent for the House after exhaustion 
of private business to proceed under Rule 123. 

Mr. SAYLER. Mr. Speaker, suppose that the private business of 
to-day should be exhausted, then under the ruling of the Chair, which 
I regard as a very proper ruling, any business may occupy the atten- 
tion of the House. 

The SPEAKER. If the call of committees for reports of a private 
nature should be exhausted, the call of States and Territories for reso- 
lutions would next come up; but the Chair rules that such resolu- 
tions must be of a private nature, the class of business that is required 
to be transacted on Friday. The gentleman from Ohio[ Mr. SAYLER] 
will remember that while private as well as public bills may be re- 
fender during the morning hour of any other day than Friday, the 

usiness of Friday under the rule must be of a private nature. 

Mr. SAYLER. That is unquestionably true so long as business of a 
private nature is before the House ; but when such business has boen 
exhausted, then I submit public business may be considered on Friday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not decide that point before the 
contingency arises: The Chair refers the gentleman to Rule 128. 

Mr. CONGER. I understood the Chair to rule that this morning 
hour must be occupied with private business, whether it be the re- 
porting of bills from committees or the call of States for resolutions. 
Our understanding of the ruling of the Chair on that point might 
determine the action of some member. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair never makes decisions on hypothetical 
cases, 

Mr. CONGER. I had understood the Chair to rule that any reso- 
lutions offered this morning under the call of States, if we should 
reach that order during this morning hour, must be of a private na- 
ture. It is immaterial to me how the Chair rules; but I would like 
to understand the ruling upon that pot, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would rule that resolutions offered 
upon the call of States during this morning hour must be of a pri- 
vate nature. If the call should be exhausted, the Chair is of opinion 
that the House would then have the right to proceed with whatever 
business the House might determine under the rules. 

Mr. CONGER. Our understanding upon this point might decide 
how we would occupy the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Michigan wishes to con- 
sume the morning hour, the Chair knows of no one more competent. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CONGER. ‘I should prefer to state my object when the occa- 
sion arises. 

CHANGING NAME OF A SHIP. 

Mr. HUBBELL, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back, 
with a recommendation that it pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1265) author- 
izing the change of the name of the ship Samuel G. Reed. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to allow the owner of the ship Samuel G. Reed, a vessel of 
American ownership and license, to change her name, and be here- 
after known as the Fantee. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I am prepared to state the facts in this case for 
the information of the House; but if that is not desired [ will call 
the previous question on the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill, 
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Mr. CONGER. I should like to hear the facts in this case stated 
before the previous question is called. 

Mr. HUBBELL. ‘This is a bill simply to change the name of this 
ship to Fantee. The subcommittee of the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom the question was referred, made a thorough examination 
into the history and record of the vessel. They find she is owned 
by a responsible owner, that there are no claims existing against 
her, and there are no reasons why the bill should not pass. The 
present owner of the vessel desires to put her in the trade with 
Africa, going to a place the name of which is that proposed to be 
given to this vessel, and the change of name is asked for that pur- 

1080, 

Mr. CONGER. The former law authorized the Secretary of the 
Treasury of his own motion to change the name of American-regis- 
tered vessels, steamboats, and sailing-vessels. Under that law the 
names of many vessels were changed by the Treasury Department 
without the knowledge of the public. New names were given to old 
vessels. In regard to steamboats used as passenger vessels that prac- 
tice was very injurious and very destructive to life and property. 
Old steamboats were permitted to change their names, and with a 
lavish use of putty and of paint were made to look very nicely, and 
with new names they started forth on our rivers and upon the ocean, 
passengers being invited to go upon these old, worn-out crafts, re- 
painted and refixed, supposed by the public, perhaps, to be new and 
safe vessels. 

The result was that there were losses of life amounting to over 
thirteen hundred lives in one year, attributable mainly to the fact 
that the public were deceived by this change of name into suppos- 
ing that the vessel having a new name was a new vessel. Congress 
very properly and very promptly repealed that law and took away 
from the Secretary of the Treasury the power to change the names 
of vessels. The reason for that action of Congress remains against 
any such change of name, whether it be made by act of Congress or 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

For many years, so far as I know, there has been no change of the 
name of asteamboat permitted by Congress, or under any law of 
Congress, and no change of the names of sailing-vessels, for the 
reasons to which I have alluded. The only changes in name that 
have been made within the last eight or ten years, to my knowl- 
edge, by Congress, have been changes of names of pleasure yachts, 
which carry no passengers except the families of the owners ; and 
there has been no objection to that. Pleasure boats not used for com- 
mercial purposes and not used for carrying passengers have been per- 
mitted to change their names at the pleasure of their owners. 

Now, my objection is not to the change in this particular case. It 
may be proper. But I think to change the name of a vessel which 
may carry passengers and which would carry freight is dangerous, 
and should be prevented altogether, if possible, or restricted to pecu- 
liar cases of necessity. In all other cases I have, for years, opposed 
this change of names of vessels, and especially of steamboats. I rise 
to oppose it now, unless some particular reason is given why the 
operation of the law should be interfered with. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I rise to correct one of the statements of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan, (Mr. CONGER.] Quite a number of bills were 
passed in the last Congress changing the names of vessels, and several 
of the cases were similar to this one. The gentleman is mistaken in 
saying that for the last eight or ten years Congress has not changed 
the names of vessels. Considerable numbers of such bills passed in 
the last Congress, and one of them at least was the case of a steam- 
boat. 

Mr. CONGER. I should have said that for many years, until the 
last Congress, the names of vessels had not been changed. In that 
Congress. there was a committee which recommended permission to 
chauge names of vessels, but it had the opposition of many members 
of the House. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I desire to say only one word in consequence of 
the modification which the gentleman from Michigan has made of 
his statement. I am unable to discover, nor has the gentleman given 
any good reason, why the name of the vessel should not be changed, 
provided the reasons for such a change appear to the House to be 
satisfactory and provided it ap that she is well-built and a worthy 
vessel, that no fraud can at all be practiced upon the traveling public, 
and that no one can possibly be injured by it. 

The owner of a vessel may have a very good personal reason why 
he would have the name changed. This man gives a good reason. 
The vessel is his property. He desires it shall have another uame, 
and I can see no good reason why Congress should not gratify 
the owner of a weltbuilt new vessel by permitting him to change 
the name of his vessel. I know the gentleman from Michigan may 
differ from the Committee on Commerce in opinions about the policy 
in regard to vessels, as he may about other things which may come 
under discussion during this Congress, I hope, however, there will 
be no farther opposition to this bill, which the committee has carefully 
considered. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire only to say that the gentleman has given 
no reason in the world why the operation of the law in this case should 
be interfered with. 

Mr. HUBLELL. I yield now for a few moments to the gentleman 
from New York, (Mr. Cox.) 

Mr. COX, of New York. Gentlemen upon this side of the House 


could not hear very well what the proposition of the ge 
Michigan (Mr. HUBBELL] was. But it is of more imy 
perhaps the House is aware of. The geutleman seeks to ¢! 
name of a vessel. There must be some good reason for a the 
the reasons given by my friend from Michigan (Mr. eae bee 
should give our heed to these propositions coming in upon Cons we 
to change the name of vessels. It is a suspicious thing to mngreas 
the name of a man or of a vessel. Generally when anythine is qe 
wrongtully it is done noder an alias, under some other name. “One 
English Parliment two years ago was aroused from its old sede - 
ways by a demonstration from Mr. Primsoll showing that the Britny 
commercial marine, or a large portion uf it, was rotten that lives 
had been lost and insurances wrongfully collected in conse; 0 ~ te 
and a revolution has taken place in Eugland on that subject oman, 

In our commercial marine we have had vessels painted o 
and their names changed, and hundreds of people have be 
in the ocean because they took their venture in old ye 
ing them to be new by reason of the new baptism. These thin. 
should always be done heedfally. The gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. HUBBELL] tells me privately that the owner of this vesse] wisi . 
to change its name because he desires to make a trade with Afric : 
and therefore he wants to change the name of his vessel from the || 
name to that of the African port at which he wishes to trade. ‘T; at 
is not a very heavy reason; it is no reason atall. By making this 
change we might delude many people. We might delude the colored 
people into going into this old \essel newly painted under the x; 
position that it was a new one, under this new colonization sehe; 
I do not want to have our colored brethren drowned in the ocean 
more than I want to have them eaten by alligators or killed by 
laria in Africa. : 

Mr. HUBBELL. I desire to ask the gentleman what reason he had 
for proposing to change the name of a vessel from William M. Tweed! 

Mr. COX, of New York. Because the name of “Tweed” was obnox. 
ious, and I changed it into “Industry.” The owner of the yacht 
came within the category referred to by the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, [Mr. CoNGER, ] and we had good evidence that the change might 
safely be made when the subject was before the committee of which 
— gentleman from Michigan was a member; and a very good ono 

© was. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to say a word or two. 

Mr. HUBBELL. 1 will yield to the gentleman for five minutes. 

Mr. REAGAN. I only wish to say a few words with reference to 
the character of the objections to the bill. The gentleman from Michi- 
gan (Mr. HUBBELL] has stated the facts and I will not go over them. 
What I shall say will be with reference to the action of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. The committee, during the last session of Con- 
gress, and so far as it has acted during the present session, has rec- 
ognized the dangers and mischiefs referred to by the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. ConGer] in suggesting reasons why we should be 
careful in the passage of bills of this kind. In no instance have we 
recommended a change of name without a statement of substantial 
reasons and the fullest proof as to the capacity of the vessel, as to its 
age, and as to its condition of soundness. During the last session of 
Congress the name of a steamboat on the Mississippi River, owned 
perhaps at Saint Louis, was changed, and the names of several ves- 
sels owned in New England were changed. I do not remember the 
number. I do not propose to speak in regard to anything preceding 
the last session of Congress; but I know that several such bills passed 
the last session, and I am not mistaken in saying that in each instance 
full proof well authenticated was required by the committee of the 
character of the vessel, the age of the vessel, its condition and sea- 
worthiness before we would consent to change the name. That is 
all I desire to sa 

Mr. HUBBELL. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. O'N | 

Mr. O'NEILL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. HUBBELL] whether it is to be the policy of the Committee on 
Commerce to report bills to change the names of vessels under such 
circumstances as those under which this name is sought to be changed. 
When, two or three years ago, I had the honor of being a member of 
the Committee on Commerce, I made an effort to have the name of 
vessel changed under somewhat similar circumstances, and the idea 
of the committee at that time was that it was dangerous to pass any 
measures of this kind. Now, I will vote for this change of name with 
great pleasure; but in a day or two I shall present, in behalf of con- 
stituents of my own, a bill asking the name of a vessel to be changed. 
It is one of @ line of vessels running from the port of Philadelphia, 
and they simply wish the name changed for the sake of assimilating 
it somewhat to the names of the other vessels composing the line. 
Three of these vessels are named after countries, and the fourth ves- 
sel of the line has a name which I do not now recollect, bat not of 4 
country. They sought for several years to have an act of Congress 
passed to authorize the change to which I refer, 80 that it should cor- 
respond somewhat to the character of the names of the other vessels 
of the line, and it was refased. I think the circumstances of that 
case were just as good as the circumstances under which the gentle- 
man from Michigan (Mr. HUBBELL] now seeks to change the name 
of this vessel, and I shall take great pleasure in a day or two 10 pre 
senting a bill asking to change the name of the vessel belonging ' 
constituents of my own. 
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Mr. HUBBELL. All I have to say in reply to the question of the 
lean is that when his bill comes before the Committe on Com- 
— presume the committee will give it a careful and candid con- 
i O'NEILL. And I hope with the same result that the gentle- 
man bas achieved in this case. . 
Mr. HUBBELL. So do I. One word more. I wish to say further 
that the Committee on Commerce have alread availed themselves of 
i! the wisdom with regard to the policy of changing names of ves- 
% which my colleague [Mr. CONGER] has alluded to. We have con- 
Jered this question in all its aspects. We have discussed the ques- 
tion as to the propriety of changing the name of a steamer or of any 
vessel carrying passengers. We considered this subject in view of 
all these questions. : a 
In this case we found a stanch well-built vessel, built in 1869 ; we 
had ber measurement, her coanege her title clear through. She was 
viven the name of Samuel G. Reed. The Baring Brothers sold her 


- 


to a Mr. Wilbur, and he sold her to the gentleman who now owns her, 
Mr. Matthew Bartlett. The name is obnoxious to the present owner. 
He says he proposes to put this vessel in the African trade. The 
committee are assured that there are no claims against her, and that 
she is a worthy sea-going vessel. They see no reason in the world 
why the owner of this vessel, wishing to put her into the African 
trade, should not give her the name of the port, or a name which 
would suggest the port to which he proposes to trade. 

The sub-committee refused to act upon this case until all these facts 
were laid beforethem. I have a copy of her register, of her measure- 
ment. When all these things were presented to the sub-committee 
they were unanimous in recommending that the bill be reported 
favorably, aud when the subject came before the full committee they 
instructed me unanimously te report this bill to the House and ask 
for its passage. 

Mr. HALE. Allow me one question. When was this vessel built ? 

Mr. HUBBELL. It was built in Boston, Massachusetts, in the year 
1369. I have a copy of the register. 

Mr. HALE. Thatisall. She is an American-built vessel. 

Mr. HUBBELL. She is an American-built vessel. I now ask that 
the bill be put on its passage, and call the a question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and reada third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HUBBELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SCHOONER CAPTAIN CHARLES ROBBINS. 


Mr. HUBBELL. I am further instructed by the Committee on 
Commerce to ask the Hoase to take from the Speaker’s table and put 
upon its passage at this time Senate bill No. 289, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue a register and change the name of 
the schooner Captain Charles Robbins to Minnie. It is a similar 
bill to House bill No. 910, which was referred to a sub-committee 
of the Committee on Commerce and upon which a report was made. 
This Senate bill proposes to change the name of the schooner Captain 
Charles Robbins to Minnie. This is an American-built schooner and 
has been changed into a pleasure-yacht. At the last session of Con- 

asimilar bill passed the Senate, came to this House, was re- 
erred to the Committee on Commerce, and by that committee referred 
toa sub-committee, which committee on the 14th day of January 
made a favorable report through Mr. Durand, its acting chairman. 

Mr. CONGER. Is it registered as a pleasure-yacht ? 

Mr. HUBBELL. I do not know. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan (Mr. HUBBELL] 
asks unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's table for consid- 
eration at this time the bill which he has indicated. 

Mr. BANNING. I object. 

Mr. REED. I hope the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BANNING] will 
permit this bill to be posed. It proposes merely to change the name 
of a pleasure-yacht. 

Mr. BANNING. I want to get in a report from a committee. 

Mr.REED. This will take but a moment. 

Mr. BANNING. I withdraw my objection. 

There being no further objection, the bill was taken from the 
Speaker's table and read a first and second time. 

The bill authorizes the owner of the schooner Captain Charles Rob- 
bins, of Portland, Maine, to change its name to Minnie, and directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue a register for the same. 

The bill was read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. HUBBELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
nes and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SOUTHERN MAIL CONTRACTORS. 


Mr. WADDELL, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
reported back, with a recommendation that the same be passed, 
House joint resolution No. 20, to apply the amount appropriated by 


the act of Con ro 877, to i 
mail Gondoas — approved 3, 1877, to pay certain southern 
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The joint resolution provides that the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall begin at once to pay, in full, to the late mail contractors of the 
States of Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, Missouri, North Carolina, South Carolina, Texas, Tennes- 
see, Virginia, and West Virginia, their heirs or legal representatives, 
the atnounts due under their respective contracts for the years 1859, 
1860, and 1851; and the appropriation of $375,000, made by act ap- 
proved March 3, 1877, shall be immediately available for said pay- 
ments ; ea that no payments shall be made for services reu- 
dered after May 31, 1861, when discontinuanco was ordered by the 
Postmaster-General; and the provisions of section 3430 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States shall not be applicable to the 
payments herein authorized; and that all acts and parts of acts in- 
consistent herewith are hereby repealed. 

Mr. CONGER. I rise to a point of order, first, that this is not a 
private bill but a general bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I make the further point of order that it 
should receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will sustain that point of order. 

Mr. WADDELL. I can explain the object of the joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. WADDELL] that the point of order was made by the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] that this was not a private 
bill, and the Chair overruled that point of order. To be a private 
bill it must not be general in its enactmeuts but for some particular 
om or persons. The Chair therefore rules that this is a private 

ill. 

But the gentleman from Michigan has made the further point of 
order that the bill contains an appropriation and must receive its 
- consideration in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

Tnion. 

Mr. WADDELL. It does not contain an appropriation. I will 
explain the object of the bill if the House will hear me, and then [ 
will ask the previous question. In the sundry civil appropriation 
bill passed on the 3d day of last March an appropriation of $375,000 
was made to pay certain mail contractors for carrying the mails in 
the Southern States previous to the war. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to debate. 

a ae The gentleman has a right to speak to the point 
of order. 

Mr. WADDELL. The point of order, if I understand, is that the 
bill makes an appropriation. It does not; but simply directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury how to pay out an appropriation already 
made, 

Mr. ATKINS. This appropriation was made at the last session of 
Congress by a clause in the sundry civil appropriation bill, which 
was voted for by a very large majority of the last House. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan, I believe, supported it. 

Mr. CONGER. I suppose there can be no question that this bill 
re-appropriates the money. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the bill to be read again. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Spenker, I claim that this comes within the 
class of cases that must receive their first consideration in Committee 
of the Whole, because, notwithstanding any appropriation of money 
that may have been made, the expenditure from the Treasury cannot 
be made without this bill. I think the rule covers all this ciass of 
cases looking to the expenditure of money. 

Mr. WADDELL. If the gentleman will permit me I can explain. 

Mr. CONGER. If the gentleman will wait a moment he will have 
achance. I ask that the Chair direct the reading of the rule on this 
subject, and then I will show in what respect I think it applies to 
this case. 

The Clerk read 18 follows : 


All proceedings touching appropriations of money and all bills making appro- 
priations of money or property, or requiring such appropriations to be made. or 
authorizing payments out of appropriations already made shall be first discussed 
in Committee of the Whole House. 


Mr. CONGER. I think that the rule covers my point. 

The SPEAKER. The language of this rule embraces “all proceed- 
ings touching appropriations of money.” The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. WADDELL. Would it be in order for me to move that the 
House resolve itself -into Committee of the Whole ? 

The SPEAKER. That motion would be in order after the morning 
bour and disposition of the special order. 

Mr. WADDELL. Then I give notice that I will make the motion 
if the Chair will recognize me. 

The SPEAKER. The motion will be in order after the Sreeee 
of the special order, which will come up immediately upon the close 
of the morning hour. The Chair is clear in his conviction that the 
decision he has just made is in the safe line of economy; and by this 
interpretation of the rule no harm can come to anybody, because it 
is within the province of the Honse whenever a majority so desire to 
go in Committee of the Whole for the purpose of reaching the bill. 


PAY OF LETTER-CARRIERS. 
Mr. WADDELL. I am instructed by the Committee on the Post- 
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Office and Post-Roads to report back, with an amendment in the form 
of a substitute, the bill (H. R. No. 903) to fix the pay of letter-carriers. 
Mr. EDEN. I make the point of order that this not a private bill. 
Mr. HALE. It must be a public bill. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair sustains the point of order. The bill 
is not in order under this call. 


UNSTAMPED INSTRUMENTS, 


The SPEAKER. Reports are still in order fro : 
the Judiciary. ve m the Committee on 
Mr. CONGER. Iam instructed by the Committee o 
to report a bill, which is perhaps not strictly a private bill, to a, 
ize the affixing of stamps to unstamped instruments, It js ao 
it should be passed, and I ask permission to report it at this — 
The SPEAKER. That would not be in order. The rye c 
explicit. Private bills may be introduced on public-bil! Hon Very 
public bills shall not be introduced on private-bill day, %) bat 
Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent fy 
passage of the bill which the gentleman from Michigan desires _— 
v0rt. ” 
The SPEAKER. It is not in order to ask unanimous consent f 
that purpose during the morning honr, it being a public bill, e 
The call of Committees was continued, and reached the Committ 
on War Claims. - 
Mr. BUCKNER. Has the morning hour expired? 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired. 

















n the Judi iary 


JOHN GREEN, SR. 


Mr. KNOTT. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to report back and recommend the House to pass the bill (H. R. No. 
977) to relieve the political disabilities of John Green, sr., of Alabama. 
The bill is accompanied with a petition. 

The bill, having been read, was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

Mr. PRICE. Has “John Green, sr.,” filed a petition for the removal 
of his political disabilities ? 

The SPEAKER. The petition accompanies the bill. 

Mr. PRICE. Can it be read ? 

The SPEAKER. It will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Burnt Corn, ALABAMA, December 8, 1876. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives now in Congress assembled : 

i hereby ask your honorable body to release me from my disabilities. Iam an 
old man, neatly eighty-seven years of age. I served in the war of 1612; I wasin 
the Alabama convention when she withdrew from the Union. I voted against her 
leaving the Union ; but when ont and we had a State and confederate constitution 
with which I was satistied, I being a southern-raised man and all my property here, 
I decided to go with my own section of country, and did aid and assist in the 
rebellion. Now I ask your honorable body to release me from my disabilities. In 
so doing I shall ever feel under lasting obligations to your honorable body. 

JOHN GREEN, Sr. 

Mr. PATTERSON. [understand that that man is eighty-seven years 
old. He will never be able to do much more damage. Let the bill 
pass. ’ j 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time ; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


THE STRENGTH OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimons consent to submit for action at thi 
time the resolution which I send to the desk. ” 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and they are hereby, 4 
rected to inquire into and report to this House the strength of the cavalry ané 
infantry regiments in the United States Army, how many cavalry and how bo 
infantry regiments are employed on the Texas frontier, the number and character 
of the aaa eupieres there, the condition and military management of the i 
tier, and what additional military forces are needed to protect the people of Tex, : 
from Mexican raiders. - 


Mr. CONGER. Is that resolution one for reference ? 

The SPEAKER. No, sir; for action. 

Mr. CONGER. I would like to hear the first portion of it again 
read. - 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be again reported. 

The resolution was again read. 

‘The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration oj 
the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BANNING. I offer as a substitute what I send to the desk. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The House has given unanimous consent to tho 
introduction of this resolution for consideration at this time. 

Mr. HALE. I do not mean the demand for the regular order to 
apply to the resolution of the gentleman from Texas, [ Mr. MiLts.} 

The SPEAKER. That is the question before the House. 

Mr. HALE. I supposed that had been disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. BANNING] desires to amend the resolution. 

Mr. BANNING. I offer as a substitute for the resolution what | 
send to the desk. 
Mr. HALE. That can only be by unanimous consent. 
The SPEAKER. Why so? 
Mr. HALE. Unless the gentleman from Texas yields for an amend- 
ment. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution is open to amendment whea 
before the House. 
Mr. HALE. I understood it has passed the first and second read- 


F. E. SHEPPARD. 


Mr. KNOTT also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 1516) to remove the political disabilities of F, E. Shep- 
pard, of Virginia; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. KNOTT. I desire to say that in every case in which a bill for 
the removal of disabilities is reported it is accompanied by a peti- 
tion, and I hope the time of the House will not be taken up by read- 
ing the petitions, which have met the approval of the committee 
unanimously. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I should like to hear the petition read. 

The petition was read. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


c. B. OLIVER. 


Mr. KNOTT also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a 
bill (H. R. No, 1517) to remove the political disabilities of C. B. Oliver ; 
which was read three times, and passed, two-thirds voting in favor 
thereof. 

JONN T. TUCKER. 


Mr. KNOTT also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 1518) to remove the political disabilities of John T. tn 
Tucker, of the District of Colambia; which was read three times, " at: : : 
and passed, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. spite SPEAKER. It is ® House resolution. A first and second read: 

r. CONGER. The Chair asked consent for the passage of the 
resolution which was read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asked consent for the introduction of 
the resolution. The Chair could not ask consent for its passage. 
That remains for the House to determine. 

Mr. CONGER. I inquired if the resolution was for passage or for 
reference, and the Chair said it was for passage. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman is mistaken. 
Mr. CONGER. Is this the same resolution which was read! 

The SPEAKER. It is the same resolution as was read, and the 
gentleman from Ohio moves a substitute. 

Mr. CONGER. Then he might present an entirely different matter! 
The SPEAKER. It would have to be germane to the subject. 
Mr. HALE, The gentleman who introduced the resolution can set- 
tle the matter at once, because he had the unanimous consent of the 
House for its introduction, by calling the previous question on his 
resolution. He will understand, as the House understands, that fre- 
quently there is no objection to a particular resolution that is read, 
because it is ng that it will be immediately put upon its pas- 
sage. But gentlemen would object if it were to be open to debate 
and to the consumption of time or other propositions put in as sub- 
stitutes. I therefore hope that the gentleman from Texas will call 
the previous question at once, so that the House may act upon the 
matter which it consented should come in. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asked ananimons consent to !0- 
troduce the resolution. It is the province of the House to pass the 
resolution. It is not the duty of the Chair. Unanimous consent hav- 
ing been given for its introduction, the resolution is before the House. 


WwW. E. WYSHAM. 


Mr. KNOTT also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 1519) to remove the political disabilities of W. E. Wy- 
sham, of Maryland, which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. CONGER. I suggest that the given name be written in the 
bill. I notice that in other cases also the initials only were used. 

Mr. KNOTT. The bills are drawn in conformity with the petition. 
I know nothing of the names, except as they appear there. 

Mr. PRICE. I presume the full name is signed to the petition. 

The SPEAKER. No, sir; the initials only are used. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and : 
two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


GEORGE P. TURNER. 


Mr. KNOTT also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 1520) to remove the political disabilities of George P. 
Turner, of Alabama; which was read three times, and passed ; two- 
thirds voting in favor thereof. 


CHARLES W. FIELD. 


Mr. KNOTT. I ask unanimous consent that a similar bill for the 
relief of Charles W. Field, being Senate bill No. 291, be taken from 
the Speaker’s table and passed at this time. 

There being no objection, the bill (8. No. 291) to remove the political 
disabilities of Charles W. Field, of King George County, Virginia, was 
taken from the Speaker's table, and was read three times, and passed ; 
two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 
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si tion and is open to amendment. The gentleman from 

for conv not demand the previous question, nor did he rise for that 
eyas 

purpose. 


Mr. HALE. I would suggest to him that he call the previous ques- 
tion LOW. : anette 3 

rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BANNING] then 
Be a on helene recognized, which the Chair was bound to 
(0, HALE. I find no fault of course with the Speaker, but I hope 
the gentleman who introduced the resolution, will, as speedily as pos- 

ble, put it toa vote. Ishould have objected to its introduction, had 
I . ; eal otber propositions could come in for debate and delay. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair believesthe gentleman from Texas would 
not have the province now to demand the previous question on the 
resolution so as to cut off the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. BANNING, } 
who has beenrecognized, , 

Mr. HALE. He can immediately, when recognized, demand the pre- 
yious question, and save us from further debate and loss of time. 

Mr. CONGER. I submit that in fairness when unanimous consent 
was asked, it was asked in reference to the proposition read to the 
House, and, if there was apy misunderstanding, fairness requires that 
the question shall be put again tothe House. I asked that it be dis- 
tinetly stated whether the request was made for consideration or pas- 


a The SPEAKER. The Chair has not the right to ask consent for the 
passage of a resolution. That is an act on the partof the House. The 
Chair simply asks permission of the House for the introduction of the 
resolntion for consideration. That is as far as the Chair can possibly 
go. The adoption of the resolution of the House is another stage in 
the proceedings, with which the Chair has nothing whatever to do. 

Mr. CONGER. The Chair will recollect that Lasked him if the res- 
olution was introduced for reference or passage, and the Chair said 
for passage. I L , p 

The SPEAKER. For consideration, the Chair said. 

Mr. CONGER. I beg the Chair’s pardon. 

The SPEAKER. Go to the notes. 

Mr. CONGER. I said passage. : . : 

Mr. BANNING. Lask the previous question on the substitute which 
I offer, and ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read the substitute offered by Mr. BaNNiNG, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and they are hereby, in- 
structed to inquire into— 

1. The total number of general, staff, ficld, and line officers, non-commissioned 
officers, musicians, artificers, wagoners, and other enlisted men and employés in 
all branches of the Army on the Ist day of July, the Ist day of September, and the 
Is: day of November, 1877, sommeetnenty, and where, how, and in what service such 
oflicers and men bave been employed during the present and last fiscal year. 

2. The number and rank of officers on the retired list. 

3. The number and rank of all officers on the active list who are unassigned and 
the reason why they are so unassigned, the number and rank of officers on the 
active list physically unfit forthe proper discharge of their duties by reason of 
age, disease, or other disability, and the number and rank of all officers upon leave 


of absence during the present fiscal year, and the length of such leave in each 
case. 

4. The condition of affairs on the frontier of the State of Texas, the number and 
character of the troops in the Department of Texas, the conduct of military ate 
tions in that department, and what, if any, additional militar ereuee ought to 
be provided for the le on that frontier against Indian an exican marauders. 

5. The number and tion of all military headquarters, forts, and posts, the 
annual cost of maintaining each of them and the necessity therefor. 

6. The practicability and ex ency of cotneing, consolidating, or otherwise 
changing the present organi m of the Army with a view to premoting its efli- 
ciency and reducing ita cost. 


And the committee is authorized te send for persons and papers and may report 
by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. MILLS. I rise toa point of order. That amendment is not 
germane to my proposition, which is a specific and direct inquiry as 
to the condition of the frontier. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have the rule read. 

The Clerk read the rule, as follows: 

No motion or proposition on a subject different from that under consideration 


shall be admitted under color of amendment. No bill or resolution shall, at any 
time, be amended by annexing thereto or incorporating therewith any other biil 
or resolution pending before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to ask the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. BANNING] the question, whether this is not the identical 
resolution offered by him on a former occasion under the rules, sub- 
ject to further consideration of the House? 

Mr. BANNING. It is not the identical resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is it the same in substance ? 

Mr. BANNING. It is in substance. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair rales it out. 
wae BANNING. The resolution was objected to when I offered it 

ore. 

The SPEAKER. Yes, but it laid over under the rule and is open 
to the consideration of the House. There can not be a doubt about it. 

The question was taken on Mr. MILLs’s resolution; and it was 


to. 
Mr. CONGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 


tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ELECTION CONTEST—WIGGINGTON VS. PACHECO. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House papers in the contested-elec- 


tion case of P. D. Wigginton vs. Romualdo Pacheco, of California; 
which were referred to the Committee of Elections. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 1521) to provide for deficiencies in the appropriation 
for the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1878, and for prior years, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I move that this bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and be printed. I 
give notice that to-morrow, immediately after the reading of the Jour- 
nal, I shall move to go into Committee of the Whole for the purpose 
of considering the bill. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bi!l was referred accordingly. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I desire to reserve all points of order 
on the'bill. 


The SPEAKER. All points of order will be reserved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated tv the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I ask leave to make a report from the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. That will require unanimous consent. 

Mr. EWING. I object, and call for the regular order. 


REPEAL OF THE RESUMPTION CLAUSE. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 805) reported by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
EwinG] from the Committee on Banking and Currency, to repeal the 
third section of the act entitled “ An act to provide for the resump- 
tion of specie payments.” The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
HART] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. EWING. I ask the gentleman from New York to yield to me 
that I may ask unanimous consent of the House that those gentlemen 
who desire to speak upon this bill, and shall not have the opportunity 
to do so, may have their remarks printed in the Recorp. 

There was no objection, and leave was accordingly granted. 

Mr. HART. Mr. Speaker, it is my desire to occupy the floor at this 
time only to express grave doubt of the wisdom of this proposed 
measure, and to give full assent to the views soearnestly declared by 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. CHttTENDEN,] the gentleman 
from New Jersey, [Mr. HARDENBERGH,] and the gentleman from 
Rhode Island, [Mr. EamEs,] who are associated with me on the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. While Iam glad to believe that 
the friends of this measure are actuated by the same degree of sin- 
cerity as those who stand in opposition, I cannot think otherwise than 
that if this bill shall become a law a great wrong will be done. It 
seems almost a crime to open up this question and plunge the busi- 
ness interests of the whole country into another period of uncertainty 
and doubt, when gold and paper currency are so nearly assimilated 
in value. Notwithstanding the denial of some, I still believe that 
those undefined laws of trade and commerce, which are as immnatable 
as the laws of nature, will regulate this whole question if we as le gis- 
lators, instead of tinkering with this subject. will pay attention to 
building up the material prosperity of our country. In this as in 
every kind of business, the old saying, “ Honesty is the best policy,” 
will forcibly apply. This Government has given a pledge to doa 
certain thing; now let it redeem that promise. In ordinary, every- 
day transactions we would at once lose contidence in the man who 
attempted to get rid of paying an acknowledged debt by seeking to 
pay a sum less than the obligation called for. Is it wise, then, in us 
to place the Government in a position which would ruin the prospects 
of any business man. Our credit is worth preserving. We cannot 
afford to have it impaired. In this case, at any rate, it is our best 
policy to be honest, 

Mr, Speaker, I have said more than I intended to. My purpose is 
simply to express a deep conviction that this bill is wrong in prin- 
ciple, likely to be disastrous in effect, and should not become a law. 
I now yield for a few minutes to my colleague, [Mr. McCook. ] 

Mr. McCOOK. Mr. Speaker, I cannot hope to say anything new in 
regard to the measure now before the House, especially after the able 
and exhaustive manner in which it has been discussed by those who 
have preceded me, and nothing but the imperative duty I owe to my 
constituents and myself induces me to rise for the purpose of giving 
very briefly and imperfectly my reason why I cannot vote for the bill. 

In my judgment, instead of its present title, it should be designated 
as “ An act to break the plighted faith of the Government and to 
impair its credit both at home and abroad.” The real question may 
be disguised by denunciation of national banks, by enlarging upon 
the danger of contraction and the beauties of expansion, by attempt- 
ing to array capital against labor, and by reference to the supposed 
blood-thirsty propensity of the average bondholder; but, after all, 
the important feature is, Shall the date fixed for the resumption of 
specie payments be repealed and the Government of the United States 
placed in the attitude of repudiating a solemn pledge ? 

Nearly three years ago the Congress of the United States, after full 
discussion, passed the bill the third section of which is now sought 
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to be repealed. There were differences then as now in regard to the 
wisdom of certain of its features and as to the possible effect upon 


was made to ignore the fact that resumption at any fixed, detinite 
time, however distant, might work hardship in some instances and 
possibly cause suffering in others. It was also quite as well ander- 
stood that any debt, whether private or public, is a burden; that its 
honest payment often requires great sacritices; and that, unless repu- 
diation was resorted to, the legal-tender notes must be paid at some 
time or other. The loan was one that had been forced upon the peo- 
ple by the Government in a time of great national peril, when ordi- 
nary meaus had been found insutlicient to meet its exigencies; and 
its eventual payment rested solely upon its honor. As it could not 
be sued, the ho!ders of the notes were legally powerless; and while 
the implied promise of the Government was that they were not to be 
redeemed in coin until after the termination of the war, it appears 
to me that no one can, with any show of fairness, defend and justify 
the indetinite postponement of the effort. 

In addition, the aet of March, 1869, called the public-credit act, not 
only pledged tbe faith of the United States to the payment in coin or 
its equivalent of United States notes not bearing interest, but it ex- 
plicitly declared— 

That the faith of the United States is also solemnly pledged to make provision 
at the earticst practicable period for the redemption of the United States notes in 
colin. 

In Jannary, 1875, six years after this solemn pledge, the initiatory 
steps were taken to redeem the promise ; but to avoid the dangers of 
undue haste, the Ist of January, 1579, (four years distant,) was de- 
termined upon as the limit when these notes should cease to circulate 
as overdue and unpaid obligations; and to that extent at least depre- 
ciated and dishonored. The necessity that had called them into 
existence had long since passed away; their presence was a constant 
reminder of the unfaltilled promise of the Government that had issued 
them, and the condition of the country justified the attempt that was 
then made for the first time to give congressional sanction to the 
pledge of their redemption upon pepe for that purpose. 

The people, as a rule, accepted in good faith the action of Con- 
gress; aud, acting upon the belief that a matter of such vital im- 
portance would not be lightly interfere] with, began to adjust the 
business of the country to the new condition of affairs. 

What has been the result? Without shock and certainly without 
the wide-spread disaster predicted by the enemies of the measure, 
the object sought for has been nearly attained. In my judgment, no 
valid reason, arguing from the present actual condition of the coun- 
try, can be urged for its repeal ; unless, indeed, it is demanded in the 
interests of those who, having predicted immediate disaster and ruin 
in consequence of its passage, are exposed to the danger of being 
considered false prophets by the people. 

it is indisputable that since the bill became a law there has been 
a period of depression from which we are now happily recovering. 
Whatever reasons may be assigned by others in explanation, | be- 
lieve that it was the natural and inevitable reaction from the over- 
trading and overspeculating following the flush times and unlimited 
expansion of the war period. 1t culininated in the great disaster of 
1x73, two years before the passage of the resumption act; and its 
effects are still felt. At all events, I have seen no reason to justify 
me in the belief that the resumption act is responsible for the real 
or imaginary evils complained of, or that it in any manner aggra- 
vated them; and, at the risk of being accused of taking a rose-col- 
ored view of attairs, I express the opinion that the country as a whole 
is in asound and healthy tinancial condition, and that the so-called 
relief suggested by this act is neither desirable nor advisable. 

The experiment, if it may be called such, has been eminently success- 
ful, and the contidence reposed in the stability of the financial policy 
of the Goverument, as indicated by the act of January 14, 1875, has 
tanght the people the necessity for a return to the old-fashioned days 
of industry, prudence, and economy in public and private affairs. 

Never before in the history of the Republic has its credit been so 
good; and, although a year must elapse before the date for resump- 
tion is reached, the premium on gold has practically disappeared and 
the parchasing power of the legal-tender is within a fraction of that 
of the standard gold dollar. 

The immense recuperative power of the country, backed by the faith 
of the people in the honest purpose of the Government to keep its 
pledge, has made the honor and credit of the United States, up to 
the present moment at least, absolutely unassailable. Whether this 
condition of affairs is to continue depends, in my judgment, very 
largely upou the fate of the act under discussion. No man can pre- 
dict with any degree of acenracy the consequences should the opin- 
ion become general that it isto become alaw. That the actual movey 
loss wonld be great by the unsettlement of values and the rapid 
depreciation of the legal-tender, I do not for a moment doubt; but, 
more serious still, irreparable damage would follow from the loss of 
contidence in the integrity and good faith of a great nation. This 
same contidence carned us sately through the most perilous period of 
our national history, and it is as precious and necessary to-day as it 
was then. Nothing can replace its loss; and, while a Government 
may attempt (o palliate a national crime or offer excuses for its acts, 
the judgment of the world will point unerringly to the fact that, in 
this case at least, it was a willful if not dishonest exercise of power, 
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and, in the absence of an overpowering necessity, one absolutely 
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, eut writer 
very topic has well said : On this 


A nation may for a time, because of its impersonal character, violate the 


right without being made sensible of the penaity ; but the puvishme 
the same and finally declares itself in a day of judgment. 


Mr. Speaker, in support of this act assertions have been m 
the covtest here is not upon the real merits of the case, 
between the East and the West, between what some are 
call organized capital and the interests of tne laborer 
the debtor and creditor States and communities, if such distiye Soe 
really exists. To give force to it illustrations have been drawn noes 
the supposed condition of the city of New York, to the effect that the 
resumption act was responsible for all the unemployed labor aya the 
suffering there, and that its immediate and unconditional repeal! would 
be a panacea for all our ills. Not satistied with this, the city and the 
State have been made especial objects of attack by those who soa 
evidences of crime in the accumulation of capital ; and attempts baye 
been made to hold up her capitalists to the gaze of the American peo- 

le as “ wreckers ” and as men not only ready to lure to destraction 
mt anxious and willing to trade on the necessities of the Government 
and the public. 

Mr. Speaker, every gentleman within the sound of my voice can 
readily recall the period between 1560 and 1865 when there was ay 
etfort made to wreck the Republic, and with it constitutional jij. 
erty and the hopes of those who believed in the possibility of a “ gov. 
ernment of the people and for the people.” At that time of dauver 
and of peril, when State after State was passing ordinauces of seces. 


law of 
DL Visite it all 
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| sion, New York, always true to the best interests of the whole conn. 


try, threw the weight of her great intluence on the side of the Union 


and the enforcement of the laws. Her capitalists, instead of shrink. 


ing from responsibility, responded with alacrity to the calls mado 
upon them; and, at a period whe» credit was. as important as wen 
and money as essential as munitions of war, two of her citizens, rep- 
resentatives of this class now so cordially abused, offered without 
security a loan of $20,000,000 to the Government, and their example 
was followed by thousands to the full extent of their ability. Wyat- 
ever attacks may be made upon them they certainly require no de- 
fense at my hands. Denunciation cannot efface the record of that 
one act; and the prompt and patriotic manner in which they placed 
their fortunes at the disposal of the authorities for the suppression 
of the rebellion entitles them to the respect at least of the American 
people. 

So far as the city of New York is concerned, no attempt has ever 
been made todisguisethe fact that much suffering exists there, although 
there is much exaggeration and misconception on thistopic. It existed 
before the war, before the passage of the resuimptiun act, and humanly 
speaking will continue so long as we have great cities with their over- 
crowded populations. In my judgment no congressional legislation 
can change or alleviate it ; and it isa subject of sv broad a nature aud 
of such vital importance that even if this were the proper time and 
place I am not prepared to discuss it. Passing beyond the limits of 
the city, however, it may not be out of place to refer more especially 
to the State for purposes of comparison, and to call attention to its 
position on this question, as indicated by the views of its Representa- 
tives in Congress. 

The first in population and the largest in representation, it is no mis- 
nomer to call it the Empire State. Reaching from the Atlantic sea- 
board to the lakes on the North and West, it stands between 
New England and the West and South, in constant communication 
with and vitally interested in the welfare and prosperity of each. 

Without at all desiring to institute any vidious comparison, its 
interests are more varied and diversitied than any State in the Union. 
With its tive millions of inhabitants and its one million of voters en- 
gaged in commerce, in trade, in agriculture, ip manufacturing, and in 
mining, it is in every sense of the word a fairly representative State. 
Its harbors and navigable waters are crowded with the commerce of 
the world. Its great city, the third on the globe, is the recognized 
financial centre of the continent. Its valleys are as fruitful as those 
of the West or Sonth and are filled with a farming population second 
to none in thrift, intelligence, and culture. Its towns and cities are 
crowded with skilled artisans, and every branch of industry known 
to our people is recognized and encouraged. Certainly, uncer these 
circumstances, no just suspicion can attach to all the Representatives 
from such a State, that they sit here, not in the interests of the peo- 
ple, but in the interest of the bondholder, the patioual banks, and 
of capital as against labor. Yet, without presuming to speak for any 
one but myself, 1 am informed that, without regard to party, they 
will be practically a unit against repeal. ; 

Mr. ae I make no pretension to that peculiar kind of financial 
knowledge that can theorize until the subject-matter is lost sight of 
in an avalanche of words and a wilderness of figures and statements. 
I content myself with my original proposition that the repeal of the 
resumption act will be a blow at the faith and credit of the Govern- 
ment; that the legal-tender notes are obligations to pay an honest 
doliar on demand ; that they were forced upon the people, and that 
they are overdue and unpaid. I entirely agree with the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylyania in his estimate of the value of the 
greenback during the war, and listened to his magnificent eulogy of 
them with great interest. Without intrinsic value, they played a0 
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important part in the salvation of the nation; but they did it simply 


have left behind them. No man ever sat in the chair of Washington 


and solely because the people believed that the promise on their face | as President of the United States who has left on record any word 


yrould be kept, to the letter. In the face of this express promise, it 
will not be disputed, here or elsewhere, that at some time the Govern- 
the nearer we approach it the more evident it becomes that, un- 
Jess obstacles are interposed, specie payments will be reached without 
hock, without undue contraction, and without disaster. 

eealready, in my judgment, oue blow has been struck at the national 
credit by the passage through this House of the silver bill, opening as 
it does the door to unlimited inflation ; and it is to be hoped that the 
jusiness interests of the country may be spared the infliction of a 
second in the shape of the one now before us. 

The present, I believe, is the preliminary skirmish to the great bat- 
tle to be fought at the ballot-box next autumn. Clearly and dis- 
tinctly defined, throwing in the shade questions of southern policy 
and civil service and towering above all others in dignity and im- 
portance, will be the plain issue of who shall control the financial 
jolicy of the country and secure possession of the National Treasury. 
Possibly the plan for the unlimited issue of the “ dollarof our fathers,” 
followed immediately by the effort to repeal the resumption act, may 
farnish a key to the solution of many of the questions that have puz- 
zled and alarmed the people. 

Rumors of subsidies of all kinds to be asked for from Congress, 
new and startling propositions for loaning the credit of the Govern- 
went to the individual citizen as an aid to emigration, and the un- 
certain condition of the claims made for destruction of, property dur- 
ing the war, are matters that may yet assume such shape as to become 
of natioual importance. But, whatever the motive for repeal, like 
the gentleman from Indiana, although for a different reason, I deem 
it my duty on this question to adhere to the time-honored maxim of 
“letting well enough alone,” and I shall vote, therefore, against any 
proposition for the repeal of the act for the resumption of specie 

ayments. 
. Mr HART. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Ohio, (Mr. GARFIELD. } 

Mr. GARFIELD. How much time will I have? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have forty-one minutes, 

Mr. GARFIELD. I am indebted to the courtesy of the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Hart] for an opportunity to speak upon this 
subject. My absence from the city at the time the list of those 
who desired to speak was made up rendered it impossible for me to 
secure an opportunity to speak in my own time, and I am all the 
more indebted to the gentleman from New York for his courtesy. 

We are engaged in a debate which has lasted in the Anglo-Saxon 
world for more than two centuries, and hardly any phase of it to 
which we have listened in the course of the last week isnew. Hardly 
a proposition has been heard on either side which was not made one 
hundred and eighty years ago in England, and almost a hundred 
years ago in the United States. So singularly does history repeat 
itself. 

That man makes a vital mistake who judges of truth in relation to 
financial affairs from the changing phases of public opinion. He 
might as well stand on the shore of the Bay of Panty and from the 
ebb and tlow of a ae tide attempt to determine the general level 
of the sea as to stand on this floor and from the current of public 
opinion in any one debate judge of the general level of the public 
niud. Itisonly when long spaces along the shore of the sea are 
taken into the account that the grand level is found, from which all 
heights and depths are measured. And it is only when long spaces 
of time are considered that we find at last that levelof public opinion 
which we call the general judgment of mankind. From the turbu- 
lent ebb and flow of the public opinion of to-day I appeal to that 
settled judgment of mankind on the subject-matter of this debate. 

In the short time which is allotted to me I invite the attention of 
patience, who do me the honor to listen, to a very remarkable fact. 

suppose it will be admitted on all hands that 1560 was a year of 
tuusual business pros rity in the United States. It was at a time 
wen the bounties of Providence were scattered with a liberal hand 
over the face of our Republic. It was atime when all classes of our 
community were well and profitably employed. It was a time of 
peace; the apprehension of our great civil war had not yet seized 
the mind of our people. Great crops North and South, great general 
prosperity marked the era. 

_ If one thing was settled above all other questions of financial pol- 
icy in the American mind at that time, it was this, that the only 
sound, safe, trustworthy standard of value was coin of a standard 
Weight and fineness, or a paper currency convertible into coin at the 
will of the holder. That was and had been for several generations 
the almost unanimous opinion of the American people. It is trae 
there was here and there a theorist, dreaming of the philosopher's 
stone, dreaming of a time when paper money, which he worshipped 
asa kind of fetish, would be crowned as a god ; but those dreamers 
Were so few in number that they made no ripple on the current of 
public thought, and their theories formed no part of public opinion, 
and the opinion of 1340-’61 was the aggregated result of the opinions 
of all the toremost Americans who Se 

subject, 

I make this statement without fear of contradiction, because I have 
carefully examined the list of illustrious names aud the records they 


i must discharge its obligations. A definite time has been fixed, | 
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that favors inconvertible paper money as a safe standard of value. 
Every President who has left a record on the subject has spoken with- 
out qualitication in favor of the doctrine I have announced. No man 
ever sat iu the chair of the Secretary of the Treasury of the United 
States who if he has spoken at all on the subject has not left on 
record an opinion equally strong, from Hamilton down to the days of 
the distinguished father of my colleague [Mr. EwinG] and to the 
present moment. 

The general judgment of all men who deserve to be called the 
leaders of American thought ought to be considered worth something 
in an American House of Representatives on the discussion of a great 
topic like this. What happened to cause a departure from this gen- 
eral level of public opinion? Every man knows the history. War, 
the imperious necessities of war, led the men of 1861-62 to depart 
from the doctrine of the father; but they did not depart from it as 
a matter of choice, but compelled by overmastering necessity. Every 
man in the Senate and House of 1562 who voted for the greenback law 
announced that he did it with the greatest possible reluctance and 
with the gravest apprehension for the result. Every man whospoke on 
the subject from Thaddeus Stevens to the humblest member in this 
House, and from Fessenden to the humblest Senator, warned his 
country against the dangers that might follow,and pledged his honor 
that at the earliest possible moment the country should be brought 
back to the old, safe, established doctrine of the fathers. 

When they made the law creating the green backs they incorpo- 
rated into its essential provisions the most solemn pledge men could 
devise, that they would come back to the doctrines of the fathers. 
The very law that created the greenback provided for its redemption 
and retirement ; and every time the necessities of war required an 
additional issue new guarantees and new limitations were put upon 
the new issues to insure their ultimate redemption. They were issued 
upon the fundamental condition that the number sliould be so limited 
forever that under the law of contracts the courts might enforce their 
sanctions. The men of 1852 knew the dangers from sad experience 
in our history; and, like Ulysses, lashed themselves to the mast of 
public credit when they embarked upon the stormy and boisterous 
sea of inflated paper money, that they might not be beguiled by the 
siren song that would be sung to them when they were atloat on the 
wild waves. . 

Bat the times have changed; new men are on deck: men who have 
forgotten the old pledges; and now only twelve years have passed 
(for as late as 1865 this House, with but 6 dissenting votes, resolved 
again to stand by the old ways and bring the country back to sound 
money )—only twelve years have passed, aud what do we tind? We 
find a group of theorists and doctrivaires who look upon the wisdom 
of the fathers as foolishness. We find some who advocate what they 
call “absolute money ;” who declare that a piece of paper stamped a 
“dollar” is a dollar; that gold and silver are a part of the barbarism 
of the past, which ought to be forever abandoned. We hear them 
declaring that resumption is a delusion and a snare. We hear them 
declaring that the eras of prosperity are the eras of paper money ; 
and they point us to all times of inflation asthe periods of blossing to 
the people, prosperity to business; and they ask us no more to vex 
their ears with any allusion to the old standard, the money of the Con- 
stitution. Let the wildcrop of financial literature that has sprung into 
life within the last twelve years witness how widely and how far we 
have drifted. We have lost our old moorings, have thrown overboard 
our old compass ; we sail by alien stars, looking not for the haven, 
but are afloat on an unknown sea. 

To those who do not believe in keeping the promise of the nation 
at any time I make no argument to-day, but to those of our brethren 
in this House who believe that at some time or another we ought to 
return to the ways of the fathers, to the money of the Constitution— 
to those I address myself. There are many among them who believe 
that some time or other we can resume specie payments, but who be- 
lieve that to-day or in 1879 it is impossible or if possible inexpedi- 
ent; that from such an attempt evils will arise to the country greater 
than the benefits; and therefore they joiu in seeking the repeal of 
the actof 1875. I have no doubt they regret to throw their intluence 
with those men who do not believe in resuming at all. To them I 
say before the final vote is taken, “ Let us reason together.” 

want it remembered in the outset that the greenback currency 
was and is—so known in the courts and so known everw here—a forced 
loan, a loan forced by the Government upon its Army and upon its 
other creditors to meet the great emergencies of the war; and the 
primary fact connected with every gree uback is that it is a promise 
to pay. Those who believe ic resumption intend that some time or 
other the nation shall make good the promise. 

Now, what are the obstacles to resumption in accordance with the 
law we have passed? The first great obstacle stated by gentlemen 
who have argued the question is this: that we have not enough cur- 
rency in the country for its business and that some measure of con- 
traction will be likely to attend the further execution of the provisions 
of the resumption law. Before I enter directly upon that objection I 
desire to state a fact for the consideration of those who hear me. In 
that prosperous era of 1360, when there was free banking in most of 
the States and the banks were pushing all the currency they could 
into circulation without limit, there were just two hundred and seven 





























































































































































































































rt aE I 


La tae Ia AO EBS 



































+ 5) Been Sas! 








gata 


sa ghia 
ans 














rw 


MRE: OME teintie 4 











Mon a 





ance “mene 





























A462 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


NOVEMBER 16, 


eee 


millions of paper currency, and that was the largest volume that this 
country had ever known. 


Mr. BUCKNER. Will the gentleman allow me to make a statement 
on that point ? 


Mr. GARFIELD. If my time would allow me I would be happy to 
yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I wish to say that Secretary Cobb reported in 1857 
that we had two hundred and fifteen millions of circulation in paper 
and two hundred and seventy-five millions in coin in gold and silver. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I will say to the gentleman from Missouri that 
not only years ago but again recently I have gone through the reports 
and made the most careral estimate of which I have been capable, 
and I beg to state that two hundred: and seven millions is the recog- 
nized settled amount for 1860, It is true that but for a few months 
just previous to the panic of 1557 the volume of paper money did 
reach two bundred and fifteen millions; but that was wholly excep- 
tional. In noyear of prosperity had the volume been so great asin 1860, 

Now, nobody estimates that the amount of coin in the country in 
1560 was more than $250,0000,000. The received estimates is two 
hundred millions. Add that sum to the two hundred and seven mil- 
lions of paper circulation and you have four hundred and seven 
millions of currency, paper and silver and gold. How much have we 
to-day? This day or rather on the first day of this month we had 
seven hundred and twenty-seven millions of greenbacks, banking- 
notes, fractional currency, and fractional silver, and if you add the 
nine millions of copper and nickel money now outstanding it makes a 
present volume of seven hundred and thirty-six millions of currency 
countin g no gold whatever, although the Pacific coast uses a large 
amount. 

Now, I put it to the judgment of this House if under free banking 
in 1860 four hundred and seven millions was the limit of possible 
currency that could be kept in circulation, how can it be said that 
almost twice that amount is needed and is hardly enough for the 
wants of 1877? Have the laws of value changed in seventeen years? 
Gentlemen who assert a dearth of currency at the present time must 
point out the new elements in our fiscal affairs that require three hun- 
dred and twenty millions more money than was needed in 1860. 

— HARRISON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. GARFIELD. I am speaking in the time of another gentle- 
man; but if the House will extend my time I will be glad to have as 
much debate as gentlemen please. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio declines to yield. 

Mr. GARFIELD. No theory of currency that existed in 1360 can 
ee the volume now outstanding. Either our laws of trade, our 

aws of value, our laws of exchange, have been utterly reversed or 
the currency of to-day is in excess of the legitimate wants of trade. 
But I admit freely that no Congress is wise enough to determine how 
much currency the country needs. There never was a body of men 
wise enough to do that. The volume of the currency needed depends 
upon laws that are higher than Congress and higher than govern- 
ments. One thing only legislation can do. It can determine the 
quality of the money of the country. The laws of trade alone can 
determine its quantity. 

In connection with this view we are met by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. KELLEY] with two historical refer- 
ences on which he greatly relies in opposing resumption. The first 
is his reference to France. Follow France, says the honorable gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, follow France, and see how she poured 
out her volumes of paper money, and by it survived a great crisis 
and maintained her business prosperity. Oh, that the gentleman 
and those who vote with him would follow France! I gladly follow 
up his allusion to France. As a proof that we have not enough 
money, he notices the fact that France has always used more money 
than either the United States or England. I admit it. But does the 
gentleman not know that the traditions and habits of France are as 
unlike those of England and the United States as those of any two 
nations of the world can be in regard to the use of money? I say to 
the gentleman that in France banking as an instrument of trade is 
almost unknown. There are no banks in France except the bank of 
France itself. The government has been trying for twenty years to 
establish branches in all the eighty-nine departments, and thus far 
only fifty-six branches have been organi Our national, State, 
and private banks number nearly ten thousand. The habits of the 
French people are not adapted to the use of banks as instruments of 
exchange. All the deposits in all the savings-banks of France are 
not equal to the deposits in the savings-banks of New York City 
alone. It is the frequent complaint of Americans who make pur- 
chases in Paris that the merchants will not accept drafts even on the 
Bank of France. 

Victor Bonnet, a recent French writer, says: 


The use of deposits, bank accounts, and checks is still in its infancy in this 
country. They are very little used even in the great cities, while in the rest of 
France they are completely unknown. It is, however, to be ho: that they will 
be more employed hereafter, and that here, as in England and the United States, 
payments will be more generally made through the medium of bankers and by 
transfers in aceount-current. If this should be the case, we shall economize both 
in the use of specie and of bank-notes, for it is to be observed that the use of bank- 
notes does not reach its fullest development except in countries where the keeping 
of peek sername is unusual, as is evident by comparing France in this respect 
with Eng . 

M. Pinard, manager of the Comptoir d'Escompte, testified before the commis- 








sion of inquiry that the greatest efforts had been made by that instit 


duce French merchants and shopkeepers to adopt English hal 
i its in re : t 
use of checks and the keeping of Pank accounts, but in Vaiu ; ete ne j ~ 


rere > . » r 2 ing wi ° , 
wa coke aa no use reasoning with them ; they would not do 
So long as the business of their country is thus done hand to h 
by the use of cash they need a much greater volume of money in om 
portion to their business than England or the United States. sal 
How isit in England? Statistics which no man will gainsay i 
show that 95 per cent. of all the great mercantile transactions vt 
England are done by drafts, checks, and commercial bills, and oul “4 
per cent. by the actual use of cash. The great business of commen = 
and trade is done by drafts and bills. Money is now only the a 
change of commerce. And how is it in this country?” We i . 
adopted the habits of England, and not of France, in this regard “I 
1871, when I was chairman of the Committee on Banking and (, : 
rency, [asked the Comptroller of the Currency to issue an order pandas 
fifty-two banks which were to make an analysis of the'r receipts, 7 


selected three groups: the first group were the city banks; not, a 


Ution to in 


Udices 
it, be. 


ever, the clearing-house banks, but the great city banks not jn the 
clearing-house association. The second group consisted of banks in 
cities of the size of Toledo and Dayton, in the State of Ohio. [py the 
third group, if I may coin a word, I selected the “countriest” banks 

the smallest that could be found at points away from railroads and 
“ene. 

The order was that all those banks should analyze all their receipts 
for six consecutive days, putting into one list all that can be called 
cash, either in coin, greenbacks, bank-notes, or coupons, and into the 
other list all drafts, checks, or commercial bills. What was the po. 
sult? During those six days $157,000,000 were received over the count. 
ers of those fifty-two banks; and of that amount $19,370,000 was jp 
cash—12 per cent. only in cash—and 83 per cent. of that vast amount 
representing every grade of business, was in checks, drafts, and com. 
mercial bills. Does a country that transacts its business in that way 
need as much currency afloat among the people as a country like 
France, without banks, without savings institutions, aud whose peo- 
ple keep their money in hoards f 

I remember in reading one of the novels of Dumas, when an officer 
of the French army sent home his agent to run his farm, he loaded 
him down with silver enough to conduct the business for a year; 
there was no thought of giving him credit in a bank; but of locking 
in the till at the beginning of the year enough coin to do the busi. 
ness of the year. So much for the difference between the habits of 
France and those of Anglo-Saxon countries. Let us now consider the 
conduct of France during and since the German war. In July, 1570, 
the year before the war began, the Bank of France had outstanding 
$251,000,000 of paper circulation and held in its vaults $229,000,000 of 
coin. When the war broke out they were compelled immediately to 
issue more paper and to make it a legal tender. They took pattern 
by us in their necessity, and issued paper until on the 19th of Novem- 
ber, 1273, four years ago next Monday, they had $602,000,000 of paper 
issued by the Bank of France, while the coin in the bank was reduced 
to $146,000,000. 

But the moment their great war was over they did what I com- 
mend to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY :] they com- 
menced to seinen their paper circulation, and in one year reduced it 
almost $100,000,000, and increased the coin circulation $120,000,000. 
In the year 1876 ae had pushed into circulation $200,000,000 of coin 
and retired nearly all their small notes. They are at this moment 
within fifty days of resumption of specie payments. Under their law, 
fifty days from to-day France will again come into the illustrious line 
of nations who believe in a sound currency. I commend to the elo- 
aa gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] the example of 

‘rance. 

Before leaving this point, it is worth while to notice the fact that 
France has not yielded to the paper-money doctrines that find so 
much favor here. One of her ablest Saal Gate, Victor Bonnet, 
writing in July, 1873, says: 

It is difficult to say to what pajnt we can reduce the credit circulation; bat, 
whatever point that may be, a paper currency will never be sound unless it is 


based on a very eonsiderablo reserve of specie, nor unless it is accompanied by ™ 
favorable state of the exchanges. ; 

The fact that we have lately had a paper circulation of 3,000,000,000 francs with- 
out de iation does not militate against this assertion. This result was accom- 
plished by means of a largo reserve of io and a favorable stato of tho foreign 
exchanges. It succeeded perfectly, and we may fairly assert that, financially 
speaking, it saved France. Nevertheleas, we ran great risks. If trade had not 
revived immediately after the commune; if foreigners had not shown confidence 
in the fature of France by subscribing to our loans; if we had been obliged to 
export a amount of specie to pay the Prassian indemnity ; in a word, if the 
exchanges had continued very unfavorable to us, as they were for a brief period 
at the end of 1871, our paper money would very quickly have fallen in value, and 
its downward progress would have been rapid, much more rapid than the increase 
in its amount. Fortunately for us, the contrary of all this has happened; but "3 
us not draw any false inferences for the fatnre from this happy concarrence 0 
circumstances. We may be sure that the principles which regulate a credit cur- 
rency are precisely the same in 1874s they were prior to 1870, and that a condition 
of legal tender and suspended specie payments is always a misfortune. Wo sub- 


mit to it when it is inevitable, but we should hasten to get out of it as soon as we 
have the means. é 
But the gentleman has found something in the examples of Eng- 
land which be uses to bolster up his opposition to resumption. There's 
nothing more remarkable than the sudden popularity of certain 
as authority on finance. 
careful study of these 


writers who till very lately were unknown 
About ten years ago, when I tried to make a 
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jestions, I came across & pamphlet which I thought, at the time, the 
‘ , 


| which produced the great evils from which England suffered in those 


wt remarkably absurd document I bad ever read—a pamphlet pub- | years. 
mK . . 


jished under the sanction of the name of Sir Archibald Alison, enti- 
is! 


A law had been passed to prevent the price of wheat from fall- 


‘led * England in 1815 and 1845; or, a Sufficient and a Contracted | falling below eighty shillings per quarter, by prohibiting all foreign 


‘yrrency. 1 took pains to make a careful synopsis of it, and as the 
Cur joctrinesof money sprang up in Congress | wondered that no- 
pee . noted from Sir Archibald Alison; but I have heard Alison ad 
oe A during the last four or tive years. Who is Sir Archibald 
‘lison f What American can take pride in quoting as an authority 
aoa whose hatred of republican institutions was deeper and stronger 


than any other English tory; @ man in whose heart there was never’ 


sympathy with popular institutions. No man who fills an 
ea tess in English history has less credit than he on ques- 
inance. 
erst ome a specimen of the financial wisdom of Sir Archibald 
Alison, of whom the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. KELLEY] is 
«enamored. On pages 2 and 3 of the pamphlet to which I have 
referred that writer says: 

The aghteen years of war between 1797 and 1815 were, as all the world knows, 
the most glorious and, taken as @ whole, tho most prosperous that Great Britain 
has ever known. * * * Never has a prosperity so universal and unheard-of 
pervaded every department of the empire. 

He then enumerates the evidences of this prosperity, and promi- 
pent among them is this: 

While the revenue raised by taxation was but £21.000,000 in 1796, it had reached 
272,000,000 in 1815; and the total expenditures from taxes and loans had reached 
£117,000,000 im 1815. 

Happy people, whose burdens of taxation were quadrupled in 
eighteen years and whose expenses, consumed in war, exceeded their 
revenues by the sum of $225,000,000 in gold. 

This is the kind of financial authority that gentlemen new parade 
with so much satisfaction in the Congress of the United States. 

Another man, a Mr. Doubleday, is also drafted into the service. 1 
do not find that any peuny-a-liner in England, much less any great 
journalist, has ever deigned to answer in an English paper the twad- 
dle of that writer. He is, however, just now very popular with cer- 
tain gentlemen in the United States, and he has been flung at us 
during the last six or seven years, until it has seemed as though 
tomahawks were flying through the air with ‘“ Doubleday” in- 
scribed on their blades. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion here—— 

(Cries of “ Order!” “Oh, no!” from many members. } 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the gentleman will pro- 
ceed without interruption. 

Mr.GARFIELD. Waiving, however, all that may be said in regard 
tothe merits of these two writers, I say in reply that the overwhelm- 
ing and fixed opinion of England is that the cash-resumption act of 
1s19 was @ blessing, and not a curse, and that the evils which England 
suffered from 1821 to 1826 did not arise from the resumption of cash 
payments. Iappeal toevery great writer of acknowledged character 
in England for the truth of this position. I ask gentlemen to read 
the eighth chapter of the second book of Miss Martineau’s History 
of the Peace, where the case is admira’>ly stated. I appeal also to 
the opinion of Parliament itself, especially to the House of Commons, 
which is as sensitive an index of public opinion as England knows. 
When they were within about eighteen months of resumption of 
specie payment, a motion was made, like the motion of my colleague 
from Ohio, (Mr. EWING, ] that the resumption-act bill be repealed or 
nodilied, because it was producing distress. And a number of gen- 
tlemen in the House of Commons made speeches of the same spirit 
as those which we have heard here within the past week. The dis- 
tress among the people, the crippling of business, the alarm of the 
mercantile classes, all were paraded in the House of Commons, and 
were answered by those knights of finance whose names have become 
illustrious in English history. And at the end of a long debate on 
that proposition, on the 11th of April, 1821, a vote was taken, and the 
proposition was rejected by a vote of 141 to 27. In other words, by 
a vote of 141 to 27 the House of Commons resolved that their act for 
the resumption of specie payments was not causing distress and ought 
not to be repealed and ought not to be modified except to make it 
more effective. As a matter of fact, it was so modified as to allow 

oa to take place much sooner than was provided in the ast 

But this wasnot enough. On the 11th of June, 1822, a Mr. Western 
moved for the appointment of a committee of inquiry into the effect 
of the resumption, and charged that it had caused a violent contrac- 
tion of the currency and an injury to the business of the country. 
Again the subject was fully debated, and the arguments against the 
resumption act completely answered, by a vote of 192 to 30. The 
notion of Mr. Western was rejected, and the Commons resolved that 
_ would notalter the standard of gold or silver, in fineness, weight, 

or denomination. Surely the House of Commons must be assumed to 
kuow something of the condition of England; as much at least as 
= en who wrote upon the subject a quarter of a century after- 

Still, gentlemen tell us that the great distress in England was 

caused by the resumption act. 1 commend those gentlemen to such 
hay writers as Tooke, who in his History of Prices has gone over 

‘s ground most thoroughly and ably. He says it was the corn law 


importations whenever the price fell below that figure. In other 
words, England proposed to build a Chinese wall around the island 
so as to make wheat one of the most profitable crops for her farmers. 
Stimulated by that law, the agriculturists of England undertook the 
growing of wheat on a scale before unknown. And when they had 
expended millions in reclaiming waste lands and sowing an unusual 
breadth of wheat, they found their own harvest and the colonial 
importations had flooded the market and lowered the price, and bank- 
rupted thousands of English farmers. In spite of the law, wheat 
went down to forty-seven shillings and nine pence per quarter, and 
brought great distress upon the agricultural population. 

That this fall in the price of wheat was not caused by the resump- 
tion act is conclusively shown by the fact that the three great har- 
vests of 1820, 1821, and 1322 were general throughout Europe, and 
throughout the Continent the price of wheat declined almost as 
much as in England itself. 

In 1822 a committee of the House of Commons was appointed to 
inquire into all the causes of the distress. 1 have read that report in 
full, and there is not a word in it that attributes any part of the dis- 
tress to the resumption act of 1819; but the causes given are those 
which I have named. 

Mr. Speaker, I was amazed at my friend from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
KELLEY ] presenting a table here which he found in somebody’s atlas, 
a table giving the amount of circulating notes in England during 
different years from 1818 to 1826, and opposite each year the wor 
“ prosperity” or the word “distress.” This table has been referred to 
by gentlemen on the other side as proof that the resumption act of 
England produced the distress of 1825. If gentlemen will look at 
their own table, they will tind a conclusive answer to their proposition, 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania said a day or two ago in answer 
to a question, that the cash-payment act went into effect in 1423. In 
that he was mistaken; it went into effect in 1821. But suppose he 
was correct ; his table shows that the years 1624 and 1525 were years 
of great prosperity and speculation. Those two years that followed 
the date of resumption as given by him are put down in his own 
table as years of “ great prosperity and speculation.” Does that prove 
that distress was produced by the resumption act? The fact is that 
the at speculation and the great apparent prosperity of 1825 was 
the beginning and the cause of the tremendous crisis that struck 
England in the latter part of 1925, and prostrated its business again. 
This is the testimony of her foremost writers. 

Before quitting this point I beg leave at once to put myself in the 
category to which the gentleman from Pennsylvania assigned the 
late Secretary of the Treasury, Hugh MeCulloch. He read three 
lines from a paper of Mr. McCulloch in the North American Review 
and said thatit wasan example of astonishing ignorance or astonishing 
mendacity. What was the statement denounced as so ignorant or 
so mendacious? It was that every great crisis in this country has 
been preceded by an enlargement of paper circulation. I attirm that 
to be true, and I challenge any man to controvert it. It was true in 
England always. It has been true in this country always. We had 
a great crisis in 1797; another in 1817; another in 1837; another in 
1857; and our last in 1873—almost exactly twenty years apart. 

These crises are periodic and return as the result of causes spring- 
ing up among the mass of our business people; and they have all 
been preceded by overtrading, speculation, an enlargementof credits, 
an undue expansion of the instruments of credit; and théfhave all 
resulted in the same sad uniformity of misery that has followed their 
calmination. 

[Here the hammer fell.) 

Many MEMBERS. Go on! 

Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Ohio be allowed to proceed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks consent 
that the gentleman from Ohio have his time extended. Is there 
objection 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I object. 

Mr. FORT. I certainly desire that the gentleman’s time be ex- 
tended, but I apprehend that many gentlemen are desirous to have the 
time of this debate extended. Unless that is done I shall object. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. ATKINS. There is no objection on this side. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois object ? 

Mr. FORT. In connection with the extension of the gentleman’s 
time, I ask that the time of this debate be extended. 

The SPEAKER. The same power that extends an increase of time 
to the gentleman can extend the debate, 

Mr. FORT. I desire to have the gentleman’s time extended; I am 
very much pleased to hear him speak; but the time assigned for this 
debate is now well-nigh run, and it seems to me—— 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Illinois desires the time 
extended, the Chair will consider it as a withdrawal of the 
objection. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I propose that the time for debate 
generally be extended just so long as the additional time which the 
gentleman from Ohio wishes to occupy. 
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Mr. DOUGLAS. 
that | shall object to any further extensions of time. 


his objection. 
Mr. BUCKNER. 
Ohio wishes to occupy the floor. I have no sort of objection. 
Mr. GARFIELD. I think about fifteen or twenty minutes. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 
for general debate on the bill shall be extended, I object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot object qualifiedly. 
Mr. GARFIELD. 
kindness. 
I now proceed to notice the second point that has been made in 
favor of this bill. It is assumed that specie payment will injure the 





debtor class of this country and thereby oppress the poor; in other 


words, that the enforcement of the resumption law will oppress the 
pore aud increase the riches of the rich. It is assumed that the la- 


oring-men are in debt and that the rich men constitute the creditor 


class. I deny this proposition in toto. I affirm that the vast major- 
ity of the creditors of this country are the poor people ; that the vast 
majority of the debtors of this country are the well-to-do people, in 
fact, people who are moderately rich. 

As a matter of fact the poor man, the laboring-man, cannot get 
heavily in debt. He has not the security to offer. Men lend their 
money on security, and in the very nature of the case poor men can 
borrow but little. What then do poor men do with their small earn- 
ings? When a man has earned out of his hard work a hundred dol- 
lars more than he needs for current expenses he reasons thus: “I 
cannot go into business with a hundred dollars; I cannot embark in 
trade ; Cat as I work I want my money to work.” And so he puts 
his small gains where they willearn something. He lends his money 
to a wealthier neighbor or puts it in the savings-bank. There were 
in the United States on the Ist of November, 1876, forty-four hundred 
and seventy-five savings-banks and private banks of deposits, and 
their deposits amounted to $1,377,000,000, almost three-fourths of 
the amount of our national debt. Over two and a half millions of 
the citizens of the United States were depositors. In some States the 
deposits did not average more than $250 each. The great mass of the 
depositors are men and women of small means: laborers, widows, 
and orphans. They are the lenders of this enormous aggregate. The 
savings-banks, as their agents, lend it to whom? Not to the labor- 
ing poor, but to the business men who wish to enlarge their business 
beyond their capital, Speculators sometimes borrow it. But in the 
main well-to-do business men borrow these heardings. Thus the 
poor lend to the rich. 

Gentlemen assail the bondholders of the country as the rich men 
who oppress the poor. Do they know how vast an amount of the 
public securities are held by poor a I took occasion, a few 
years since, to ask the oflicers of a bank in one of the counties of my 
district, a rural district, to show me the number of holders and 
amount held of United States bonds on which they collected the in- 
terest. The total amount was $416,000, And how many ple held 
them? One hundred and ninety-six. Of these just eight men had 
over $20,000 apiece, and the otheroue hundred and eighty-eight ranged 
from $50 up to $2,500. I found in that list fifteen orphan children and 
sixty widows, who had a little left them from their fathers’ or hus- 
bands’ estates, who had made the nation their guardian. And I 
found one hundred and twenty-one laborers, mechanics, ministers, men 
of slender means, who had kept what they had and put it the hands 
of the UWilited States that it might be safe. And they were the 
“bloated bondholders” against whom so much eloquence is fulminated 
in this House. 

“ DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 
. Mr. Sane IELD. The gentleman will excuse me, as my time is 

imited, 

There is another way in which poor men dispose of their money. 
A man says, I can noe my wife and babies from starving while I live 
and have my health, but if I die they may be compelled to go over 
the hills tothe poorhouse; and, agonized by that thought, he saves 
out of bis hard earnings enough to take out and keep alive a small 
life-insurance policy, so that, if he dies, there may be something left, 
pooeeen the insurance company to which he intrusts his money is 
,0nest enough to keep its pledges. And how many men do you think 
have done that in the United States? Ido not know the number for 
the whole country, but I do know this, that from a late report to the 
insurance commissioners of the State of New York it appears that 
the companies doing business in that State had 774,625 policies in 
force, and the face value of these policies was $1,922,000, I find 
by looking over the returns that in my State there are 55,000 policies 
outstanding ; in Pennsylvania, 74,000 ; in Maine, 17,000 ; in Maryland, 
25,000, and in the State of New York, 160,090. There are of course 
some rich men insured in these companies, but the majority are poor 
people, for the policies do not average more than $2,200 each. What 
is done with the assets of these companies, which amount to $445, - 
000,000 f They are loaned out. Here again the creditor class is the 
poor and the insurance companies are the agents of the poor to lend 
their money for them. It would be dishonorable for Congress to 
legislate either for the debtor class or for the creditor class alone. 
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I want it distinctly understood that I withdraw 
my objection to the extension; but I will remark at the same time 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to withdraw 


Let us understand how long the gentleman from 


Unless it is agreed that the time 





I am very much obliged to the House for its 
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We ought to legislate for the whole country. 
attempt to manufacture sentiment against th 
saying it will help the rich and hurt the 
ingly answered by the facts. ‘ 

Suppose you undo the work that Congvess has attem ei 
specie payment—what will result ? _ will de ae ane 
the greenback. Suppose it falls ten cents on the dollar. oo = 
have destroyed 10 per cent. of the value of every deposit in the a 
ings-banks, 10 per cent. of every life-insurance policy and fire-lessn 
ance policy, of every pension to the soldier, and of every day's oo 
of every laborer in the nation. ages 

In the census of 1570 it was estimated that on any given day there 
were $120,000,000 duc to laborers for their unpaid wages. That is ; 
small estimate. Let the greenback dollar come down 10 per as 
and you take $12,000,000 from the men who have already earned it. 
In the name of every interest connected with the poor man I denounce 
this effort to prevent resumption. Daniel Webster never uttered ; 
greater truth in finance than when he said that of all contrivances to 
cheat the laboring-classes of mankind none was 80 effective as that 
that deluded them with an irredeemable paper money. The rich ean 
take care of themselves, but the dead-weight of all the fluctuations 
and — falls ultimately on the poor man who has only his day’s work 
to sell. 

I admit that in the passage from peace to war there was a great 
loss to one class of the community, to the creditors; and in the return 
to the basis of peace some loss to debtors was inevitable. This jy. 
justice was unavoidable. Th» loss and gain did not fall upon the 
same. The evil could not be balanced nor adjusted. The debtors of 
1862-65 are not the debtors of 1577. The most competent judyes de- 
clare that the average life of the private debts in the United States 
is not more than two years. Of course obligations may be renewed, 
but the average length of private debts in this country is not more 
than two years. Now, we have already gone two years on the road 
to resumption, and the country has been adjusting itself to the new 
condition of things. The people have expected resumption, and have 
already discounted most of the hardships and sufferings incident to 
the change. The agony is almostover; and if we now embark again 
upon the open sea we lose all that has been gained and lungs the 
country into the necessity of trying once more over the same bois- 
terous ocean, with all its perils and uncertainties. I speak the deepest 
convictions of my mind and heart when I say that, should this re- 
sumption act be repealed and no effectual substitute be put in its 
place, the day is not far distant when all of us, looking back on this 
time from the depth of the evils which will result, will regret, with 
all our power to regret, the day when we again let loose the dangers 
of inflation upon the country. 

Gentlemen speak of the years of high prices as years of prosperity. 
It is true there was a kind of prosperit~ in the day of high prices; 
but do not gentlemen know that war prices cannot be kept up for- 
ever? Nothing but the extraordinary calamities of war can produce 
such prices as we knew from 1865 to 1870. To our foreign and domes- 
tic markets was added the war market. War sat like a grim mon- 
ster swallowing up the accumulated wealth of the country. More 
than a million men were taken out of the ranks of the producers and 
added to the ranks of the consumers, and all prices went up; but 
does anybody dream that these prices can be kept up forever, when 
the soldiers were mustered out and the war had closed ani business 
had begun to resume its normal levelof peace? Oh, no, sentlemen, it 
was inevitable that the country must come down from the level of 
war prices, and the attempt to get it back is to fight! against fate. 
Unless we bring ourselves steadily and surely by the strong courage 
and guidance of law back to resumption, we shall reach that level 
by a disastrous fall; but down to it we must come. 

1 do not undervalue the greenback or its great services to the coun- 
try ; but when the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY } spoke 
of the greenback as being the thing that put down the rebellion, I 
thought if I had been on the other side I would have said: We 
had a much more liberal supply of paper money than you had, why 
did it not put you down? nanenae Our money was better than 
yours in one respect, for ours set a day of resumption, which was 
six months after the independence of the Confederate States should 
be acknowledged. [Laughter.] I think, sir, that those gentlemen 
who are familiar with the financial history of the confederacy would 
not join the gentleman in his eulogy on paper currency which is cut 
loose from the coin standard. ; 

Our country needs not only a national but an international cur- 
reney. Let me state a fact of vast importance in this discussion. 
The foreign trade of this country—its exports and imports—amounts 
to $1,500,000,000 in value; and every dollar of that trade must be 
transacted in coin. We cannot help ourselves, Every article of the 
exports we send abroad is measured by and sold for coin. Lvery dol- 
lar of imports we must pay for in coin. We must translate tlese 
coin prices into our currency, and every fluctuation in the value of 
the greenback falls upon us and not upon the countries with which 
we trade. Therefore the commercial interests of America demand 
that the international and national value of money shall be one, 80 
that what isa dollar in Ohio shall be a dollar the world over. Our 
money must be international as well as national, unless we wish to 
isolate this country and bave no trade or commerce, or glory on the 
sea. 


But when Sentlemen 
© resumption Act, by 
poor, they are overw belw- 
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with our greenback dollar is this: it has two distinct 

yne a purchasing power and the other a debt-payiug power. 
functions, eee power it is equal toone hundred cents; that is, to 
Asa debt-pay BE P sreeuback dollar will by law discharge 

old private debt. A greenback dellar will by law discharge 

~ ed cents of debt. But no law can give it purchasing power 
eral markets of the world unless it represents a known 

lard of coin value. Now, what we want is that these two quali- 
= oa rreenback dollar shall be made equal; its debt-paying 
je et its general purchasing power. When these are equal the 
Problem of our currency is solved and not till then. 

We who defend the resumption act propose not to destroy the 
reenvack but to dignify it, to glorify it. The law that we defend 
§ , not destroy it, but preserves its volume at $00,000,000 and 
— it equal to and convertible into coin. I admit that the law is 
a entirely free fromambiguity. But the Secretary of the Treasury, 
2a 8 the execution of the law, declares that section 3579 of the 
Revised Statutes is in full force, namely : 

When any United States notes are returned to the Treasury, they may be re- 
jssued, from time to time, as the exigencies of the public interest may require. 

Although I do not believe in keeping greenbacks as a permanent 
currency in the United States, although I do not myself believe in 
the Government becoming a permanent banker, yet I am willing for 
one that, in order to prevent the shock to business which gentlemen 
fear, the $300,000,000 of greenbacks shall be allowed to remain in cir- 
culation as long as the wants of trade show manifestly that they are 
needed, Now, is that a great contraction? Is it contraction at all? 

Why, gentlemen, when you have brought your greenback up two 
and one-half cents higher in valae, you will have added to your vol- 
ume of money $200,000,000 of gold coin which cannot circulate until 

rreenbacks are brought to par. : : 

Let those who are afraid of contraction consider that and answer it. 

Summing it all up in a word: the struggle now pending in this 
House is on the one hand to make the greenback better, and on the 
other to make it worse. The resumption act is making it better 
every day. Repeal that act and you make it indefinitely worse. In 
the name of every man who wants his own when he has earned it, I 
demand that we do not make the wages of the poor man to shrivel 
in his hands after he has earned it; but that his money shall be made 
better and better, until the plow-holder’s money shall be as good as 
the bondholder’s money ; until our standard is one, and there is no 
longer one money for the rich and another for the poor. _ ; 

This is the era of pacification. We believe in the pacification of 
the country. That is, we seek to pass out of the storm-center of war 
that raged over this country so long and enter the calm circle of 
peace. We believe in the equality of States, and the equality of cit- 
izens before the law. In these we have made great progress. 

Let us take one step further. Let us have equality of dollars before 
the law, so that the trinity of our political creed shall be equal 
States, equal men, equal dollars throughout the Union. When these 
three are realized we shall have achieved the complete pacilication of 
our country. 

We are boand for three great reasons to maintain the resumption 
of specie payments: First, because the sanctity of the public faith 
requires it; second, because the material prosperity of the country 
demands it; and, third, because our future prosperity demands that 
the agitation shall cease and that the country shall find a safe and 
permanent basis for financial peace. 

The elements are now all in ourfavor. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury tells us in his report laid upon our table this morning that he 
has $66,000,000 of gold coin, unpledged for any other purpose, wait- 
ing as reserve for the day of resumption. He is adding to that stock 
at the rate of $5,000,000 amonth. Our surplus revenue of $35,000,000 
a year will all be added to his reserve. Foreign exchange is now in 
our favor. Weare selling to other nations almost $200,000,000 a year 
more than we are buying. All these elements are with us. Our 
harvests have been more bountiful than ever before. The nation is 
on the returning wave of prosperity. Everywhere business is reviv- 
ing, and there 1s no danger except from the Congress of the United 
States. Here is the storm-center ; here is the point of peril. If we 
can pass that point and not commit ourselves to the dangerous act 
now threatened, we shall soon see resumption complete. 

I notice that gentlemen do not move to strike out the first section 
of the resumption act. Why? Two years ago my colleague, [ Mr. 
EWING,] in his debate with Governor Woodford, lieshed at silver 
Tesumption, so far as the postal currency was concerned, as absurd 
and as impossible. 

He spurned the proposition to destroy our paper scrip which cost 
but little, and replace it with silver change which had some value. 
He argued thatevery silvercoin issued would behidden away and none 
would go into cirenlation. But since that debate, silver resumption 
under the first clause of the bill is completed, except that we have 
hot yet been able to fund all the old scrip, so lazily do the people 
exercise their right of redemption. But gentlemen think tbat now, if 
Wwe resume under this section, the currency will all be taken up. 

Mr. EWING. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. EWING. In the debate with Governor Woodford in 1875, I did 
nen the statement to which the gentleman refers, But that was 
before the peels of this conntry, or I presume the people of the world 
generally, knew of the furtive and rascally act of demonetization of 


silver in the adoption of our Revised Statutes. It was before the im- 
mensé fall of silver. It was when the silver dollar was at a high pre- 
mium over the greenback dollar. Speaking from conditions then ex- 
isting and the price of silver at that time, the statement was reason- 
able that the fractional silver currency would be taken up and sold, 
and not go into general circulation. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The trouble with the statement of my friend 
is, that the fractional silver currency being 12 per cent. below the 
value of the silver dollar, there was not the slightest danger, at the 
time he speaks of, that the silver coin after being issued would pass 
out of circulation. My friend did not believe in silver resumption 
until that metal became so depreciated as to be worth vastly less than 
paper. 

Gentlemen think there is danger that the people will present all 
their greenbacks and demand the coin, if resumption is enforced. Let 
us see. Remember how slow they have been in giving up their serip. 
Suppose that a farmer in one of your eastern States sells his farm for 
310,000. He wants to remove to the great West. He gets ten green- 
backs of the denomination of $1,000 each. This is easy to carry; he 
can put it in his vest pocket. Do you think as a mere matter of con- 
venience he will go to the assistant treasurer in New York and get 
for those greenbacks forty pounds’ weight of gold coin to carry in his 
pockets, or if the silver dollar should be restored, six hundred and 
forty pounds of silver? No, gentlemen, the moment your greenback 
is equal to gold, it is better than gold; for it is more convenient ; 
and it will remain in circulation until the business of the country 
demands its withdrawal. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, if any of the substitutes offered to this 
bill will make resumption more safe, more certain, and will more 
carefully protect the business interests of the country, such amend- 
ment shall have my vote; but any measure that takes back the 
promise, that gives up what we have gained, that sets us afloat on 
the wild waves from which we have so nearly escaped, I will oppose 
it to the utmost, confidently trusting to the future for the vindica- 
tion of my judgment. [Applause.] 

Mr. BUCKNER. Mr. Speaker, I am glad it so happens that I shall 
follow in this discussion the distinguished gentleman from Ohio; not 
that I flatter myself that I have the ability to present my views with 
the same power and eloquence that he has displayed, but he and I 
adopt diverse views on some of the questions involved in this discus- 
sion, and as he has referred to the history of England as well as France 
in reference to resumption in those countries I expect in the course 
of the argument I shall present to show that he is in absolute error 
as to the effects of resumption in England as well as to the example 
of France. I trust that I shall have the attention of the House while 
I present my views on this subject. 

On two occasions since I have had the honor of a seat in this Hall 
I have given expression to my views on questions kindred to those 
involved in the bill now before the House, It is not my purpose to 
reiterate what I then said nor to enter at any great length into the 
discussion of a subject which has been so thoroughly canvassed in 
this House, on the rostrum, and in the public press. 

While I have been solicitous to have this bill acted upon by the 
House, and at this called session, I have failed to appreciate the im- 
portance or propriety of a_prolonged discussion of the resumption 
act, for the obvious reason that it must be presumed that every gen- 
tleman has. positive and decided convictions on the subject which will 
not be moditied or changed by anything that may be said here. 

It is of the highest moment to all classes of the people and to all 
interests and sections of the country that all suspense and uncer- 
tainty as to the action or non-action of Congress should be dispelled 
as speedily as possible. 

If the provisions of the act of January, 1875, are to be enforced, if the 
pelicy of the last Administration on this subject is to be continued un- 
der the present, if the Government and the banks are to redeem their 
obligations in gold on the Ist of January, 1879, the sooner this is 
made certain and irrevocable, the better for allconcerned. If, on the 
contrary, we shall determine to postpone the evil hour to some period 
in the future, or to substitute some other means to carry out the ob- 
ject of the act, or strike it from the statute-book, in whole or in part, 
our action cannot be too speedy,if not, at the same time, inconsid- 
erate, 

I have never entertained a doubt of the impolicy of the attempt to 
reach resumption by contraction. I am not surprised at the inerease 
of bankruptcy, the shrinkage of values, the depression in business, 
the paralysis of trade and commerce, the despondency and dissatis- 
faction of the labering population, the discontent of the agricultural 
classes, and the growth of crime and civil commotion, approximat- 
ing to the very verge of social anarchy. It required no gift of prophecy 
to forecast the condition of the country, as we neared the time fixed 
tor converting the vast mountains of debt of America into specie 
obligations. No special acquaintance with the dogmas of the so- 
called science of political economy was needed to toreshadow the 
commercial, industrial, and social mischief which must necessarily 
ensue upon the attempt to bring down the prices of all commodi- 
ties regulated under a redundant circulation, to the level of an in- 
sufficient and contracted one. 

The slightest knowledge of English history, the experience of 
our own country within the knowledge of many now living, not 
to say the dictates of common sense and the facts of every-day life, 


The trouble 
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should have averted the rnin of the great labor interests of this 
country, which has strewed the path of contraction and an insuffi- 
cient circulation. For nearly ten long and dreary years the people 
have been uttering their protest against the madness that ruled 
the hour, against the folly of attempting to resume by crippling every 
industrial pursuit, against the criminality of conforming the financial 

olicy of this magniticent heritage of Providence to the demands of 

Vall street and the money drones of the creditor section of the Union. 
Warnings, expostulations, entreaties, in season and out of season, have 
come up from the toiling, despairing millions against a financial 
policy that threatens to make shipwreck of every interest on which 
the Government depends for its support and on which society depends 
for its existence and prosperity. Aud now we are confroyted with the 
solution of the question whether we shall persist in this suicidal and 
destructive policy or whether we shall halt in this work of bank- 
ruptey and disaster and obliterate the crowning triumph of a whole 
decade of financial wrong-doing: the resumption act of January, 1875. 

The bill reported to the House from the Committee on Banking and 
Currency is simply a repeal of the third section of thisact. Its legal 
effect is precisely the same as the substitute offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Fortr.] Both the original bill and the substitute 
look to the same result, and both will leave the banks unharmed and 
intact, with the same right to organize new banks as is now author- 
ized by law. Banking will remain free, as now, to any four individ- 
uals who can get together $50,000 in United States bonds. The bill 
of the committee, as well as the substitute, agrees in postponing the 
time of redemption of the three hundred millions of Treasury notes 
outstanding ; stops any further contraction of the legal-tender circu- 
lation, now amounting to three hundred and fifty-four millions, and 
strips the Secretary of the Treasury of the power to increase the 
bonded debt of the United States by the sale of bonds and investment 
of their proceeds in coin, for the purpose of redeeming the outstand- 
ing legal tenders. 

There is no particle of reason in the suggestion that the national 
banks are legislated out of existence by the bill of the committee. 
On the contrary, it recognizes that existence and leaves them just 
as they are, except so far as they may be indirectly and remotely 
affected by the withdrawal of the authority of the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury to issue either of the class of bonds authorized by the fund- 
ing act of July, 1870, and whieh might become the basis of additional 
bank eireulation. I may be permitted to say in this connection that 
lam by no means enamored with national banking. Ihave a deep 
and abiding conviction that it is the most dangerous, the most per- 
nicious, the most useless, and the most anti-republican institution 
that exists in this or any other civilized country. In my judgment 
the existence of two thousand national banks, with a capital of 
$:350,000,000, destined, if the system becomes permanent, to be dupli- 
cated bothinnumber and the amount of capital, is now, and has been 
for years, the chief obstacle to a just and fair solution of the financial 
ao is full of peril to the freedom of elections and the purity of 

egislation, and an unbearable burden upon the productive indus- 
tries of the country. In truth, the facet that both#@he original bill 
andthe substitute recognize the existence of this gigantic combination 
of organized credit and money power, and gives it additional time to 
strengthen its hold upon the country, constitutes the only objection 
I have to the legislation which is now proposed. But, sir, if 1 de- 
sired to cripple ordestroy these institutions, I would resort to no such 
means as this suggestio: implies. I would not strike at them in such 
indirect, doubtful, or nuderhanded way. 

If it shall be determined to bring the banks before the bar of pub- 
lie opinion, for its judgment, as to whether they shall live or die, the 
friends of the banks in this Hall may be assured that they shall have 
due notice of our intended action, as well as the grounds of that 
action. To seek the abolition of the banks by indirection, subter- 
fuge, or by legislation ostensibly designed for other purposes, would 
be as disereditable to the committee as it would be unjust to the 
great and diversitied interests to be affected by it. 

The only question presented to the House now is whether the third 
rection of the act of January 14, 1875, shall be repealed. This sec- 
tion contains three prominent and distinct ideas: first, the designa- 
tion of a tixed date when resumption shall take place ; secondly, the 
contraction of United States notes; thirdly, the increase of the 
bonded debt, to purchase coin to supply the Treasury wit hthe means 
of redemption. These are briefly the instrumentalities to reach an 
eud which has been attained by but one of the nations of the world, in 
all time after the precious metals had been driven from the channels 
of circulation and a paper medium substitated in their place. 

England alone, of all the great powers of the earth, has up to this 
time resumed coin payment of its obligations after suspension and 
the banishment of metal from cirenlation. Her example, instead of 
being a warning to as, has been followed with such servility of imita- 
tion that it is difficult to resist the conclusion that the object of our 
financiers has been to reproduce here the same destruction of material 
and social interests and the same aggrandizement of invested capital 
as took place on that island in 1819 and sueceeding years, Each and 
all of the agencies which this third section has adopted to bring 
about resumption on the part of the Government are alike condemned 
by reason and experience, as well as by the present judgment of the 
American people. But there are other reasons outside of the statute 
itself, aud growing out of the history of the past few years, that 
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should lead to its absolute and immediate repeal. 
oue of those acts of financial and legislative legerdemain Whiet 
become so common in our late history by which, ander the f . 
law, the many have been plundered for the benetit of the tay of 
On its face it is apparent that contraction of the gT0ss amo 
legal-tender and bank circulation was not designed. Contrection P 
the former to the limit of three hundred millions was ry me Ot 
purpose of the act, but it never was contemplated by the — 
the act that that contraction was to be enforced, except by a nd of 
tion of the legal-tender notes to the amonnt of 80 per cent we “a 
national-bank notes authorized to be issued under the act, |i stone 
of bank circulation was issued to banks increasing their cireal: ie 
or capital, or to newly organized banks, then $00 of leeihaaea 
notes were to be withdrawn from circulation. Under the 0 — 
tion of this section the circulating medium has been reduced ea 
January 14, 1875, to November 1, 1877, a period of two years = 
and a half months, in the sum of $60,623,179. Of this decr... 
$33,119,071 has been in bank circulation, and $27,509,105 jn joc. 
tenders or greenbacks. This will appear from the following figures. 


Its Passage Was 


have 


Legal tenders outstanding January 14, 1875........ 


l i - $382, 000, dup 
Legal-tenders outstanding November 1, 1877 ‘ 


oe cecces ce 34, 40, Gy 

Decrease in two years nine months ............... 27.500 won 
Bank-notes outstanding January 14, 1875............. $49,412 
Bank-notes outstanding November 1, 1877............ 316,775,111 
Decrease in two years nine months............... 33,119, 07] 
Total amount circulating notes January 14, 1875...... “$731, 494, 1 
Total amount circulating notes November 1, 1877...... 671, 266, 103 
Decrease in circulating notes...... ieeen eniepthee 60, 623, 079 


Whatever may have been the motives of the projectors of this 
scheme in thus reducing so rapidly the means of exchange there cay 
be no doubt that its practical operation has been to perpetuate a frand 
upon the people of this country, if not upon many that voted for it: 
and this capacity for mischief and ruin must still continue as long ax 
this third section remains upon the statute-book. The power to con 
tract the currency within the next twelve months to the limit of 
three hundred millions is in the national banks of New York and the 
East, and so fixed and determined is their purpose to obtain a monop- 
oly of the paper circulation of the United States and to fasten thes 
institutions permanently upon the country, that this result is far 
from being improbable. By increasing the capital stock of old banks, 
or by the old banks that have withdrawn their circulation applying 
for new circulation to-day and withdrawing it to-morrow, «id repeat- 
ing this operation at will, the excess of legal-tenders over the limit 
of three hundred millions may be withdrawn within the next twelve 
months. Such, I understand, has been the operation of the law for 
several weeks past, and such the necessity for an increase of circu- 
lation in the large moneyed centers that several of the old banks 
whose circulation Gid hot exceed $45,000 have applied for and re- 
ceived large additions to their circulation. It is by such cunning 
and maladroit manipulations of the provisions of this section that 
it has been perverted to a purpose never contemplated by Congress 
or the country. 

But is this the only reason, not patent upon the face of the act, 
why it should be repealed, if not expunged by drawing black lines 
araund it? 

This act of Jannary, 1875, provides for gold resumption, under the 
terms of that act and of the Revised Statutes of 1874. Silver, except 
for subsidiary coinage and the trade-dollar had been demonetized by 
the coinage act of 1273, and re-enacted in effect by the Revised Stat- 
utes on the 22d of June, 1874. Less than six months after this legis- 
lative demonetization the resumption act was passed. It must have 
been known to those who engineered the resumption act through 
Congress that we had absolutely discarded the use of silver as money, 
except as I have stated, and that the redemption of the greenbacks— 
and with that the redemption of the national-bank notes as well as 
the millions of deposits in the banks—must be made in gold coin, aud 
not in gold or silver. This important fact was not known, except to 
afew, when the resumption act was passed. It was not generally 
known for months afterwards. It could not have been known to 
President Grant, who signed this bill, until long after, as is evident 
from a letter written in October, 1873, by him to Mr. Coudrey, an 
extract of which I find on page 89 in the report of the monetary 
commission, just printed. It was studiously concealed from the 
general public until about the beginning of the Forty-fourth Cou- 
gress. It is incredible that, if it had been known, no allusion to 
it was made in the pressor in the debate on the resumption act In 
the other wing of the Capitol until long after the passage of that act. 

If it had been known that we had discarded the use of silver as 4 
legal tender, and that we were confined to the use of gold aione in 
redeeming our moneyed obligations, can there be a doubt but that 
the resumption act would have been defeated? Need I point to the 
vote on the remonetization of silver in this House a few days since 
as well as during the Forty-fourth Congress, to show that this House 
by no vote it ever gave intended to resume in gold alone? Need 
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ql} attention to the almost universal sentiment in this country in 
eeses = using silver as a part of our currency, if not of the weight 
aoe the bill presented by my colleague, [ Mr. BLAND, ] at a greater 
eure" 1, as proof conclusive and absolute that no American Con- 
es thin the present decade would give its assent to a proposi- 
gress Woy the debts of the Government in gold alone? Mr. Speaker, 
— a escape from the conclusion that Congress was entrapped 
there ce rassaze of this resumption act by a deliberate concealment 
into the Eas facts, the knowledge of which would have prevented 
om ve. It presents such a case of fraudulent concealment in the 
- Pat of the owners of invested capital, here and in Europe, that if 
a aaa of the country could take jurisdiction of matters of legis- 


Jation, secured by fraudulent concealinent of the truth, they would | 


nullify the third section of this act on the ground of a fraudulent 
conspiracy and concealment of important facts in order to procure 
its Pir. Speaker, I should put the question to each member of this 
House, whether he believec that the Government could redeem the 
three hundred millions of Treasury notes on the Ist day of January, 
1579, in gold, under the provisions of this act, I doubt whether I 


should obtain a single affirmative response. I have not been able to | 


find one man—learned or unlearned, capitalist or laborer, merchant 
or farmer—who believes resumption possible or practicable. Per- 


haps the Seeretary of the Treasury is an exception. I believe I | 


violate no confidence when I say that no member of the Banking 


and Currency Committee regards it possible under the provisions of | 


the resumption act. There are no doubt those who think that such 
amendments could be adopted as would accomplish resumption at 
the time fixed; but I humbly submit that the designation of a day, 


unless in the distant future, cannot hasten resumption in the least. | 


Ou the contrary, it would retard it unless there was a general feel- 


ing of contidence, founded upon the condition of the country and | 


the coin-reserve, that it would produce no shock to its business 
interests. We ought to be in a condition to resume before the day 
arrives, and not only that, but there should be a universal sense of 
confidence that we were prepared to resume and to maintain resump- 
tion permanently. It would be as wise to designate a day when it 
would rain, or to determine absolutely the number of bales of cotton 
that will be raised next year, or the number of bushels of wheat and 
corn that will be exported during the next season. 

If all our industrial pursuits were highly prosperous ; if labor was 
generally employed at remunerative prices; if our merchants and 
manufacturers in all parts of the country were reaping fair returns 


upon their capital and there was double the amount of gold coin in | 


the Treasury, in the banks, and in the hands of the people that there 
is to-day, it would be a most hazardous experiment to say that the 
Government should redeem the three hundred millions of greenbacks 
in gold within fifteen months, even assuming that we had reached 
that limit and gold and greenbacks were at par. A failure in the 
cotton crop, or a large deficiency in the crops of the Northwest the 
ensuing season would render any attempt at resumption in January, 
1579, abortive, and necessarily postpone permanent resumption for 
many years. We should act most unwisely in designating any time 
in the future for resumption, with our heavy indebtedness abroad 
estimated by good authorities to be about $1,500,000,000, with every 
department of business depressed, and ‘with the small balance of trade 
in our favor. When the condition of the country will justify it, re- 
sumption will take place without any legislative action as to time as 
certainly as the trees put on their foliage under the influence of the 
summer's sun, On this point I am confirmed in this view of the sub- 
ject by the authority of the present Secretary of the Treasury, when 
on a similar question before the Senate he used this language : 


‘What pradent man would dare to build a house, a railroad, a factory, or a barn, 
with the certain fact before him that the greenbacks he pats into his improvement 
will in two years be worth 35 per cent. more than his improvement is then worth ! 
Why not held his money for two years until his building will cost him one-third 
less! When the day comes, every man, as the sailor says, will be close-reefed ; 
all enterprise will be suspended ; every bank will have contracted its currency to 
the lowest limit, and the debtor, compelled to meet in coin a debt contracted in 
currency, will find the coin hoarded in the Treasury, no representative of coin in 
circulation, his property shrunk, not only to the extent of the appreciation of the 


currency, but still more by the artificial scarcity made by the hoarders of gold.— 
Jongressional Globe, volume 71, page 630. 


But, Mr. Speaker, great as has been the mistake of designating a 
day for the resumption of gold payments, it sinks into insignificance 
when compared with the means and agencies relied upon to accom- 
plish this result. ; 

These are mainly to reduce the amount of paper circulation to 
such a point as that gold and paper will be equalized in their pur- 
chasing power, If gold and legal-tenders are of equal value in the 
market.then resumption is an accomplished fact, according to the 
theories on which contraction has been inaugurated and continued. 
To bring about this result, no other expedient has been thought of or 
Proposed from the time of Secretary McCulloch dewn to the pres- 
ent, but contraction. Our financial statesmen seem to have had no 
other conception, to have discovered no other panacea, for the ills 
of an irredeemable currency than to add to its value by reducing its 
quantity. It seems never to have occurred to them that, if its uses 
Were incre:.sed, the same result would be effected, without the eon- 
ceded injuries and disadvant of a decreasing circulation, and 
consequent fall in the prices ofall commodiitien. The greenback was 
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once invested with the same attributes with gold in one particular: 
it was by law convertible into an interest-bearing bond. 

That right it no longer has, and has not hed since 1363. Gold is 
received in payment of all dues to the Government, while the green- 
back is discredited at the custom-house and its vaults are barred 
against it. The bonds issued under the funding act of 1870, bearing 
a gold interest of 4 per cent., payable quarterly, have been sold at 
par during the present year ; and, if the discredited greenback could 
be converted into such a boad as the gold of the millionaire has been 
or if it had been receivable at the custom house, is there any sane man 
that doubts that greenbacks would have a market value equal to 
gold? If equalization in market value is all that is needed to effect 
resumption, we might have had resumption without the untold mis- 
eries and bankruptcies, the pauperism and beggary that have fol- 
lowed in the wake ofcontraction. If the present Secretary of the 


| Treasury had been true to his convictions 1s expressed in a speech 


delivered by him in the Senate on February 27, 1868, the difference 
between coin and greenbacks would have disappeared long ago.— 


| Congressional Globe, volume 69, page 187. 


I desire now to make a few observations in regard to the sections of the bill relat- 
ing to the United States notes, and these | consider as vitally important. We pro- 
pose to restore to the United States note the right to be funded at the pleasure of 


| the holder into the new bonds whenever he desires. There is more ground of dis- 


content and more real discontent among the people of this country because of the 
discrimination made between the bondholder and the holder of the greenback than 
from any other cause. You compel every citizen of this country to take the green 
back as money, willing or unwilling. It is the measure of the value of his labor, 
and yet it has no murchasable power except the hope that in some future time the 


| United States will redeem it. It may be forced upon another man in payment of a 


debt; it may be applied to pay taxes, but it caunot be converted into income except 
at a discount. 

A man cannot take United States notes payable on demand to any broker and re 
ceivein exchange any form of security issued by the United States.” Thereisa wide 
discrimination made between the bondhbolder and the notebolder, which gives rise to 
popular clamor and is the cause of a great deal of just complaint. In 1863 we were 
compelled for wise purposes to take away the right of the holder of the greenback 
to fund it, because we wished then to force our loans upon the market, and while 


| that right was outstanding we could not do it. Now that the war is over, that the 


whole process of funding is intended to be voluntary at the discretion of the note- 
holder, we ought promptly to restore this right to allow the note to be converted at 
any time into some kind of bond; and we propose also to allow the bonds to be 
converted into notes, keeping within the limits of notes fixed by law. Then there 
is no discrimination ; the bondho'der and the noteholder are both public creditors ; 
both depend upon the public faith. The noteholder may go to the Treasury of the 
United States and demand his bond; the bondholder may go also and demand bis 
note. They are put on a basis of cquality. This destroys all speculation in Gov 


| ernment securities. Both will then stand on the same footing and both will be of 
| equal value. The notcholder may, at his option, draw interest in gold by convert 


ing it into bonds ; and the popular cry of demagogues, that we have provided gold 
for the bondholder and notes for the people, will be silent. 


The scheme so ably advocated by the then chairman of the Finance 
Committee was one of justice and of good faith—justice to the holder 
of the greenback and good faith on the partof the Government. It 
would have placed the bondholder and the noteholder upon “a basis 
of equality,” and it would have effectually silenced the “ cry of dema- 
gogues, that the Government has provided gold for the bondholder and notes 
for the people.” It would have done more than that: it would have 
equalized the market value of gold and greenbacks and spared the 
country its sad and melancholy experience of the last eight years. In 
a speech made in the Senate January 27, 1869, (vol. 71, page 629 Con- 
gvessional Globe,) he foresaw the dangers of contraction and de- 
nounced the proposition to apply a new standard of value to the prop- 
erty of the cael by an appreciation of the currency, “as an act of 
folly without example of evil in modern times.” But that I may have the 
full benefit of the well-considered opinions of such an eminent au- 
thority on finance as the distinguished Secretary, I ask the Cierk to 
read an extract from this speech. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


The appreciation of thecurrency is a far more distressing operation than Senators 
suppose. Our own and other nations have gone through that process before * * 
* For eighteen years [previous to 1821) the notes of the Bank of Enghod were 
practically a legal tender, and upon them. as upon our greenbacks, was based 4 cur 
rency issued by the country banks. When the war [with Napoleon} was over 
measures were slowly adopted for the appreciation of the paper currency to the 
gold standard. It is only necessary to appeal to the histories of the time to show 
the disastrous effects. Small traders, debtors, and laborers were reduced to the 
sorest distress. The loss to them was far greater than the actual appreciztion of 
the currency, for all confidence and trust were lost. The only compensation to 
Great Britain was the rapid fall in the rate of interest, from the abuncaunce of idle 
capital, and her ability to reduce the rate of interest on her pub'ic debt within a 
short period to 3 per cent. If Senators wish other examples of the severe process 
of passing from a deprecinted currency te a currency convertible into geld, let 
them read the story of the times after the Revolution, aud after the wer of 1512, 
and after the revulsion of 1837, all of which were periods of transition from a de 
preciated to a convertible currency. 

It is not possible to take this voyage without the sorest distresa. To every per- 
son except a capitalist out of debt or a salaried officer or anuuitant, it is a period 
of loss, danger, lassitade of trade, fall of wages, suspension of euterprise, bank- 
ruptcy. and disaster. To every railroad it is an additior of one-third tothe burden 
of its debt, and, more than that, deduction from the value of its stock. It means 
the ruinof all dealers whose debts are twice their (business) eapital. though one- 
third less than their actual property. It means the fall of all agrieuvltwra! produc- 
tions without any great reduction of taxes. * * To attempt this task by « sur 
prise upon our people, by arresting them in the midst of their lawful business. and 
applying a now standard of value to their property, without any redr ction o! their 
debts or giving them an opportunity to compoun | with their creditors or to dis- 
tribute their losses, would be an act of folly without example in evu in modern 
times! 


Mr. BUCKNER. In 1869, this was prophetic philosophy ; in 1577, 
it has become accepted history. 
At another time, January 9, 1963, (Congressional Globe, volume 65, 
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page 411,) the present head of the Treasury spoke as follows on this | United States now. 


subject of contraction: 


The question is, how shall we approach specie payment? I say, not by contrac- 
tion any further, because you cannot approach specie — nts by contraction 
except through a distress and a destrncetion of all the business interests of the 
country that our people will not tolerate and will not submit to. You cannot ap- 
woach specie payments by contraction alone, though you may contract somewhat. 
WV henever money is easy it is right enough to contract; but when money is tight 
the contraction must cease. 


I refer to these utterances of the distinguished head of the Treas- 


ury with no purpose to exhibit his inconsistency on these questions. | 


I call the attention of the House and the country to them for the 
higher purpose of showing that the difference in market value be- 
tween our greenbacks and gold conld have been obliterated at any 
time by Congress without resorting to the crnel and almost criminal 
process of contraction, and without committing that “act of folly 
without erample of evil in modern times.” 

I cite these well-digested opinions of the late chairman of the Sen- 
ate Finance Committee, the mover of the bill which we now seek to 
divest of its power of mischief, to show that when he presented it to 
the Senate he and those who co-operated with him knew that the 
road of contraction was one of oppression to labor, of ruin to the 
debtor classes, of aggrandizement of invested capital, and of beg- 
gary, pauperism, and crime. I direct attention to them because they 
prove conclusively that the authors of the financial ills from which 
the country has been suffering started upon their “voyage” to the 
haven of gold resumption with full knowledge that it would be, in 
the language of the Secretary, one of “ sorest distress,” of “‘ lassitude 
of trade,” of “ fall of wages,” of “suspension of enterprise,” of “ bank- 
ruptey and disaster.” And if it be urged in extenuation of their 
criminal indifference to every interest but that of money and capital, 
that they did not foresee that the resumption act would produce 
sach an enormous contraction in the paper circulation as sixty mill- 
ions in two years and nine months, then they should beat a hasty 
retreat and unite with the Banking and Currency Committee now in 
wresting the power of further mischief from the head of the Treasury. 
For, sir, all accepted English history is a fable and a fiction or the 
road yet untraveled to reach the goal of permanent resumption in 
gold is beset with difficulties and dangers of far greater magnitude 
than that which we have passed over, to say nothing of our own ex- 
perience in 1812 and 1837. 

The distinguished Secretary of the Treasury has read that history, 
as well as our American history, and full well ought he to know that he 
is but at the beginning of the end ; that the difference in market value 
between gold and greenbacks is no just measure of the depreciation 
of the latter, and Ahat when, by contracting the paper circulation, 
he has equalized the market value of paper and coin he has a long 
and dreary path to travel before the country can be assured of per- 
manent resumption. If there is any gentleman who hears me that 
has doubts on this subject—if he is not too much wedded to the 
theories of professed scientists unsupported by facts; and if, unlike 
the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Pricr,} he believes that like causes, 
other conditions being the same, will produce like effects in America 
asin England or France—1l beg him to turn to Alison’s History of 
Modern Europe, volume 2, page 398 and following; to Doubleday’s 
Financial History of England; the same author’s life of Sir Robert 
Peel, the author of the resumption act of 1819; and especially to a 
small volume of Sir Archibald Alison, of less than one hundred pages, 
entitled England in 1815 and 1845; or a Suflicient and a Contracted 
Currency, to be found in the Congressional Library. To such as adopt 
the views of the gentleman from lowa, [Mr. PRIcE,] that the terri- 
torial extent of this country, its wonderful achievements in the past, 
and the unconquerable energy of our people enable us to accomplish 
impossibilities, and justify us in disregarding the experience of other 
nations under like circumstances, it will be a waste of time to attempt 
to add to their stock of information on this subject. He says that “in 
the lexicon of the young giant of the West” “ there is no such word 
as fail,” and because we have promised to-resume we must do it at 
all hazards. 

Why, sir, the gentleman himeelf is failing in the execution of this 
promise, He favors the remonetization of the silver dollar, and the 
»yromise which English and German capitalists exacted at our hands 
in the resumption act was a promise to resume in gold and nothing 
else. 

Unless gentlemen are prepared to show that the circumstances 
which surround us are essentially different from those of the English 
people at the time of the resumption of cash payments by the Bank 
of England in 1823—unless it can be established that there is some- 
thing in the amount and extent of our resources, in the comparative 
amount of gold in the two countries, or in the amount of paper cir- 
culation, or of its depreciation at and before the period fixed for 
resumption—I cannot but conclude that we must expect the same 
results to follow resumption that occurred in England. 

And I undertake to say that there is no such marked parallelism 
to be found in any two epochs in the history of any two nations that 
have ever existed up to the present period, in our attempt at resump- 
tion, and I warn gentlemen against voting to perpetuate the misfor- 
tunes and sufferings of the laborirg classes of the country under any 
such delusion as that this “young giant of the West” can accomplish 
financial impossibilities. In one particular there is a marked diver- 
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geace between the condition of England in 1819 and 1820 and the !| unjust of ali acts of Parliament passed in 1 


| Large amounts of depreciated paper were 


| kinds of property appreciated in both countries. 


NOVEMRER 18 


We are emphatically one ot the great de) 
nations of the world. England sixty years ago as now wen eater 
itor nation of the world. Every nation and kindred ané tong," 
in debt to her; the United States is in debt to everybody 
to Germany and Great Britain. And even if England } 
without special injury to her industrial and other classes tl 
ment of indebtedness might well make ns pause in further | ry = 
ing the attempt at resumption in 1879. With this exception the, ; 
ditions of the two countries at the time and for some yeu, oo 
resumption run in parallel lines. England was in suSpensic 
two years; we have already been in suspension fifteen, 
The same causes that banished the metals from Engl 
here, except that the war of England was waged 0; 


tongue was 
» &Special |; 
ud resumed 


ars bef te 
2 twenty. 


and operated 
1 foreign soi) 
7 ' ut and kept in cirey), 
tion, and, as compared with the mint prices of gold, the prices of mou 


: seuy : Large atnounts of 
indebtedness, individual and national, were contracted in these hie 


prices. In both countries, during suspension, there was great , 

perity, especially among the agricultural, manufacturing, and oS 
ing classes. In each country the paper currency was at a heav; dis 
count, but much greater in America than England, the excess jw,, 


| proportionately much larger with us. The highest premium oy o..) 


was about 25 per cent. in 1814 in England, while with us it ray 
over 100 per cent. 

As in England, so in America during suspension: there was 
severe panic, which resulted in the bankruptcy of many Price 
banks and fall in prices, and in 1817 such had been the reduction - 
the volume of depreciated paper that the notes of the Bank of Epv. 
land were nearly on a parity with gold. In 1819, when the act of 
resumption was passed providing for a gradual resumption to be coy, 
pleted in 1823, the difference between the imports and exports was 
several millions of pounds sterling in favor of the former, while 
1818 the paper circulation was two hundred and forty millions, jy 
1519 two hundred millions, in 1820 one hundred and seventy millions 
and in 1821 one hundred and fifty millions, in 1822 one handred ayd 
thirty millions, and in 1823 one hundred and thirty-tive millions, 
showing a constant and severe contraction, this !ast increase over 
the preceding year being the result of a repeal of that part of the 
resumption act requiring a withdrawal of the notes of less than $25 

In 1817 the Bank of England had a circulation of $135,000. 
against forty-eight millions bullion in her vaults; in 1819 the bank 
had $138,000,000 circulation and $55,000,000 in coin, and in 1819, before 
the Peel bill became a law, its circulation was $125,000,000, with 
twenty millions of coin as her reserve. 

It will be seen that these facts, derived from the most authentic 
sources, show a remarkable degree of comparative resemblance in the 
material and financial condition of the two countries, and to make the 
parallel more complete theditference between the market valueof gold 
and paper in the year before resumption was to begin was not ex 
ceeding 3 to 5 per cent. in England, and with us it has ranged from 
2 to 5 and now stands at about 2% percent. And the question nat- 
orally arises, what was the effect of this legislation upon the pros- 
perity of England? What is the opinion of enlightened Englisnmen 
as to the effect of the resumption of gold payments by the Bank of 
England? In all my examination of this subject I have found but 
one opinion, and that is that the depression of trade, the destruction 
of the agricultural and mechanical interests, the increase of panpe: 
ism and crime, the transfer of the landed estates from the many to 
the few, the bankruptcy of small traders, mechanics, merchants, and 
farmers, the discontent and insurrectionary spirit of the laboring 
classes, and the difficulty of meeting the taxes necessary to the sap 
port of the government were each and all of them traceable chietly 
to the act of 1819. Secretary (then Senator) Sherman pave expression 
to the verdict and judgment of history on the subject when he said: 

Small traders, debtors, and laborers were reduced to the sorest distress. The 


loss te them was far greater than the actual appreciation of the currency, for au 
confidence and trust were lost. 


) 
th 


in 


He might have said also, with quite as much truth, that for years 
the country was in a state of insurrection, and that time aml again 
the military were called out to suppress the turbulence and riotous 
insubordination of the people. I have said that the English histo 
rians of that period atuibuate these dire calamities that befell the 
English people to the resumption act of 1819, with entire unanimity 
so far as I have observed. Doubleday, in the political life of Sit 
Robert Peel, the author of the resamption act, says that Ricardo, 4 
wealthy banker and author of a work on political economy, and whe 
was at that day regarded as an oracle on finance, said in the debate 
on the passage of the bill: 

That in a few weeks all alarm would be forgotten and that at the end of the year 
we should all be surprised that any alarm at all had ever prevailed at the prospect 
of a variation of 3 per cent. on the value of the circulating medium.— Volume |, 
page 215. 

On page 218 of the same volume, speaking of the resumption act of 
1819, the same author says: 

That by the augmentation of the value of the current money caused by this - 
it in effect doubled, or nearly doubled, the weight of all money engagements, pu 
lic and private, then outstanding, there are few now to deny ; that the = ao 
suffered to pass without any member of either house of Parliament distinctly a 
serting the truth and at the same time deprecating the injustice, is equally —_ x 
tionable. That the country is still (1856) struggling wnder the effects of tis the nae 
rn times, admits of just aslittle dowd 











1 be, however, just as far from equitable to impute, as some have attempted 
z oT ‘whole of these errors and their consequences to Mr. Peel because his 
wo one we wided by usage to an act which he was merely selected by the econo- 
same is 7 = 
aa arty to carry through the house. 


Sneaking of this “small-note bill,” passed in 1822 to relieve the 

ope 5 O55: 
bank the same author says on page 295: 

wee now nseless to attempt to deny the failure of the predictions of the econo- 

er the working of the measure of 1819. It was now May 1823, and instead of 
mists aa state of innocent and complacent wonderment at their having been afraid 
— e eaition of 3 per cent. to the value of money, as Mr. Ricardo predicted 
af ss wild the people universally felt themselves sinking daily deeper into difficulty 
oy kruptey, and discontent was at its height over the whole kingdom, all men who 
Sea dat all attributing the mischief to the diminution of the paper money which 
ree, circulated. This point, Mr. Peel was therefore compelled to evade as 
f ed aa enlarging instead upon the difficulty or rather impossibility of re- 
a alee a step of this nature when once hazarded, and attacking in turn the weaker 
pom He of ur. Attwood’s proposal, some of which were sufliciently assailable. 

, On pages 244 and 245 after stating the course of Sir Robert Peel, 
Ricardo, and other resumptionists on the “small-note bill,” he publishes 
vite ” ° y ’ 

a foot-note, in Which he makes an extract from Ward's Remarks on 
the Commercial Legislation of 1546, as follows : 

Mr. Ricardo lived to change this opinion as to the effect of the act of 1819 upon 
the value of currency, and short iy before he died expressed that he had done so. 
1 a late Sir W. Heygate was with him, and he said, “Ay! Heygate, you and the 
few others who opposed us on the cash payments have sroved right. I said the 
difference at most would be only 5 per cent., and you said that, at the least, it would 
be 25 per cent.” This is stated on the authority of the late Alderman Heygate. 
It js a pity that Mr. Ricardo did not, 98 some atonement to his country for the 
tremendous mischief hé then, past doubt, occasioned, publish this recantation un- 
der his own hand. 

And in Greville’s Memoirs of George IV and William IV, volume 2, 
page 145, speaking of Sir Robert Peel, he says: 

If we look back through the long course of Peel's life and inquire what have been 
the political measures with which his name is particularly connected, we shall find, 
first. the return to cash payments, which almost everybody now agrees was a fatal 
mistake, though it would not be fair to visit him with extraordinary censure for a 
measure which was sanctioned by almost all the great financial authorities. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] has exhibited unusual 
boldness in his denial that the cause of England’s misfortunes from 
1219 and subsequently was the passage of Peel’s bill, in the face of 
the authority I have presented, including the authority of the pres- 
ent Secretary of the Treasury, and he could have said nothing so con- 


mist } 





clusive of the weakness of this position as his depreciation of Sir 
Archibald Alison’s historical accuracy on this subject because of his 


hostility to republican institutions. 
If my time permitted I could refer to the debates in Parliament in 


subsequent years and accumulate evidence to make good the asser- 


tion that the passage of the resumption actin 1819 has been universally 
regarded by intelligent men of all parties in Great Britain as a “fatal 


mistake,” and that it was the prolitic parent of unnumbered woes to 
the people of England as well as to the government for more than a 


generation. 


And now, sir, what was the theory on which this bill was passed ? 
Let it be borne in mind that when the resumption act of 1319 was 
passed (May, 1819) the market price of gold as compared with paper 
was from 3 to 5 per cent. discount. In the Life of Sir Robert Peel, 
from which I have copied, will be found a portion of the speech of Mr. 
Ricardo on this bill, and to whose speech and influence it was in- 
debted for its prompt enactment without even a division of the house. 
He scouted the idea that it would produce a depreciation in the price 
of commodities exceeding the then depreciation of the paper money 
of the kingdom. This was the theory oi the great political econo- 
mist, the fallacy of which he afterward acknowledged when it was 
put to the test of fact and experience. The gentleman from Iowa 
{ Mr. Price] is evidently laboring under this same unfortunate delu- 


sion. He is reported as saying a few days since: 


That (the law-making] ponee has brought the price of gold down to 102} to-day, 
specie value we have reached specie payments. The 


and when we have reach: 
step from that is not long nor difficult. 


And from what is reported of the President, he is also afflicted with 
the Ricardo hallucination. The papers say that the President re- 


marked the other day that— 


The struggle about silver and against resumption, with the woful threats of 
ruin which are used by the inflationists, reminded him of a boy who hung by his 
fingers to a window-sill and cried out lustily for — and who, when taken down, 

is feet only about two inches 


found that he had all the while been han with 
and a half from the ground. “ 


_ So that the gentleman from Iowa is not alone in his delusion. It 
is shared by many other intelligent men in and out of this Chamber, 
and deserves some consideration. I might with safety rely upon the 
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verted into gold instead of currency debts. Now, the only cus- 
tomer wanting gold is the Government, through its custom-houses ; 
but resumption creates a demand for gold from the national banks 
as well as from millions of depositors in the banks. Vhis might not 
be a demand very difficult to satisfy, if the industries of the country 
were in a prosperous condition and confidence in business and among 
business men not entirely lost, and we had accumulated a large 
stock of coin in the Treasury, in the banks, and in the channels of 
circulation. But the reverse is true; and, when bankruptcy is in- 
creasing and banks are breaking, confidence cannot take root, much 
less grow. This increased demand for gold at home increases its 
price ip relation to other commodities, and while the value of gold 
appears to be stationary the increased demand for it shows itself in 
a diminished demand for all other species of property and a conse- 
quent fall in price. This must be the inevitable result of resamp- 
tion in gold in any possible condition of its supply and of the mate- 
rial interests of the country within fourteen months of this time. 

jut in addition to the home demand for gold, making it dearer 
and higher, and consequent lower prices of all commodities, we must 
engage in a struggle with the gold-standard nations of the world for 
what is needed here for circulation. This increased demand will 
have a strong tendency to augment its price in Germany, Eng- 
land, France, and in fact the whole world, the effect of which 
must be to depreciate the prices of all commodities, not only in 
these countries but in the United States. If by specie payments 
or resumption is meant only a diminution in the present price of 
commodities in greenbacks to their present valuation in gold, say 
3 per cent., the step is indeed a very short and easy one; but far 
more than this is involved in the resumption of gold payments. It 
necessarily involves a diminution of prices in paper money to such 
prices in gold as would inevitably occur after gold had been largely 
enhanced in value by the increased demand here and the competi- 
tion with other countries for it which must follow gold resumption. 
The fatal mistake that is made here is that we forget that gold, like 
other commodities, though not to the same extent, is liable to fluetu- 
ation in value and its price controlled by the laws of demand and 
supply, while we find it difficult to divest ourselves of the idea that 
gold is as invariable in value as the yard-stick is invariable in its 
length. 

It is quite as difficult to realize that it is the standard of value it- 
self, which is often changing in value, as it is tocomprehend that the 
earth is moving rapidly through the heavens when it appears to us 
to be standing still and to be surrounded by the sun, moon, and stars, 
which are revolving around it. It is this unfortunate delusion that 
has in a great measure led to the adoption of contraction as the chief 
agency to bring gold and greenbacks to a parity. Contraction has 
proceeded upon the idea that the difference between gold and paper 
was the measure of the excess of paper circulation, and was an unerr- 
ing index of the amount of its depreciation. It has gone so far that 
we have now in paper circulation, if we deduct the reserves of paper 
money kept in the banks and the Treasury, not exceeding seventy- 
five millions of circulation more than we had twenty years ago, when 
Secretary Cobb estimated our entire circulation of gold, silver, and 
paper at four hundred and ninety millions. The true test of an ex- 
cessive circulation, whether in paper or specie, is in the enhanced 
price of commodities, and not in the difference in the market value of 
specie and greenbacks. 

Who can tell what effect the demonetization of silver by Germany 
and the adoption of the single gold standard have bad upon the rela- 
tive price of gold as well as of silver. That it had a sensible effect 
upon its value is beyond question, and if it shall continue to appre- 
ciate we may be compelled to reduce our paper circulation, if not 
hundreds, at least scores of millions before gold and paper stand at 
the same level in the market. Its appreciation shows itself in the 
diminished price of all commodities. If the horse that in 1957, 1453, 
and 1859, was worth $100 will not command more than $60 now, we 
may be assured that there is no excess of circulation but, on the con- 
trary, that it has been unduly contracted ; and when, during the late 
war, the same horse would have sold for $150 we could have as little 
doubt that the circulation was excessive. It was this hallucination 
that led to the passage of the resumption act of 1819 in England, and 
that is driving us with fearful velocity into the same vortex of bank- 
ruptey, pauperism, and social disorder that engulfed the English 
people fifty-six years ago. 

I have before stated that within less than three years the paper 
circulation has béen reduced more than $60,000,000 under the opera- 





pow and emphatic contradiction to this theory received in the 
ustory of England, to which I have just adverted, for it has been 
well said that “experience is rpetually contradicting the theories 
of men,” and surely in the Ristoey of the world experience has 
never offered 80 decisive a refutation of human error as in this 
instance, What are we to understand by specie payments, the 
step to which is sup to be so short and so easy, when gold 


tions of the third section of the resumption act. This amounts 
to more than a million and « half dollars per month, and the work goes 
bravely on. This is the absolute contraction under this act, but the 
relative contraction must not be overlooked in estimating the injary 
inflicted upon the people by a slavish imitation of England’s dis- 
carded and discredited policy. Our population is increasing at the 
rate of two-thirds of amillion per annum ; our exports have increased 





thi greenbacks are of the same nominal value? If it means any- | within that time from $52x,000,000 to $615,000,000; our internal and 
Gon’ and is not a sham and a cheat, it means that not only the | interstate commerce has been growing at a still greater ratio; and all 


bye will redeem the legal-tenders at its Treasury, but it | our business and commercial transactions have been multiplying ; 
a o- that three hundred and sixteen millions of bank-note | and according to every principle of common sense the circulating 
oa 2 will be redeemable in gold, or greenbacks which will | medium of the country should increase also. Instead of an increase, 
of d ” at par with gold. Not only that, but the two billions | we have had a decrease of near three millions per month, aud this 

*pesits in the banks of the country will be practically con-| process has been gping on for years, and under the operation of the 
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resumption act must go on to the bitter end. Can we wonder that 
lands offer no security to the money-lender, that the wheels of com- 
merce are blocked, that bankrupts are increasing, that tramps infest 
the public highways, that labor is unrewarded and unemployed, and 
in fact nothing but the absolute necessaries of life and money have 
any value whatever? It has been well said that— 

To retain the cireulating medium of a nation at a stationary or declining amount 
when its numbers are rapidly increasing and their transactions are daily augment 
ing in number and importance, is the same thing as it would be to atlix the limits 
of rations to an army at atime when the number of the soldiers it contained was 
constantly augmenting, or to reduce the quantity of oil used in a machine when 
the wheels which required its appliance were always on the increase. 

It may admit of grave doubt, assuming that specie resumption 
means nothing more than the equalization of greenbacks with gold, 
whether the Secretary of the Treasury will not fail to obliterate the 
difference between their market value between now and the Ist of 
January, 1479. It is not at all unlikely that if he should sneceed in 
reducing the volume of greenbacks to the limit fixed by the act of 
January, 1875, that gold and greenbacks will not be on the same 
market level. Iam well assured that the apparent appreciation of 
the legal-tenders is not due so much to the reduction of their volume 
as to the favorable condition of our trade with foreigu nations, super- 
induced by the low prices of labor, enabling our manufactures to 
compete successfully in the markets of the world, and by the rigid 
and stinting economy which the strinzency of the times has forced 
our people to practice, and thus diminishing importation. 

I can hardly conceive it possible that as long as the greenback is 
branded with discredit by its refusal at the custom-house and by its 
inconvertibility into a United States bond equally with gold, that 
even if the Treasury shall be able to accumulate double as much gold 
as it has now in its vaults, gold and greenbacks will be of the same 
market value. Certainly they will not remain at the same level for 
any length of time. 

And it is most obvious that if from any cause, the demonetization 
of silver or any other cause, our creditors abroad should send any 
considerable amount of our bonds home for conversion into coin, 
the difference between gold and greenbacks would widen consider- 
ably. But let it be assumed that they will be at par on the Ist day of 
January, 1879—that the accumulations of gold in the Treasury have 
reached one hundred and fifty millions, and that the volume of green- 
backs has been cut down to three hundred millions, how long will it 
be before gold will rapidly advance? I do not speak of an advance 
caused by the demands of the banks, or the depositors of the banks, 
or by competition of gold in the markets of the world. 


men of large and small means, distrustfal of the future and fall of 
apprehension and alarm. 
metal be hid away and hoarded just as silver was hoarded on its first 
appearance last year and is still hoarded in some sections of the coun- 
try, notwithstanding it has been worth less than paper? 

In times of prosperity and confidence, when business is remunera- 
tive. prices advancing, and investments in property profitable, hoard- 
ing of the precious metals is practiced largely among all civilized peo- 
ple; but no sane man believes that while the 
stands as a menace to the business of the country, with property of 
all kinds still seeking a lower deep and the commercial transactions 
of the people gradually returning to the barter of barbarism, that 
confidence can be restored or that the alarm and apprehension of the 
future that fills the public mind will be quieted by the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1879. The consequence must be that gold will be hoarded in 
large and small quantities and hid away to provide for the contin- 
gencies and needs of the future. In seasons of civil commotion, 
pecuniary disaster, or of great financial alarm, the propensity of 
human nature to hoard the precious metals never fails to manifest 
itself in a very marked degree, and it always prefers the most valu- 
able and portable. Legal enactments are impotent to ae the 
gratification of this propensity, and in the condition of things which 


tained, a large portion of the gold accumulated in the Treasury 
would disappear from the channels of circulation as soon as paid out, 
not to return until a complete restoration of confidence and pros- 
perity should again bless the land. 

Mr. Speaker, I have attempted to show that the financial policy, 
adopted in this country, and first inangurated on the recommenda- 
tion of Secretary McCulloch, has been condemned in the history of 
resumption in England, in 1819, and that the general stagnation of 
business under which the country is now suffering is directly trace- 


the theory upon which resumption was undertaken in Great Britain, 
and is now attempted in the United States. 
gent historians and financial authorities in England to have been a 
fatal mistake, this policy of resumption by contraction, as well as 
the theories on which it has proceeded, has received a no less decisive 
condemnation in the late history of France. A few universally ad- 
mitted facts will demonstrate, beyond all lingering doubt, that the 
financial wisdom of our McCullochs and our Shermans has been 
the climax of financial folly, unless financial wisdom consists in de- 
stroying the industries of the péople, pauperizing labor, generating 
civil commotion and social anarchy, and aggrandizing capital; for no 
fact is better established than that the French nation and people are 


: : . . I speak of a | reached only $475,000,000 and the gold premium was 24 per cent. : 
demand for it coming from those who have lost faith in banks, from | January, 1872, they exceeded $490,000,000, and gold had fallen tot per cent. A 


Would not vast quantities of the precious | 


resumption act | 





| with gold it would circulate equally with gold. 
able, in great part at least, to our blind and servile imitation of that | 


baleful example, and I have endeavored to point out the fallacy of | 
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implied assert on 


in a more prosperous condition, in all departments of trade 
ness, than any of the great powers of the world, the 
of Mr. Secretary Sherman in his Mansfield speech to the ev, 
notwithstanding. The war between France and Germany oe ’ 
clared July 19, 1870, and was terminated by the treaty of Ma. - 
1571, a period of less than ten months. It resulted in the eo aA 10, 
humiliation of France, the cession of two of her most valyaly a 
inces to her conqueror, the occupation of her capital 
portion of her territory by her victorious enemy, and 
of the unexampled indemnity of $1,000,000,000 in speci 
lent to be paid within three years. 

The actual expenditure on account of this war, as estimated } 
French minister of finance, was the sum of $1,857,000,000, aboy 
thirdsof our war debt, and incurred in less than one-fourth of th 
occupied by our war. Inthe midst of these terrible military ¢) unit 
and suffering under the burdens of a large public debt and the n li. 
tary occupation of her territory by German troops, this wonderful 
people was distracted by social disorder and domestic ins oo 
that threatened the stability of the government and for a time over 
turned the very stracture of society. In July, 1870, at the inception of 
the war, the circulation of the Bank of France was $251,000,000, wit) 
a specie reserve of $229,000,000, or about 90 per cent. In the sucee rr 
ing month the bank suspended specie payments, and its notes cl 
declared a legal-tender for all purposes. The first bank statement 
published after the peace (June, 1871) showed a circulation of S449. 
000,000 and a specie reserve of $110,000,000, or about 25 per cent, In 
reference to the action of the bank in concert with the government 
during and subsequent to the war, and the effect of that action npon 
the paper circulation, I send to the Clerk’s table an extract from the 
translation of an article in the Revue des deux mondes, by Victor 
Bonnet, with the number of francs stated in dollars: the translation 
by George Walker, of Massachusetts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It apparently reverses the economical and financial principles which the best 
authorities on the subject have hitherto labored toestablish. They have cautioned 
us against issuing too much paper money having the quality of legal tender, bold 
ing that the volame of such paper should be very carefully limited lest contider 
in it should become impaired and depreciation follow. Now, it so happened t 
almost ata single step in the midst of our disasters we issued more than £360,000,000 
of new notes, with a metallic reserve of less than $120,000,000 ; and that this leva 
tender paper has kept itself at par, the only time when it fell below par being upon 
the payment of the first installment of the indemnity to Germany. At that time 
gold commanded a premium of 2} per cent., and, singular as it may seem, the price 


fell as soon as authority was given to issue bank-notes in excess of the previous 
limit of $480,000,000. In November, 1871, the note issue of the Bank of France had 


le proy- 
and a lar r 
the imposition 
€ or its equiva- 


Vv the 
t two- 
1¢ Time 


IrTrection, 


by the end of 


short time afterward the limit of circalation was extended to $501,000,000, and no 
further attention was paid it. The premium on gold had become insignificant, and 
if it had been thought necessary to go further, as was at one time expected, when 
on October 31, 1873, the circulation reached $614,200,000, no opposition would prob 
ably have been made to it, and whatever the government asked for would have been 
granted. 

Mr. BUCKNER. In December, 1874, the circulation of the bank 
stood at $509,500,000, with specie in its vaults amounting to $264,000,- 
000, or more than 52 per cent. In the article from which this extract 
is taken the author (V. Bonnet) estimates the metallic circulation of 
France in and outside of the Bank at $1,200,000,000, and the latest 
official statement of its circulation I have seen is of October 4, 1°77, 
when it was $493,000,000 against a metallic reserve of $455,000,000, 
or nearly dollar for dollar, and showing an increase of the bank re- 
serve since the treaty of peace of $375,000,000 and a decrease of the 
paper circulation from its maximum since the close of the war of 
$121,200,000. In other words, with her paper circulation a full legal 


| tender for all debts, private and public, equally with gold and silver, 


there is practically no difference in the market value of paper and 


| metallic money; and while there has been a withdrawal of one hun- 


dred and twenty-one millions of paper money from circulation in six 
years, there has been an increase of metallic circulation of three bun- 


| dred and seventy-five millions, or more than 3 to 1 increase within 
must exist on the Ist of January, 1879, if the ao policy is main- | 


the same period. 

Now, sir, if ever there was an instance in all history when expe- 
rience has flatly contradicted the theories of men, the late experi- 
ence of France has effectually exploded the theories of our financial 
statesmen, by the attempted application of which specie resumption 
is to take place on the Ist of January, 1879. It is the false assump- 
tion that the difference in the market value of gold and paper in New 
York was an unerring index that the paper circulation was in excess 
and should therefore be reduced in volume, so that being equalized 
It is this monstrous 
fallacy which has led to the unnecessary and pernicious contraction of 
the currency, causing a shrinkage of all values below the gold values 


| of 1859 and 1860, and prior years, and ingulfing all the interests of 
Conceded by all intelli- | 


the country, except those of money and invested capital, in one com- 


| mon ruin. 


If there was any reliance in this dogma of the resuinptionists, 
there would have been an advance in the premium of gold over the 


| paper of the Bank of France when the paper circulation was !)- 


creased from two hundred and fifty-one millions to four hundred 
and forty-two millions in the midst of armed hostilities on her soil 
between two of the largest armies that ever met in conflict. But 
there was no depreciation, notwithstanding the coin reserve was less 
than 25 per cent. When peace was restored, and this heroic people 


| were humiliated in the dust by a succession of misfortunes unparal- 





—— 


iwled in history, her bank circulation was again increased from four 
et . -? 


h ndred and seventy-five millions to six hundred and fourteen mill 
yunarea « : : 


wi . . ° S 
an for a few days only, and which rapidly declined to nothing, 
yen for ¢ } ; 


here it has been for years. If this theory of Secretary McCulloch 

_ j those who have succeeded him had any solid foundation, instead 
a ae difference in the market value of gold and paper declining 
when the issue of the latter was increased by hundreds of millions it 
should have doubled or trebled. And how are these undisputed facts 
to be explained consistent with the theory upon which the policy of 
contraction has proceeded ? ; : ; 
If they resort to the explanation that according to the writer of 
the article from which I have quoted, “ apparently reverses the finan- 
cial and economical principles which the best authorities on the sub- 
ict have hitherto labored to establish,” then they are in a dilemma 
rom which there is no hope of extrication. He explains this extra- 
ordinary financial phenomenon by the fact that there was a large 
amount of coin in circulation in France ; that the action of the bank 
aud government had given employment to labor at the most critical 
period of her troubles; that the condition of her exchanges was 
favorable; and the further fact that she was one of the chief creditor 
nations of the world. We have neither a large stock of gold in the 
hauks, in the Treasury, or in the channels of circulation; our indus- 
tries of every description are at the lowest point of depression ; our 
exchanges have been by no means favorable, and instead of being a 
creditor nation with all the world owing us, we are in debt to all the 
world. So that this explanation of vhe facts of the late financial 
history of France is conclusive that we are in no condition to do what 
the Bank of France has not done yet, but which it would seem the 
condition of her circulation and the prosperity of her people would 
justify her doing suecessfully at any time—to resume specie payments. 
” Let it be borne in mind that in France the paper circulation of the 
bank can be put to every use to which gold can be applied except 
the payment of balances due foreign countries. Unlike ourlegal- 
tender, it does not bear upon its back or its face the brand of dis- 
credit and depreciation. It will pay all debts between individuals 
or to the government. It is not excluded from the custom-house, and 
it will purchase a government bond equally with gold or silver. And 
when we take into consideration the difference in the attributes and 
uses of the greenback and coin, we need not be surprised at the suc- 
cess of French financiering or at our failure to equalize their market 
value. If, as in France, the paper circulation of this country had 
been endowed with like attributes with gold, their equalization in 
market value would have been effected years ago, and the people of 
this country saved the bitter experience of contraction in order to 
produce this equalization. It was this discrimination against the 
greenback in opposition to which the great leader of the republican 
party in this Chamber for many years (Mr. Stevens) leveled his 
severest denunciations. It was he who declared that this discrimina- 
tion originated in the caverns of bullion-brokers and in the saloons 
of the banks. It was he whosaid in this Hall that it made two classes 
of money, one for the banks, brokers, and bondholders, and another 
for the people. 

It was the great commoner of Pennsylvania who declared that “ this 
discrimination allowed the rich capitalist to demand gold and com- 
pelled the ordinary lender of money on individual security to receive 
notes which the Government had purposely discredited.” But avarice 
and rapacity could not be diverted from their infamous and diabol- 
ical crusade against the prosperity of the country in order to satisfy 
their voracious appetites. This discrimination imposed upon the 
money that saved the Union was the parent of most of the mischiev- 
ous and ruinous financial legislation that has impoverished labor, 
stagnated enterprise, and built up an aristocracy of money and wealth 
that forebodes nothing but evil to republican institutions on this 
continent. It was this unjust discrimination that led to the enact- 
ment of that most iniquitous statute of March, 1869, known under 
the delusive title of “An act to strengthen the public credit,” by 
which the tax-payers of the United States have been robbed of untold 
millions for the benefit of the moneyed classes of America and Europe, 
and by which a large portion of our indebtedness was transferred to 
England and Germany, and has thus made us the truckling depend- 
ents and obeisant tools of an Anglo-German influence, seen and felt 
in the legislation of Congress, and has interposed a formidable ob- 


stacle to the permanent resumption of coin payments for years to 
come, 
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Notwithstanding the payment by the people of the United | 


States, on account of the principal and interest of the public debt, of | 


4 sum equal in nominal amount to the whole taxable property of the 
country in 1820, the discrimination against the greenback, legiti- 
mately followed by the act of March, 1869, and the policy of con- 
traction, has left the actual debt yet to be paid in gold equal to the 
whole debt at the close of the war practically undiminished by adollar 
and unrelieved of its original burden by the weight ot a feather; 
for, in fact, the gold debt of to-day is equal in value to the paper 
debt at the close of the war. 

These measures—the discrimination against United States notes 
aud the subsequent denial of their right to conversion in a United 
States bond—the transmutation of the 5.20 bonded debt from a cur- 
reney to a coin obligation, and the resumption act constitute a trin- 
ity of financial mismanagement and wrong-doing looking to the same 
result and tending in the same direction. To enrich the few at the 


| 


— Ai 


expense of the many; to oppress labor and magnify invested cap- 
ital ; to break down honest industry and build up dishonest wealth, 
th a depreciation at no time greater than 24 per cent., and | these have been the results, if not the purpose, of the financial legis- 


| 


lation of Congress. 

In this connection I must advert very briefly to an important 
agency in the accomplishment of these results, and which has beena 
perpetual stumbling-block in the way of a just and equitable finan- 
cial system. J allude to the national banks. Without the least cash- 
paying capacity; with no support but credit; with no power or 
ability to meet their obligations in cash, either now or hereafter ; 
with no coin in their vaults and no prospect of obtaining any, these 
institutions have at all times and under all circumstances been the 
ready and willing allies of the eastern money power in its war upon the 
greenback and in its efforts at resumption, whether real or pretended. 

Strange and extraordinary as it may appear, the uational banks, 
organized without a dollar in cash, founded upon the promises to pay 
of the Government, and living from day to day on their own promises 
to pay and the debts they owe their depositors, with full knowledge 
that they cannot redeem their obligations in part or in whole in Jan- 
uary, 1879, and with the conviction on the-part of their owners that 
resumption by the Government and redemption of the legal-tenders 
must close their doors or pnt them into liquidation, they threw all 
the weight of their influence in favor of the passage of the resump- 
tion act, and now resist the repeal of its most obnoxious features. 
I doubt whether there is an intelligent national banker in the Union 
who believes it to be among the possibilities of the future that these 
institutions can redeem their promises to pay or pay their depositors 
in gold in 1879. How is this extraordinary condition of things to be 
explained?) Why, Mr. Speaker, it can only be explained upon the 
theory that they are making a life-and-death struggle for the priv- 
ilege of supplying the American nation with its paper circulation, 
and that this monopoly must be secured by the entire destruction of 
the direct issues of the Government. With an organization of more 
than two thousand banks, ramified into all the business relations of 
every State in the Union, they indulge the hope that the Congress 
which requires them to redeem their paper and pay their depositors 
in gold, knowing their inability to accomplish these impossibilities, 
will not hesitate to relieve them of any forfeiture they may incur 
and re-invest them with their valuable franchises. It is not that 
they desire to resume or expect to resume ; it is because of their desire 
to occupy the entire field of circulation without a rival, to rid the 
country of the inexpensive greenback, that they are willing to take 
the risks of forfeiture and suspension in 1879. 

They have ever been the great obstacle in the way of a just and 
equitable solution of the financial problem, and have never ceased tc 
wage a relentless war upon the greenbacks, without which they could 
have had no existence. 

Mr. Speaker, the passage of the resumption act was the crowning 
triumph in a long catalogue of financial wrongs and legislative out- 
rages upon the material interests of the conntry and the industries 
of its people It has confiscated the property of the debtor without 
benefit to the creditor, paralyzed trade and commerce, destroyed 
confidence and created distrust, impoverished labor and enriched 
capital, augmented crime and filled our almshouses and hospitals, 
and to-day hangs as a pall over all the business interests of the coun- 
try. Shall we not, in obedience to the demands of four-fifths of the 
American people, repeal its most pernicious and obnoxious features ? 
Can we not do this much in the interest of the laborer, the mechanic, 
and the farmer—after having for more than a decade been legislating 
against their interests, and for the benetit of money and invested 
capital? Itmay bea delusion, but it is one common tv the intelligent 
industrial classes wherever you find them, that their unprosperous 
and unhappy condition is: the result of our vicious financial legisla- 
tion. Let us strip this act of its capacities for mischief and it will 
be greeted with joyful thanksgiving by all classes of people in every 
hamlet in the Union. 

In conclusion, I beg to say that whatever others may do, or what- 
ever may be the action of other departments of the Government, the 
duty of this House as the immediate representatives of the people is 
plain and simple. We have the strength to pass the bill now before 
the House, and, in order to insure success, no friend of repeal should 
be deluded into the support of any of the amendments offered. Let 
them, one and all, be voted down. This is our only safety, and it 
will insure the passage of the bill reported by the committee, or the 
substitute of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Fort.] I am con- 
scious I have trespassed : too long upon the indulgence of the House, 
but the magnitude of the issues involved must be my excuse for an 
elaboration of the subject that I did not design. It has been said on 
this tloor that the legislation proposed by the committee threatened 
the peace of the country. Legislation already existing, which it 
proposes to repeal, has bedewed our streets with the blood of our 
people; and it is my solemn conviction that, if it be persisted in, our 
whole social fabric will be shaken to its foundation. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPsoN, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed, and requested the con- 
currence of the House in, a bill of the following title : 

A bill (S. No. 315) authorizing the changing of the name of the 
ship Samuel G. Reed. 
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VIRGINIUS INDEMNITY. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to lay before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the House of Representatives : 

I transmit to the House of Representatives, in answer to its resolution of the 12th 
instant, a report from the Secretary of State. 

R. B. HAYES. 

Wasnineton, D. C., November 15, 1877. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The accompanying report from the Secretary of 
State is very short. I ask that it may be read so that it may be 
printed in the Recorp. 

The report from the Secretary of State was read, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 14, 1877. 


The Secretary of State, to whom was referred the resolution of the House of 
Representatives of the 12th instant, requesting him “ to inform the House, if not 
incompatible with the public interests, what amount of indemnity has been paid 
to this Government by the government of Spain on account of the execution of 
General Ryan and others at Santiago de Cuba, November 4, 1873, and what dispo- 
sition has been made of such funds as may have been received,” has the honor to 
report to the President that the amount of indemnity paid by the government of 
Spain on that account was eighty thousand Spanish dollars, yielding, less exchange, 
the sam of $77,797.44 in coin; that claims thereon have been settled and paid to the 
amount of $34,202; that a claim tor $2,500 has been settled, but is not yet paid; 
and that the unexpended balance of the Virgininus indemnity is invested in 5 
per cent. registered bonds of the United States. The Secretary of State has also 
to state that, as the heirs of General Ryan failed to prove that he was a citizen of 
the United States, nothing has been paid to them from said indemnity funds. 


Respectfully submited, 
WM. M. EVARTS. 
To the PRESIDENT. 


The message, with the accompanying report, was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. SEXTON 
during the remainder of the session. 

REPEAL OF RESUMPTION ACT. 

Mr. EWING. I move that the House take a recess until half past 
seven o'clock this evening for the purpose of debate only on the bill 
now under consideration. a 

Mr. BANNING. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a refer- 
ence, 

Mr. FORT. I desire to submit a proposition that debate on the 
pending measure continue over to-morrow, and that a vote be taken 
on Monday. 

Mr. EDEN. I object to that. 

Mr. FORT. The gentleman who objects and the House will remem- 
ber that time has been yielded to those who have been so fortunate as 
to get the floor, and thus quite a number of gentlemen more humble 
who desire to say a word or two have been cut off. It seems to me 
only fair that the debate shall be continued until Monday. Saturday 
is not a very good day to take the vote, because the House will not 
be as full on Saturday as it will undoubtedly be on Monday. I sub- 
mit the proposition to the gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I heartily second the proposition 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Forr] so that the debate may 
be continued to-morrow and a vote taken, say, at one o’clock on Mon- 
day, when there will be a fuller House than there will be to-morrow. 
Any gentlemen who live conveniently near and who may desire to 
go to their homes in Philadelphia or elsewhere to-morrow will be 
enabled to do so. Nobody can be prejudiced by consenting to a fair 
proposition of that kind. Let the vote be taken, say, at one o’clock 
or two o’clock on Monday. 

Mr. CONGER. I wanted to fix the time for taking a vote. Mr. 
Speaker, there are some thirty or forty gentlemen who expected to 
have an opportunity to speak on this question, and who have not yet 
had that opportunity. Now while the two Houses are discussing the 
appropriation bills there will be two or three days that may just as 
well be devoted to this discussion as not before the vote is called for. 
I shall oppose taking a recess for this evening, for gentlemen do not 
wish to come here and speak to empty benches. They expected they 
would have an opportunity to discuss this question in the House and 
in the presence of their peers. 

The SPEAKER. If the recess is taken the proceeding will be in 
the House as now. 

Mr. CONGER. That was my suggestion—that it might be but an 
empty House. Mr. Speaker, to test the sense of the House I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Llinois. 
morrow. 

Mr. CONGER. I think the House will be willing to extend the 
time for debate till all those gentlemen shall have had, say, half an 
hour each. 

Mr. EWING. If the gentleman from Michigan will withdraw his 
motion for a moment I will state that the debate has already occupied 
more than the five days agreed upon. But in view of the fact that 


That will cut off the debate to- 


several gentlemen who desired to make short speeches have not yet | 


had an opportunity to make them, I would suggest that by unanimous 
consent the debate continue over to-morrow, and that on Monday 
after the morning hour the previous question shall be demanded. 


— 


Mr. SPARKS. I object. 

Mr. CONGER. To-morrow may be taken up otherwise, } de 
a ga opportunity shall be given to gentlemen to express their 

The SPEAKER. The effect of the consideration of the ay 
tion bills to-morrow, if they occasion debate or protracte sen* 
would be to shut out consideration and action on the pendin ~' 

= aa Therefore if we fix a particular hour on Mentor ¢ . 
calling the previous question, opportunity for sbate on th; 
bill will be cut off. “_— 9 Ber Sarther debate on this 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Let us come to a square vote on Monday 

Mr. EWING. If I can get unanimous consent I am willing t ; 
Tuesday after the morning hour. 6 tay 

Mr. SPARKS. I object either to Monday or Tuesday, 

Mr. CANN )N, of Illinois. I rise to a parliamentan y inquiry, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I desire to make a parliament 
quiry, and it is whether, under the order making this the 
order, it is not in the power of the House to extend the 
debate by suspending the rules? 

The SPEAKER. You cannot suspend the rules when the 
acting under a suspension of the rules; but 
linous consent. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. But under the suspension of the ry 
was it not made in order for the House to extend the time 
jority vote over that day? 

The SPEAKER. The House will, perhaps, better understand the 
— by the reading of the resolution; and the Clerk will pow 
read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill to repeal the third section of the resumption law be mado 
the special order, not to interfere with any appropriation bills, for to-morrow at the 
expiration of the morning hour, and from day to day thereafter until the following 
Tuesday at three o'clock, when the previous quesi.on shall be ordered on it and on 
any amendments then pending, all amendments meanwhile to be in order, provided 
the time shall be extended, if necessary, so as to allow tive days after the morning 
hour for the consideration of said bill and amendments. ” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled that the five days meant fiye 
legislative days. 

Mr. CONGER. There has been, then, for the consideration of this 
bill under that resolution but one day “after the morning hour.” 
The resolution says five days after the morning hour, and there has 
been but one day. 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Concer] ought 
to remember that the greater contains the less; there have been a 
great many days when we have not had a morning hour. 

Mr. CONGER. But I propose to hold the House to a strict con- 
struction of the rule. 

Mr. SPARKS. I submit that there have been already five days of 
debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that five full days for debate 
was the spirit of the proposition, after which it is provided that the 
quéstion shall be put to the House. The Chair is of opinion that the 
resolution under which the House is acting has the effect of second- 
ing the previous question at that time, and that when that limit is 
reached the next question will be upon ordering the main question. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Would it not then take preced- 
ence of all other business ? 

The SPEAKER. Except 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. But when the main question is 
ordered it then wiil take precedence of all other business. 

The SPEAKER. The main question must be executed to the 
engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. Will not that time arrive to-morrow morn- 
ing ? 

‘ihe SPEAKER. That time has arrived now. 

A Member. But the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. EWING] has one 
hour for debate ? L : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio can claim that right 
under another rule, as the member reporting the bill. _ 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the House refuses to order the main question, 
what will be the condition of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It will be open for debate and amendments. _ 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then let us have the question put on the main 
question and vote it down. ~ 

The SPEAKER. But, under the suspension of the rules and under 
this resolution, the gentleman will observe that the question on order- 
ing the main question must be tested. ; 

ir. SPRINGER. Yes; but, if the House then votes down the main 
question, the bill will be open to debate and amendments. 

Mr. CONGER. I insist upon my motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. As a proposition to take a recess has no place 
under the rule as against a motion to adjourn, the motion to adjourn 
cuts off a motion for a recess. La, 

Mr. EWING. I hope the gentleman from Michigan will withdraw 
| the motion to adjourn and give members a chance to speak this 
evening. , 

The SPEAKER. The House has aremedy. If it wishes not to ad- 
journ, then it can vote down that motion, and the Chair can then 
test the sense of the House on the motion to take a recess. 

Mr. CONGER. My object is that, when the time comes when the 
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Mr. EWING. Let us have tellers. 
oe SPEAKER. No quorum having voted, the Speaker will order 5 
tellers. f 

Mr. EWING. I hope the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. CONGER ] 
will withdraw his point of order that no quorum voted. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Let the geutleman from Pennsy1- 
vania (Mr. WRIGHT] withdraw his objection. , 

Mr. WRIGHT. What will be the effect of my withdrawing my 
objection f oe 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the House now take a recess, will any business 
be in order to-night except the consideration of this bill and the con- 
sideration of appropriation bills ? 

The SPEAKER. No other business except by consent, and a single 
objection can prevent it. ’ - 

Mr. WRIGHT. Well, in order to have peace in the family, I will 
withdraw my objections. [Laughter. ] ; 

Mr. EWING. I withdraw my call for tellers. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the Chair announce the understanding in re- 
gard to the session of this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The understanding is that the debate on this bill 
will be continued this evening, that no other subject or business be 
considered, and that no vote be taken on this bill. The Chair will 
protect the House in that understanding. 

Mr. CONGER. I withdraw my objection that no quorum voted. 

The result of the vote was annonnced as above stated ; and accord- 
ingly (at four o’clock and thirty-eight minutes p. m.) the House took 
a recess until half past seven o’clock p. m. 


ction on ordering the main question is submitted to the House, 
wen use shall refuse to order it, so as to enable gentlemen who de- 
- + speak on this subject to do so. And it is in their interest that 
poe the motion to adjourn. — 
The SPEAKER. The Chair in reply to the gentleman from Mli- 
vis (Mr. SPRINGER] has already stated that the operation of this 
a jution is in effect that when the time arrives fixed for the limit 
rf debate, the previous question being as it were seconded, the next 
ad sition Will be, * Will the House order the main question?” If the 
co refuses to order the main question it throws the matter open 
and strips it of the terms of the agreement. 
Mr. HALE. And opens it to further debate %. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would hold that it would be open to 
further debate and further amendment. ' 
Mr. CONGER. It will give gentlemen who desire to speak and 
have not had an opportunity a chance to do so. . 
Mr. SPARKS. The gentleman himself fixed upon five days; it was 
ig suggestion. 
nA CONGER. I yielded to five days when six days were proposed, 
in order to accommodate our friends upon the other side of the 
use. 
Be SPARKS. I heard the gentleman agree to five days when six 
davs had been mentioned. bam 2 
The SPEACER. Does the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] 
insist upon his motion to adjourn? 
Mr. CONGER. Ido. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will then test the sense of the House 
onthat motion. In confirmation of the ruling of the Chair, a moment 
ago, as to the effect of a refusal to order the main question, the 
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Chair reads from the Manual: ; / The House re-assembled at half past seven o’clock p. m. ¥ 
Whenever the House shall refuse to order the main question the consideration z 

of the subject shall be resamed as though no motion for the previous question had REPEAL OF THE RESUMPTION CLAUSE. } 

been made. Agreeably to order, the House resumed the consideration of the bill ¢ 
Mr. SPRINGER. If the House shall refuse to order the main ques- | (H. R. No. 805) to repeal the third section of the act entitled “ An ; 

tion to be put on this bill, will it put the bill back into the morning | act to provide for the resumption of specie payments.” : 

hour, whence we took it by a suspension of the rules? Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, in the time allowed me by the } 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. courtesy of my friend and colleague, [Mr. Fort,] I can hardly enter ‘ ne: 
Mr. SPRINGER. It would be under the control of the House until | upon any general discussion of the bill and amendments under con- L 


disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The effect of such a vote, according to the prac- 
tice of the House, is this: The friends of a proposition have the right 
to test the sense of the House by a voteupon it. If upon that vote it 
is found that the friends of the bill are not a majority of tho House, 
then naturally the further conduct of the bill by such adverse action 
will be under the control of its opponents. The pending question at 
this time is upon the motion to adjourn. 

The question was taken upon the motion to adjourn; and upon a 
division there were—ayes 39, noes 92. 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. EWING. I now renew my motion that the House take a recess 
until half-past seven o’clock. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ew1nG] moves that 
the House now take a recess until half-past seven o’clock, with the fur- 
ther understanding that no business shall be transacted during the 
session of this evening and that no vote be taken upon the pending 


sideration by the House. But I desire as briefly and clearly as I may : 
be able to do in the time allowed to express some views which I 
entertain upon the main question involved in the bill—that is, the ‘ 
repeal of the resumption clause of the act of 1875—and to give some ; 
of the reasons which will control my vote upon that question. ¢ 
In the first place, Mr. Speaker, I will say that, if I had been a mem- i 
ber of this House in 1575, when the resumption act was passed, I ; 
think I should have voted against its passage. While I was then : 
and am now in favor of an early resumption of specie payment, § 
and believe such resumption te be indispensable to any real and _per- 
manent prosperity in the country, still I have thought it was per- ; 
haps unfortunate that the act was passed when it was. But, sir, : 
whether the passage of the resumption act was wise or unwise, it x i 
was passed by both Houses of Congress, approved by the President, 
and became the law of the land; and now the proposition to repeal a 
the law presents another and an entirely different question. Prior to x 
the passage of the act of 1875 there was no time fixed forthe redemp- hes 
tion of the legal-tender notes issued by the Government. They were oe 
simply so many promises to pay without fixing any day when the 
promise should be fulfilled. But the law of 1575 was enacted, and 
it said to every man who accepted a legal-tender note after its pas- 
sage that it should be redeemed and made good on and after the Ist 
day of January, 1879. The act of 1875 was asolemn promise made by 
the Government to the people that the legal-tender notes issued by it : 
should be redeemed on and after the day named in the act. HH 

Since the passage of the act, it is but reasonable to suppose that es 
the people, relying upon the law, have been shaping their business so 
as to conform to its provisions; and I believe that such a law, like 
a rule of property established by courts of justice, should not be dis- 
turbed without the most weighty reasons. Mr. Speaker, govern- 
ments must be just; governments, like individuals, must observe 
their promises made to the people in good faith ; hence I am of the 
opinion that the resumption clause of the act of 1875 should not at 
this time be repealed, but that, on the contrary, we should endeavor 
in good faith to carry out its provisions; and when the time comes, 
if we find we cannot do what we have undertaken to do, then we 
can with less injury to the public credit, with less dishonor to the ; e 
Government, as it seems to me, retrace our steps and undo what has ; ie 
been done. The resumption act does not propose that there shall be : 
a general resumption of specie payments throughout the country on % 
the Ist day of January, 1579. That is left, Mr. Speaker, to subse- |. oe 
quent legislation. It only proposes that the Government shall resume i) ag 
as to its legal-tender notes at thattime. And it does occur to me that 4 
now, when legal-tender notes are almost at par with specie, it would 
be most unfortunate for the interests of the country to pass this bill 
and repeal the resumption law. 

I am not opposed, Mr. Speaker, to the legal-tender notes issued by 
the Government being used as currency. I am earnestly in favor of 
such use. But I want them to be made good. The people should not :, fe 
be compelled to use a depreciated currency of uncertain value, tlnetu- uy 

ating from day to day and from year to year, any longer than may be 
absolutely necessary. I want,sir, that the people, the laboring-man,the 


Te dts 





bill. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I would inquire if an understanding of that kind 
can be connected with a motion for a recess. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so state. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I understood the Chair to say that that was a con- 
dition of the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not say that ; the Chair said “ with 
the further understanding that no business shall be done,” &c. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I think an “ understanding” is a dangerous thing. 
[Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman objects to such an understand- 
ing, then, ifthe House now take a recess, the session of this evening 
will be open to the transaction of ordinary business. 

Mr. EWING. It is understood that there will be no business trans- 
acted, nothing but debate. 

Mr. WRIGHT. No matter about the “understanding.” 

The SPEAKER. The question then will be upon the motion that 
the House now take a recess. 

“ — CONGER. With the understanding that no business shall be 
one 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WRIGHT] 
objects to that agreement, and therefore it cannot be embraced as a 
part of the motion. 

: Mr. CONGER. Then business will go on this evening as in the day- 
ime, 

Mr. PRICE. And we will be brought to a vote. We do not want 
to have any recess if there is to be a vote. 

Mr. EWING. It is thoroughly understood on the part of the friends 
of the bill that there will be nothing but debate to-night. 

Mr. PRICE. But it is not in the motion. 

The SPEAKER. That part has been objected to. 

The question was then taken upon the motion for a recess; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 99, noes 15. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. CONGER said: That is not a quorum. 
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farmer, the mechanic, the merchant, and all otherclassesof people, may | 
receive as good money from the Government as the bondholder about 
whom we hear so much. I desire that the laboring-men, the business 
men of the country may be put upon a par with the bondbolder in re- | 
spect to the kind of money they receive. And, furthermore, Mr. 
Speaker, I desire that whatever currency the Government gives to 
the people it shall receive itself. The Government should not, as it 
seems to me, dishonor its own paper. And if Iam required to take 
and use legal-tender notesissued by the Government, I think the Gov- 
ernment should be required to take them for all debts and dues to it. 
And if some of the amendments offered to this bill, which provide 
that three hundred or even three hundred and fifty millions of legal- 
tender notes shall be kept in circulation, and that such notes shall 
be received for all dues to the Government, can be substituted for it, 
I am iv favor of and will vote for such substitution. I am of the 
opinion that the resumption act contemplated that three hundred 
millionsof legal-tender notesshould be keptin circulation. That, as the 
law now stands, that amount of legal-tender notes may, after the Ist 
day of January, 1279, when returned to the Treasury, be reissued. 
But if there be any doubt about it, lam in favor of removing such 
doubt, aod of making it clear by a proper amendment that three hun- 
dred millions of legal-tender notes shall be kept in circulation by 
being reissued when returned to the Treasury and exchanged for 
coin, 

But, sir, while I object to the passage of this bill as it now stands, 
for the reason that if passed I fear it will be regarded as an act of 
bad faith and that it will injuriously affect the public credit, I also 
object to it because the bill repeals the resumption clause of the act 

* of 1875 and proposes nothing whatever to take its place. If passed, 
this bill will leave the country wholly at sea as to what the policy of 
the Government is to be in regard to the currency of the country. 
In my opinion, Mr. Speaker, there is nothing more desirable in this 
country to-day than to have a well defined and settled policy of the 
Government as to the circulation, the currency of the country—a 
policy that the people may know and understand, one that can be 
relied upon, so that the business of the country and ail of its indus- 
trial and commercial interests may be regulated by and conform to 
it. I have a very strong conviction, sir, that much of the financial 
depression and distress of the last few years has been the result of 
the doubt and uncertainty everywhere felt as to what the action of | 
Congress might be as to the repeal of the resumption act and as to 
the policy which might be adopted in regard to the currency. And 
I can conceive of nething better calculated to embarrass business, to 
prevent enterprises of every sort, which would revive the industries 
of the country and bring us back again to prosperity, than this un- 
certainty of legislation in regard to the financial policy of the Gov- 
ernment. If the country is to be kept in doubt and uncertainty from 
year to year, if business is to be embarrassed, values disturbed, in- 
dustrial enterprises and permanent investments prevented by the 
failure of Congress to adopt some settled policy as to the currency, 
it would be far better that Congress should dismiss the subject en- 
tirely and let the people and the business men of the country regulate 
their own financial policy. 

Mr. Speaker, much has been said on the floor of this House and 
elsewhere about the distress, the bankruptcy, and ruin brought and 
to be brought upon the country by the resumption act. Now, sir, I 
do not believe that the present financial condition of the country is 
attributable to the resumption act. The truth is, that the prostra- 
tion of our industries, the depression of the trade and business of the 
country, are the result of causes which existed anterior to the pas- 
sage of the resumption act of 1875. Mr. Speaker, the era of prosper- 
ity, if it be cnlied prosperity, began to decline and actually termi- 
nated prior to 1875, when the resumption act was passed. Who does 
not remember the panic of 1873, the awful, terrible panic of 1573, 
when so many fortunes vanished into thin air, when so many mag- 
nificent bubbles burst, when the hollowness of our supposed pros- 
verity, of our great wealth and resources, was exposed to the world? 
t is true that financial depression and distress have continued, that 
failures have occurred since the passage of the resumption act ; but 
in my opinion such depression and distress, such failures, have fol- 
lowed from the same causes which brought about the panic of 1573. 
The distinguished gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BLacKkBURN, ] 
when the Army appropriation bill was under discussion, a few days 
since talked about an increase of soldiers— 

To shoot down the impoverished laborers of the land who dare to complain of 
the robbery of which they are the victims by reason of the persistent class finan- 
cial legislation of the dominant party for the last fifteen years. 

I quote his exact language Mr. Speaker, and it was greeted with 
applause. We have heard much of this kind of talk lately, and a 
strong effort is made to impress the minds of the laboring-men of the 
country with a belief that the republican party is responsible for all 
their sufferings, their want of employment and want of fair wages. 
Now, sir, I will say to the gentleman from Kentucky, and to all others 
who talk about the oppressed laborers of the land, and who seek to 
prejudice the republican party by charging it with the responsibility 
of the depressed financial condition of the country, that there is 
another cause for our financial condition, for the ills and sufferings 
of the laboring-men and all other classes of our people, than the “class 
financial legislation” spoken of. Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman 
from Kentucky and those who applauded his remarks forgotten 
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that fifteen years ago this country was engaged in a great w: 
war for the maintenance of this great Republic—for the somone 
of our national existence; a war which taxed the nation as — 
never been taxed before, and I trust in God will never oo —_ 
again? I say, sir, that the late war to maintain the Union jg |; = 
the cause of the present financial distress of the country as ma 
that which has prevailed for several years past, and I say to t}y 
ing-man and to all who are suffering from the financia 
the country, that the neon party is not responsible for tl 
sufferings; that to the late war and the immense cost of jt ' - 
they look for the cause of their sufferings, and that the res — 
bility must rest upon those who were responsible for the war seed net 
upon the republican party. When we look, sir, at the thousands of 
millions of dollars which it cost to pat down the late rebellion as 
to preserve this people “one and indivisible,” how could we rt 
to recover from this vast expenditure of money, from the leet , > 
consumption and destruction of the wealth of the nation, Without 
financial embarrassment and distress? No reasonable man could 
have expected any other result. If he could, then indeed would a 
vast expenditure of money, a vast consumption of wealth, and the 
accumulation of a large national debt, with heavy taxation, be g 
national blessing. , 

Mr. Speaker, the able and distinguished gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. FELTON] who addressed the House on Wednesday last on {ho 
bill under consideration used this language: F 


Well as 


labor. 
al Condition of 


During our late civil war the people of the North and West were never mors 
prosperous in all their industrial pursuits. Every department of industry yas 
stimulated to the utmost capacity; farmers and manufacturers, merchants ay¢ 
bankers, all were richly rewarded for their labor and investments. In 165 at the 
close of the war, this prosperity was still in existence. p 


This, sir, isa very beautiful picture; and it is not the first time 
that the prosperity of the North during the late war has been yp. 
ferred “to as an argument in favor of a large circulation of paper 
money. In fact it is a favorite argument with all who advocate ay 
inflation of the currency; who believe that the Government ean 
make wealth and prosperity by printing greenbacks. But, sir, has 
it never occurred to the gentleman from Georgia, and all others why 
use the prosperity of the North during the war as an arguinent iy 
favor of their theories, that to-day the people of this country, and all 
classes of the people, are paying for the prosperity enjoyed in the 
North and West during the late war, and paying for it most griey- 
ously? Mr. Speaker, labor prospered then, but it was at the expense 
of labor to-day. 

Let me ask the gentleman from Georgia what was the cause of the 
prosperity he speaks of in the North and West during the late war? 
I answer, sir, that it was because of the thousands and tens of 
thousands of men who were drawn from the fields and workshops, 
from the industrial pursuits of the country into the Army, becoming 
as they did consumers in place of producers of wealth, and as a mat- 
ter of course enhancing the value of the labor and the productions 
of labor of all who remained at home. The war not only created a 
large demand for the productions of the fields and workshops, tle 
manufacturing establishments of the country, but it lessened largely 
the number of those who carried them on. And inasmuch as the 
Government did not have the money to purchase the necessary sup- 
plies for the Army, to pay our soldiers and sailors and to meet the vast 
expenses of the war, it was compelled to issue its legal-tender notes 
and to continue to issue them until the volume of the currency wasso 
large as to increase prices beyond real values; and the Government, 
which was so large a purchaser of the productions of the country, 
had to pay two or three times the value of what it purchased; aud 
in this way, while some who received those high prices seemed to be 
reaping a rich reward for their labor and products, it was at the ex- 
pense of the Government, an expense which the people had ultimately 
to pay, and they are paying it to-day. For although we have paid 
several thousands of millions of dollars of the expenses of carrying 
on the late war and maintaining the integrity of the Union, we still 
have a debt of more than $2,000,000,000 remaining unpaid, and which 
is to be a burden to us for many years to come, and will be, no doubt, 
to generations unborn. ; 

It may be safely said, Mr. Speaker, that the vast expansion of 
paper money issued by the Government during the late war more 
than doubled our national expenses and our national debt. But 
that is not all, sir. Like every other large expansion of a credit cur- 
rency that ever occurred in this or any other land, it brought about 
an era not of prosperity, not of real pony as we are so often 
told, but an era of wild speculation, of reckless expenditure of money, 
of unjustifiable extravagance and waste. Values, measured by the 
immense amount of our paper circulation, were so enlarged as to 
delude and deceive the people with their imaginary wealth; and we 
began to boast of our wonderful resources as a nation, and as indi- 
viduals. But, sir, the end had to come, and in 1873 the collapse 
came, the bubble burst, and men who one day supposed themselves 
to be so rich as to live in regal splendor waked up the next to find 
themselves bankrupt, and financial depression, distress, and ruin have 
since continued, to a greater or less extent, in all parts of the country. 
This, sir, is no new experience in this country. We have had panics, 
we have had financial distress and bankruptcy before. I was not 
very old, but I remember the panic of 1837 ; and I remember distinctly 
the panic of 1557. I think those panics and all the pauics from 








our country has ever suffered have resulted from the delusions 
fan irredeemable paper currency, from the speculations, the extrav- 

agance and waste, the imprudence growing out of an undue expan- 

ee saper money. 

me aa Mr. Speaker, usually falls upon the poorer classes, 

‘on the laboring classes of the people, with the greatest severity. I 
ope lieve that the laboring-man who depends upon his labor for 
his support is not benefited by the delusive prosperity resulting 
from an expansion of a credit currency. If he is, it is but a tempo- 
rary benefit to him; for while he receives a higher price for his labor 

has to pay a higher price for all he consumes. And when the 
. . is reached, and the era of speculation, of reckless expenditure, 
nnn and waste, which have always followed a large volume 
of raper cireulation, culminates in bankruptcy, ruin, and distress, as 
it pa ever done, in this and all other Jands, sooner or later, he finds 
himself and his family destitute and distressed. z 

The truth is, we are not a pradent, economical people. We are 
not contented with the slower but surer processes of accumulating 
wealth. The general desire seems to be to rush rapidly into fortune, 
to make or break ; and it is wonderful how many go down in empty 
ships, without even ballast, to wreck and toruin. I think, Mr. Speaker, 
the general rule in our country is to live fully up to our incomes. 
And if that were all it would be well. But by far too many live 
beyond them. So that we are not only a debtor nation, but we are a 
debtor people. While there is so much talk about reform, civil-serv- 
ice reform, and all sorts of reform,in my opinion, sir, there is no 
more important lesson for our people to learn than that of prudence 
and economy in their habits of living. 

We should learn, sir, not only to live within, but to save something 
from our means. The laboring-man, the farmer, the mechanic, and 
all other classes of people who do not, must sooner or later come to 
want. The time will come when the laborer will be unable to work, 
or if able to work will find no employment, or at least no remunera- 
tive employment; and then if he has saved nothing from his previous 
earnings he must come to want. And so the seasons may sometimes 
be against the farmer, and his crops will fail, or he will have no mar- 
ket for his crops if good. And if he has saved nothing against such 
a time he must go in debt, perhaps mortgage his farm, and then his 
embarrassments and troubles begin. 

Mr. Speaker, the bane of this country is debt. We do not wait to 
accumulate money before we spend it. We rush recklessly into debt 
as individuals and communities. We prospered so much, sir, as we 
supposed, during the late war and at the close of it—we were so much 
deceived and deluded by the large amount of paper money which 
had been put into circulation by the Government to meet the expenses 
of the war, as we always have been by an undue expansion of paper 
currency—that we launched out as individuals and as communities 
into all sorts of extravagant expenditures. And to-day, sir, there is 
scarcely a municipality in all the land but that has increased and 
largely increased its municipal debt since the close of the war. 

I hold, sir, in my hand tables of statistics of a number of cities in 
the United States, showing, among other things, the indebtedness of 
such cities in 1866 and in 1876. In twenty of these cities, having a 
population of one hundred thousand and upward, the municipal in- 
debtedness of such cities in 1866 was $163,992,996. In 1876 it had in- 
increased to $492,793,559. These cities are the largest cities of our 
country, and where the larger part of all the suffering from business 
depression and financial distress exists. And in ten years the munici- 
pal indebtedness of such cities in the aggregate was trebled. In 
every one the debt has been largely increased. In some of them it 
has been quadrupled, and in others more than quadrupled. We have 
heard, sir, a great deal of the large number of persons unemployed in 
the city of New York, and of the sufferings of the poor there; and 
gentlemen on the floor of this House seek to charge all this suffering 
upon the republican party. But, sir, I find the municipal debt of 
the city of New York in 1866 was $33,654,683, and in 1876, in ten 
years, it had inereased to $149,357,557.. And this increase was under 
a democratic administration of the city government. My object, how- 
ever, was simply to refer to the large increase of indebtedness in these 
cities. In seventeen cities, with a population of forty thousand and 
less than one hundred thousand each, the aggregate of indebtedness 
in 1966 was $15,860,750, and in 1876 it had increased to $45,821,912. 
In thirty-seven cities, having a population of twenty thousand and 
less than forty thousand each, the aggregate indebtedness was in 1866 
$21,209,430, and in 1876 it had Soctennel to $54,728,056. In fifty-six 
cities, with a population of less than twenty thousand, in 1866 the mu- 
nicipal debt of such cities was $20,248,833, and in 1876 it had in- 
creased to $51,035,096. 

Mr. Speaker, in these one hundred and thirty cities of the United 
States the municipal indebtedness was, in 1866, $221,310,009, and in 
1570 it had increased to $644,378,663. It had very nearly trebled in 
a period of ten years, besides the annual interest which must have 
been paid. And, sir, this increase of indebtedness extends to other 
towns and cities, to counties and States, and not only to them but to 
individuals. And in this reckless contracting of debt, in the extrav- 
agant expenditure of money, in the absolute want of economy every- 
where exhibited in the years immediately following the war, in the 
wild speculations which ever follow a large increase of paper cireula- 
tion, and especially of irredeemable paper, as well as in the immense 
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the property and wealth of the country, resulting from the war, will 
be found the real canses of the financial depression, the bankruptcy, 
ruin, and distress, which have prevailed for several years past and 
which continue to a greater or less extent to the present time. 

I have said, sir, that such results always follow an undue expan- 
sion of the currency. When, during the late war, after $300,000,000 of 
legal-tender notes had been issued and put in circulation, it wasthought 
to be necessary in order to pay the Army and Navy to issue an addi- 
tional amount of United States notes, a joint resolution passed both 
Houses of Congress authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury, if 
necessary, to issue $100,000,000 of United States notes for the pay- 
ment of the Army and Navy. And Mr. Lincoln in approving the 
resolution, which he did on the 17th day of January, 1363, said he 
did it with regret. And he thought the subject one of so much im- 
portance that with his approval he sent a message to Congress in 
which he expressed his views as follows: 

While giving this approval, however, I think it my duty to express my sincere 
regret that it has been found necessary to authorize so large an additional issue of 
United States notes, when this circulation and that of the suspended banks to- 
gether have become already so redundant as to increase prices beyond real values, 
thereby augmenting the cost of living to the injury of labor and the cost of sup- 


plies to the injury of the whole country. 


c 


Mr. Lincoln clearly foresaw the result of so large an issue of paper 
irculation, and the truth of the above extract from his message has 


been verified by history. 


Mr. Speaker, the following statement, prepared, as we are told, by 


Mr. Alexander Delmar, an intelligent gentleman formerly in the 
United States Treasury, shows the effects of an expansion and con- 
traction of the currency in this country from 1832 to the present 
time to be as follows: 


— . siesta " — = wines 








Years. Per capita. Effects. 
From 1832 to 1837 ........ Expansion from $7.50 to $14 ....| Activity. 
From 1237 to 1843 ........ | Contraction from $14 to $6.90. ...| Depression. 
From 1843 to 1257 ....... | Expansion from $6.90 to $16.70 Activity. 
From 1857 to 1861 ........ Contraction from $16.70 to $13.70 | Depression. 
From 1861 to 1865 ........ Expansion from $13.70 to $24.50. | Activity. 
From 1865 to 1870 . -.| Contraction from $22.50 to $20.80 | Depression 
From 1870 to 1873 . --| Contraction from $20.80 to $14. ...| Bankruptey. 
From 1873 to 1877 ........ Contraction from $14 to $10......| Beggary, crime, 





strikes, and sui- 
cide. 


This statement was produced and commented on by the gentleman 


from Georgia [Mr. BELL] in his remarks in the House the other day. 
That gentleman also reproduced a similar statement, which had been 
presented by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] some 
days before, from Tallis’s Illustrated Atlas of Modern History of the 





World, showing the effects of an expansion and contraction of the cir- 
culation in Great Britain from 1815 to 1826, and which is as follows: 


Year. Circulation. | Effects. 


| 

£47, 727,000 | Prosperity. 

41, 358, 948 | Distress. 
pt ideesachbieeaecirn 35, 129, 405 | Distress. 
hide winiebatic coseusete 2, 699,500 | 2 Great distress; county meet- 

26, 743, 260 ; ings calling for relief. 

29, 502, 422 | 
33, 124, 658 | ? Great prosperity and specula- 
34, 220,734 |§ tion. 
30, YL1, 323 











And the gentleman from Georgia, referring to these statements or 
tables, asks, ““What do they teach? What do they mean if they do 
not mean that distress follows contraction and that activity and 
prosperity follow expansion?” I will say, Mr. Speaker, to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia and also to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
with all due deference to their opinions, that in my opinion these 
statements or tables do not teach and do not mean what they claim 
for them. 

It is true, sir, that they show that distress, at certain times, follows 
contraction, but it is equally true that contraction and distress both 
follow expansion. And, judging from the expansions and contrac- 
tions in our own country, I would say, Mr. Speaker, that the expan- 
sions of the currency in the United States were the great primary 
cause of the distress, bankruptcy, and ruin which have followed the 
issuing of a large volume of irredeemable paper money. Now, look 
at the statement of Mr. Delmar. From 1332 to 1%37 the cireulation 
increased from $7.50 per capita to $14, and the effect was activity. 
But what was the character of the circulation? It was, sir, an irre- 
deemable paper currency ; and wiile for a time the effect was activity, 
yet it was a delusion. it increased prices beyond real values ; it en- 
couraged wild speculations, extravagance, and debt, and when the 
banks which had no sonnd, reliable basis to rest upon broke, and 
fortunes and values which were fictitious tumbled down, there was a 


| contraction, because the circulation was not on a sound basis, and 


the people being in debt. distress and bankruptcy as a matter of 
course followed. And the contraction and depression stated by Del- 


cost of the late war and the great destruction and consumption of | mar from 1837, when the panic of that year occurred, to 1643, were 
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both the direst and inevitable results of the expansion of an unsound 
currency from 1532 to 1837. The same may be said of the expansion 
from 1543 to 1857, and of the contraction from 1857 to 1861. The 
increase was of an irredeemable paper currency, creating an imagi- 
nary wealth, deluding the people, leading them into the wildest specu- 
lations and into debt; and when in 1857 the collapse came, the cur- 
rency was found unsound, and down went the people into the vortex 
of distress, bankruptcy, and ruin. The money was found to be un- 
sound, and contraction and distress and depression followed, and were 
the result of the expansion. This is the plain truth, Mr. Speaker, as 
to our own country, and I believe the same to be true as to Great 
Britain. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, these tables show that at one time, when there 
were activity and prosperity, the amount of circulation was actually 
less than at other times, when there were depression and distress. 
And this it seems to me shows that the distress and depression stated 
were the result of the causes I have stated, and not of the amount 
of circulation. I find from the Tallis table that in 1819 in Great 
Britain the circulation was £41,358,9428, and there was “ distress,” and 
in 1524 there were only £33,124,658 in cireulation, and there were 
“great prosperity and speculation.” In 1820 the circulation was 
£35,129,405, and there was “ distress,” and in 1825 there were 
£34,220,738, being less than in 1519 or 1820, and there were “ great 
prosperity and speculation.” 

Mr. Speaker, the statement of Delmar, relating to our own coun- 
try, shows the same facts. For example, from 1832 to 1837 the cir- 
culation was at the highest, only $14 per capita, and during that 
period there was “activity.” And from 1857 to 1861, when there 
was “depression,” the lowest amount of circulation given, per capita, 
was $13.70, and but a trifle lower than the highest amount from 1832 
to 1837; and from 1865 to 1870, when Mr. Delmar again states there 
was depression, the lowest amount of circulation given by him was 
$20.30 per capita, a much larger amount of circulation than we had, 
either from 1832 to 1837 or from 1843 to 1857, when the highest 
amount of circulation during the first period was, as before stated, 
$14 per capita, and in the last period $16.70 per capita, and when the 
table shows there was “activity.” Mr. Delmar is certainly mis- 
taken as to the circulation per capita from 1870 to 1873, and from 
1573 to 1877, for the circulation since 1870 has certainly not been 
below $16 per capita, and that is quite as large as the country ever 
had up to 1861, and yet we had “ depression ” from 1870 to 1877; and 
prior to 1861, from 1832 to 1837 and from 1843 to 1857, with no 
larger circulation, according to Mr. Delmar, we had activity and 
prosperity. 

Aud LIask gentlemen who rely upon these statements to sustain 
their positions how they account for the fact that at times there was 
prosperity, with a less amount of circulation, than there was at other 
periods when there were depression and distress both in this country 
and in Great Britain? If there could be “ great prosperity and spec- 
ulation” in Great Britainin 1824,with a circulation of only £33,124,658, 
I do not see why there should be depression or “ distress” in 1819, 
with a circulation of £41,358,948, unless the distress was brought 
about by the excesses, the extravagance and waste, the speculations 
and losses which followed the expansion of irredeemable paper money 
prior to and which culminated in 1818. 

But, Mr. Speaker, a few words more and I will conclude my re- 
marks. A great deal has been said about France, and she has been 
pointed out as an example for us to follow. Sir, the prosperity of 
France is undoubted. My colleague from Illinois [Mr. Harrison] 
said the other day that France prospered as no other nation ever 
prospered. But why, Mr. Speaker, does France prosper? Because, 
sir, her people are a prudent people and a saving people. I have 
been teld by gentlemen familiar with the French people that they 
grow rich on what an American will waste. And again, Mr. Speaker, 
the circulation in France is very different from ours. The pockets of 
the French people are filled with coin, ours with depreciated paper 
of uncertain value, and fluctuating from day to day. In France the 
ee are their own bankers; they keep their money in their own 
pockets. My friend and colleague says there are in France five hun- 
dred and sixty-one millions of paper. Well, that is not as much as 
we have in the United States. We have over seven hundred millions 
of paper. 

But in France, sir, my colleague says there is over $400,000,000 of 
coin in the Bank of France, | that circulating among the people 
of France there are from five hundred to eight hundred millions 
more in coin. Take the lowest amount he gives as circulating in coin 
among the people, and there are in the Bank of France and circulat- 
ing among the people, say, $900,000,000 in coin, and not in “ promises 
to poe And why should not France prosper? Mr. Speaker, our 
gol and silver go to France to help fill the pockets of her ple, 

yecause France is a country of higher credit than ours. We have 
abundance of resources. We are rich in gold and silver. I have 
seen it stated that the products of the gold and silver mines west of 
the Rocky Mountains in 1874 amounted to more than a thousand mill- 
ions of dollars; but the greater part finds its way to France and to 
other countries of higher credit than ours, for it is a well-settled law 


of finance that an inferior currency always expels a superior one; | 
and so long as our people are willing to accept a depreciated cur- | 


rency, subject as it is to constant fluctuations, unsettling values and 
disturbing the business and industries of the country, so long will 
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the rich products of our mines continue to find their way 
7 : - r - AY to othe 

countries to enrich them. We hear every day, Mr. Speaker. ann... 
made in behalf 6f the laboring masses of the country = 1 APpea 8 
and oppressed of the land. I trust in God such appeals are ae Poor 
and not made for effect. Labor constitutes the true wealth we” 
country. We should not only have sympathy, but we shoul i oa 
respect for the laborer. To him we must look ultimately { have 
highest prosperity, and the man who would lay one unjust Meg 
upon the laboring classes of the country is an enemy to nations 
prosperity and an enemy to his own welfare and happiness weal 

But, Mr. Speaker, I firmly and honestly believe that ‘ 
reliable currency, one that is not subject to undue expa 
the ills of contraction which always follow, is in the in 
poor laboring classes of our people and that depreci 
to pay, whether issued by banks or by the Government, are avains 
the laborer and in the interest of the rich. During the lets = 4 
when the Government was compelled to expand the currency to Mt 
a vast volume to carry on the war, there was no power to preve ; 
depreciation. Was the poor laboring-man benefited by the hi > 

rice of labor? No; not by the high price, for as the price of E 
abor advanced the cost of living increased with it, and he consyme) 
his wages. He could make no investments in United States joy 
He could hoard no legal-tender notes until they could be made g 
The capitalist could hold on to the depreciated obligations of the 
Government until his capital was doubled, and so the vast expan- 
sion of the currency, an expansion which seemed absolutely neces. 
sary to carry on the war and save the nation, and which gentlemen 
tell us gave so much prosperity to the country, was the rich man’s 
harvest, not the poor man’s. And this, I believe, Mr. Speaker, will 
ever be the case when our paper money is depreciated. ; 

Mr. Speaker, when honorable gentlemen point to France as an ex. 
ample of prosperity to be followed by us, I tell them they are not {,). 
lowing France themselves. They are going in the opposite direction, 
At the close of the late Franco-Prussian war, France at once began 
to reduce her paper circulation. They retired nearly one hundred 
millions in the first year after the close of the war. They commenced 
retiring all their small notes and put in circulation among the peo- 
ple coin; and if we follow the example of France we will try to get 
back to a sound currency at the earliest practicable day. — 

But, sir, in conclusion I will say, let us as a people learn lessons of 
economy and prudence. Let our people, as individuals and as commn- 
nities, quit the extravagance, the reckless running into debt, which 
is so largely the cause of our prostrated industries and financial dis- 
tress to day. Let us husband the rich resources of this great country, 
and let us give tothe people atthe earliest day a sound currency of 
uniform value, and then we may expect a revival of our industries 
and a restoration of real prosperity to the people. And, until we do 
this, I believe our prosperity will be delusive and short-lived. [ 
again thank my colleague for the opportunity of addressing the 
House at this time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, it may seem to require 
some degree of effrontery or courage to seek the floor with the hope of 
entertaining the House upon asubject worn so threadbare by previous 
discussion and so familiar in all its bearings to the intelligent gentle- 
men who form this body. I have, however, felt emboldened to claim 
your attention mainly for the purpose of correcting some errors which 
crept into the debate the other day while the gentleman from Indi- 
ana (Mr. HUNTER] occupied the floor. Being a new member I would 
not have the temerity to violate the unwritten but alimost immemo- 
rial law of this body by participating in debate so soon after the com- 
mencement of my congressional term if it were not for the fact that 
no one who has preceded me at this session has drawn attention to 
some of the matters I wish to present. I also fear that going unchal- 
lenged to the country the statements made by the gentleman from 
Indiana may tend to prejudice public interest. 


NATIONAL-BANKING CURRENCY. 


The amendment introduced by my colleague from IIlnois [ Mr. Fort] 
and the debate upon this bill reveal the fact that the repeal of 
the resumption act is not the only question involved, but our decision 
upon the pending bill to some considerable extent embraces the fur- 
ther continuance of the national-banking system. It has been so 
treated by those who have engaged in the discussion on both sides of 
the House. It is truly of deep interest to the country and should re- 
ceive calm, conscientious, and fair consideration, Before expressing 
my opinion directly upon the resumption feature of this bill, I will 
refer to this subject. In advocacy of the national-banking system 
the gentleman from Indiana asserts: 

It will be found that the national-bank notes, instead of being more costly to the 


people as a currency than the greenbacks, are really cheaper and in some respects 
a safer currency for the people than greenbacks. ‘ 


And in support of that proposition he has delivered an ingenious 
aud elaborate speech and has presented us with an astonishing array 
of figures showing heavy burdens under which the national bank- 
ers are suffering, the cheapness of that money to the people, and the 
extravagant costliness of greenbacks. Further on in what I shall say, 
I will examine some of his figures and estimates and show that when 
the test of truth is applied to them they will melt away and leave 
his argument without foundation ; but before doing this let me say 
that I consider the national-banking system expensive and unproht- 
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le to this country. It was the creature of a supposed emergency 
an luring the late civil war, and was not originally intended as 
Se ent institution, but to furnish temporary aid to the wants 
. Poe Treasury during that critical period. Many then professed to 
of ‘ aa it anecessity. This I deny; but, if such was the case, the end 
- te war brought the end of the necessity. 
*gometimes When individuals are heavily enthralled with debt, and 

ea ed which threatens financial ruin, finding it dificult 
to obtain means for current wants, they offer large inducements, 
which are seized upon by speculating money-lenders, not simply as 
ap accomm 


a crisis is reach 


odation to the unfortunate debtor, but for their own gain. 
When the law authorizing the establishment of the national banks 
was enacted, the Government was in a similar condition and was 

sJaced to some extent at the mercy of the money-lender. It was then 
supposed by those in authority that in order to raise the means for 
successfully conducting the war they were compelled to offer capital- 
ists extraordinary franchises and privileges, such as had never before 
been offered in this or any other country. Among other schemes 
resorted to, a rich endowment was made to investors in this pursuit. 
In order to insure success to the national banker all State banks of 
issue were demolished, thereby driving from the field competition, 
and the people of the United States were compelled to look alone to 
the national banks for the facilities of a bank currency. These insti- 
tutions were given the sole power, outside of the Nativnal Govern- 
ment, to create money. its ; 

The power to create money, sir, is a sovereign power, and along 
with all sovereignty in this country belongs to the people. When 
their Representatives delegate this power to corporations the people 
are deprived of part of their sovereignty, and to that extent are de- 
prived of their liberty. This national-banking system is a departure 
from the spirit of our free institutions as conceived by the founders 
of the Government. It is un-American. It is a monopoly more in 
harmony witha monarchy than arepublic. The monopoliescomplained 
of under Elizabeth and under Charles I of England were not more 
arbitrary and exclusive in their nature. A law is made conferring 
upon a few certain exclusive privileges and powers over the most es- 
sential element of trade and commerce. What greater prerogative 
is known than the power to create money ? What act of tyranny 
more arbitrary than the law which in its effects prohibits issues of 
currency by State or other than national banks? 

The democratic party has ever been the unyielding antagonist of 
centralization and monopoly. Under the administrations of Jackson 
and Tyler it was held that this exercise of power by the Federal Gov- 
ernment was anti-republican, and it was then insisted and decided 
that such power belonged alone to the States. That doctrine was con- 
sidered settled forever with the death of the great party which main- 
tained that such power appertained to the Federal Government and 
should be exercised. The republican party has, however, by the act 
of Congress creating the national banks, reversed this decision and 
made use of the Federal Government, not only to establish a national- 
bank system, but to crush out this power in the States. But, sir, that 
party is rapidly following its illustrious predecessor to the grave ; and 
when the historian sums up, as I believe he will at an early day, the 
causes which hastened the fall of the republican party, as chief among 
them will appear this prostitution of the powersof the General Govern- 
ment and betrayal of the rights of the Statesin the interest of monopoly. 

I will not stop here to discuss the constitutionality of the law 
creating national banks. 
the great powers and high privileges conferred upon them and the 
despotism of the act which gives them legal sanction and forbids 
these powers and privileges to others. But I may inquire if it be 


issuing a circulating medium why may it not confer apon a certain 
class of manufacturers the exclusive privilege of manufacturing by 
taxing all others to death ? 

It is not only asserted that the Government could not do without 
these banks during the war, but the most patriotic motives are as- 
cribed to those who invested inthem. It is claimed that the national 
loan thereby found a market and the Government was enabled to 
float its bonds in Europe. No such necessity existed; other and as 
good methods could have been devised at far less cost to the people. 
The Government credit did not depend upon the action of national 
bankers. The victories won on the battle-field gave confidence and 
strength to the national credit, and the large rate of interest and 
exemption of the bonds from taxation popularized the national loan. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no reflections to make upon those who thought 
proper to avail themselves of the golden opportunity for good invest- 
nent In national banking; it wasa legitimate business, and any 
honorable business man might conscientiously engage in it. For 
those, then, who merely pursued the business after it had been author- 
ized by law, and who have confined their attention to the legitimate 
conduct of their business as bankers, and have neither had a hand 
in the creation of this law nor interposed their means or influence to 
pres achange of that system, I have not one word of censure. 
“y Waris upon the system and those who created it and advocate 
tre ontinuance for their own gain and to the detriment of the coun- 
a I shall in the course of my remarks on this oceasion and here- 
after when this question rises moré directly before us, maiutain the 
as propositions: * 

‘That the best interest of the country demands the abolition of the 
uatioual- banking system as soon as practicable. 
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My purpose is merely to draw attention to | 


ATT 


That whenever it becomes necessary for the Federal Government 
to provide a currency for the country it should be issued directly 
from the National Treasury, and not through national or other banks, 


1S NATIONAL BANKING UNPROFIYZABLE? 

It seems to be insisted by the gentleman from Indiana that na- 
tional banking has been and is unprofitable to those engaged in it 
that they enjoy no valuable privileges, and that they do not burden 
the country. If this be true, is it not singular they do not retire their 
circulation and go into liquidation ? 

A reference to the history of the past will show us how easily these 
propositions can be refuted. What are the facts? In 1864 men with 
money could go into the market and purchase Government bonds 
with greenbacks at a discount in gold of 50 and 60 per cent. The 
current prices of 5.20 bonds during that year were forty-three and 
forty-four cents on the dollarin coin. Upon bonds purchased at this 
rate the Government issued a circulation equal to 90 per cent. of their 
par value, which the banks could use in loaning to the people at as 
high rates of interest as the fairness of the banker or the necessity 
of the borrower would permit. The bonds to secure the circulation 
were left free from taxation, and the banker possessed the power to 
regularly collect his semi-annual-interest coupons thereon in gold. 
This law did not prohibit the banker from reaping as much advan- 
tage from the deposits intrusted to his care as he could make. 

In fact, national banking, by reason of its connection with the Gov- 
ernment, was given great advantage over private banks of deposit in 
their supposed safety; and, to complete the monopoly, prevent com 
petition, and utterly destroy all State banks of issue, an annual tax 
of 10 per cent. was levied upon their circulation, whereas the cir- 
culation of national banks was taxed only 1 per cent. At a subse- 
quent date, in order to still more strengthen the monopoly, the amount 
of the circulation was limited. By means of that law of limitation 
the great financial centers in the East held the system under their 
control and enjoyed nearly allits advantages. And in 1869 again was 
the monopoly fostered and enriched by the passage of the public- 
credit act. ‘Thereby the bonds used in national banking and bought 
at 43 and 44 per cent. of their par or face value were made payable 
in coin at their full face value. In 1873 was made into law that in- 
iquitous scheme, hatched in fraud and trickery, by which the people 
were deprived of the use of the silver dollar as a legal tender and these 
bonds made payable only in gold. So, Mr. Speaker, the statement of 
a bank established in 1864 on $100,000 capital stock would show this 
result for the first year’s business : 


Profit on $100,000 United States bonds, at 44 per cent 

Interest coupons, at 6 per cent. in gold 

Premium on said interest, at 50 per cent 

Interest and discounts on $90,000 of circulation, less 10 per 
cent. deducted for reserve fund, computing interest at 10 
per cent 

Perhaps a fair average of deposits would be $2,000,000, on 
which interest at 10 per cent. would realize............. 


$56, 000 
6, 000 
3, 000 


20, 000 


ONE COON POUT ons castes eee nace ccecccSctcaees TOD 
Since the first year of the bank the profits, of course, would be less, 
as we could Often then make no addition to the profits for premium 
on the bonds, but the other items I have given form a correct basis 
of calculation of profits after that period. There are some other items 
of profit I might add, but these are sufficient for my illustration. 
From the foregoing figures we should deduct taxes and the cost of 
running the bank ; and for this let us take the estimates and figures 


; y | furnished by my friend from Indiana, with the exception of the tax 
right for Congress to confer upon national banks the privilege of | Mee t 


he estimates on the loans and discounts of the bank, which I will 
presently show is not correct, and then we will see the real profit : 


Tax on circulation, at 1 per cent. ...... 20-2. -220 22 een eee $900 
State and local taxes, it being, as stated by him, ascertained 
by the Treasury Department at an average of 1.9, makes... 


Salaries of president and cashier 


1,710 
2, 0O0U 


Date 660s GE Obi bcsksccctncccotncsswesedses 4,610 


tna cde dency ew binetiiwndiemaae cone semen abe - $93, 000 


Deduct cost and taxes.... ...... .cccce cee pes 4,610 


And we find the real profit was 


Which is 100 per cent. on the amount originally invested. 

In many banks the deposits run much higher thanthe average given, 
making their profits greater. Is it tobe wondered that some of these 
banks have been able to declare 100 per cent.dividends? Have Idrawn 
a fancy sketch orexaggerated in the figuresgiven? We willsee. I wish 
to call your attention to an extract from the report of Mr. William H. 
English upon retiring, during the past summer, from the presidency 
of the First National Bank of Indianapolis; the bank has been in 
operation fourteen years and its capital stock is $500,000 : 

In the mean time it has voluntarily returned $500,000 of capital back to its stock- 
holders besides paying them in dividends $1,196,250, pus of which was in gold; 
and I now turn it over to you with a capital unimpaired and $327,000 of undivided 
earnings on hand. To this may fairly be added premium of United States bonds 
on hand, at present prices amounting to $26,000, besides quite a large amount for 
lost and destroyed bills. 

May I not safely leave these grand results asa permanent testimonial of the 
fidelity and careful and judicious management of my administration | 
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If I correctly understand this statement it shows a profit for this 
bank during the fourteen years it has been in business of about 
$2,000,000. Has any legitimate business in your knowledge brought 
a better return upon the amount invested? Is there no profit in 
this grand showing? Now, it may be this bank by prudent and skill- 
ful management shows more earnings than the average of national 
banks; but, if so, those falling below it must have resulted from 
unfortunate loans, for it is presumed from the eminently good char- 
acter of the retiring president the bank resorted to only legitimate 
methods which were within the reach of all national banks, except 
in the case of country national banks where the lines of deposit are 
comparatively small and consequently their profits have been much 
sinaller in proportion to the capital invested than in the cities. But 
instances can be cited in the cities where the protits have been greater 
than in the case of the bank at Indianapolis. 

GREENBACKS CHEAPER THAN NATIONAL-BANK CURRENCY. 


These facts not only warrant the denial that this system is unprofit- 
able, but they refute the assertion of the gentleman from Indiana 
that the national-bank note is a “ cheaper money ” for the people than 
yreenbacks, for all these large earnings come from the people. Espe- 
cially will his assertion be refuted when it is shown that the green- 
back has really cost the people nothing. The bank at Indianapolis 
is only one of over two thousand constituting at one time over four 
hundred millions of capital. If you will take the profits of that bank 
as a guide it will be seen that the national-bank note has been very 
expensive to the people. That gentleman further remarks in sup- 
port of his proposition that national-bank currency is cheaper, better, 
and safer, than greenbacks; that national banks have paid the peo- 
le in taxes— 
eta the ten years prior to December 1, 1876.... $170, 930, 239 00 
That greenbacks have cost the peo- 
ple for printing, &e ............ 
And, by reason of their exemption 
from taxation, the people have 
lost. on them prior to that date.. 


$14, 325, 373 27 


93, 000, 000 00 


Which makes a total cost of green- 
DOG é ese on0s wes ° 


Sedan aaibe 107, 325, 373 274 
And thén he very strangely adds this last sum to 

the taxes paid by national banks less the cost of 

$4,060,223.59 for printing, &c., and triumphantly 

exclaims that national-bank notes have been 

worth to the people for the ten years named.... 274, 195,388 633 

These estimates are erroneous and deceptive, and a careful analy- 
sis of his argument in the light of truth will reveal to us that his 
propositions have not been maintained. I do not charge him with 
intentional misrepresentation, but he has been led into very serious 
mistakes in regard to the matter. 

lt will be observed that he charges against the greenbacks 
$14,325,373.274 for printing, engraving, &c., whereas the cost of the 
bank-notes is placed at only $4,060,223.59. Why this great difference 
in the cost of the currency? Both are printed at the National Treas- 
ury. The number of bills issued do not greatly differ and the cost 
of workmanship on the designs cannot be different. The only radi- 
cal difference that can be seen is in the color; one is green and the 
other is black. Surely the green coloring material does not cause the 
vast difference which he estimates? If so, we had better abolish the 
green and adopt some other shade of coloring. Buf, sir, the costs of 
these two classes of notes are in reality almost the same, and it is 
wrong to assert that the one has cost more than the other, for both 
are printed on the same presses and should be equally charged with 
the cost of printing, &c. My friend, however, has charged the entire 
cost of the machinery for printiug both bills to the greenbacks. This 
may help him to make out a case in favor of the cheapness of bank 
eurrency, but it is wrong, as will be seen from the letter which I hold 
in my hand, and will read: 

My Dear Sin: In reply to your aneee of this date, I have the honor to state 


that the greenbacks and national-bank notes are printed on the same presses, which 
are inexpensive and are worked by band and are very durable. 


Some of the presses bought on the establishment of the bureau fourteen years 
ago are still in use. 


Very respectfully, yours, 

ED. McPHERSON, 

Hon. R. W. ‘TOWNSHEND, M. C., ov ae, 
Washington. 

So the gentleman must correct his estimate of the cost of green- 
backs over national-bank notes. And when we remember that the 
loss of Treasuary notes by fire, usage, &c., insuch a way that they 
will never be returned to the Treasury, doubtless amounts to far more 
than the cost of printing all the Treasury notes, it will be seen that 
his entire item of $14,325,373.274 for printing should be stricken out of 
his tables. 

In estimating the cost of the greenbacks to the country, he startles 
us with the announcement that, by reason of greenbacks being held 
not taxable, the entire issue from thé beginning has escaped taxation, 
and that the total amount thus lost to the country is $93,000,000. In 
doing this he assumes that all the greenbacks have been held by the 
wealthy at the time personal property is assessed for taxation. This 
is, perhaps, the largest mistake he has committed. 

The wealthy have not held all the greenbacks on that day. They 


were in circulation, and were diffused among and held }) 
The rich as a rule do not hoard greenbacks, as it is j, 
yields no interest. They convert their greenbacks i; 

property, which yields them income; and, consequently, exp mae 
they are invested in Government bonds, are converted tare When 
kind of property which is assessed fortaxation. I maintain ths — 
if any, greenbacksescape taxation; for when persons are senaaned onl 
seldom, if ever, take into consideration the amount of ‘onan 
held by them on the day their property was assessed, j,i, _ ~ 
my State is fixed by law on May 1; but the assessor never one a 
the taxpayer for assessment until after the expiration of ¢. =pon 
weeks from that date, and then but few, if any, remember the om > 
of greenbacks, as distinguished from other money, held }y es 
that day. Therefore, in estimating the cost of greenbacks a he 
people you must strike out all of his item of ninety-three milli - 
charged against them; and when you have done this you have oa 
ing left to charge against the greenbacks. - 


¥ the Masses 
lle Capital au 
tO Some ot} 


TAXATION OF NATIONAL BANKS, 

Another very serious error committed by the gentleman ig fon) 
in his statement that national banks are not only assessed for | — 
tion on the full face value of their capital stock, but in add 
thereto are assessed for the amount of their loans on notes and yi. 
counted bills. In illustration of this he has stated that wher 
bank of $100,000 capital stock has loaned its circulation of -9 ts 
cent. the basis of assessment against that bank is $120,000, x, 
sir, in the first place no national bank as an organization pays one 
dollar upon its capital stock or notes and bills for State or local p ". 
poses. Each shareholder is assessed with his other personal prope rt 5 
for the par value of his shares in the bank. Secondly, the notes ay: 
bills belonging to the bank are not considered in fixing the valy of 
the shares as a basis for assessment and the stock is only assessed 4; 
its par or face value. While that gentleman was addressing ;), 
House, a colloquy occurred between him and myself which I will ped 
from the Recorp of that day. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I ask permission of the gentleman from Indiana 
to ask him one question. 

Mr. Hunter. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. xe3 the gentleman mean to say that notes dis 
counted by banks are taxed in addition to their capital ? ‘ z 

Mr. Hunter. Itis so in my State. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I know that it is not so in the State of Dlinois. 

Mr. Hunter. It certainly is so in my State. 

As his assertion was so emphatic, speaking as if by authority and 
with full knowledge, I then supposed it probable the assessors in 
Indiana had acted different from those of Illinois, although such a 
course was not contemplated by the law and was not practiced |) 
the assessors in any locality with which I am conversant. Since the: 
I have received a copy of the Indianapolis Sun, a paper published jr 
his State at a point where there are more national banks located than 
anywhere in Indiana. That paper, referring to the colloquy between 
us, in its issue of the 10th instant, makes the following statement: 


But what is the fact? Are national-bank notes taxed? They are not. The na 
tional banks are taxed by State and municipal authorities only upon their capital 
stock. We have taken the pains to personally inspect the assessment-roll 
national banks of Indianapolis, and not one dollar of national-bank notes vl 
by them. There is no way of finding out definitely the amount of money and 
bank-potes listed for taxation in Marion County, without inspecting eac! one oi 
about seventy-five thousand rolls, as all personal property is entered under o 
head in the auditer’s books ; but it is the opinion of the assessor that not nw 
than one tax-payer in five hundred returns any money or bank-notes for taxati 
and out of $2,488,260 of national-bank notes issued to the banks of Indianapolis 
there are less than $100,000 listed for taxation, and nearly the whole of that 
private banks. The national banks here pay no State or city tax upon their notes 
and individual tax-payers but very little. And, what is more, the banks pay vo 
tax upon credits or bills receivable, while the private banks are taxed on all their 
claims, less their debts. 

And further on that paper states in this connection that “ Gener! 
HwnreER is wholly mistaken.” 

Some of the advocates of this system bitterly complain that unjust 
discriminations have been made against these banks in State and 
local tax assessments by assessors, and it is insisted by some that 
these banks should be exempted from these taxes altogether. There 
may be instances of unjust discrimination against such shares of 
stock in some localities, and in such cases they may have been caused 
to pay a larger rate of taxation in proportion to the value of its 
property than is assessed against other species of property. This is 
unjustifiable. I am < to any unfair burden being placed 
upon them, as I would be opposed to an unfair burden being placed 
on any class of property. 

In my judgment every class of Ce: pe oreegeey bonds as well 
as houses and lands, bank stocks as well as horses and cattle—should 
beplaced upon an equality, and be assessed according to its value, with- 
out discrimination against any, and without exemption for avy. But 
have advocates of the national-banking system forgotten that a mach 
more unjust and unequal rule of taxation than any they can com- 
= of was established by Congress in the interest of the national 

nks against State banks of issue ? 

As I have already said, Congress has levied an annual tax of only 
1 per cent. on the circulation of national banks, but has levied an 
annual tax of 10 per cent. upon the circulation of State banks. It 
makes the tax on State banks ten-fold greater than upon national 
banks. What has been the effect of this law? All State banks of 
issue have been thereby driven out of existence—taxed to death—ia 
order that national banks might live and flourish. If some State or 
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wnty officer is found who islaying the burden too heavy on national 
i they are but following a precedent already established by the 
<e ds of that system. But why, as contended by some, should na- 
= ss baak stock be exempted from taxation? If a merchant should 
Servew money on Government bonds or otherwise, and employ this 
borrowed capital in his business, he is compelled to pay taxes as 
wel] as interest upon the borrowed sum. In most of the States, if 
pot in all of them, if a farmer borrows money by mortgaging his farm, 
with which he purchases stock to cultivate it, he is still compelled to 
vay a tax on his farm as well as upon the stock into which the bor- 
wd ed money is converted in addition to the interest thereon to his 
creditor, Which may be considered in the nature of a tax. 

Thus he actually pays three-fold taxes, or three distinct taxes upon 
the capital so invested. Now, in view of the fact that the national 
banker obtains from the Government his circulating notes borrowed, 
it may be said, upon his bonds, without payment of any interest or 
tax whatever, (except 1 per cent. on his circulation, which is sim- 
ly charged to defray the expense of printing and engraving his bills,) 
but on the other hand draws interest in gold upon his bonds from the 
very source Which loaned him his circulation on the capital in busi- 
ness, under such circumstances how ean any just man engaged in bank- 
ing complain that he is compelled to pay ouly one tax on his capital 
invested in national banking while the farmer is compelled to pay 
three classes of taxes in the instance I have cited ? 

Avother matter in this connection overlooked in this debate should 
be referred to. Many have held that the surplus fund belonging to 
a pational bank is not subject to taxation, and in many localities this 
fund is entirely omitted from assessment; so if a national bank has 
a capital of $100,000 and has accumulated a surplus fund to the 
amount of $400,000, the shareholders will only be required to pay a 
tax on the basis of $100,000, or on one-fifth of the actual value of its 
stock, and four-fifths of its real capital is thereby exempted from the 
burden of taxation. This proportion of surplus fund to the capital 
stock is greater in some instances that I ne mention. The privi- 
jeyes enjoyed by national banks are really more valuable than any 
franchises granted by this Government to any institution. Would 
vot operators of mines, railroads, manufactures, and other enter- 
prises rejoice in the possession of the privileges of the national banks 
with all their supposed burdens? If mercantile and manufacturing 
companies could be organized to invest their capital in gold interest- 
bearing Government bonds, and issue promissory notes to the extent 
of 90 per cent. of the face value of their bonds without interest, they 
would be saved the enormous interest which they generally pay for 
the money used by them, and their capital would in the mean time 
be beyond danger while earning interest from the National Treasury. 
I do not wish it to be inferred that I favor the grant of such privi- 
leges to such institutions or of those engaged in mercantile pursuits, 
forlam not. I am opposed to this privilege being given to any per- 
son or association. 


POWER OF CORPORATED CAPITAL DANGEROUS. 


I believe the grant of special privileges to corporations is incon- 
sistent with the true theory of our Government and dangerous to 
the welfare of our people. 

If the functions of the Federal Government are to be used in main- 
taining a paper currency, public economy will be best subserved by 
issuing it directly from the National Treasury. The delegation of 
that power or of any element of sovereignty to monopolies endan- 
gers the freedom and prosperity of the people. Wealthy corpora- 
tions or a few wealthy men do not constitute the prosperity of a 
people. It depends mostly upon the diffusion of property among the 
industrious and prudent masses. The gathering together of the colos- 
sal fortunes of Astor, Stewart, and Vanderbilt produced a drain upon 
the pockets of others. We may marvel at the grandeur of their 
lofty mansions and luxurious living, but who is not pained to see 
the increasing crowd of tramps and beggars struggling with swine 
for the husks thrown from the rich man’s door? Aside from consid- 
erations of humanity it is dangerous to the peace of society to con- 
tinue the enforcement of a system of laws which tend to impoverish 
the masses, Distress is the parent of crime. Corporated capital is 
easily combined, and when combined wields a powerful influence. It 
tends to create a moneyed aristocracy which is the antipodes of democ- 
racy. By manipulation of the markets it has cautealied the price of 
bread, of fnel, and of raiment. 

It has controlled the price of labor. The monstrous exactions of 
the tariff law are making the masses “ mere hewers of wood and draw- 
ers of water” for corporated capital. I do not in any degree sympa- 
thize with those who seek to arouse unjust prejudice against corpo- 
rated or other capital. As I respect all worthy men, so I respect the 
man, if he is worthy, who has carved his way to fortune by honesty, 
prudence, and energy, whether he has done so in a banking-house or 
on a farm, in the practice of some learned profession or in the work- 
shop. Capital and labor are mutually dependent upon each other. 
They ought tobe the truest friends. The American Revolution not only 
wade men free but made labor honorable. The capitalist should take 
the laborer by the hand and say in all sincerity, ““Come, my brother, 
let us co-operate on an equitable basis for our mutual benefit and for 
the benefit of society.” In that way true prosperity can be obtained 
which dispenses its 


doctrines of communism. Who has not read its bloody record in 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


France? Is it not frightful ? 
It is dangerous to peace and liberty. 
an enemy of Christianity, an enemy of society. 
gerous enemy of the workingman and the poor. 
into communism. 
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It makes the flesh creep to think of it. 
It is an enemy of civilization, 
lt is the most dan- 
Poverty drives men 





WISE FINANCIAL LEGISLATION, 


I believe in that kind of government which leaves every man to 


pursue an honest avocatiou without restraint, and protects him in the 
use and enjoyment of his property and the fruits of his honest labor, 
as well as his personal rights as a man and citizen. 
Government must make wise laws, which have for their end the pro- 
tection of the weak from the strong, the lowly from the great, labor 


In doing this the 


from the exactions of capital. This is vitally essential to the peace 
and order of society. Let us, then, in our financial legislation as in 
all our legislation find the path of right and equal justice and fear- 
lessly follow it. This House by a grand majority at the very thresh- 


old of its session has already started upon that pathway by the pas- 


sage of the silver bill. It has sent a thrill of joy to hearts bowed 
down with woe. I notice that one of the chief organs of the repub- 
lican party, the New York Tribune, has in its editorial on the silver 
bill of the 6th of this month said that “the bill is a democratic 
measure.” 

It is true, Mr. Speaker, that the infamy of the act demonetizing 
silver was accomplished by a republican Congress, and that it is the 
pride and glory of a democratic House that it has done all in its 
power to remonetize silver by the passage of the remonetization 
bill; but in casting my vote in favor of that bill Idid not act strictly 
as a partisan. I felt that 1 was doing an act of justice as the Repre- 
sentative of my entire constituency irrespective of their party aflilia- 
tions, a constituency whose interest demanded the passage of that 
law. But, Mr. Speaker, if the passage of the remonetization act is to 
be considered as a democratic measure, I gladly accept it as such and 
esteem it as one of the proudest achievements of that grand old 
party whose history is a history of devotion to the country, to the 
masses, and to the distressed. And let me say in passing that this 
democratic House has thus far kept its solemn pledges to the people. 
By the first bill passed it has done all in its power to mold into law 
ameasure of greater relief to the industrial and debtor classes than 
has been accomplished by any Congress during the dominion of the 
republican party. But, sir, the disinterested patriotism and courage 
which caused many republicans in this House to break through their 
party discipline and join with us their votes for this “ democratic 
measure ” should command our admiration. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, with the pending bill for repeal of the re- 
sumption act before us, we are still on the right way, and if we keep 
in the right way to relieve the universal distress in this land, we will 
supplement these two bills with the passage of a measure which will 
relieve the country of the national-banking system, and before the 
final adjournment of this Congress we will relieve the country of that 
incubus upon its trade and commerce, that iniquitous law which 
robs the few for the many, that prototype of absolute despotism, the 
nefarious, vicious, protective feature of the tariff law. We need, sir, 
but little positive legislation. There has been too much legislation. 
Most good can be done by undoing the mischievous financial legisla- 
Lion occurring since the end of the war, The country would be better 
off if the financial problems which have arisen since that period had 
been left to the business interest to solve. 


REPEAL OF RESUMPTION ACT. 


Having occupied so much of your time upon the national-banking 
law and knowing the subject of resumption has been thoroughly 
and exhaustingly discussed here and before the country, I shall re- 
frain from occupying much of your attention in expressing my judg- 
ment upon this measure. 

Mr. Speaker, the resumption act is chief among the unjust and un- 
wise financial measures which form the iliadof our present woes Con- 
gress has never enacted a law more deceptive in the purposes for 
which it was created, one more injurious in its effects, peculiarly so at 
the time it was spread upon the statute-books. It was the most 
critical period in the financial history of this country. Busiuess was 
struggling for life with the deadening effects of the panic of 1573. 
Individual fortunes were hanging upon the vortex of ruin. Paralysis 
had seized upon the energies of trade. At a time when encourage- 
ment and stimulation were needed came this unfortunate measure 
with its depression and train of evils. What have been its effects? 
If I loved to prepare a feast of horrors I might endeavor to describe 
them. To find them, look around you, anywhere,every where, within 
vur ocean-bound land. Trace up the causes of the broken fortunes of 
all classes, ascertain whence sprang the poverty, destitution, starva- 
tion, crime, of the past two years, and you will tind more than all else 
these sad causes emanate from the evil genius of the resumption act 
of 1875. It is a measure which strengthens the rich but weakens the 
poor, enthrones the creditor but enslaves the debtor. 


POLICY OF THE EAST AS AGAINST WEST AND SOUTH. 


The spirit manifested by some of the opponents of this repealing 
act is not creditable to their judgment or sense of fairness. They 


“lessing upon both alike. I do not believe in the | have opposed calm reflection, cogent reasoning, and philosophic re- 


view with invective, vilification, and jeers. Historical and current 
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facts have been ignored. The New York Herald of the 15th instant, 
in discussing the financial measures before this Congress, says: 

The West has long since shorn itself of honor or gratitude, and almost of con- 
science or common-sense. The West has been a proliiic hot-bed of rank heresies 
ever since the close of the war. 

This paper is one of the organs of Wall street. These words are 
the words of Wall street, of the money-changers of Wal! street ; Wall 
street, which has Mammon for its deity and gamblers for its princes 
and lords. With these words ringing in your ears how can you who 
represent western constituents cast your votes on the side of Wall 
street ? 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. CaITTENDEN] has made him- 
self conspicuous by acrimonious and offensive references to the 
sentiments of the West and South. Mr. Speaker, the men of the 
West do not, of their own choice, wish to draw sectional lines upon 
this or any national question. They desire that the legislation of 
Congress shall be of that character which will be productive of most 
good to all sections and classes. No sentiment stirs their hearts 
more deeply than those of devotion and affection for the whole 
country. But, while they frown upon sectional utterances, argu- 
ments such as have been made here and elsewhere will arouse a 
sentiment there which will more jealously protect the interest of the 
West against the encroaching and antagonistic financial and com- 
mercial policy of New England and New York. It is said we have 
already a solid South. Well, sir, wrong and injustice made it so. 
Let me say to our eastern friends such a course may show you a 
solid West, and, perhaps, a solid South and West. They really are 
one upon the great living issues. 

Since the close of the war we have been under the dominance of 
the financial and tariff policies of New England and New York. Our 
western interests have been forced to yield to the exactions of poli- 
cies which have brought poverty and distress upon our people. But 
the South is freed from your vassalage npw. She has men of mind 
and courage here who no longer follow the dictation of Wall street 
and New England politicians, 

That “ wild blast of a grand currency illusion which has swept over 
the plains of the South and the prairies of the West,” so offensively 
described by the gentleman of New York, may, in view of such leg- 
islation as he advocates, prove to be but the forerunner of a storm 


which will sweep away the tariff and financial frauds that have 
emanated from his section. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


INJUSTICE TO THE DEBTOR CLASS. 

This is but one of a series of unjust and unwise measures which 
have formed the financial policy of the republican party; measures 
which are discriminative against the debtor class. Mr. Speaker, good 
governments, controlled by sound policy and wise rulers, do not op- 
press but protect that class. The public-credit act which sprang 
from the loins of that party in 1869 by a stroke of the pen increased 
the mortgage on the people, unjustly and without compensation, hun- 
dreds of millions. It made the taxpayer poorer and the public cred- 
itor richer, in violation of the letter and spirit of the contract and of 
law. The men who made that law were the mere agents chosen by 
the people to guard their interest. How did they keep their trust? 
Now they say the repeal of the resumption act will be a breach of 
faith, against the interests of the public creditor. How many breaches 
of faith have been committed against the taxpayer? When that out- 
rage was perpetrated in 1869, did any of these moral philosophers talk 
of breach of good faith? 

Another measure followed in 1873, which was leveled with deadly 
aim at the debtorclass. Irefer to the demonetization of silver. Thee 
law of 1869, unjust as it was, still permitted the bonds to be paid in 
coin, embracing both gold and silver; but in order to still more 
strengthen the grasp of the bondholder the demonetization of silver 
was accomplished. That money was good enough for our fathers, 
but the golden aristocracy shrank from it. They would not soil their 
tingers with the plebeian silver money, and therefore silver was de- 
prived of its legal-tender character and we were left at the mercy of 
the gold gamblers. It is said the baleful influence of a hired lobby 
aided in the passage of that law. But for the honor of my country 
I will believe the denials that have been made of that charge, and 
will credit the only other excuse made for that monstrous wrong— 
that it was railroaded through Congress under false colors and mis- 
representation. 

‘ow, the remonetization of silver is opposed on the plea that it has 
depreciated and will be unjust to the creditor. It was the creditor 
class who demonetized silver to the prejudice of the debtor class; and 
that act contributed more than all else to the depreciation of the 
silver dollar in thiscountry. It was at that time worth $1.03 in gold, 
now it isonly worth ninety-two cents. If this country had continued 
the double standard, there would have been but little depreciation of 
silver in any of the markets of the world. The commerce of this 
country was great enough to sustain the silver dollar. With the silver 
dollar as a currency our commerce would have opened the way to 
such a trade with India—which is a silver-currency country—as would 
have aroused the envy and fears of Great Britain. 

Suppose we had demonetized gold instead of silver and that course 
had been followed by the countries in Europe which have demone- 
tized silver ? Gold would have depreciated, and the creditor class 
to-day would be clamoring for the silver currency as they now do for 
the gold, and the cry of good faith would be raised against gold. 
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The next act in the series forming the financial policy of the one 
lican party is the resumption act. ; co » 
coin, then silver is deprived of its legal-tender power, pet mn a 
only remained to provide this asa means for the publicereditorte sh.’ it 
his gold. This is, perhaps, the most unmixed evilofall. [t } sae 
down the debtor and made him a bankrupt; is deadening tho en. a co 
of business, blasting the hopes of labor and wrecking income?” 
private fortunes. Distress is growing to such an extent that it an, 
impossible to bear the strain any longer. This law hangs like a = 
over the land, creating distrust, uncertainty, and dread. In its trail 
we find misery, beggary,and crime. Beneticent Providence has eniled 
upon us; given us a bountiful harvest, filling our granaries and freight 
ing our ships for foreign markets, but still like Laocoon we are dirne. 
gling for freedom from the coil of the golden serpent. Thus step ). 
step, law by law, has the public creditor been aggrandized and th 
debtor and taxpayer struck down. e . 
GOOD FAITH TO DEBTOR AS WELL AS CREDITOR. 

And this they say is good faith. Well, sir, lam in favor of keen’, 
good faith ; good faith with the debtor as well as the creditor: yi. 
both parties to the contract. If we do this, we will repeal the fina, 
cial legislation to which I have referred. The republican party hay 


It, too, is a monstrous | 


, 


ever since the war been legislating in the interest of the creditor yy. 


to the detriment of the debtor, The time has now arrived for jastic. 
to the debtor. Much further delay may be too late. And why shou|y 
we not study some just method of relief to that class? The emine: 
Belgian economist, financier, and writer, Professor Emile de Layo. 
eye, one of the ablest of the writers who advocate the soundest doe. 
trines respecting banking and who denounces the abuses of credit 
and speculations which lead to panics, in a late pamphlet advocatiyy 
remonetization of silver says : . 

Even if legislation lightens the burdens on the debtor, society is interested tha: 
they should be so lightened, and the resulting good far more than makes up for tho 
partial loss to the creditor. 

But the main question of this hour is not so much the one as to which 
may be the best kind of currency; it is whether the country is in such 
condition as will bear resumption. There is no roadway to resump- 
tion except by contraction. Those who have given deepest though: 
and most inquiry to the subject declare that a rapid contraction of 
the currency always brings distress. It was so in England, and we 
have seen the amount of contraction already made here has so r- 
sulted. What an appalling catastrophe must result if over three 
hundred millions of contraction is attempted in the next fourteey 
months. Our business and values have been adapted to the present 
volume of currency. What will be the result when you reduce jt 
one-half? Sir, the question of es the time of resumption 
is entirely with the people, and if they feel that they are not ready 
to settle with the public creditor they have the power to defer it or 
make it indefin'te. This is noinjustice to the public creditor. The 
time for resumption was indefinite when he made his contract, and 
he understood this power of the people. Secretary Sherman, however, 
asserted at Mansfield, Ohio, that resumption could be brought about 
without vontraction. But this is not the view of the most candi 
and able advocates of resumption even in this country. 

The ablest speeches made in or out of Congress in behalf of re- 
sumption came from the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. Hewirr.| 
We all know he is sincere and candid, although many of us may 
differ with him. He declares resumption without contraction is im 
possible, and insists that every dollar of greenbacks must be with- 
drawn and canceled. 

It is asserted that being within 3 per cent. of gold we can easily 
resume. So it was said in England in 1819, when the government 
attempted to resume in the Bank of England on a paper circulation 
of $125,000,000. Alexander Baring, of Baring Brothers, (afterwards 
Lord Ashburton,) Nathan Mayer Rothschild, and others of Englant’s 
wisest statesmen and most eminent financiers raised their warning 
voices against the attempt and testified of the evils sure to follow, 
when they were called before a committee of Parliament of that year; 
but they were not heeded, and the bill passed, giving four years to 
prepare, as was done by our act. 

ow turn to the histories of Sir Archibald Alison and Doubleday 
and read, if you have the heart to do so, how they spoke of that act 
as “ the greatest blunder that ever legislature committed,” and read 
of the distress, ruin, starvation, crime, and bloody bread riots it occa- 
sioned, of the universal bankruptcy, “ affecting the interests of both 
land and trade.” So odious had the measure become in after-years 
that the ambitious young Sir Robert Peel, who introduced the vill 
into Parliament and whose name was linked with it as “ Peel's bill, 
repented of his act and often attempted to shake off the obloquy it 
had brought upon his name by denying that he was responsible for 
its exclusive authorship. It will not be a matter of surprise 10 4 fu- 
ture day if the Sherman with whose name the fell resumption act of 
this country has been baptized shall likewise seck to throw off from 
his reputation this unenviable distinction. 5 

The men who made this law sinned with knowledge before a 
eyes. It is with pride as a democrat I can turn to the record of > 
vote upon the resumption act and find that it was passed over th 
vote of every democrat in both Houses of Congress. At the first 
national convention held since the passage of that act the democrats 
party demanded the repeal of the resumption clause, which was (be 
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-« and heart of that act, and when the people of all the States met 
— wile in November of the centennial year they repeated that 
. ae } py nearly three hundred thousand majority, and elected Til- 
demand ¥} : 


den and Hendricks as President and Vice-President on that demand. | 
ené 


THE QUESTION DECIDED BY THE PEOPLE. 


er, the day of argument upon this question is now 

= a pay weyers action on our part. We are but rep- 
-_ ‘tatives and agents of the people. If we faithfully discharge 
the duty assigned us as their Representatives we will not fail toobey | 
ir will. They do not command us to be unjust to the creditor or 
: ace ‘put they demand of us that we shall also be just to the 
Sebtor ‘Whenever the people have spoken to us outside of localities | 
ete ‘the public creditor holds sway, they have commanded us to 
repeal this law, The result in Ohio last October was simply the ver- 
at of the people upon the case as presented by Secretary Sherman 
in his aaalh at Mansfield. He then said the resumption act “can be, 
ought to be, and shall be enforced in 1879 ;” and he then left the case 
for their decision. The people by their verdict have replied to this 
arrogant demand of the Secretary of the Treasury, “ The resumption 
act cannot be, ought not to be, and shall not be enforced ! — 
Such an expression from the people, when made on an adminis- | 
tration measure, in that great country from which we derive our 
language, our laws, and the germ of our free institutions would dis- | 
solve the cabinet. Are we less mindful in this free country of the | 
voice of the people than the rulers are in England? As I have said, 
the people have had this question under consideration; they have 
heard the arguments, examined the evidence on both sides, and 
have rendered their verdict. We, as Representatives of the people, 











time not only all financial prosperity but also the very liberties of 
the people; a country toward which revenge for a season usurped the 


place of pane and toward which generosity became unknown, that 
country demands the thoughtful consideration of the relief suggested 


| by this bill. There is no portion of the Union that needs relief so 
|muchasthe South. The financial policy of the Government has been 


established without reference to her interests. The party which es- 
tablished this financial policy have surely had but little love for the 
intelligent people of the South and but little regard for the interests of 
the Southern States. They have failed to respond till recently to the 
offer of a genuine and lasting peace made by her people. They failed 
to appreciate the fact that a brave but defeated foe could accept a 
parole of honor in good faith and be true to its obligations. 

When Lee surrendered at Appomattox and Johnson at Durham Sta- 
tion and said “ It is finished, the South at once accepted the situation, 
and after that not a hostile shot did she fire, but she closed her lips, 
= fate, and from the chivalry of war enlisted in the chivalry of 

abor. 

Peace, a genuine, prospering peace to the whole country was every- 
where in the South desired. But this was not to be permitted by the 
despotic rings which held the people beneath their feet. The passions 
engendered by the war must be kept alive. To let them die would 


| be to let the party of moneyed despotism perish. Adventurers claim- 


ing to belong to that party flocked to the impoverished South, and, 
instead of encouraging the people to accommodate themselves to their 


| changed relations and unite with them in resurrecting their ruined 
| 


country, left so desolate by the conflict, they commenced a system of 
robbery and plunder which was a disgrace to civilization. They placed 
the intelligence, the virtue, and honor of the Southern States under 


are charged with the responsibility of recording this verdict. Have | the dominion of the base, the ignorant, and the profligate. 
we the patriotism, the fidelity, the sense of duty to do it? Not only did financial distress prevail in all her borders, but it was 


Let us hearken to the voice of the people and put a stop to the 


a reign of terror to the stoutest hearts. Liberty, property, and every- 


operations of this unwise, ruinous law. It is said that the resump- | thing that a freeman holdsdear were not only jeopardized but almost 


tionists are represented in this city by a delegation of money lords. 
Let us, fellow-Representatives, show that we have not fallen before 
the golden idol. Let us be faithful in this Chamber, and, if our efforts 
fail, be patient. A little more suffering and a little more patience, 
and all will be well. The time will not be long when our masters— 


the people—will send one here as Chief Magistrate of the Republic | 


whom they dare not countout. And with the whip of public opinion 


he will drive the money-changers from the temple of liberty, and | 


again will this land be the haven of the oppressed. Then again will 
the American soldier find with pride that the only employment for 
his gun will be upon a foreign or savage foe, and the red flag of the 
terrible commune will disappear from our streets. Then in truth 
will the era of good-will meet the era of thrift. Then again will the 
busy hum of industry and trade make sweet music in the land, and 
under the smiling of benign Providence prosperity will bloom in the 
East, in the sunny South, and in the prairied West. 

Mr. MULDROW. Mr. Speaker, I regard the passage of the bill 
reported by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. EWING] of the utmost 
importance to the country, and especially to that section of the coun- 
try which I have in part the honor to represent on this floor. 

I fully appreciate the fact that there is a large, intelligent, and 
influential class who believe that the repeal of the resumption act 
would be detrimental to the best interests of the country. There are 
possibly some exceptions to the rule, but in the main they are the 
creditor Government-bondholders. 

The contest now going on in this country is between these cred- 
itors, representing despotic control on the one hand, and the debtor, 
representing the masses, on the other; these fortunate creditors 
insisting that gold shall be the only standard of value, and that the 
public debt shall be paid as provided by the present law, while the 
unfortunate debtor insists that the public debt shall be paid so soon 
only as the people are able to pay it, and that when paid it shall 
be in either gold or silver or other currency, as the contract permits. 


The bill now before the House opens a wide door for discussion. The | 


general condition of the people in all sections of the country and 
the causes which have brought about that condition as a result may 
properly be discussed under it. 

_ When we consider the general want of prosperity, the shrinkage 
in value of every species of property, labor unemployed and in many 
instances in abject want, enterprise paralyzed, and a scarcity of 
money felt everywhere except by a few monopolists to be found in 
the main in the eastern centers, it does seem that we should endeavor 
to find some means of relief and discover some way to infuse life 
and light and hope into the night of financial distress which hangs 
like @ pall over the entire land. And especially should the Repre- 
sentatives of the South, that section of the Union which has not only 


| annihilated. The whole country seemed to be regarded as legitimate 
| prey for rapacity and plunder. They organized a system of general 

spoliation, and forced the people, with the aid of Federal bayonets, 
| to call it republican government. The welfare of the people was 

completely subordinated to the ascendency of party. They laughed 
at the appeals of the people to spare some of their rights of property 
yet remaining under the shattered fragments of the Constitution. 
All that, and more, have they suffered at the hands of the party which 
is the author of the harsh, inexorable policy of finance which is now 
crushing out of existence all prosperity in the land. “ They made a 
desert and called it peace,” and justitied their conduct toward the 
South by the pretense that she was still in rebellion. 

And in this connection, by way of parenthesis, I desire to say that 
no people on this continent are more loyal to the country, and should 
this Government become involved in a just war with any alien power, 
| I believe there is scarcely a confederate blads but would be drawn 
from its scabbard by confederate hands to vindicate her honor or to 
| redress her wrongs. In the language of the Colonial Congress : 

Only permit us to be as free as yourselves and we shal ever esteem a union with 
you to be our greatest glory and — eee happiness, but we must te | you that 


we will never be hewers of wood and drawersof water for any ministry or nation 
in the world. 


Less than that, gen rous minds will not offer nor brave and free ones be willing 
to receive. 

In this connection I desire to read an extract from an article from 
the pen of the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. 
KELLEY, ] showing the effect upon the whole country which has been 
produced by the financial policy of the Government affecting south- 
ern interests. I suppose that, coming from that source, it will be 
esteemed good authority for the other side of the House : 


THE CAUSES AND AUTHORS OF THE FINANCIAL DEPRESSION, WITH PASSING HINTS AT 
REMEDIAL MEASURES; BY HON. WILLIAM D. KELLEY. 


(From the Iron Age.] 


When the war closed in June, 1865, the question of reconciliation and reconstrue- 
tion became paramount. Whatever measure would promote social intercourse be- 
tween the people of the North and those of the South or tend to involve them in 
common interest was one of highest patriotism and entitled to the support of 
every department of the Government onl of the citizens of every section of the coun- 
try. The Army and Navy had done their work, and the pursuits of peace invoked 
the fostering care of statesmen and social economists. 

To say that the South was prostrate is to inadequately express the fact. Her 
| people were dispirited and almost destitute. Their fenceless and untilled fields 
were without stock or implements of husbandry. Their homes were in ruins, 
Their industrial system was not only demoralized, but had been overthrown ; and, 
after the protracted and terrible paroxysms of war, they were in the condition of a 
patient whose frame, worn well-nigh unto death by fever, had sunk into that ty- 
phoid state in which heroic treatment would be fatal, and the object of physician 
| and nurse must be the strengthening of the system and the restoration of vitality 
and circulation by the use of such stimulants as the extremity of the case would 
vermit. Little less grave and diflicult of solution were the questions then arising 
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suffered the ills common to the whole country, but which has also | = eo mam During me the Gepermens nae on the pront cnatomer =. 
bee si ‘ Me . ele | by its special necessities, had given direction to the forms of industrial develop- 
pr pone Sieiteatal deieniecl dia neaionben | ment; but, with the return of peace, the demand for ships, arms, clothing, and 


they represent. 


A country shorn by a stroke of the pen of four billions of property, | 


| other munitions of war was to cease, and capital must discover new and profitable 
employment for the skilled men previously employed and for those who, having 
served in the Army and Navy, were to return by hundreds of thousands to the 


a sag am : : walks of civil life. 
oe ea se aan | Where these discharged soldiers would settle and what part they would take in 
,000, oO 


the restoration of prosperity were questions demanding grave consideration. Many 


chief staple, cotton ; a country which has suffered more than all other | of them had learned by observation that the South was not a purely agricultural 
countries, and compared with which the sufferings of Ireland and Po- |." ion—was not, as they had believed, one vast cotton, tobacco, rice, aud sugar 


land and 


: ae . : “fleld ; i $ de 7 red w * capacity to produc 
Hungary pale into significance; a country in which the tem- field ; but that, while it was wonderfully endowed with the capacity tw produce 


. ; : these elements of national greatness and independence, and might rival India in 
ple of reconstruction was reared and beveath which were buried for a | 
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the production of jute, ramie, and other fibrous plants, it was capableof producing 
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all the grains, fruits, trees, and plants they had known in the North or the distant | 
countries in which they had been born ; that its minerals were more varied and richer 
than those of the North, and incladed gold, cinnabar, corundum, the peculiar ore 
for spiegeleisen, and others which are rare or unknown at the North; and that all 
these were attended by a climate and seasons which lessen the exactions of labor 
and increase the charms of life. Men from New England and the cold Northwest | 
had been incredulous when told that in Georgia, Texas, and elsewhere throughout | 
the South corn could be planted with the absolute certainty that the season would 
permit it to ripen and be gathered from fields from which a luxuriant crop of 
wheat had been taken in May, and that a volunteer crop of potatoes, equal almost | 
in size and quantity to the cultivated crop, followed the latter in almost every field. 
But when their eyes beheld these things their incredulity yielded, and they be- 
lieved. 

That, in view of such facts, there was a genetal impulse among the more intelli- 
gent and enterprising workingmen of the North to settle in the South is not re- 
markable. Nothing could have been more natural or more beneficent than sach a 
movement; and, but for the restrictive financial policy announced by Mr. McCul- 
loch in the latter part of 1865, upon which he entered in 1866, and which, with the 
sanction of Congress, has been pursued by all his snecessors in the Treasury 
Department, such emigration, guided by intelligent enterprise and sustained by 
abundant capital, would have penetrated every southern State, and, under its 
benign influence, long ere this, the era of good feeling, which we hope is now dawn- 
ing, would have been a consummated experience. How different would then have 
been the history of the last decade! Whose pen will attempt to depict the mar- 
velous progress the South would bave made under such an impulse of enterprise, 
skill, and capital; to tell how many prosperous villages with school-houses and 
churches would have risen beside the abounding water-power that flows through 
her cotton-fields, or in the midst of her rich ao of coal, iron, copper, zinc, 
nickel, and other metals; or to indicate which of her chief towns would mow be 
thriving cities, connected with each other by railroads, which, under the continu- 
ance of our present financial policy, will be premature a century hence? Mine 
will not essay the task. 

I commend that as good reading to the other side of the House, and 
testimony coming from that source, I presume, will pass muster, even 
in their camps. 

It isa maxim of Bismarck “that those who hold the money-bags 
are the masters of the people.” The present financial condition of 
this country illustrates the truth of that maxim. The few are the mas- 
ters; the many are the slaves. The people are to-day slaves to the auto- 
cratic power of the bondholderand banker. They are manacled with 
chains that will require their utmost strength to break. And there 
are no chains so galling and no manacles that bruise so sorely as 
those riveted by a soulless, moneyed shylock. The people are galling 
underthem. They willsoon lose respect fora Government that sanc- 
tions such a system, and Congress should recognize the fact that 
this Government is dependent upon the will of the people. 

Power has been deposited long enough over toiling millions in the 
hands of soulless despotisms. The recent events in Pennsylvania 
and elsewhere are enough to awaken legislators from their dreams 
of security and to begin the task of relief for the people. When 
there is that intense and earnest determination upon the part of a 
people to demand redress for their wrongs, which characterized the 
railroad and other laborers in Pennsylvania and Ohio but recently, 
and when that army of distressed and hungry men swelled into such 
proportions as to be beyond the control of the governors of those 
great States, and the aid of Federal power had to be invoked to sup- 
press the rebellion, and when the people of Mississippi, even, taking 
pity on the powerless governor of Pennsylvania, tendered him a 
eS of their citizen-soldiery to aid in restoring peace within his 

rders, those borders from which, but shortly before, that governor 
proposed to send thirty thousand troops to conquer Louisiana, it is 
surely time that we should beed that voice of hunger and distress, 
and legislate, if possible, so as to prevent its recurrence. 

Mr. Speaker, I regard the repeal of the resumption act as appro- 
priate legislation in that direction. I ask: How are the people ben- 
efited by the resumption act? How is the Government benefited 
by this act? Does the passage of a mere law make the people or the 
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| you know what the capacity of the Government wil] ¢} 





Government richer? Does it afford more wheat, rice, cotton, corn, 
tobacco, or other product of substantial wealth or value? Does it 
increase the — of gold or silver? Does it give a greater 
impetus to labor? In short, does it furnish the debtor with more 
means with which to pay? 

If the Government proposes arbitrarily to raise the means to begin 
specie payment at the time indicated by the present law it must do 
it at the sacrifice, possibly, of nakedness and hunger; at the sacrifice, 
possibly,of all considerations of humanity. How can you know that 
the Government will be able to begin to pay at the time proposed? 
And where is the plan to be adopted by which the promise implied 
from the present law can be fulfilled without imposing additional 
burdens upon the peoplef When the Government begins to pay its 
obligations, what is to be done about the national-bank notes, 
amounting to nearly four hundred millions? What provision does 
the present law make for their redemption? None, absolutely none. 

The act gives the Secretary of the Treasury the power to sell bonds, 
80 as to obtain gold to redeem the greenbacks and fractional cur- 
rency; but there is no such provision in regard to the national-bank 
issues. The re working of the law will be the absorption and 
retirement of the greenbacks and the issuance in their stead of irre- 
deemable national-bank notes. No man with any financial sagacity 
can believe that the national banks will be able to redeem their cir- 
culating currency with coin in January, 1879. 

Nor would those interested in those corporations have consented to 
the passage of the law of January 14, 1875, if they by its provisions 
were a to begin specie payments as is therein contemplated 
for the Government. You had as well tell me that you know how 
much cotton, wheat, corn, tobacco, and rice the laborers of this Gov- 
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ernment will be able to produce and what it will } 


1 Ww ir 
markets of the world on the Ist day of January, orth in the 


1879, as to tel] Ine 


: ie : , ; ien | 
deem in coin its obligations. Only God himself can know aan vn 
’ t 8a 


wicked deception to let it remain upon our statute-books. Wher 

consider all the distress and poverty in the land, it seems to os ths 
it would be a heartless decree that the people of this country wh am 
able or unable, whether willing or unwilling, should neverthele a 
taxed and taxed to comply with the terms of that law, oe 

The effect of the law will be to make money scarcer and scarcer 
consequently higher and higher. What advantage to the people . and 
be to sell four hundred millions of bonds bearing a rate of intoneat : 
bring gold at par and with this gold to pay off the legal-tenders thn 
adding in the neighbarhood of twenty millions more of annual - 
— to be paid by the people in gold to their already crushing feng 

ens deel 

Are these burdens not already sufficient? Industry js already 
crushed by the weight, the energies of the people are paralyzed = 
prosperity has been banished from the land. Ps 

The proper time for resumption is when, by timely preparation, }y 
economy in the administration of the Government, it is ready to re. 
sume without distress to the people. And without such preparation 
the talk about resumption at a given time is a mere sham, a thine 
that is meaningless and utterly unsubstantial. Its only etfect js t, 
keep money out of the general avenues of trade and make it scarce 
and interest high. 

Mr. pee it has been well said, that “a sct of vampires in tho 
form of rings, monopolies, bankers, bondholders, post-office, anq 
Treasury leeches, custom-house, navy-yard, and other corruptionists 
have fastened themselves upon the body-politic, and are surely 
though silently, sucking the life-blood from au impoverished and 
well-nigh ruined people.” 

It is to the interest of these men to make money high and to de. 
preciate the value of labor; and the more money taken from cireu}a- 
tion the dearer it becomes, and the higher the interest that must be 
paidforits use. Actinguponthis well-recognized principle of political 
economy, the Government has centralized $350,000,000 of the cireulat- 
ing medium of the country. It has depleted the rural districts, the 
true source of all the wealth of the land, and has concentrated more 
money in the favored centers than necessary for legitimate trade, 
This has induced stock-gambling; has created watered stocks on rail- 
roads, to pay the interest on which the people are taxed with higher 
rates of taxation. 

By the present system, the Government authorizes the national 
banks to issue 90 per cent. on $395,000,000 of bonds deposited as se- 
curity, on a part of which the Government pays 6 per cent. per annum 
interest in gold; and on the 90 per cent. thus issued the Government 
receives from the banker but 1 per cent. She pays, or rather the 
people, who are the substantial wealth of the country, pay 6 per 
cent. in gold to the banker, and receives in return as a relief from 
the burdens of taxation but 1 percent. The effect is to put green- 
backs out of circulation; and the people by this means pzy a debt 


| bearing no interest first, and leave a debt unpaid which bears a large 


interest, and that in gold. 

All of this legislation has been superinduced by the centralized 
power of the Government exerted in favor of bondholders and bank- 
ers and against the material interest and prosperity of the producers 
of the country. And instead of protecting those who disembowel 
wealth from the ground, the only real and substantial source, they 
have been made to pay tribute to the favored pets of the Govern- 
ment in the persons of bankers and bondholders. 

The political economist who does not recognize the necessity of pro- 
tecting the laborer and agriculturist in raising revenue to supply the 
monetary wants of the Government is not and cannot be the repre- 
sentative of those who are the source of substantial wealth. And it 
is wonderful that the people have not before now risen in their 
strength and hurled from power the moneyed despots who have been 
crushing them beneath the golden heels of capital. Officers chosen 
by the people are their servants and should be employed by them so 
long only as they represent their true interests. Those in the National 
Legislature should recognize the Constitution as their source of power 
= authority, with all of its limitations. They should never forget 
that all rights not delegated by that instrument are reserved to the 
States respectively or to the people, and that legislation should be 
for their benefit. 

The great majority of the people are agriculturists and laborers, 
and when the Government with its strong arm of power raises it 
crush and make victims of either of these, or to so exert its influence as 
to enable capital to do so, it is recreant to the high duties and obliga- 
tions it owes to the authors of its own creation, and makes war upon 
the chief source of its own support. All laws that look to the encour- 
agement of the combination of capital are laws in the interest of des- 
potic control. The result of such legislation is the serfdom of the 
producer. | 

The rapacity of these men is astonishing ; their impudence most 
unblushing. Scarcely paying anything now out of their redundant 
treasuries, yet they are every week flooding the country with docu- 
ments, and asking that they be still farther exempted from contriba- 
ting to the support of the Government. Their demand is to still 
further exempt them, yet resume the work of paying off the Govert- 
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bt in gold on the Ist day of January, 1879, and still further 


ment de If their tax is decreased others must be in- 


contract the currency. 
aero their demand is that their tax must be reduced, but higher 
taxes must be paid by others sufficient to make the greenbacks they 
hone hoarded in their vaults equal to gold on the Ist of January, 1879. 


With pampered arrogance, while they flourish they demand that | 


their greenbacks shall be made to equal gold in value by taxation 
to be wrung from the sweat and toil of the people. 

It is no new thing with those who have flourished under the pro- 
tection of the Government through partial and invidious legislation. 
In a speech of Mr. Calhoun in 1842 he says: 

They crowd our tables with their petitions, imploring Congress to impose taxes, 
bigh taxes, and rejoice at their imposition as the greatest blessing, and deplore 
their defeat as the greatest calamity. * = * Tagain appeal to you, and ask if the 

or of taxation can be perverted into an instrument in the bands of the Govern- 
abet to enrich and aggrandize one portion of the community at the expense of the 
other, without causing all of the disastrous consequences, political and moral, 
which we all deplore. Can anythin be imagined more destructive of patriotism, 
and more productive of faction, seltishness, and violence, or more hostile to all 
economy and accountability in the administration of the fiscal department of the 
Government! 

flistory is repeating itself; and if Mr. Calhoun were living to-day 
to tell the cause of the woes that now afflict the country, he could 
repeat that the power of taxation has been perverted into an instru- 
ment in the hands of the Government to enrich and aggrandize one 
portion of the community at the expense of the other; that it has 
destroyed patriotism and has produced faction, selfishness, and vio- 
lence; and that the whole system of legislation of the party in power 
hus been hostile to all economy and accountability in the adminis- 
tration of the fiscal department of the Government, and that corrup- 
tion and extravagance have usurped the places where virtue and 
economy should reign. 

Mr. Speaker, I voted for the bill remonetizing silver. 
that more currency is needed for the wants of the people. 

Up to 1873, when the act demonetizing silver was passed by Con- 

ress and became a law, both silver and gold were recognized at 
om tender in the payment of all debts both public and private, 
aud I have been unable to comprehend the strange ideas which seized 
the mind of Congress and brought about the passage of that law. I 
have been unable to see how it has been beneficial to any save the 
bondholders and the money monopolists. The greater the scarcity of 
money the greater the rate of interest it commands, but do the masses 
desire that money should be scarce and interest high? 

And has not the spirit of the Constitution been ignored in demone- 
tizing silver? Constitutions should be interpreted in the light of con- 
temporaneous facts at the time of their adoption; and when our 
Constitution was adopted all the countries of Europe recognized the 
double standard of gold and silver. It was not until 1816 that Eng- 
land demonetized silver and adopted gold as the only standard, and 
those nations which have followed her example have done so since 
that time; Germany not until after the recent war with France, 
when she supposed she would be a creditor and a bondholding nation. 
England did not begin it until she became largely a bondholder and 
it became her interest to contract the currency by making gold the 
only standard. We are a debtor nation, and as such it cannot be to 
our interest as a country or a peoplé to adopt the single standard. 


eon a distinguished and learned writer on this subject, has 
Bald ; 


I believed 


The suppression of silver would bring on a veritable revolution. Gold would 
augment in value with a rapid and constant Popneee which would break the 
faith of contracts and aggravate the situation of all debtors, including the nation. 


The prediction made in regard to France has been fulfilled in 
America. The demonetization of silver has rapidly augmented the 
value of gold with a constant progress, which has broken the faith 
of contracts and aggravated the situation of all the debtors. By this 
financial policy they have been required to pay more than was their 
contract. Their contract has béen to pay in currency or coin, but 
not alone in gold. 

The contract must stand or fall by the law in existence when it 
was nade. The faith of the people is pledged to that, and that only. 
And it is the Government which has acted in bad faith to the people, 
and not the people to the Government. This Government has always 
recognized silver as the equal of gold until the passage of the act of 
1875. The subsidiary act of 1853 was not to demonetize silver, but to au- 
thorize such coinage of it as would prevent its being transported else- 
Where. The old standard silver dollarsand the halves and quarters were 
still recognized as a legal tender for all debts and dues, both public 
and private. The power of Congress to demonetize silver seems not to 
have been thought of until the act of February, 1873. It was an act 
of despotic power, not authorized by the Constitution, for the benefit 
of moneyed monopolists, It was outside even of the war power of 
Congress as recognized by the Supreme Court, for there was no war 
in existence. It was the work of the slaves of the bondholders with- 
out reference to or respect for the rights of the people. 

in this country it does seem that gold is god, and the bankers and 
bondholders are the prophets. 


Not content with taxing all others while they escape, but to pile 
i the injuries till human nature can stand no more, they would still 
deprive the people of the little remaining vestige of such prosperity 


as they have by contracting still farther the curreney of the country. 
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It is not wonderful nor even strange that we find want, suffering, 
and distress in all parts of the land, when we know the ratio with 
which the people have been deprived of the means of purchasing. 

We had in December, 1864, seven hundred and ninety-five millions 
of currency; in December, 1855, nine hundred and forty-six millions, 
and in December, 1866, the volume in various forms of circulation 
reached over a billion and a half; while the volume now in cirenla- 
tion is less than seven hundred millions, including both greenbacks 
and national-bank notes. Government bonds have in the mean time 
advanced in value from sixty cents to a dollar and twenty cents, whilo 
every other species of property has been descending in the scale of 
values with fearful rapidity. The wonder is that houses and lands 
will sell at all under such asystem. There must be a peaceful change 
in the financial policy ere the smoldering fires of the great North and 
Northwest again burst forth with redoubled fury, and with such un- 
conquerable power as to be beyond the control of the Government, 
before scenes in the terrible drama shall be witnessed which shall 
strike terror to the bravest heart. 

But when a remedy is suggested to relieve the distress of the coun- 
try, by the decentralization of money, by the abolition of protection, 
the assertion of free trade, the remonetization of silver, and the 
repeal of the resumption act; whenever rightful action of any char- 
acter is attempted to secure the people from want, a raving howl of 
disapprobation rends the air, a subsidized press in the East whose 
mission ought to be the education of the people, but which has be- 
come the organ of rings and soulless monopolies, begins to talk of 
vested rights and violation of contracts. The voice of the sovereign 
people must be hushed, their welfare must be subordinated to the 
dictation of protected bondholders who have grown rich under the 
shade-trees of vested rights, while the masses are toiling in poverty 
in their fields beneath a burning sun; who have grown despotic by 
the warm fires of vested rights, while the people are still toiling in 
poverty in the icy winds of winter. 

“Vested rights” has become the battle-cry upon the lips of those who 
would make the rich richer and the poor poorer. It is the slogan of 
the stock-gambler when he waters his railroad stock at the expense 
of the people, and makes corners on the products of the soil at the 
expense of the tiller of the field. 

The recent railroad and labor disturbances are the result of this des- 
potie control by capital. The voice of the people if heard has not 
been heeded by the despots of the land. They refused to listen to 
the cry of distress until they saw the lurid glare of burning buildings 
and heard the tread of an army infuriated by hunger. Legislators 
must pause, must hear, must heed the voice of the people, lest they, 
wearied with injury and oppression, shall rise in their manhood and 
sounding the cry of liberty shall sweep from power forever the pro- 

enitors of their wrongs. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I now yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WRIGHT. } 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Spexker, I was a member of the Thirty-seventh 
Congress when the question with regard tothe issue of the present cur- 
rency was adopted, and when the bill passed authorizing the establish- 
ment of the national-bank system. I took part in the discussion in- 
volved in these questions. It was some sixteon years ago, and when 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] in his remarks to-day re- 
ferred to the fact that the system was regarded as one of temporary ex- 
pediency, he stated what is entirely true. Many a conversation I had 
with Mr. Chase upon the subject of national banks and on this ques- 
tion, with regard to what is called greenback currency, and a more 
upright, pure man I never met; one of the most eminent men the 
country ever produced, honest in every way, and with but a single 
purpose in his mind, and that was to serve hiscountry ; and he served 
it well. 

This was then a question of expediency ; as such it was adopted. 
The country at that time was involved in an internecine war, and it 
was impossible to move an army upon the part of the North without 
the intervention of this system of currency, and it met with the ap- 
oroval of Congress, and which generally came up to the tone of pub- 
fic opinion in the North. It was a temporary system, and having 
been maintained for a period of some sixteen years, now comes the 
question of change, changing the system, making it a specie basis 
and a currency redeemable in specie instead of being in the conditior 
as reported and adopted by the legislation of this House nearly twenty 
years ago. We had become accustomed in our trade and our deal- 
ings to this kind of currency, and it meets all the necessary wants of 
the people throughout the country and the necessary wants of every 
one, with all who had occasion to be engaged in any kind of busi- 
ness. We bought and sold on the greenback dollar as our standard. 
By it we measured values, and the country prospered for a series of 

years. 

We traveled along and we have traveled prosperously. Now comes 
the question agitated with regard to change, with regard to resump- 
tion. Why, sir, if this question of resumption is to remain in the 
shape it is now it will make the business affairs of the country worse 
and to such an extent that our industrial pursuits cannot sustain it. 
The question we are discussing here in Congress is more a question of 
bread than it is a question of currency. More a question of bread, 
sir! There are at this moment in this Union net less than two million 
men out of employment and in a state of comparative destitution 
and want. There are in the district I represent—it is a heavy wining 
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district in Pennsylvania—more than ten thousand men this night out 
of employment and who do not know where to-morrow’s sustenance 
is to come from. There are to-day, sir, according to statistics, in your 
own city of Philadelphia, eight thousand tenants who are unable to 
pay their rent. There are confined in the several houses of charity 
and punishment in the city of Philadelphia to-day, including the in- 
mates of the penitentiary, five thousand more people. What took them 
there? It was the depressed condition of the country, first privation 
and want and the next thing crime. One situation treads upon the 
heels of the other; want knows no law; life, sir, must be sustained. 
To do this the result frequently ends in the commission of crime. 
Necessity knows no law. 

Now, if that be the condition of affairs in other States, as is the 
case in Pennsylvania, I say to you, Mr. Speaker, that the time has 
come when Congress ought to grant some relief in some way; not by 
forcing resumption ; not by destroying legal-tenders, nor contrac- 
tion; not by tampering with this great question, for this is in reality 
a question of bread, and one to be met and disposed of. Relief must 
be had. It is a necessity. And the yoice comes up to us trumpet- 
tongued. Will you heed it? We cannot close our eyes to the situa- 
tion. 

I adopt fully the sentiment that the basis of banking, the basis of 
currency ought to be established upon the precious metals. I grant 
you that the time must come in this country when that system must 
be adopted. But I tell you that time is not now; we are not now 
ready for it. The country is not now in a condition to have this 
greeuback currency suspended or destroyed, collected and placed in 
the Treasury and not re-issued. If it is not burned up or destroyed 
it is not re-issued, and the wants and necessities of trade demand and 
require its re-issue. 

The public sentiment among the people of this country is far in 
advance of the public sentiment in this House and of the public 
sentiment that pervades Wall street. It is time for us to follow; we 
cannot lead. The people of the country, the masses, have taken this 
matter into their own hands and are considering it. Ido not profess 
to understand or know anything about the rules of banking, nor am 
I proficient in the secret of finance, although I have been connected 
a great many years, not with the business of banking, but with other 
important branches of business. And I have mixed a good deal in 
the politics of the country. I was a member of this House some thirty 
years ago; I was a member of this House during the time the war 
was in progress, and I am a member here to-day. Yet, with all the 
aamldans I have, I know but little with regard to the rules of bank- 
ing and currency and the necessities of the public wants in that 
respect. Some of the gentlemen here, however, seem to be familiar 
with these matters. They may have had better facilities than I have 
had. I have made an effort to familiarize myself with the currency 
question, but I really believe the banking men of my district under- 
stand it better than Ido and about as well as the doctors of this 
House. 

If the members of this House are as familiar with the subject as 
they profess to be, why is it that a voice comes up from all parts of 
the country, from the eastern shores to the Pacific coast, calling upon 
us for relief? Why is it that the people are sending their supplica- 
tions to Congress to do something for them? Sir, it is because there 
isa great necessity in the land, it is because there is famine in this 
land; and gentlemen who are sitting here in their representative 
capacity must open their eyes to that fact and look at it, disgusting 
as it may appear. There is famine in this land. I know something 
of the suffering in my own district; I have seen too much of it there 
to pass it over without the liveliest sensibility and the kindest ex- 
pression of feeling. 

Shall it besaid that Wallstreet is toestablish the public rulein regard 
to the question of currency ? Is Wallstreet to be the king of currency, 
the king of business; and the great agricultural and manufacturing 
pursuits of the country to bow their heads to the dictation of Wall 
street? Iam willing to give Wall street just as much credit as I 
would give to the same number of men anywhere else; but by the 
living God they shall not be my leaders nor place shackles on me nor 
furnish me a rule of conduct. [Applause on the floor and in the 
galleries. ] 

The SPEAKER. If there is any further manifestation of applause 
in the galleries the Chair will direct them to be cleared. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Sir, after we had passed the silver bill—— 

[Here the hammer fell. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Give me a little more time; ten minutes more. 

There being no objection, the time of Mr. WRIGHT was extended. 

Mr. WRIGHT. After we had passed the silver bill the other day— 
by what majority? I think the vote in this House was one hundred 
and sixty-odd to thirty-something. The representative branch, the 
. branch of Congress, fresh from the masses, and supposed to 
reflect the views and opinions of the people passed that bill by a 
vote of 163 to 64. No sooner was that done than Wall street appeared 
at the Capitol here in propria persone to stay the popular tide by an 
appeal to the Senate. 1 stood upon the steps of my hotel in this city, 
the Arlington, when Wall street drove up in its coach with four 
horses. I knew it was Wall street by its dashing display. If you 
or I, sir, had driven up there we would have gone with a coach and 
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two horses; and if our poor constituents had gone there they woul 
have gone on a wheelbarrow y Would 

A MemBer. Or on foot. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Yes, or on foot. Wall street comes here f 
city of New York to regulate the opinions of Congress! They ‘se 
they cannot regulate the opinions of forty millions of free teas og 
but they can come here and make their impression upon us the Reon 
sentatives of the people. That is the way of Wall street! Thera, 
peculiar for tae 


rom the 


Ways that are dark and tricks that are vain. 


When Christ entered the temple He did not drive out the men wh 
were dealing in corn and cattle and wine; He kicked out the meaner. 
changers as the most worthless people in Jerusalem, or at least He 
made the attempt and somebody got hurt in consequence. And * 
my judgment it will be a hard matter for the bondholders of this 
country to convince the American public that they are the 
people who must have protective laws and special acts of legis) 
for their benefit. 7 

I am willing for money to have its proper power and influence jn 
this land, but I am not willing that money shall have a better 
chance than labor and the industries of the country. Why, sir, you 
saw me stand in my place here the other day with a petition sivned 
by 23,000 of the tax-payers and citizens of the district 1 represent on 
this floor, praying for the passage of some law for the relief of tho 
toiling masses, asking Congress to furnish some aid, to do some 
kindly act, for Congress to manifest in some way that toiling mey 
had rights as well as capital. I suppose there were few bondholders 
among these 23,000 men. 

Sir, we are behind public opinion, and you upon this side of the 
House and upon the other side who to-morrow vote for specie re- 
sumption will find a serried wall to surmount when you return to 
your constituents. The argument presented here by Wall street is 
not the argument that will penetrate the hearts of the millions yor 
shield you from criticism. It is not my duty to tell members here 
what their duty is; but I know mine, and I know I am backed up by 
a popular sentiment on this question that is unmistakable. E 

Iam nocommunist Iam no agrarian. Perhaps I have too much 
property to favor agrarianism, but it has ali come from honest pur- 
suits and after years of industry. But I will say this, that the time 
has come in this land when Congress ought to legislate for man. 
You have legislated for railroads and corporations long enongh. Let 
us legislate forman. You have given away a hundred and fifty mill- 
ion dollars; you have given away some two hundred million acres 
of land to railroads and corporations; you have granted subsidies 
under the pretense that the interest is to be repaid. I tell you that 
never will the interest or the principal come back. It has gone to 
corporations and associated capital. Not a dollar, not an acre, has 
gone to labor. Labor, submissive, humble, stands back. Will it 
some day come to the front? Who shall say? Have we prophets 
among us? Have we seers ? 

And while this is going on the working people of the land stand 
by, looking on in wonder at these things and saying, “When is our 
chance coming?” Oh, Mr. Speaker, the flag that floats over the dome 
of this Capitol as an indication that Congress is in session is a 
bright token to the man of capital who comes up the Avenue; it is 
an emblem of promise; but the r man with the pick upon his 
shoulder or trudging behind his wheelbarrow, sees nothing encourag- 
ing in the broad folds of the ensign—nothing there to cause his heart 
to throb with kind emotion. Why? Because the policy of Congress 
has favored capital to the prejudice of the workingmen’s rights; be- 
cause this body has spent its time in legislating for capital, for the 
moneyed interests, but never for the welfare of the toiling masses. 
They are now coming in for their share; and in the close of a long 
and eventful life I glory to be here at such a time and speaking in 
such a cause. I am not what the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
TOWNSEND] may call a demagogue; so he calls us who favor the re- 
peal of resumption. I spit upon the word. We here, who are in 
favor of the repeal of this resumption law, are denounced as dema- 
gogues. I suppose that twenty millions of working-men in this coun- 
try are “demagogues.” The Representative is a demagogue who op- 
poses resumption ; the men who elect him to oppose resumption are 
demagogues. 

When gentlemen talk in this way, are they blind? Do they not 
see the upheaval that is going oneverywhere? Do they not see that 
the spirit of discontent is abroad? Do they not see that the popular 
mind is more agitated to-day than it has ever been in the history of 
the Government? I tell you, Mr. Speaker, the time has come when 
something must be yielded to popular rights. The time has come 
when you must help the people instead of bestowing all your favors 
upon the moneyed men, and especially who represent Wall Street. 
Capital and labor ought to go hand in hand. One is necessary tor 
the protection of the other. I would not put them in a hostile posi- 
tion; but I would give labor its rights. Aud I know that the work- 
ing-man’s welfare cannot be promoted by the contraction of the cur- 
rency, nor by forcing specie payment. All this is well for Wall 
street, but death to the rights of labor. I hope, sir, that there will 
be enough of moral courage to pass this bill triumphantly in this 
House, and when done I shall have occasion to say that Congress has 
manfally done its duty. 


only 
ation 
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My time, through the indulgence of my friend from Ohio, [Mr. 
TOWNSEND, ] has expired. I thank him for his courtesy and this 
House for its attention. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote for the repeal of the 


| 
| 


One day’s practical experience is of more accuracy and of more 
value to us as & people than all the lessons of the financiers and bull- 
ionists from Sir Robert Peel down to Sir John Sherman. As a ques- 
tion of results, I am in favor of the repeal of this law. What if our 


resumption act. It has been full of evil to the West, in fact to the | foreign indebtedness, our bonds abroad, were thrown back upon our 
whole country, since itsenactment. I voted against the passage of | market,our people? It would be better for us as a whole, as a people. 


the law in the Fort y-third Congress, when and where, under the opera- 
tion of the previous question, it was forced upon the country against 
the sentiments of the people, and now I will vote for its repeal in 
obedience to the will of the people, AsCurran, the great Irish orator, 
once said in the House of Commons, in speaking of the liberties of his 
joved land, then expiring under British misrule : 

I sat by their cradle ; I now follow their hearse. 


As an unwilling sponsor I stood by the passage of this act, which 
I then said and believed would rest as a great weight upon the people 
of the country, gradually but surely grinding them to the death, inch 
by inch, moment by moment; and now, almost three years after that 
time, in the providence and mercy of God, after having seen my pre- 
dictions veritied with the severest accuracy, I am permitted to stand 
almost in the same position in this Hall in which I stood when I voted 
against its passage and vote for its repeal and, I hope, follow its hearse. 

It is the people of my district who give the vote. It is the people, 
the hard-working, toiling people, in the center of my State, along 
the shores of the turgid Missouri, who vote for its repeal, and not 
only those, but from over the whole country the voice, as one crying 
in the wilderness, is heard demanding its 44 Ohio, Pennsylva- 
nia, New York, New Jersey, and California have felt the iron grind 
into their hearts, and have by recent voice demanded its repeal ; and 
that voice has been echoed back to us from the desolate regions of 
the South. Let us do our duty as men, solemn, thinking men, in 
yoting for the repeal of this law, without dread of the consequences. 
The voice of Wall street is not the voice of this country, nor is it in 
the interest of the country, in the interest of the people. Daily it 
is said, in this Hall and in the New York journals, that the law 
should be maintained; that we should stand by the honor of the coun- 
try, the faith of the Government. 

‘There are two sides to this proposition, and in our eagerness to pre- 
serve the one we should not overlook the other. The welfare of the 
people—that great mass of sovereign power—should be consulted 
and protected at the same time that we are defending the honor of 
the Government. 


There is a faith due the people as well as the holders of our securities. 


In the language of Edmund Burke: 

It is to the property of the citizen, and not to the demands of the creditor of the 
state, that the original faith of society is pledged. The claim of the citizen is prior 
in time, paramount in title, superior in equity. 

What has been the effect of this resumption law upon the finances 
and business of the country? It was passed at a time when the 
country was in distress, as a measure of relief. It was said by its 
friends that it would not contract, but under the free-coinage and 
free-banking sections it would gradually increase the currency. Has 
that been so? Let ussee. On the 14th January, 1875, the date of 
the passage of the resumption act, there were outstanding in legal- 
tender notes, $382,000,000 ; in national-bank notes, $349,894,182 ; total, 
$731,894,182. On the 3d November, 1877, there were outstanding in 
legal-tender notes, $354,490,992 ; of national-bank notes, $316,775,111 ; 
total, $671,266,103; being a reduction in legal-tender notes of $27,- 
509,108; in national-bank notes, $35,086,339; total, $62,595,447. 

And this is not all the promised blessings of that law. Besides the 
contractions above mentioned, others have followed in their track. 
Nine millions of dollars of legal-tenders have been held in the Treas- 
ury Department with which to redeem the outstanding fractional 
currency, supposed to be worn out or burned, which sum of course is 
pe retired, and $13,000,000 of legal-tender notes are also 

eld in the Treasury Department for the consummation of the with- 


drawal of national-bank notes now in the process of retirement ; to 
which also add $22,144,000 of fractional currency which has been 
retired and its place not filled by the subsidiary silver coins of fifty, 
twenty-five, twenty, ten, and five cent pieces, making in the aggre- 
gate, in round on ae by et of absolute contraction, and, too, 


at a time when money is in great demand. 

Since the resamption law went into ae in 1875, this country, 
North, South, East, and West, has been blessed with the most prolific 
crops, exporting annually over one hundred million bushels of wheat 
alone. Europe has been more or less in a disturbed condition, two 
of its grand powers actually engaged in armed hostility, one of which 
being the only formidable competitor that our country has had in 
wheat in the markets of the world, onr exports annually exceeding 
our imports by $200,000,000. And yet in the midst of all this we are 
in the midst of nt sorrow, and maddening distress. It is 
an anomaly that sets at defiance all theories of contractionists, all fine 
spun ideas of these latter day financial saints: Millions of idle men, 
women, and children, in the presence of the most stupendous crops 
of cereals, cotton, hay, and tobacco that ever loaded and graced 
any soil under the sun. With the enactment of this resumption law 
and such crops, “ these wise men of the East” said peace and pros- 
petity would abound. In the language of one of old I say to them: 


Ye are forgers of lies, ye are all physicians of no value. 


| 


Then legislation would be had for our people in the interest of our 
own people, not those of England, Germany, or Holland. More has 
been heard from the republican side of this House for the last ten 
years in behalf of foreign bondholders than in behalf of our own peo- 
ple; and more has been done by that side to uphold and protect the 
interests of those foreign bondholders than to uphold and protect 
the interests of the laboring masses of this country. 

In August, 1865, there was a circulation of $2,200,000,000 in this 
country, giving life and vitality toevery trade and profession, making 
all rejoice “as a strong man to run a race;” and that too after 
four years of the bloodiest war that ever entered the annals of his- 
tory. A world-renowned struggle of arms closed, and one of equal 
magnitude for the restoration of liberty and property commenced in 
the victorious North and the conquered South. Money was as much 
needed for the times of peace as for those of war. Then, if ever, the 
money was required, was utilized. That excess remaining from the 
war had to be spread over the South and take the place of a currency 
which surrendered its value at the fall of Richmond. The waste 
places of the South had to be rebuilt; almost every character and 
species of property required rehabilitation in some way, and money— 
much money —was necessary to its accomplishment. 

Mr. McCulloch, then Secretary of the Treasury, should have com- 
prehended the demands of our people at a glance and acted with a 
proper appreciation of these demands. He did not; at least did not 
so act. Contraction, rapid and fatal, was commenced in 1865, at the 
dictation of European capitalists. Anticipating the demands of those 
capitalists he bad an agent (Mr. Lanier) in Europe, who reported 
that “the feeling in favor of the contraction of the currency was 
universally expressed as the sole condition on which our credit abroad 
could be maintained.” 

Upon this report Mr. McCulloch commenced a more desolating 
work on the energies and industries of the people than the four years 
of war had been. Mr. Ew1na, of Ohio, in aspeech of marked ability, 
made at Ironton, Ohio, in July, 1875, ssid: 

rold that year after the war averaged about 35 per cent. premium—onr currency 
was the largest we ever had—and the industries of the country in all branches 
most prosperous. Ten years have since passed ; the policy of contraction has been 
pursued at the dictation of the money class abroad and at home; gold is now at 16 
per cent. premium and rising, and the industries of the country fie prostrate. If 
the people's interests, instead of the demands of bondholders, had controlled our 


money policy, the industries of the country would have been still flourishing and 
specie payment far nearer reached than now. 


The circulation of the country was at once reduced from $2,200,- 
000,000 to $1,000,000,000, and the balance, $1,200,000,000 of Treasury 
notes, which should have been kept at home, with our own people, as 
media of exchange and circulation, were withdrawn, as was said by 
Mr. Rrppie, of Tennessee, from such circulation, converted into gold 
bonds, and sold abroad, and the interest ever since has been paid to 
those not our people. This contraction has continued from year to 
year since 1865 up to this date, when the volume of currency in circu- 
lation, less reserves and lost notes, does not exceed $500,000,000. 

The bonded debt of our Government has in the mean time increased 
from $1,200,000,000 in 1866 to $1,800,000,000, two-thirds of which is 
held abroad, and is annually draining us of immense sums of gold as 
interest, and will continue to do so as long as the present financial 
system is pursued. What is the result? In 1863 there were 485 
failures in business in the United States, amounting in money to 
$6,864,000; in 1876, one year after the resumption act passed, there 
were 9,092, involving a loss of $191,117,786; in six months of this 
year, 1877, there have been 4,749, with a loss of $99,606,171. These 
failures teach their own lesson. 

Greenbacks gave our people prosperity. They have upheld the 
honor of your country and your flag at home and abroad. They 
fought the four bitter years of war, and brought victory and union. 
They fed the soldier on the march. They paid him for the charge 
upon the field—for his suffering and death ; paid his widow and his 
orphan children, and have been as sweet to them as “ incense from 
Sheba, and the sweet cane from afar country.” They have transacted 
all the private business between man and man, State and State, 
amornting to untold millions since the hour of their birth ; and they, 
in the forefront of civilization, have gone westward with the star 
of empire with a heroic spirit, opening up new Territories, buiiding 
millions of sweet homes, constructing railways across continents, and 
elevating the Stars and Stripes on peaks and in valleys where no en- 
sign of power had ever before greeted the morning sun or floated in 
the evening breeze. And in less than thirteen years after their birth 
an order goes forth from the gilded saloons and sumptuons palaccs 
of combined capitalists that this great friend of the people shali be 
destroyed ; that it is too common for their pure hands; tbat it isa 
fraud and a lie; that it is lampblack and dirty linen; that it isa 
sham and a disgrace, a foul Sycorax, blood-stained and battle-born, 
and no longer should be recognized beyond the exigency of its birth. 

Ah, sirs, there is a feeling of indignation in their hearts against 
this currency, of which we hide nothing; it is one of selfish greed, 
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cold, insensible, and devilish grasp after gold, unconcerned how 
much human misery in our great country such a demand makes, 


how much of sorrow, how many tears of anguish the consummation | 


of such a crime will cause. But, Mr. Speaker, in the broad, signifi- 
cant language of the gentleman from Kansas, [ Mr. PHILLips,] | here 
say, as one of the Representatives of the West, and for that generous 
people, “that you may have your bond and its demands, but one drop 
of Christian blood, never, never!” Your rapid strides toward re- 
sumption, after gold, has caused want and idleness over our whole 
Jand, and is rapidly building up from Maine to California a large 
dissatisfied element into a party whose voice you may yet hear in 
these Halls, and which may yet grapple the pillars on which your 
temple, your idol, stands and topple them to the ground. 


Woe unto him that buildeth his house by unrighteousness, and his chambers 
by wrong; that aseth his neighbor's service without wages, and giveth bim not 
for his work! 


Possibly you should listen to our voices now, as we speak to you in 
the words of soberness, as others may hereafter assume our places who 
may then say to youresumptionists: “It istoolate! Itistoo late! The 
harvest is past! Thesummerisended!” The resumptionists say to us, 
Whatare your complaints? Why are youcomplaining ? Weare now 
within 3 per cent, of resumption, and that small difference will soon 
be overcome! In the first place, we complain because you have made 
a large proportion of our bonded indebtedness, which was originally 
payable in currency, payable in gold and silver; and afterward, by 
your demonetizing the silver dollar, you rendered it impossible to 
meet that indebtedness only in gold. And we further complain that 
the laws under which this indebtedness accrued have been so changed 
in the interest of the creditor that the Government has been com- 
pelled to pay, within the last ten years, on the 5.20 bonds alone, 
§1,000,000,000 of interest, which could have been saved had the law 
creating that character of indebtedness not been changed, and the 
Government had been left to discharge that whole indebtedness, as it 
had the right to do under the original law, in five years after its own 
time. 

A dollar saved is said to be a dollar made. Would not that $1,000,- 
000,000 have reduced our national debt one-half and been a source of 
great relief to our people? Why was it not done? I ask the repub- 
lican side of this House. You will not answer; [ will for you. It 
was because your party was legislating more for the bondholder 
than for the bond-payer, more for the millionaires than for the mill- 
ions. Then, again, we complain that under the act of 1869 the 
$1,852,395,000 of bonds issued by the Government from 1863 to 1868 
and sold by it. for $1,211,557,910, an average price of sixty-six and 
two-thirds cents on the dollar, have been made payable in gold, prin- 
cipal and interest, at their face value, being $640,837,000 more than 
was paid for them. The Government sustains this loss. Since these 
bonds have been issued the bondholders have realized in interest 
alone, and that, too, in gold, a greater sum than was paid for them. 

The republican party is alone responsible for this immense loss 
to the people. 1t had the President, the Senate, and the lower House 
of Congress during all this vicious legislation. A loss of $1,640,837,000! 
Is it wonderfulthat the people complain? Is it wonderful that “ hard 
times have followed upon the heels” of such legislation? The lead- 
ers of the republican party did this—not its rank and file, they, like 
the demoerats, are suffering from its terrible consequences and should 
join us or any party that will drive such men from power. 

Mr. Speaker, the present Secretary of the Treasury, John Sherman, 
was the originator of the infamous act of 1569 by which all bonds 
were made payable in gold, and was and is the friend of all that legis- 
lation w hich has brought so much distress on our people, and is the 
author of the resumption act, that direful source of more ills to this 
country than all the wars, famines, and pestilences that we have ever 
had. Could all the sighs from the distressed, all the tears from the 
penniless, all the pains from the hungry, all the sorrows from the 
widows, and all the appeals from the orphans in this land produced 
by that act be materialized into wood or marble they would build a 
fit monument for such a man higher than Washington’s in this city, 
and from it, if voiced with speech, would go forth curses loud and 
deep, even saying in bitter language, “ John Sherman, ‘ thou art the 
man’ who has desolated homes and driven thousands into crime.” 

It is said that a low, sad music is heard morning and evening pro- 
ceeding from the statue of Memnon, which causes all to weep who 
hear it. Would not John Sherman’s monument, built from base to 
summit from the wails and tears of the suffering, cause a flood of 
tears to flow from all those not shouting ‘‘on to specie payment,” 
not shouting for more blood, more gold. The West with her laboring 
masses have suffered almost intolerably under this resumption act, 
under the management of the finances of the country by the repub- 
lican party since the close of the war. Had that party pursued a dif- 
ferent course, had it in these halls listened to the complaints of the 
“workers of the land, the workers of and in machinery,” and tothat 
immense number who labor for their “daily bread” as wage-hands, 
instead of listening with open ears to the greedy demands of the 
bankers at home and rol te the bondholders at home and abroad, 
to the contractionists at home and abroad, it would still be in power, 
not only here but also over our whole land. It followed the demands 
of Wall street, not that of the peoplo, and to-day it is suffering the 
consequences. The Press, a leading republican paper published in 





Philadelphia, says in a leading editorial in its i . ; 
The campaign of 1877: ssue of the Ith, headed 


In Pennsylvania and Ohio, too, the importance of coal and iro 0 

dered a large number of capitalists and laborers peculiarly a — oar 
tary stringency prevailing during the last few years. Rightly or wrongly th mss ; 
holding the republican party responsible for things it has done or failod to i +H 
connection with the transition from greenbacks to gold ; and they have take ee 
geance either by voting the democratic ticket, voting the labor and scent 


tickets, or not going to the polls, for financial logislati - ack 
great personal misiertenes en Wes Chey cttetnen 


We are not justifyi these demonstrations, but endeavori i 
causes for revolutions in‘Ohio and Pennsylvania which were ae ioe ~ 
similar outbreaks in other Northern States. And aside from the cnliar | a 
influences which have intensitied disaster at special points, we are | 4 
conclusion that wide-spread discontent with a financia licy for which the re 
lican party is justly or unjustly held responsible has had a very powerfn! infusn, : 
in bringing about the peculiar results of the remarkable compaign of 1877.” 


From this teaching the democratic party should learn the 
never to forget that a sovereign power remains in the people, and they 
right their own wrongs at the bajlot-box in due season. The allure- 
ments of brilliant saloons, splendid feasts, and luxurious music, as pre- 
sented at this Capital by the rich and the adorned, should never 
tempt the Representatives of the people to forget their high obliga- 
tions,as but one moment's reflection is sufficient to convince any one 
that behind all this is concealed the motive that at last “ biteth like 
a serpent and stingeth like an adder.” “Fear the Greeks bearing 
presents.” We are, Mr. Speaker, at this time listening to the wails 
of a whole country over the death of Indiana’s great Senator. He 
had studied the consequences of this contraction system as possibly 
few had, and with a sagen’ almost prophetic he foretold what 
they would be, in a speech delivered in the United States Senate be- 
fore the passage of this resumption law, which can be found in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 2, part 3, page 2627. He said: 

Now, Mr. President, this debate has been going on for nearly four months, and 
no human being in the Senate or out of it has been able to tell the country how we 
can get the gold in one, two, three, four, or five years, with which to resume specie 
payments and maintain that resumption. In view of that fact, I think it is time 
to cease darkening counsel by pikes about specie resumption. 

Mr. President, ee cannot bring about specie psyments by simply contra ting 
the greenbacks down to $500,000 000, and you will not depreciate their value by 
putting them up to $400,000,000. The people of this country have some sense. 
Chey want enough money, but they do not waut any more, They want enovgh to do 
the business of the country ; but because they want enough to do that they ara 
told they wil! get drunk, they will become eluttons, they will want $2 000,000,000! 
The very argument is an impeachment of the intelligence of Congress and of the 
people of the United States. They know that population has increased ; they 

now that the country hes been developed ; they ww that business has been 
vastly increased and that more currency is demanded, and because they ask an 
increase just adequate to this increase of demand, we are met with the cry cf © infla- 


a, irredeemable paper,” “ the country is to be ruined,” and somebody 1s w be 
scared ! 


Why, sir, only yesterday I saw in a very prominent New York paper that infla- 
tion is war. Have you seen it, sir? In a solemn editorial we are told that inflation 
is war, and that the Atlantic States will take up arms to prevent this proposed 
increase of the currency. There is to be a grand army of contraction brought into 
the field. I had better call it an army looking out for contracts. We are told that 
this measure will be resisted by force of arms. I need not argue whether there is 
avything in this threat; but it is quite as reasonable and as proper as much that 
has been said here in the Senate. Because the le want a little more currency 
to meet the wants of business and want free fenking, we are told that we will 
depreciate the greenbacks! 

ir. President, we will come to specic payments when we can. There is no use 
of talking about it now. You have not the gold, and you cannot get it in one, two, 
three, or four years, and no Senators upon this floor, however able they may be, 
have been able to tell us where the gold can come from. We might as well quit 
talking about that for the time being. The re want a little more currency. 
They believe it will be good for them, and I believe it. I believe it will revive 
business all over this nation. I believe that business will spring up under the 
influence of a promise like that, just as the grass and the flowers will grow under 
the spring showers. 


Governor Morton always was with the ple and acted for the 
people. His words are as true to-day as when uttered ; the only dif- 
ference is that our people are in worse condition to-day than when 
he made that speech in the Senate. 

The resumptionists say we are within 3 per cent. now of gold; why 
not go on to a specie basis; why not overcome that small differ- 
ence between currency and gold? I wish the fact could be accom- 
plished as easily as the question is asked, and with as little detri- 
ment to the country. It is no new question. The same one once 
bankrupted England, as harmless as it appears to be, increased its 
standing army to put down its laboring-men appealing for bread, and 
it will reach the same end here if pursued to its desired conclusion. 
It is precisely the same question that Peel and Ricardo put to the 
English Parliament when they passed the act of 1819, saying, as John 
Sherman and David A. Wells are daily doing, that, as gold and paper 
are at a difference of less than 3 per cent.—and that to be divided 
over fourteen months—why not go forward to that date and that 
consummation without disturbing the law? England tried to over- 
come that difference of percen in 1819, in four years, and in 
doing it her values were redu 60 per cent. and in addition to 
that depletion thirty-five thousand soldiers were added to the avail- 
able force of the British nation to enforce the overcoming of the 
difference between 3 and 5 per cent.; and, as Judge KrLiry, of 
Pennsylvania, says, the terrible stories of Peterloo, Bristol and other 
manufacturing towns, in which the starving people resisted the troops 

| of England, tell the terrible results of the experiment. If history is 

| but a great book of examples, some to follow and others to -—_ 
why follow those we should avoid and avoid those we should follow 
Shall we pursue the example of England, and force by legislation 


lesson 
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ks to an equality? Before attempting it further, listen to the 
aehings of history and from it learn lessons of wisdom. The same 
ee pS S 


use always produces the same effect, whether here or elsewhere, | 
cause ¢ A 


1 to hope or expect otherwise is but the dream of a madman. Let 
ant llow the teachings of history farther, and learn stronger lessons 
. ween? should repeal this anes law. I quote after the most 
eloquent gentleman on this floor, Mr. EW1nG, of Ohio. 


A STRIKING PARALLEL—THE BRITISH RESUMPTION LAW. 


attributing the business disasters of the past few years to 
That I Go —mmnee cageneann, nor exaggerate the evils in store for us if this 
- be executed, is shown by the history of resumption in England 

after her war with Napoleon, which is a striking parallel to our own experience. 
wr at Britain suspended specie payment from 1797 (in effect) to 1821—twenty- 
a That suspension enabled her to conduct her great war and send vast 
pot f gold te the Continent to pay troops and aid allies without the slightest 
cisturbance of her home currency, and during that war her home industries and 
Seale commerce grew more than in any equal period of her history. Napo- 
= said she conquered him “‘ with her spindles.” The war ended in 1816. The 
a ver issues were large, credits extended, and the banks unprepared for resump- 
but the ery was raised, “On to specie payments.” Accordingly, in 119, four 
cears after the close of the war, an act was passed to resume specie payment in 

1823 giving the British people just as long a notice as has been given us. 
Sir Archibald Alison, in his History of Europe, (second series, volume 2, pages 
5,) says: 

dy one eflects of this extraordinary piece of legislation were soon apparent. The 
industry of the nation was speedily congealed, as a flowing stream is by the se- 


verity of au aretic winter. The alarm became as universal and wide-spread as | 


confidenceand activity had recently been. The country bankers, who bad advanced 
largely on the stocks of goods imported, refused to continue their support to their 
ea iomers, and they were forced to bring their stocks into the market. Prices in 
consequence fell rapidly ; that of cotton, im particular, sank in three months to half 
its former level. ‘The entire circulation of England fell from $232,000,000 in 15138 
to 174,000,000 in 1820, and in the succeeding year it sank as low as 3142.00,000. 

The effects of this sudden and prodigious contraction of the currency were soon 
apparent and they rendered the next three years a period of ceaseless distress and 
suffering in the British Islands. The accommodation granted by bankers dimin 
ished so much in consequence of the obligation laid upon them to pay in specie, 
which was not to be got, that the paper under discount at the Bank of England, 
which in 1815 had been $103,3.0,000, sank in 1#20 to $23,350,000, and in 1#21 to 
$13.610.000. The effect upon prices was not less immediate or appalling. They 
declined in general, within six mouths, to half their former amount, and remained 
at that low level for the next three years. Distress was universal in the latter 
months of 1819, and that distrust and discouragement were felt in ell branches of 
industry which are at once the forerunner and the cause of disaster. " 

Doubleday, in his Financial, Monetary, and Statistical History of England, says: 

‘We have already seen the fall in prices produced by the immense narrowing of 
the paper circulation. The distress, ruin, and bankruptcy which now took place 
were universal, affecting the great interests both of land and trade; but especially 
among landlords, whose estates were burdened by mortgages, settlements, legacies, 
and the like, the effects were most marked. In hundreds of cases, from the tre- 
mendous reduction which took place in the price of land, the estates barely sold 
for as much as would pay off the mortgages, and the owners were stripped of all 
au made beggars.” 

in Iev2, three years after the passage of the resumption act, and one year before 
it was to go into full effect, the distress of all the industrial classes became so great 
that a committee of the House of Commons was appointed to consider the subject, 
which reported that, in consequence, not of “ over-production " or “ over-trading,” 
as was alleged by the bullionists, but solely of the contraction of the currency, re- 
sulting from the mere © of the act, a contraction in three years of 40 per 
cent.oceurred. The prce of labor and all its products, with scarcely an excep- 
tion, had fallen in a still greater proportion. The committee further say : 

In the midst of this fall of prices what operation in business could proceed 
without loss or ruint There bas been no form in which the capital of the mer- 
chant, none in which the capital of the manufacturer, could be invested without 
the half of it being sacriticed during this calamitous period. We have been 
thrown back upon a condition of society in which all industry and enterprise have 
been rendered pernicious or ruinous, and where no property is safe unless hoarded 
in the shape of money or lent to others on a double secunty.” 

The result was that the theorists and usurers of Great Britain were compelled, 
a year before their act of resumption was to go into effect, to amend one of its 
most distressing features providing for the extinction of the small notes—a pro- 
ie copied into our resumption law—by extending the time of their retirement 
to 1*33. 

Fellow-citizens! if there be value to us in the experience of other nations, 
does not this page of British history warn us against attempting resumption by 
contracting the currency after the plan of her usurers and theorists? She at- 
tempted it when gold was but 3 per cent. premium and her circulation but two 
hundred and thirty-two millions. Ricardo, the oracle of the bullionists, said it 
would do no great injury to any one, as it merely involved the raising of the 
value of paper 3 per cent., while the event proved that it involved a contraction 
of 45 per cent. of the whole currency, and the censequent reduction of credits, 
bringing in its train the ruin of manufacturers, tradesmen, merchants, farmers, 
and the degradation of the laboring masses to pauperism. 

M. Léon Say, the French minister of finance, cites the disasters to the industries 
of Great Britain, resulting from the act of resumption, as a warning to France not 
to fix at present a time for specie payment, though her currency is at par with 
gold and her people hold more of the precious metals than any other nation. Our 
theorists and usurers are leading us by the same path to even greater misfortunes 
than befell! Great Britain, as our currency is over three times that of hers when 
her resumption act was passed, the premium on gold five times greater, and the 
reduction of the currency, instead of bein ninety millions, will be over five hun- 
dred millions, The holders of the public unds forced resumption there as here. 
The second Peel, whom tho Irish Catholics called “ Orange Peel,” was the mouth- 
pe of the bullionists, who advocated the bill in the name of “the public honor.” 

1s patriot father said to him when it was passed : ‘‘ Robert, you have made the 
fortunes of your family, but ruined your country.” 


Is this not enough to enlighten the resumptionists ? 

If the law remains unrepealed, no man can tell us in exact terms 
what the result will be. We know how great the depression has 
been for years, and what upheavals in labor and trade have followed ; 
and if that depression, increased in momentum and heaviness by the 
passage of time, continues much longer, you may expect to hear from 
all parts of the producing country the reiteration of the last words 
of Indiana’s great Senator : 


Tam dying; I am worn out. 


| since the war, rests heavily upon the whole land, turning out o 





be difference of percentage now existing between gold and green- And then, Mr. Speaker, the consequences will proclaim their own 
t 


despair. The destroyed confidence, the destroyed commerce, the de- 
stroyed energies, and the destroyed purity of the ballot-box of this 
country, produced by the vicious legislation ef the republican er 

em- 
ployment three millions of wage-people into enforced idleness, as esti- 
mated by Harpers’ Weekly, at a daily less of two and one quarter 
millions of dollars, or $700,000,000 per year. And the ghosts of this 
destruction are appearing to that party at every election as bruising 
irons of wrath, and proclaiming in its ear— 


Let me sit heavy on thy soul to-morrow. 


The evils of past legislation can be partially remedied now by re- 
suming the coinage of the silver dollar and by repealing this oppres- 
sive resumption law. This legislation is the desideratum demanded 
by the country, and nothing less will satisfy that demand. The East 
is not the whole country. The bondholders and capitalists, who are 
daily seen in these halls denouncing in bitter speech the friends 
of silver and the enemies of the resumption law are not all the peo- 
ple of this country, nor will the wisdom of the country vanish when 
they depart. They seek their own interests; they are the friends of 
the country as long as they are permitted to gather in rich harvests 
from fields planted by others; they love the Government and pro- 
tect its flag as long as they are made instruments of their own pur- 
poses ; they have voted and will vote for any ticket that will open 
the Treasury of the United States to them, however much the wholo 
country may suffer from such invasion. 

It is time these gentlemen now learned the lesson that these rob- 
beries must cease and that equal legislation must be had for the 
whole; that to pay them in greenbacks now is no more dishonest than 
it was for them to pay the Government for its bonds in greenbacks 
or their equivalent years ago ; that it is no more dishonest to restore 
the old silver dollar to the bimetallic system and pay all debts with 
it than it was to destroy its use; that it is no more dishonest to avail 
ourselves of the cheaper coin (if such an one exists) with which to 
pay all debts than it is for them to demand their dues in the dearer 
coin; that it is no more dishonest in us to say we will give you green- 
backs and silver than it is for them to say “No, we must have the 
gold,” when not a single contract of theirs was made on a gold 
basis, all made on that of the currency and coin of the country. We 
are ready to perform our part of the contract, and we ask you to per- 
form yours, demanding nothing more of us than was “ nominated in 
the bond.” 

We are willing to be bound by the original contracts as contempo- 
raneously explained and interpreted, but are not willing to submit 
to those fraudulent changes in the laws which turned our bonds into 
an indebtedness of gold, and banished from use the only real dollar 
of the Government. A demand for the continued enforcement of 
those laws is surrounded by a greater danger than you gentlemen of 
the East anticipate. I warn you of the coming storm in words of 
candor and coolness. 

I am not in favor of lawlessness of any character, whether carried 
ou by an individual or an organization of individuals; no apologist 
for crime of any species; no sympathy four any movement that has 
for its object the subversion of social order. I, as an individual, have 
no right to strike down or take possession of the property of another 
without his conse :t or without duc consideration. Nevertheless this 
lawlessness is in our midst; the spirit of strikes is abroad in the land ; 
labor societies, reform societies, greenback parties, repudiation soci- 
eties are in vigorous existence from one end of our land to the other. 
We cannot shut our eyes as legislators to that fact, and if evil is to 
spring from such associations, let us seek the cause of their existence 
and apply the remedy. All agitations such as these have a primary 
cause. 

The strikes against the railroads arose not so much from a disposi- 
tion on the part of those engaged to violate law, as such, to destroy 
from a wicked motive the property of the companies, as it was a cul- 
mination at the vital points, or rather the weak points, of our indus- 
tiies, of the discontents and slumbering dissatisfaction of the whole 
laboring element of the country, whether fireman, brakeman, engi- 
neer, mechanic, artisan, or farmer, against the worst system of na- 
tional legislation on those measures that give peace or war to society 
that ever disgraced a statute-book. In consequence of such legisla- 
tion our whole country has staggered as a man diseased from head to 
foot. Two hundred railroads have passed into the hands of receiv- 
ers, their defaulted bonds aggregating seven hundred and ninety 
millions; those roads not in the hands of receivers, overloaded with 
debt and unable to pay their laborers living prices. Seven thousand 
industries perished in 1875; eight thousand in 1476; nine thousand 
in 1877, with an aggregate liability of $1,400,000,000. Is there no 
cause for all this, or are we to shut our eyes, as an alarmed child pass- 
ing through the dark, and say, Ob, it is only weeding out the weak 
concerns, and now we shall have trade on a firm basis; it is only 
trade adjusting itself to the times? 

No, sir, not that at all. It is the legitimate consequences of the 
contraction under Secretaries McCulloch, Richardson, Bristow, Mor- 
rill, and Jobn Sherman; is the legitimate consequences of the repub- 
lican leaders in Congress, acting in behalf of the bondholders instead 
of the masses of the people, instead of the whole country. It is the 
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legitimate consequences of the withdrawal from the channels of trade 
and commerce of $870,000,000 of the people’s currency since 1868. It is 
the legitimate consequences of the infamous acts of 1869 and 1873, 
whereby our bonds and debts are made payable in gold. Itis the 
legitimate consequences of the resumption act of 1875, which we are 
now seeking to repeal. And it is the legitimate consequences of the 
combined republican legislation in the interest of a party as against 
the country since the close of the war. Every interest in the land 
has shrunk and withered under the touch of their corrupt and cor- 
rupting sway, as a man’s body slowly withers and grows weaker under 
reckjess habits and vicious appetites. 

The leaders of that party, “ with an eye only on the main chance ”— 
cold, cruel, stern, and pitiless to the appeals of a suffering country— 
have, for selfish ends, “stricken down the prosperity of the nation, 
so that they might clutch the mere fragments of the wreck.” To-day, 
this very hour, when we of the West and South are making a fight 
destined to be historic, far from our constituency, in the very midst 
of the moneyed power of the East, against the resumption law, and in 
favor of the silver dollar, these halls are filled to suffocation with 
bankers, brokers from New York, Philadelphia, and Boston, Govern- 
ment pimps, and foreign money-changers, reeking in their robberies 
of our people under the infamous laws which they conspired to pass, 
and, with countenances as meek and rosy as him who sold his Master 
for thirty pieces of silver, are denouncing us as repudiationists and 
enemies of the public credit. What a band of sweet-scented saints 
they are! Elijah’s chariot should be ordered at once for them, and 
they be permitted to put on “ their golden slippers, and blood-washed 
garments.” 

We see them as they pass from the Senate to the House and from 
the House to the Senate, under two old chiefs, rehearsing, as they 
move, their pious ejaculations in Shylock’s most vigorous language, 
invoking the wrath of the saints upon the folly of the people; one, 
with the corners of his mouth drawn down and his fore-finger laid be- 
side his nose, drawling out “ Plight-ed faith,’ while his companion, 
closing one eye and the other lifted upward, responds, “The na-tion's 
sacred honor.” Those stock actors in the rear exclaim, “The cred-it of 
the Govern-ment!” Holy band! in what travail you are over a stifi- 
necked and perverse generation of the people’s Representatives ! 

Why is this band of gentlemen here? Why have they left their 
counters and cash-rooms toplay the lobbyists in this Congress against 
Bland’s silver bill; that bill that has given its modest and resolute 
author a reputation all over the land, worthy of the great battle that 
he has so persistently fought for the rights of the people for the last 
fifteen months in this Hall? Read this article from the Saint Louis 
Republican, and you will then have a proper gauge of the virtue of 
these starving patriots: 


KEW YORK LONDBYISTS AND THE SILVER BILL. 


The urgent pressure brought to bear against the silver bill in Congress illustrates 
the nature of the influences that have shaped our financial legislation for the last 
fifteen years, and the disadvantages under which the West has to actin the na- 
tional capital. The silver bill has passed the House and is now before the Senate 
Committee on Finance. The eastern banking interest is hostile to it, andthe New 
York Chamber of Commerce has sent a delegation to Washington to argue with the 
committee against it, and to give the reasons, or pretended reasons, why it should 
not be passed by the Senate. We do not hear of any western delegation at Wash- 
ington argu ng with the committee why the bill should be passed, although the 
people of the West and South, who are greatly in favor of it, are more interested 
in its fate than the New York and New England bankers. We do not learn that 
western and southern merchants, bankers, and farmers have sent delegations to 
the Federal capital to lobby for the bill, as the New York delegation is lobbying 
against it. New York is only a few hours distant from Washington. Its mer- 
chants and bankers are in the habit of acting with promptness and decision in all 
matters in which they are concerned, and this silver question is one in which they 
have a good deal of concern, since it involves the point whether they shall be paid 
$108 or only §10) for every $100 of national, western, and southern indebtedness 
they hold. 

From the first, the New York and New Envland interests have regarded the sil- 
ver question from a creditor point of view. They hold the bulk of national bonds 
held in this country, and, in addition, they hold the bulk ef State, county, and 
railroad bonds. A few days azo it was stated that there were held in New York 
City southern and western State and municipal bonds alone to the amount of 
$500,000,000. Add to this the national and railroad bonds held in the East, and the 
amount will be not less than $1,000,000,000. Nearly all this enormous amount of 
obligations was contracted before silver was demonetized and when dollars meant 
silver dollars; that is, it was made payable either in lawful money or standard coin 
of the United States existing at the time of the contract. But in 1873 the silver 
demonetizing act was passed through the efforts and for the benefit of these debt- 
holding classes, by which virtually this vast indebtedness became payable, not in 
gold and silver, but in gold alone, worth now 8 per cent. more than silver. 

This adds 8 per cent. to the face of such debts ; it makes the dollar one hundred 
and eight cents instead of one hundred ; it increases a one-hundred-dollar debt to 
$108, a one-thousand-dollar bond to $1,020, and the $1,000,000,000 to $1,080,000,000. 
“this is what the New York delegation of lobbyists at Washington are striving 
for—the privilege of exacting $0,000,000 on their national, State, and municipal 
bonds more than the bonds actually call for. 

It is to be hoped that the Senators and Representatives from the West and South 
will take proper caro of the interests of their constituents in this important busi- 
ness. These constituents have not the time nor disposition to send special dele- 

tions to Washington to refute the creditor arguments presented by the New 

fork lobbyists. They must rely solely on the ability and fidelity of their Sena- 
tors and Representatives to protect their rights, and it is to be hoped that these 
representatives will fight the battle manfully and successfully. 


Bold, able, truthful words. 

You have played upon former Congresses with your “loaded dice, 
your marked cards, in financial strategy,” but that day is over, and 
we admonish you to set your houses in order, for the shadow has gone 
backward on the dial of the people, and their lives, their property, 
their homes, must be preserved. There is a point at which all op- 


pressions must cease, else revolutions follow with 
results. Believe it if you choose, act upon it as you please, t} 
termination will be ours, the consequences yours; and vest ae G- 
that if other burdens are heaped upon us without our esneent 
will struggle for relief as a brave and honest people should te 
under the law, which if not obtained to-day, we hope will be to —_ 
row. Armies can conquer armies, can rest “heavily on a peo sle } 
they cannot collect taxes,” cannot vitalize your bonds if you plac the 
people beyond their payment. Iam no repndiator, no wild inflati “4 
ist, no robber, no lunatic, as your papers call us; nor do | represent « 
constituency of that character. We believe in paying under the = 
tract, under the law by which the debts were created. « 
lar, every cent that the Government owes, principal and intere 
whether it be to our own people or to those abroad. We must 
tect the credit of the Government by protecting the capacity of te 
people to pay. Theystand “one and inseparable.” The credit of the 
people is the substance, that of the Government the shadow - when t eS 
tirst fails the latter vanishes into thin air. ; 


terrific forces and 


mor- 


cou- 
very dol- 


While stands the Coliseum, Rome shall stand ; 
When falls the Coliseum, Rome shall fall. 
And when Rome falis—the world. 


I utterly repudiate repudiation in any shape, in any form, whether 
by the bondholder or the tax-payer. It is a wrong, and a costly 
wrong. It should not be countenanced for a moment by the friends 
of law, order, and good government. Give us the facilities ’ 
the national bonds and debt that we had when issued, and they wij 
be paid to the utmost farthing, and then you will have received by 
the incomes in the value of the money more than in equity belongs 
to you. The National Union, of this city, of the 15th instant, has an 
article of much force, from which I present the following extract 
and this paper is said to be the Administration organ: 


to. pay 


Now, if a debt was contracted on Monday and paid on Tuesday, the dollar was of 
about the same value at the time of contract as at the time of payment, and neither 
debtor nor creditor was injured. Even the lapse of a few weeks or months might 
make no appreciable difference. But if adebt had been contracted when the dollar 
actually in use wonld buy a day's labor and was paid when another dollar was jp 
use that would only buy two-thirds of a day's labor, the creditor in effect got back 
less than he had given. Ho got back as many dollars as had been stipulated, but 
they were dollars of smaller value. Again, if a debt was contracted when a dollar 
would buy only two-thirds of a day's labor, and has to be paid when it will buy a 
whole day's labor, tho creditor gets back more than he gave; for, although be re 
ceives only the stipulated number of dollars, they are dollars of augmented value 
The product of one hundred days’ labor obtained on credit when dollars were at 
the smaller value, would create a debt of $150, but to pay that debt when dollars 
have advanced to the higher rate the debtor must give the product of one hundred 
and fifty days’ labor. 

This illustrates what has actually been happening for the last ten or twelve years 
The dollar in which the transactions of the people were conducted has been gradu 
ally increasing in value. There have been fluctuations in its value, but its genera 
course has been upward, and, from year to year, debtors have been paying their 
creditors far more than they had actually received from them. For the year |#t4 
the average gold value of the greenback dollar was 49.2cents ; for 1:65, it was 63 ( 
cents ; for 1868, it was 71.6 cents ; for 1872, it was 89 cents, and at the present time 
its value is nearly 98 cents. Ite aggregate increase since 1865, as measured by 
gold, has been over 50 per cent., and its purchasing power has increased in fully 
the same proportion. This means that all debts which have stood since 1465—those 
of the nation, the States, the cities, counties, and towns, as well as those of indi 
viduals and private corporations—have all practically been augmented by 50 = 
cent. of their original amount. The number of dollars is the same, but the value 
of each dollar is fully 50 per cent. greater than it was at the earlier date. 


You say to us that the nearer we approach to a gold basis the 
greater will be our prosperity. Situated as we are now, I deny the 
proposition, and say, that history, foreign or domestic, does not prove 
it. I present this table for consideration : 

Mr. KELLEY. 1 beg the gentleman—— 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish now to make a few remarks myself. 

Mr. KELLEY. I ask leave of the gentleman to produce a work 
which will not take three minutes. 

Mr. HARRISON. I will yield for that purpose. F 

Mr. KELLEY. I happened to have gone, while my friend from 
Iowa [Mr. Price] was speaking, to the Library, and I have in my 
hands Tallis’s Illustrated Atlas of Modern Hist ory of the World, edited 
by R. Montgomery Martin, esq.; publislied for John Tallis & Co., 
London and New York, 1851. I read from it the pertinent portion of 
a table showing the year, the volume of bank paper in circulation, 
and the effects. I find myself sustained by these figures and staic- 
ments, which are as follows: 





Effects. 


Prosperity. 
Distress. 
Distress. 
Great d stress; coun'y 
i calling for relief 
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2 Great prosperity and spec- 
§ ulation. 
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Having presented this table from English history, now let me show 
you its counterpart in our own history. : , ; 
The following statement, compiled by an intelligent gentleman 


formerly in the United States Treasury, (Mr. Alexander Delmar, ) 





1877. 


effects of expansion and contraction in this country from 
i present time to be as follows: 
32 ee 


es 


Years. Per capita. Effect. 


| 
Expansion from $7.50 to $14 ....| Activity. 
| Contraction from $14 to $6.90....| Depression. 
Expansion from $6.0 to $16.70 ..| Activity. 
| Contraction from $16.70 to $13.70 | Depression. 
| Expansion from $13 70 to $28.50..| Activity. 
Contraction from $28.50 to $20.80 | Depression. 
Contraction from $20.80 to §14...| Bankruptcy. 
Contraction from $14 to $10 Beggary, crime, 
strikes, and sui- 
cide. 


seam) 1832 to 1837 
on be to In43 coee 
From 1844 to 1857 .--- 
From 1257 to 1861 
From Is61 to 1865 
From 1865 to 1870 
From 1870 to 1873 
Frow 1873 to 1877 


4 Mr. CRITTENDEN. Much has been said in this discussion of the 
amount of currency and coin in F Trance and the prosperity which pre- 
yails in that country. Upon that subject Mr. Delmar says: 

France bas a population of thirty-three millions and a national currency of 
€2,000,000,000, or more than $60 per capita We have not half that amount, with a 
populauon of forty millions, (I may add nearly forty-five millions,) with a per capita 
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currency of less than $10. France is prosperous and we are pressed beyond en- 
durance. 

If we have had a terrible war, so has France. 
sources were exhausted, so were those of France. 
difference ? 

Having shown that the country was in a prosperous condition 
when money was abundant and when scarce it was on the verre of 
bankruptcy, now let me take you one other step to show this House 
and the people the hollowness and utter fallacy of the charge that 
the remonetization of silver and the repeal of this resumption act 
we are engaged in “are despicable schemes of robbery as ever appealed 
to the baser passions of man.”’ Robbery in what? In restoring ths 
three kinds of money that were in existence and used by these gentle- 
men when our debts were created ; iu giving us the privilege of pay- 
ing these debts, public and private, in the same money in which the 
debts were created. What was the currency value of gold and the 
gold value of the currency at the time the debts were created, and 
what now are important things to understand in order to ascertain 
if we arerobbing them orthey us? There was not one of the bonds 
issued when greenbacks were not worth much less than now. Here 
is the value given year by year, month for month: 


If our national re- 
What makes the 


CURRENCY VALUE OF GOLD. 


Table showing the value in currency of $100 in gold in the New York market, by months, quarter years, half years, calendar years, and fiscal years, 
from January 1, 1862, to August 31, 1877, both inclusive ; prepared by E. B. Elliott, United States Treasury. 





1862. 1863. 


145. 
160. 
14. 


1864. 1865. | 1866. 
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205. 
173. 
148. 
135. 
140. 
142. 
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134. 6 
137.4 
135. 0 
135. 6 


102.5 
103. 5 
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131.1 
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137. 
139. 
140. 
143, 
143. 
139. 
134. 
135. 
136. 
141. 
139. 
136. 
140. 
138 
141. 


Angust.....-.--++- 
September 

October 

November 

December. .. 

First quarter year 
Second quarter year 
Third quarter year. .. 
Fourth quarter year 
First half year. .. 
Second half year. . 
Calendar year 

Fiseal year ended Jane 30 
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1867. | 1868, 





1369. | 1871, | 1872 | 1873 | 1874. | 1875. 1877. 


135. 6 | 
134. 4 
131.3 
132. 9 
139. 2 
138. 1 


138. 5 
141.4 
139. 5 | 
138. 7 

139. 6 

140.1 | 
142.7 | 
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ill. 
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111, 
liz. 
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GOLD VALUE OF CURRENCY. 


Table showing the value in gold of $100 in currency in the New York market, by months, quarter years, half years, calendar years, and fiscal years 
from January 1, 1362, to August 31, 1877, both inclusive ; prepared by E. B. Elliott, United States Treasury. 
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1876, 
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It is important to study and understand these tables in compre- | a bond against a man payable in either currency or silver, they, in 
hending the issues between the North and the East upon the one side | their honest simplicity, would demand the currency. Why? Because 


of this controversy and the West and South upon the other. It would 
be wise to avoid all questions of a local nature which are calculated 
to stir up sectional feelings and sectional interests, warned by the 
past ; but these issues have been forced upon the West and South by 
the other sections by cruel legislation, and we must either resist now 
and save a part or submit further and lose all. Since and during 
the war those sections and the Government, by the machinations of 
shrewd financiers, have been overloaded with an immense indebted- 
hess In @ currency when cheapest not averaging over forty-nine and 
4 half cents in gold value; and we now ask to discharge that indebt- 
edness (under the law in force when created) in the same quality of 
currency, which by a combination of events is now within 2 per cent. 
of gold value. Is there a wrong in this? If so, where? The same 
currency is worth twice as much to-day as when the debts were 
created, These gentlemen want gold and say we are dishonest 
ecause we do not give it to them 1d is worth more than currency, 
and currency than silver under its present disability. If they hele 


it is the most valuable. They watch such tables closely. Should we 
not? 

And yet how they hate silver. Their— 

Eye in a fine frenzy rolling, 
Doth glance from heaven to earth, from earth to heaven, 

when you mention it—so base, so vulgar a metal! And still they 
say we are dishonest because we seek to pay them in the cheapest 
money, and they are honest because they undertake to make us pay 
in the dearest! How blind we often are to our own faults. 

When self the wavering balance holds 

’ Tis rarely right adjusted. 

In this great financial contest we from the West have been abused 
by the New York dailies without stint or measure, although we have 
carried on the debate with marked propriety. The New York Herald 
of the 15th, says: 

The West has long since shown itself destitute of honor or gratitude, and almost 
of conscience or common sense. The West has been a prolific hot-bed of rank her- 
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esios ever since the close of the war. The South was never at any time more full- 
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represented in Washington by a fanatical and lunatic pro-slavery set than is the | 


West at present by a fanatical and lunatic set of silver repudiationists. It is now 

yroposed to swindle private creditors and cheat the national bondholders by coin- 
Ee ninety-twe dollars worth of silver bullion into a hundred silver dollars and 
make such a debased money a tender for the discharge of all obligations. 


May I ask what those “ national bondholders” gave for their bonds? 


Only about sixty-five cents on the dollar and several puritanical | 


_ thrown in for the safety of the Government, and that it may 
© further plucked by the Lord’s anointed. We care not, Mr. 
Speaker, for this abuse ; it is Baalam’s hired curses. Patrick Henry 
once said, “ God never did make one set of men to ride booted and 
spurred over the necks of their fellows.” We should teach New 
York that our great section of the country is independent of it in trade 
and commerce, and that our productions would seek the markets of 
the world by the great southern outlet, or through the harbor at 
Baltimore, and that our goods could and would be brought in marts 
of trade other than that city. Such an independence would be alike 
yrofitable and honorable, and would teach that imperial city that 
it was not “‘ monarch of all it surveyed.” 

It should be the desire of all to see the whole country prosper alike, 
encouraging that legislation that would bring peace and prosperity 
and discouraging that that brings want and discontent. These Eastern 
men abuse us in unmeasured language in their prints because we pro- 
tect by our votes ourown sections of the country. They ask us todesert 
our people, in their pee and distress, and rally around their flag, 
which floats over palatial mansions, gorgeous homes, and bond-filled 
banks! No, sirs; we will not; we will not! We choose rather to suffer 
afiliction with the people of the West and South, those bo!d, brave, 
pues people, whose blood commingled together as water on every 

sattle-field in this country, whose interests are bound together by 
climate, by soil, by affinities, by rails, and by water, whose Lane and 
destinies are one, than to enjoy the pleasures of such sin for a season. 
You may continue that abuse if satisfactory to you, but at the same 
time you must remember you are but widening the breach, but add- 
ing fuel to the flames, but opening the flood-gates, but driving all 
men together in those sections, but closing the mouths of your own 
friends and giving bold speech to your enemies, and soon a new rev- 
elation will be beard from every hill-top and valley in those sections, 
whieh will make your cheeks blanch and your tongues cleave to 
the roofs of your mouth. Think not that political lines divide us on 
the great question at issue here. 

We are a united people, with immense capacities for good or evil 
when so united, and we hope that we will be so dealt with and that 
we will so deal with you as to produce the greatest good to the greatest 
number of the people. The repeal of this law and the restoration of 
the silver dollar are not sectional questions; are purely in the do- 
main of political economy, as ones of policy, benefits, and propriety, 
and should excite the animosities of no one against those holding 
opposing views; only excite calm and deliberate discussion. We, on 
this side of the Chamber, believe that the law should be repealed ; 
that it is yet more full of evils, as it approaches its execution, than 
it has been in the past; that its path will be strewn with wrecked 
business, broken homes, and broken bearts; that its enforcement will 
concentrate capital in the hands of the few at the expense of the 
many; that it will take from our land 


The voice of mirth, and the voice of gladness, the voice of the bridegroom, and 
the voice of the bride, the sound of the millstones, and the light of the candle. 


If the silver dollar is restored, if the resumption law is repealed, if 
a sufficient amount of currency is put in circulation, not only enoughto 
transact but to create business, and with fruitful crops for a few years 
more, then it is my belief that peace and cheerfuluess would crown 
our whole land; capital and labor, each dependent upon the other, 
as the vessel is upon the steam, would join hand in hand, cach respon- 
sive to the other, and in their grand march to prosperity both would 
“keep step to the music of the Union.” 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I have not the time, and I do not 
propose to argue this question at length, but I desire to explain that 
while I shall vote for the pending bill, I am yet in favor of resump- 
tion—resumption in gold and silver—at the earliest practicable mo- 
ment. But I do not believe we can afford to continue the process of 
contraction, and I vote for this bill to take away from the Secretary 
of the Treasury that power which he claims the right to exercise 
under the resumption act. This, Mr. Speaker, is a great question, 
full of debate, and we should approach its consideration in a spirit 
of fairness and candor. The heated discussions we have heard dur- 
ing the progress of this debate, the crimination and recrimination 
io iatioal in on this floor, warn us that this money question is full of 
danger to the country, and should be settled soon and settled forever. 

Sir, so long as the value of our dollar continues the subject of legis- 
lation and self-interest continues to be the mainspring of human 
action, this inevitable consequence mnst follow: © debtor will 
continue to clamor at the doors of Congress for more dollars with 
which to pay his debts, and the creditor will contend here for in- 
creasing, by contraction, the value of the dollars that are due him. 
Iu other words, the debtor is logically an inflationist, the creditor in- 
exorably a contractionist ; and sach they will always be while Con- 
gress legislates on the subject. This single consideration is to my 
mind absolutely fatal to any scheme of inconvertible ourrency —to 
any system of paper money not founded on coin. 
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Let us once establish the doctrine that Government can ma 
ture money and never be called upon to redeem it in coin —o 
is no limit to this power of making money by printing other a ~ 
legislative will, and the conflict between the debtor and the a 
classes throughout this country and in this Hall is from that os — 
irrepressible. Demagogues will seek to array labor against a 
capital will seek to intluence legislation by bribery, and oar 
knows what would be the result of such a conflict. The cs 
mind can only darkly picture that labor could never be aan; rp 
reward, that capital would flee from our land, while the dema sn 
and the corruptionist would riot amid the ruins of our civilizaten 

Sir, you cannot build to its proposed height yonder monument { 
Washington unless its base be upon asolid foundation ; and you wae 
not build a system of national currency upon the shifting quicksands 
of public opinion. e Pe 

Holding these views, Mr. Speaker, I could not condemn 
heartily approve any honest, well-conceived effort on the part of o; 1 
Government to return to specie payments ; to give the people astabl 
currency; to make a paper dollar convertible into a coin dollar: to 
take this question out of politics forever and relegate it to those 
natural, healthful, and beneticent laws of supply and demand estal, 
lished by our Creator and not to be changed by man. 

But, sir, though when we set out for specie payments we may ha 
sure our faces are turned in the right direction, we must be care‘ul of 
the steps we take. We must not go too fast. The goal is desira))|p 
but we may reach it at too fearful a sacrifice. Gentlemen mus} 
stop and consider. When enterprise everywhere languishes; whey 
labor is begging for employment; when property is shrinking at the 
rate of 20 percent. per annum; when savings banks, where tho 
poor have put away their pittances, are bursting on all sides of us: 
when capitalists lock up their millions in their vaults, and their tens 
of millions in the Treasury of the United States, as Mr. Sherman te!]s 
us in his Mansfield speech they do, and all, as every man knows 
because they are waiting for the day when a dollar will buy more 
than it will buy now, surely, Mr. Speaker, gentlemen on the other 
side of this question, if they would have us go forward at the rate 
Mr. Sherman would carry us, ought to indulge in argument and not 
in invective against the millions of suffering debtors who are ery- 
ing for a halt ; 

{ am sometimes reminded when I contemplate this relentless march 
to specie payments, which was begun by Secretary McCulloch eleven 
years ago, of Napoleon’s “on to Moscow.” The almost impassable 


, but mast 


| roads, the deep rolling rivers, the snows upon the earth, the foe in 


his front, the freezing blasts of winter—all these were no obstacles to 
his imperious will. Always and ever the cry was “on to Moscow.” 
But you remember the conflagration, the disastrous retreat, and the 
pursuing Cossacks. 

Sir, last summer, when the telegraph flashed abroad the news of 
the riots in our land, we almost heard the cry, “Save himself who 
can; the Cossacks are coming!” Sir, lam for taking no step back- 
ward. Ido not believe in issuing more promises to pay until we get 
ready to pay those already issued ; but 1 do desire to put a stop now 
to the contraction, the hoarding of currency, the perpetual shrinkage 
of values and consequent distress. 

I want to say by law to the capitalist, “Lock up your dollar in 
your strong box if you will; hide it, hoard it if you wish; but remem- 
ber it has stopped growing in value. It will be a slothful servant so 
long as you hide it ina napkin. We have enacted by law that the 
heavy hand of contraction that was paralyzing the industry of the 
land shall be taken off, that the country may grow up to specie pay- 
ments, and if you want your dollar to grow, hoard it no longer, but 
put it into the country.” 

Sir, it is vain to say we can by law enact prosperity. The better 
times that are to follow this long and painful nancial crisis will 
come slowly ; but I believe that the adoption of the policy indicated 
by this bill and the silver bill, will materially improve our financial 
condition almost instantly. The keen instinct of the capitalist will 
teach him that hoarding money is no longer the best investment that 
can be made of it. Property will find buyers, labor will find employ- 
ment, and business will revive ; and with the revival of business, if 
silver is remonetized, resumption will speedily come. + : 

And here, Mr. Speaker, on this question of remonetizing silver 
there is one argument which I have not heard advanced in any of the 
discussions of this question, but which, to me, seems entitled to great 
weight. 

The advocates of the gold standard. say we ought to adopt it here 
because it is the standard in England, in Canada, in Germany, Nor- 
way, Sweden, Denmark, and Portugal ; and the time is not distant, 
they predict, when France, Spain, Italy, Holland, and Belgium, tho 
double-standard countries of Europe, and all the double-standard 
countries of South America, and indeed all nations of the civilized 
world, will be upon gold alone. France, they tell us, is hesitating 
to-day. koe 

France, whose finances have been conducted with more ability for 
the past ten years than any other nation, is debating the sae 
tion now. Using both silver and gold she has in seven years pal’ 
$2,000,000,000 igdeasnity to Germany, recuperated her own losses > 
the war, and is now the foremost financial nation in the worl’. 
She does not contemplate the demonetization of silver because 1" 's 
less fit for money now than it has been for two thousand years, but 
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ee ' 
_. her commercial relations with other nations whose commerce 
“gn alone impel her to the same system. ee 
sr eaker, this is a fair argument and there is force in it, but to 
Mr Aeon it tend? Just here: if one civilized nation must follow 
ve ver, then When the American Congress and the American people 
se and fair debate shall have permanently demonetized 
ey or and adopted the gold standard and resumed specie payments 
adver and breught it into common use, the shrinkage of values 
wen Tout all the specie-paying, civilized countries of the world 
‘ithe distress, the deep and universal distress consequent upon this 
su ‘kage will have just begun. First, sir, the gold that is to be used 
ee where we have had none for sixteen years must come from the 
~eplations of other countries. ; ; 
“Tl ‘g must reduce the circulating medium and bring lower prices 
al ng those who compete with us for trade. When we shall have 
teed Germany, France must follow us. Her silver must be 
replaced with gold. Then Spain must follow France. Her silver 
must be replaced by gold, and if gold cannot be had prices must 
‘|, Italy, Belgium, Holland—all the nations of the carth, one after 
snother, must fall into line, and as silver is pushed from circula- 
{jon prices must go lower and lower and lower— 


Through caverns measureless to man, 
Down to a sunless sea. 


This is the inexorable logic of the a rg This is the awful 
transition of the whole world from gold and silver to gold alone 
the gold theorists tell us we must prepare for. It may take ten 
vears to accomplish this transit, it may take twenty, but we must 
‘inl our loins for the journey and when we sball have aided the 
yorld in destroying the value of our silver mines we shall have the 
proud satisfaction of boasting that we have aided the advanced 
thinkers of the world in establishing a currency fit for the highest 
civilization. 

Sir, if we the foremost silver-producing nation of the earth delib- 
erately persist and finally succeed in striking down silver, a resource 
npon Which we ought to rely as surely as upon cotton or wheat, 


n the history of legislation in this country save one—the unjust, 
qustatesman-like, unconstitutional, cruel imposition of a tax of three 
cents per pound on cotton, the sole resource of the prostrate, help- 
Jess, unrepresented South in 1865. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Hlinois. I now yield ten minutes of my 
time to my colleague, [Mr. CANNON. } 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. GarFIRLD] said in his speech to-day that in round numbers 
the exports and imports of the United States amounted for the last 
fiscal year to $1,500,000, and gentlemen are inclined to use that as 
an argument in favorof asingle gold standard, or an international 
standard as it was expressed by the gentleman from Ohio; for, says 


he, the gold price of our experts at the place of consumption governs | 


the price here. It occurs tome the gentleman overlooks the fact 
that our exports go not only to Great Britain and other cvuntries 
where they have the gold standard, but also to France, Italy, Spain, 


and other countries where they have both the gold and silver stand- | 


ard, also to China, India, and other countries where they use silver 
alone tothe exclusion of goldas money. So if the argument is worth 
anything in favor of a uniform international standard, it is stronger 
for the adoption of a single standard of silver in the United States 
than a single standard of gold, for those who would use silver and 
silverand gold together as money, and who are the actual consumers 
of our exports, far exceed in number those who use gold alone for 
money. 
Bat, Mr. Speaker, the ohject of my remarks is to show the House, 
at least to state my reasons, why I shall vote for the bill now under 
consideration repealing what is known as the resumption date of the 
so-called resumption act; and I want to call attention of the House to 
the fact that our debts, both public and private, are not in fact paid in 
money. The eight hundred million dollars’ worth of corn, wheat, cot- 
ton, &c., that we sold to foreign nations last year was not money or gold 
orsilver. Thethree hundred million bushels of corn now awaiting con- 
sumption and market in my own State of Illinois (the present crop) 
is not money, gold or silver; yet debts are paid in fact in cattle, corn, 
cotton, and other commodities required for use and consumption, and 
the office of money is to measure the value of these commodities. So 
the civilized world in all ages has used the precious metals as money 
because it took labor to mine them and they could not be increased 
or decreased arbitrarily, so that if your creditor to whom you owe 
fl, which is 25.3 —_- of gold or should be 412} grains of silver, (if 
the debt is payable in coin,) wants corn or anything else you own, 
e give him corn to the value of a dollar and the debt is paid, or if 
i¢ does not want the corn you sell it to the value of a dollar to some 
one Who does want it and with the dollar pay your debt; but if you 
mee to pay A a dollar in one year from date and in the mean time 
~ d at will arbitrarily without labor double the stock of gold and 
dates would greatly cheapen it as compared with hia corn, so 
a : dollar when you paid A would only buy one-half as much as 
a - | at the time the contract was made. So again, if you could 
debt ay diminish the amount of gold and silver one-half before the 
ecame due, when you pay A, the dollar would buy twice, cost 
jm twice, and be worth twice what it was when you agreed to pay 





him one year before. Of course I am not exact as to the exact or 
a effect of such action, but am illustrating the general ten- 
dency. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is exactly what has been done as between 
the debtors and creditors in the United States and between the Gov- 
ernment of the United States and its creditors. When our indebted- 
ness was created the promise was to pay dollars, and the law defined 
a dollar to be a certain quantity of gold or a certain quantity of 
silver, at our option, designated by the general term coin. We used 
gold for the reason that as compared with silver it was the cheapest ; 
but the one was a constant check upon the other, and the right to 
have either coined practically made all the gold and silver bullion 
in the country that might be coined equally a measure of values of 
other commodities the same as if it was coined into dollars. After 
the contract was made to pay “dollars,” and which contract to pay 
dollars still exists, silver was demonetized, thereby cutting off one- 
half of the precious metals that were used to measure values of other 
commodities, throwing upon gold alone the office that both gold and 
silver performed at the time the contract was made. The necessary 
result was that gold as compared with other commodities appreciated, 
and the commodities which we produce to pay debts depreciated; or, 
in other words, the creditor was benefited at the expense of the debt- 
or, and in violation of both the spirit and letter of the contract. Sach 
a fraud, if cognizable in the courts, would not be tolerated a moment 
by any court in the land ina transaction between individuals. To 
show you that Iam not alone in this view of the case I call your atten- 
tion to Dr. Linderman’s report as Director of the Mint in 1873, who at 
that early date pointed out the necessary consequences to arise from 
the demonetization of silver as clearly as ever prophet of old foretold 
the future. I send to the Clerk’s desk that part of his report marked 
which I desire to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The gradual adoption of the gold standard, and consequent demonetization of 
silver, will of course be followed by an increase in the value of gold, or what is the 
same thing, a decrease in the price of articles measured by it. Indeed it is quite 
certain that this effect is already perceptible in some portions of Europe. Be that 


i : ill} . | as it may, however, it is safe to assume that Germany will soon have substituted 
bacon or tobacco, it will be an act of madness without a parallel | three hundred millions of gold for silver heretofore used as standard money, and 


that Denmark, Sweden, and Norway will require nearly as much more in conse- 
quence of ——. their standard from silver to gold. Now add to the foregoing 
the requirements of France and the United States in the near future, and it will 
be readily understood that gold must appreciate in value. 

It is true that the mines of the world produce annually about one hundred mill- 
ions of gold; but in considering this asa stock to be drawn upon for coinage, it 
must be remembered that the consumption of gold in the arts has largely increased 
during the Jast twenty-three years aud now approximates to about twenty-tive 


| millions per annum. 


Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I quote Dr. Linderman for 
the reason that he is a great favorite with the gold repudiationists; be 
it said, however, to his credit, he does not seek to cover up the con- 
sequences of the adoption of the single gold standard. I commend 
his fairness and honesty in this respect to gentlemen who profess 
so great an admiration for him. 

Mr. Speaker, as to this cuestion of the finances tiere is but one road 
for all of us to travel, and it is plainly marked out by the contract. 
No man can mistake it. Travel it aud it leads to confidence, good 


| feeling, and prosperity. All other roads are but blind paths leading 


into the wilderness, and he who follows them will fall into a pit and 
be destroyed, and all who refuse to travel the road marked out and 
bounded by the contract are repudiationists, and the gold repudia- 
tionists are worse than the paper repudiationists, for they would 
benetit the few at the expense of the many. The people of the great 
West, the land of promise and the land of empire, when the proposi- 
tion was made to pay all Government debts in paper which should be 
never redeemable, said that such a proposition was not according to 
the contract, was not honest, was not politic; but while we were 
making that contest, and our people were saying by their public utter- 
ances and at the ballot-box that they would stand by the contract 
let what would come, by means that I have not time now to inquire 
of, you gold repudiationists procured the demonetization of silver, 
you repudiated the contract, and now when we in turn insist that 
you shall abide by the contract and be content with what it gives 
you, you fly into a rage and instead of dealing in facts and argu- 
ment call us, in the language of the New York Herald, “ silver repu- 
diationists.” 

A MemBer. And lunatics. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Yes, lunatics and all other bad names 
you can find in the vocabulary of fishmongers. Yet by the very act 
of repudiating the contract you pay the highest tribute possible to 
the sense of fairness and honesty of the masses of the American peo- 
ple, in this, if it is hovest for you to increase the value of the dollar 
by adopting the gold standard alone, then it is honest for us to de- 
crease the quantity of gold in the dollar; or if it is fair for you to 
violate the contract, then we, following your precedent, the contract 
being abandoned, can make copper the only unlimited legal tender, 
and be guilty in law or morals of no greater offense than you; or 
make brass an unlimited legal tender, which would be worse for 
you, for in brass you do most abound. I say, again, you play the 
game to make the dollar more valuable, feeling that you risk nothing, 
because if you fail you rely upon the people to keep the contract. In 
other words, you seek to profit if you can without a chance of losing. 
Well, you will not profit outside of the contract. The same peoplo 


2 RENIN URE NR ite A Ag RSMO 


pate PO4 











AQ2 


who are willing to keep the contract will make you keepit. The 
first blood is yours, the next may be; but there will be no peace upon 
this question until the right is victorious; and I say again the peo- 
ple w ill keep the contract, not from admiration for you, for ordinarily 
in contests something is risked by both sides, but because their man- 
hood will not permit them to do an unfair thing because you are 
doing an unfair thing. 

Yet, Mr. Speaker, I will say to gentlemen who stand with me 
upon this question that we cannot be too vigilant, and we must not 
underestimate the resources of our antagonists. The metropolitan 
press is against us, and we all know what an engine of power it is, 
reaching as it does its millions of readers daily. As an evidence of 
its spirit I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read the concluding para- 
graph from an article in the New York Herald of yesterday. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. 
for a few minutes longer. 

Mr. DUNNELL. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I want to have that paragraph read, 
and then I want to say a word or two in regard to it. Ido not want 
more than ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to allowing the gentleman from 
Illinois an extension of his time of ten minutes’ The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. 
from the New York Herald. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I trust I shall be permitted to proceed 


The Clerk will please read the paragraph 


The greenback-repudiation project and the granger project having come to naught, 
and being utterly dead, the same irrepressible dishonesty comes up in another form. 
It 1s now proposed to swindle private creditors and cheat the national bondholders 
by coining ninety-two dollars’ worth of silver bullion into a hundred silver dollars 
and making such debased money a tender for the di-«charge of all obligations. 
Some readers may, perhaps, think it unfair to charge this iniquity upon the West 
when there are many western citizens who detest it. Bat such a plea can no more 
be admitted than it would have been in the case of the South, which contained a 
large body of sincere Union men at the outbreak of the civil war. Woe must judge 
the West by the men it sends to represent it in Cougress. The South was never at 
any time more fully represented in Washington by a fanatical and lunatic pro- 
slavery set than is the West at present by a fanatical and lunatic set of silver-money 
repudiationists. If the public men of other parts of the country will act against 
them with such resolute vigor and decision as to show them that they have no 
hope of allies out of their own section this old heresy in a new mask may easily 
be put down. 


Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. That is a sample of the abuse that is to 
be heaped upon the heads of those who insist upon the contract 
according to its spirit and letter, as well in favor of the debtors as 
the creditors. Did not the unit rest upon silver as well as gold up to 
1873. Was not silver 412} grains to the dollar an unlimited legal 
tender at the time the contract was made, but was not used for the 
reason that it was of greater value as compared with the gold dollar, 
and, instead of the dishonesty being in using the silver dollar, it now 
as compared with the gold dollar being the cheaper, the dishonesty, 
if any there be, is in using the dollar that is more valuable by eight 
cents than the contract calls for. 

Mr. Speaker, in the main the press of the United States is vigi- 
lant, courageous, and honest, a means of instruction to the people 
and a conservator of the peace and morals of the country; but the 
truth is that in this contest the New York city press especially is in 
sympathy with or controlled by the gold repudiationists who are 
seeking to get something for nothing out of the people. I understand 
that the several papers in that city are owned by incorporated com- 
panies, and that man or set of men who has money enough from 
time to time to control a majority of this stock control the policy of 
the paper, so that you have no assurance upon this question whether 
their course is shaped by the brain ability and judgment of those 
gentlemen who are in charge as editors or whether the money bags 
of Wall street or of London are speaking on every page of each 
issue. And while Il am speaking of this matter I want to say that 
during my four years of service in this House I have witnessed some- 
times with pity and sometimes with disgust some members of former 
Congresses who, I was satisfied from all indications, had surrendered 
their own convictions and the interests of their constituents to obtain 
the praises or avoid the condemnation of a part of that same New 
York City press. 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, I will vote for the repeal of the resump- 
tion act, for | am opposed to resumption on the Ist day of January, 
1879, or at any other time upon the single gold standard; and, while 
it is true we have passed the bill in the House by an overwhelming 
majority monetizing silver, I cannot tell whether it is to become a 
law, yet I am satisfied we can resume onthe Ist day of January, 1879, 
if we will give the necessary legislation, and that would be to mone- 
tize silver and on and after the date of resumption receive greenbacks 
for all dues to the Government, including customs duties, exchange 
greenbacks for gold or silver at our option on demand, and as green- 
backs come into the Treasury pay them out again for the expenses of 
the Government. This would give resumption without contraction 
of the currency. On the contrary, it would increase the currency by 
unlocking and adding thereto gold and silver coin, and before three 
months had elapsed the greenback would be at a premium over coin, 
for it would be more easily handled, confidence would be restored, 
agriculture would be stimulated, labor riots would cease, capital 
would be employed and yield far greater profits than it cau hope to 
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realize by the financial destruction of the m 
would take on new life, and hunger woul 
operatives in our miving and manufacturin 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, J desiro { 

House for its courtesy in extending my time. , © thank the 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I believe ¢} 
under which the country is suffering, and which have ies 
ically described by the gentlemen who have preceded SP 5 
mainly to the use of irredeemable paper in this country roe a , 
the remedy for those evils is to get rid of the irre eem: bien a 
money ; and the sooner we accomplish that end the sooner wilt” 
perity be restored. : mE Pros. 

I am not at all clear, however, that we can resume « 
by the Ist of January, 1879. I have heretofore sai: 
the resumption act of January 14, 1875, as a clumsy piece of fecis) 
tion, crude, and not suited to the difficulties of the ease. Co.” 
stances, however, have combined to make it more effective thar i 
- advocates could ee anticipated, so that now it is possible be : 
xy NO means certain, that we can resume specie payments hy +h. } 
of January, 1879. , pecie payments by the 1s 

In view of the grave doubt that hangs over that desirable end, | 
submitted an amendment, which has been printed in the Recon: 
designed to meet the difliculties of the situation. ere 

I had prepared the brief of an argument designed to explain the 
nature of that amendment and to enforce it upon the judgment of 
my fellow-members of the House. But to-day a speech has heen 
delivered in this House by the honorable gentleman from Ohio (Mr, 
GARFIELD,] which traversed almost the very ground that I mye) 
desired to take. I subscribe fully to all that that gentleman has sai 
in reference to the present situation of the country and with regan 
to the necessity of adhering firmly to the policy of resumption. ” 

I differ with him in one or two respects, mainly in this: I dissent 
from the doctrine that the greenback when paid off can ever bo 
re-issued. I believe it to be a debt which when paid is paid forever 
and, being canceled, is not capable of re-issue. I deny the power 
of this Government ever to issue anything in the nature of paper 
currency. The power of the Government is limited to the coinage of 
money. It can simply stamp upon gold and silver their legal value. 
The power to make legal-tender resides nowhere in this country 
except in the entire people, through the agency of constitutional 
amendments. 

The legal-tender property of gold and silver is inherited from the 
common law of England: a common inheritance of every man iy 
this country, under the judicial decisions of the courts. The States 
themselves are prohibited by the Constitution from making any- 
thing else but silver and gold legal tender. With that qualification, 
eee generally to the views propounded by the gentleman from 

Mo. 

When we come to the question of resuming specie payments there 
must be adequate preparation. 

That preparation we may be able to make and we may not. The 
part of true statesmanship is therefore to provide for the contingency 
of failure, and that is done in the amendment which I have sub- 
mitted, by requiring the Secretary of the Treasury first to accumn- 
late coin or bullion; also to retire legal-tenders, and when, in his 
judgment, the situation of the money-market and the quantity of 
currency and legal-tender notes afloat will warrant it, to give notice 
that he will pay off the legal-tender notes. That, in my judgment. is 
true statesmanship, and any other course is likely to lead to very 
serious disappointment. 

For example, it is im ible to maintain specie payments immedi 
ately after resumption if the balance of trade be against us; I mean 
by that, such balance of trade as calls for the exportation of gold 
beyond the quantity of our annual product of the precious meta's. 
At present the’ balance of trade is in our favor, and everything indi- 
cates that it is likely to remain in our favor. 5 

Bat there are many contingencies which could turn it the other 
way. For example, a great demand for money in Europe, offering 4 
better rate of interest than our bonds give to the investor, might send 
back a large amount of our securities which would turn the balance 
of trade the other way. Even the large amount of gold required to 
pay for the export of grain, which we are bound to make during the 
coming twelve months, might so embarrass the English money market 
that the rate of interest would be raised and there would be no course 
for Europe to take but to send us back our bonds. I hope this w'!! 
not occur; I shall regard it as a great calamity if it do occur. Bat 
still it is one among the contingencies that may happen and for 
which provision ought to be made. v- 

With my experience in business, I am not willing to stand upes 
the floor of this House and say it is so easy to resume on the Ist day 
of January, 1879. I am willing to stand here and say that we —_ 
to resume as early as that, and that if we regard the best interests 0 
the people of this country it will be a most fortunate thing if we can 
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| devise any legislation by which we can resume at an earlier date. 


But no man familiar with business would be willing to stake - 
reputation upon the declaration that it is absolutely certain se 
can do it. It looks as if we might, and I confess, for one, I am “ 

prised beyond measure, I am gratified beyond expression, that the 
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ye so near for the possibility of resumption under this 
rect of the 14th day of January, 1875. 

ee. however, to say that none of these results are due to that 

i. of them. That act has not contributed one iota to the 
act, - of resumption, although it has begun to make preparation 
a It has been done by natural causes ; causes higher and more 
een a -ts of Congress. 

a ‘that I daaired to yield to the gentleman from Ohio, 
‘Mp. KErER,] who I believe will require the balance of my time, I 
- t pursue this subject a little further. I will conclude, however, 
mn further remark, reserving to myself the privilege of putting 
into a more readable shape the remarks which I intended to make in 
oference to this bill and its amendments. j 
I have listened to the discussion in this House with a great deal of 
: It has developed an amount of recrimination and vituperation 
jai pot either creditable to Congress or suitable to the discus- 
= f a question of this magnitude, involving the examination of 
- es he purpose of getting at the truth and legislating in accord- 
_  shesearith: People have been stigmatized on the one side as 
bondholders ; I believe they have been called “ bloated bondholders ;” 
snd they have been called “ wreckers.” On the other side I have heard 
the terms “robbers” and “ gamblers” and “ demagogues,” This lan- 
mage it seems to me is very unsuited to the discussion of this ques- 
ae and 1am sorry that the rules of this House do not seem to be 
suficient to restrain if. ae ite 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The gentleman’s side of the question is re- 

sponsible for a good deal of it. 
“Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am perfectly frank to say that the 
fault lies upon both sides, so far as my honest judgment goes, and I 
have tried to listen to the debate carefully. Now, for myself I have 
jeen told in this House privately that I am a bondholder; that I 
represent the money interests of the country. I think it is as well to 
make a word of explanation. Personally I own no bonds and I am 
not astockholderin any bank. Itso happens that my particular dis- 
trict is mainly inhabited by laboring-men, poor men. I am a manu- 
{acturer with a very large amount of capital engaged in business— 
capital that I did not inherit and that nobody gave to me, 

What I have has been acquired by the diligent pursuit of business ; 
and every dollar I have in the world is invested in business and the 
employment of men. I believe in the doctrine that it is the first duty 
and highest privilege of a man to whom God has given this talent of 
capital to employ it actively in business, so that his fellow-men may 
findemployment. I look upon such a man as simply a steward and 
trustee for that which is committed to his care. 

Now, in good times, the concern with which I am connected em- 
ploys, in the various works in which it is interested,several thousand 
men. At present they employ less than usual, but the pay-rolls amount 
to over $3,000 a day. Sinee 1873 we have conducted our business just 
as if times were good. We never stop anything as long as we have 
the means to carry iton or can get anything to do. Since 1873 every 
year, Without exception, has shown a loss in the business. Iam there- 
tore a loser by every hour that this business is carried on. Our work- 
people have been reduced in wages step by step until they are getting 
about half what they received in 1872. This is very unsatisfactory ; 
but they are getting more than we can afford to pay them from the 
business. 

Now, I have every motive of interest that a human being can have 

to do what will tend to restore prosperity. I may err in judgment; 
but my judgment is that there is no way back but through the gate 
of specie payments. I have every motive of consideration for the 
condition of our work-people who with their families are suffering, 
and who nevertheless have not resorted to strikes. I have every 
possible motive as a member of this House to try to discover and have 
enacted a remedy for this state of things. 
_ Again, the district I 1g armen in which I am not an employer at all, 
is composed, as I said before, almost altogether of laboring-men. 
They are suffering, suffering beyond anything that I can describe; 
and they sent me here on no other issue and for no other purpose 
than to attempt to get out of this slough of despond. My method 
of getting out may differ from that of these gentlemen from the 
West; but I wish to say to them that they have done more than they 
know to get us out of this trouble. 

To them is due the honor of having supplied the materials which 
have made the return to specie paymepts possible. And I am as- 
tonished at what I regard as the delusfon of these gentlemen. I do 
hot regard it asadesire to rob, to steal. I think they are simply mis- 
taken. They want to benefit the country just as I do; they want to 
get out of this trouble just as quickly as any one else. Nevertheless 
lam astonished that they do not see that by their great crops, the 
labor of their hands, they have brought us back to the condition of 
teal values when fluctuations will shortly cease, and this process 
which they describe with so much force and truth—contraction of 
Values without the contraction of debt—will come to an end. 

This process they say is death. Yes, many have died; but we can- 
hot restore them to life. The dead are dead. All that we can do is 
t avoid the new death which would follow the inflation of new paper 
money and the destruction which would ensue when that paper 
uoney should collapse on the inevitable return to the basis of solid 


values which we have already reached through so much pain and 
suffering, 


time has cor 
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I am astonished for another reason that those gentlemen make this 
mistake. They may not know it, but they are paid for their products 
in gold and nothing else. The value of every bushel of wheat, of 
every bushel of corn, of every barrel of meat that goes out of this 
country is fixed in foreign markets, and the domestic market is gov- 
erned by the price in the foreign market. Therefore they get gold 
for their products. 

Now, every time that gold is turned into currency they are shaved 
by somebody ; by the broker on the other side of the Atlantic, by the 
banker on the bill of exchange, by the commission merchant, by the 
domestic banker who remits to them. Every man takes a commis- 
sion from them, and every one makes allowance for the possible 
fluctuations between currency and gold. When they buy they pay 
currency values. These are gold values, plus the premium on the 
gold, plus an allowance for some fluctuation which may happen. As 
to the reduction of prices which has followed the enhancement in 
value of the currency, the difliculty produced by it is produced every 
time there is a fluctuation. 

If it goes up, there is a little inflation and somebody suffers. 
goes down, there is a loss and somebody suffers. Whichever way it 
goes, somebody is suffering all the time. I am astonished these gen- 
tlemen do not see that the remedy they propose can only aggravate 
the evil, especially if it produces a great intlation; because there 
must be a corresponding fall. The true remedy is plain enough. 
It is as pee as anything can be in the world, if gentlemen would 
only reflect upon it. All that you want for prosperity and for growth 
of wealth in the country are three things: First, you must have nat- 
ural resources. And what uation has the food and the fuel and the 
mineral wealth that we have ? With us food is so plentiful that we 
lack for an adequate market. 

The second requirement for industry is labor. 
deficiency of labor. It is the grievance to-day that labor is super- 
abundant. The quality of the labor enters into that clement, and 
nowhere in the world—I speak the testimony of most diligent exami- 
nation—is labor so productive, so diligent, so skillful, as in the United 
States. The third thing that you waut is capital. Now,there is no 
deficiency of capital either in this country or iu the world at large. 
Capital with the aid of the telegraph, with the aid of banks, of ex- 
changes, of the instruments which we have invented and discovered 
for moving large sums of money rapidly—capital is mobilized. It has 
no local habitation. It will go wherever it will pay best. And it is 
the peculiarity of the existing state of things that capital is so 
abundant all over the world that it has not for the last three years 
been able to earn 2 per cent. per annum on the average in the great 
markets of the world! 

There is no deficiency, then, in any of the elements of prospority. 
But there is something deficient. And that deficiency is summed up 
in one word, It is the motive power that sets all industry at work, 
all the machinery of production in motion. It is confidence. Confi- 
dence only is lacking. Now, you can restore confidence at any time 
to capital by simply assuring it that it will get back as good as it 
gives. Ifit advancesa thousand dollars in gold—I mean that which is 
worth a thousand gold dollars—it only wants to be assured that it will 
get back a thousand dollars of equivalent value, with such interest 
as may be agreed upon; andif the security is good, capital is waiting, 
yes, it is “onging to invest itself in the West, in the South, every- 
where, where there can be any return secured for it with any degree 
of certainty. 

Now, how are you going to restore confidence? You cannot restore 
it by telling the holders of our securities, who thought as we thought 
that gold was to be the medium of payment, that we will pay them 
in silver, which is not worth as much as gold. Iam not going into 
the question of legality at all. I believe it to be perfectly legal to 
re-enact the silver dollar and pay the bonds with it, if you choose to 
pay it; but I say it is the worse possible policy and the greatest pos- 
sible blunder, because it will destroy the faith of capitalists in Amer- 
ican credit. That is the difliculty. Now, we will not inspire conti- 
dence when we tell the capitalists, to whom we have been issuing 
bank-bills since 1875, under asolemn pledge that we will redeem them 
in coin on the Ist of January, 1879, that we will not pay them at all. 

First, we tell them we will pay them a silver dollar, when they ex- 
pected a gold one, and then we turn around, with exquisite legislative 
irony, and tell them we will not pay them at all! We shall not 
restore confidence in that way. But we will get it back as surely as 
the sun rises, whenever we march forward steadily to that day and to 
that state of things when the dollar means the dollar that existed, 
andof the valnethat existed, at the time when the obligation was made. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him one 
question ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am talking so discursively that I 
shall be only too happy to yield to the gentleman, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Youare talking honestly, as you believe ; we 
are so far apart from you that we would probably like to hear you 
give an explanation of one or two things which may draw us nearer 
to you. You say that the present condition of the country, so nearly 
approaching to specie payments, was not brought about by this re- 
sumption law ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I do. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Then what has done it? 
yon say the crops of the West ? 


If it 


Surely there is no 


As I understand, 
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Mr. HEWITT, of New York. AndtheSouth. I include the South. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The crops of the West and South. And sup- 
pose we have a good crop again next year, and again the year after, 
and this resumption law is repealed, will we not approximate to or 
reach specie payments without the resumption law 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. No, sir. I answer the question in 
the negative without any kind of hesitation. I suppose the gentle- 
man means withont some kind of resumption law f 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. This resumption law or some kind of resump- 
tion law. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I answer no, and I will tell you why. 
But, Mr Speaker, I agreed to surrender the greater portion of my 
time to the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Kreirer.] If I occupy more 
of the time than I intended, I hope that gentleman’s time will be 
extended. 

Several MEMBERS. Go on. 

Mr. KEIFER. I hope the gentleman from New York will have 
time to say all he would like to say. I should like, however, to have 
the time myself which was designated by the Speaker. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I had no intention when I rose of 
occupying more than three minutes. This has all come up incident- 
ally, and I am speaking entirely without notes. 

Specie payments have never been maintained in any country, Mr. 
Speaker, except upon a certain relation between the specie in the 
country and the paper circulation of the country. France is now 
ready to resume and has practically resumed. When I was in Paris 
thirty days ago I was told that the Bank of France would be only 
too glad to pay all their notes. They resume nominally on the Ist of 
January; practically they have resumed already. In France the re- 
lation between paper money and specie is as 5 to 7; in other words, 
five-twelfths of the circulation in France is in paper money and 
seven-twelfths is in specie to-day, according to the best estimates that 
are made, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
nuschi?f 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Iam in exact accord with Mr. Cer- 
nuschi, with whom I have been in frequent contact for the last six 
weeks and with whom I have discussed this subject in every point 
of view ; and we do not differ in figures at all. The amount of specie 
in France was generally estimated at $1,200,000,000, or 6,000,000,000 
frances. Of that sum $500,000,000 are now in the bank of France, and 
not in circulation at all. For all practical purposes it is dead cap- 
ital, merely lying there in deposit. There is an amount of $700,000,000 
of coin in circulation, which, with the bank paper, makes $1,200,000,000 
in all, of which five-twelfths is in paper and seven-twelfths in coin. 
Now, that is not the ordinary condition of affairs in France, for 
twenty years before they never considered it prudent to issue so 
large a proportion of paper to the aggregate of money in circulation. 

In England they run their bank machinery more closely than in 
France, and of $500,000,000 in gold and silver coin, generally esti- 


Is that according to the estimate of Mr. Cer- 


mated to be in that country, £22,000,000 sterling is in the Bank of 


England. And therefore there is in circulation about $400,000,000 of 
coin against a paper circulation of £28,000,000 sterling, and thus there 
is a cirenlation in England, leaving out of the count that locked up 
in the Bank of England, $400,000,000 of coin to $140,000,000 in paper, 
which is nearly as 3 to 1. Now, I think the experience and practice 
of these two leading nations afford a very clear guide to the amount 
of paper money that can circulate in this country on an equality with 
coin and give a sufficient basis for our calculations. 

Our present issues of paper money, including silver subsidiary coin 
and fractional currency, amounts in the total to $727,000,000, of which 
$200,000,000 are lying at rest in the banks, which leaves $527,000,000 
inactual circulation. Now if you take the proportion of paper money 
in circulation in France, we could circulate $225,000,000 in paper and 
the remainder, about $00,000,000, must be in coin. Now, sir, our 
present condition is that we have $500,000,000 and over of paper in 
circulation, and there is no possibility of maintaining a circulation of 

500,000,000 redeemable in coin, that is to say it has never been done 
in the experience of man or in the experience of any country except 
France, and no matter how the balance of trade may be we cannot 
get up to specie payments, because we cannot absorb coin enough to 
float $5,00,000,000 of paper money; for, in the proportion of 5 to 7 it 
would require $700,000,000 of coin to float $500,000,000 of paper. 
Therefore, no matter how the balance of trade may be, we could not 
get such an amount in gold; but we would have to take it in other 
commodities if we have the balance in our favor. 

Now, I say in all frankness that it is impossible, without upsetting 
the money market of the whole world, to resume specie payments 
except we reduce the paper currency. I say to the gentleman from 
Missouri that we cannot resume without legislation of some kind, 
because in the absence of legislation there will be no reduction in the 
amount of paper currency and no possibility of securiag gold enough 
to fleat the paper currency we have at par with gold, if the experience 
of other specie-paying countries is to be taken as a guide; and, snb- 
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as the greenbacks will not retire themselves and 
will not retire their bills so long as it is profitable 
culation. The two processes of contracting the currency and 0 cir. 
cumulation of gold must go on simultaneously, and for this my = 

ment provides; and therefore as we have now $175,000.00 oe — 
bullion, and we need $300,000,000 in order to float $225,000 on. em 
per, we must still get $125,000,000 of coin, and that is the re of pa- 
doing nothing will end in nothing. Now, I can tell you kere Why 
get the $300,000,000 of coin which we want for resumptior owe Can 
trouble. We have $175,000,000, and that leaves $125,000.00 oe 
ot. Now, the annual product of our mines in gold and silyer ; > am 

4,000,000 per year. If the balance of trade is in our fayor (and this 
shows the significance of the remarks I made at the outset) * _ 
get $84,000,000 a year and $170,000,000 in two years, and that al — 
alone would be sufficient to enable us, with what we have. to a u 
specie payments during the year 1879. St a 

But in addition we can draw specie from abroad 
ments of gold from ten to twenty million dollars per annum make , 
disturbance in the financial market. But the Bank of France “ 1 
resume specie payments on January 1, and can part with $100.00) joy 
which it has in excess of the amount required for maintainins then 
They have accumulated this vast sum because the people of "France 
preferring notes have brought in and deposited for safe keeping 
enormous amount of bullion, the largest amount ever gathered in or : 
in the history of the world. Of this $100,000,000, thus seleaned 

y the Bank of France, about $50,000,000 can come into this country 
within the next fifteen months provided the balance of trade warran‘s 
it, and that sum with the bullion which we have on hand and w 
duce would give us the necessary amount, provided we coutr: 
currency to the proper proportion. 

Here I am brought face to face with the difficulty which no do) 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER, ] who desired to ask tn» 
a question, anticipated: How can the currency be contracted wit). 
out utter ruin to every interest in the country ? My answer is that at 
the present time all kinds of values are as much depressed as they ey 
be and are reduced toa gold basis and they cannot go any lower. Tie 
evidences are that we can no longer consume our own products at 
home and this balance of trade in our favor is simply due to the ex- 
portation of the surplus, which we ought to use, but which we cannot 
consume, because new constructions have ceased. When the market 
price of grain is permanently down to a-gold basis, then the prices of 
everything else correspond to it. Theinflation of carrency, if it should 

ut the prices up, would unavoidably lead to another period of specu- 
ation and inevitable collapse resulting in a panic over the whole 
country. Our own history is recorded for our instruction, and there 
is enough and more than enough in our recent experience and pres- 
ent condition to warn us against repeating the errors of the past. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I desired to ask the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Hewirt,] before he passed to this latter part of the subject, if 
he has examined the history of our own currency as to the relation 
between the paper currency of the country and the gold of the coun- 
try for a series of years? My own impression is that we never have 
had as large a proportion of coin in this country compared with paper 
as there has been in England or in France. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I have very carefully examined that 
question, and I have ascertained that we never have had so large a 
proportion. It would lead me into another ten minutes’ talk to ex- 
plain why; butif gentlemen desire it, nothing would give me more 
pleasure. As a matter of fact, however, I think we never maintained 
specie payments with a bank circulation of over $250,000,000, Wo 
suspended specie payments when we got up to two hundred and fifty 
millions in 1857. But while we maintained specie payments, we had 
a stock of coin which is variously estimated as being between two 
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hundred and two hundred and fifty millions. 
Mr. BURCHARD. And we never had so much coin until the dis- 
covery of gold in California; before that time the amount was far 


ess. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. My impression is that it would never 
be safe under any circumstances to allow the coin in the country to 
get below the amount of the paper currency, and that would require 
us to have two hundred and fifty millions in coin in the country be- 
fore we resume. The reason why we can do with a lees amount than 
England and France is this: in England no bank-bill is issued below 
the denomination of £5, or $25 of our money, and in France no bauk- 
bill is now issued or outstanding of a less amount than one hundred 
frances, or $20 of our money. The banks here perform with small 
bills what is there performed with coin. The number of one-dollar 
bills in circulation at the present time is, I think, about $75,000,\", 
and the total amount below $20 is about $225,000,000. Now, if we 
were to drive out of circulation this instrument of exchange 1n smal 
notes, this coin-saving machinery, we would have to replace it to 4 
considerable extent with coin. But Z retaining the small notes we 
can do with a less amount of coin than they use in England and a. 
It is a very curious fact, to which I would have referred at grea 


ject to some local peculiarities, the same laws must gevern us which | length if I had made the speech which I intended to deliver, that we 


govern them. 

The tirst thing we have to do, therefore, is to contract the paper 
circulation to a limit which can exist at par with such specic as we 
possess and can get, without disturbing the money markets of the 


world; and to bring about such contraction we must have legislation, | ter deducting that which lies dead in the Bank of France, 





have economized the use of money in this country as an instrument ° 
exchange far beyond any other nation inthe world. The es oe. 
with France and England stands thus: In France they have of © 


rency about $45 per capita, not in circulation, but in the a. ae 
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pout $30 per capita in cireulation. In England they have in all about 
‘ 4 -/) per capita, and deducting what lies idie in the bank they use $17 
ti t 

ne ee lying idle we use about $12.50 per capita. 
f The reason 
(Mr. GARFIELD 
almost unknown. 1 L ‘ ¥ 
there and they are slowly coming into use. But in France all debts 
are paid by the actual delivery either of bank-notes or of coin. I 
sal had a check on my banker refused. The — to whom I 
offered it said, “1 do not know what this means; I will take a Bank 
of France note, but I do not know what this is.’ But the tradesmen 
in Paris are now becoming more familiar with bank-checks, because 
of their American customers who keep bank accounts and use checks. 
I» England they do use checks to a very large extent; but, as I 
have said, they do not use small bills as we do in this country, We 
yse in this country checks wherever we can. We uso small bills for 


everything down to one dollar, instead of the twenty-five-dollar bills | 


in England and the twenty-dollar bills in France. The result is that 
we do not need the amount of money per capita to do business in this 
country that they require in England and in France. 

For the same reason we do not need as large a ratio or percentage 
of specie as they do, because these one and two and five dollar bills 
will not be brought in for redemption, taking, as they do, the place 
of coin. On the contrary, they never will come in so long as they are 


based on a perfectly absolute security such as our Government bonds | 


are held to be. 


In 1873 a thing occurred in this country that never occurred in the | 


world before. People in their fright sold their property and hoarded 
their bank-bills; and, notwithstanding we had a paper currency 
amounting to over seven hundred and tifty millions, we could get 
neither bank-bills nor legal-tender notes to meet our ordinary dis- 
bursements for labor. 
frightened, just as at other times they would hoard silver and gold. 


And for that reason they will not carry in these small bills provided | 
We have through much tribulation arrived at | 


the security is good, 
a foundation of bank cireulation which is indestructible, which rests 
upon the faith of the nation. Now, itis that faith that I hope the 
Awerican Congress will respect, defend, and never violate by the 
repeal of a solemn pledge. 

If in addition to our resources, in addition to our railroads and 
canals, in addition to the skill of our people, in addition to the capital 


which we have got and the capital that is ready for us in the older | 


countries of the world, we can plant ourselves upon the rock of 


honor, I see before this country such a future of development and | 


prosperity as never has been recorded in the history of man. 

The danger is that, suffering as we have done and suffering as we 
are, we shall be turned aside from the path alike of duty and of 
sound policy in the hope of temporary relief and find in the reme- 
dies to which we resort only an aggravation to the disease, and a 


hinderance to the recovery which is now proceeding under the healing | 


power of natural causes; vis medicatriz nature, 
Mr. Speaker, 1 am appalled at the prospect which I see before me 


if these two bills—the silver bill and the anti-resumption bill—should | 


become laws. We have suffered beyond measure; no tongue can de- 
scribe our sufferings; but they are nothing to those which will follow 
upon the passage of these bills. A vast amount of movable capital 
will quit the country. The debtors who expect that the price of 
oar eqees will be increased will find there will be nothing left to 
my it 
their fortune and go to some clime where property is respected and 
plighted faith is kept. 

I sympathize fully, I have given the reasons out of my heart why 
I sympathize, with the men who want to bring this state of things 


to an end; but my conviction is clear that only one result can follow | 


from these measures. That result will be ruin in resources, ruin in 
credit, and ultimate ruin in free government. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me before he takes his 
seat to ask him one question? I understood him to say that it would 
take $350,000,000 of gold coin in order to enable this country to re- 
sume and maintain resumption. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. No, not as much as $350,000,000 ; I 
think it will take §300,000,000. That I believe will be about the 
amount required to maintain resamption, provided you contract the 
currency notes to the point to which they ought to be contracted, 
and will be contracted, to enable us to de business with the same in- 
struments ann te the same amount per capita as we now use. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman refers to the bank-notes ? 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. All kinds of paper money: legal-tend- 
ers and-bank-notes, 


Mr. SPRINGER. 
tion—— 

Mr. HEW 
circulation, 

Mr. SI 
of green 
will 


If you take all the greenbacks out of circula- 


ITT, of New York. Every one of them must go out of 
< and some of the bank-notes. 
RINGER. Then if you take out of circulation $356,000,000 
backs and reduce the national-bank notes to $200,000,000 you 
have in the country $200,009,000 of paper with about $175,000,000 
of coin to do the business of the whole country. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 


his country the issue is $20 per capita, but deducting | 


for this difference is obvious; the gentleman from Ohio | 
] alluded to it to-day. In France bank-checks are | 
Great efforts have been made to introduce them | 


They were hoarded up by the people who got | 


Values will fall, and creditors will take the remnants of | 
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| 
| We shall have exactly the same amount in coin and bank-notes that 
we now have in irredeemable paper currency. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Where are you going to get the amount ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I have already told the gentleman, 
but will be delighted to tell him again. The amount of currency in 
actual use to-day (net taking into account that which is out of use 
lying idle in the banks because nobody will borrow it) is $527,000,000, 
| I propose to replace a portion of that $527,000,000 with coin. It will 
be necessary to have about $300,000,000 of coin in the country, and 
| the balance will have to be paper. On that basis we can work and 
maintain specie payments. I hold that we shall be able to do this 
without any further reduction in values; that general contidence 
will be at once restored; that capital will be furnished to any reason- 
able extent for legitimate undertakings; that business will revive; 
that labor will find abandant employment, and an era of general 
prosperity be inaugurated without a parallel in the history of any 
country, because no nation has ever before been blessed with such 
exhaustless natural resources, such a development of lines of com- 
munication, such universal energy in its people, and such a boundless 
area for enterprise.and skill in the application of the mechanical and 
scientific laws which have been discovered and utilized in the nine- 
teenth century. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I think at this late hour in the diseus- 
sion of this most important of all subjects to the American people I 
might well content myself with silence. I do not think any member 
can be converted now. I prefer, however, to go upon the record, so 
| that in after years when the problem of practical resumption is solved, 
and that myriad of men who now go about the country prophesying 
evil continually have had their prophetic lips sealed, and that other 
bumberless multitudes of men have come forth and broken their 
silence by crying through the land “I told you so!” I may not be 
accused of, at the proper time, hiding my light under a bushel. 

I do not, however, propose to attempt a general disquisition on 
finance or on the wisdom of early resumption as an original question. 
We must deal with the law as it is, not as we might wish it had been 
made. I differ only with some of my colleagues from Ohio, who 
have enlightened the House on this question, as to the proper course 
to take now, in view of the condition of the country and the present 
state of the law. 

l agree with them that we must resume specie payments, but I be- 
lieve it possible to resume on January 1, 1879. I believe that when 
the Government issued the United States Treasury notes to meet a 
great exigency created by the war and promised to redeem them or 
make them the equivalent of coin, (gold and silver,) the faith of the 
whole country was pledged to keep good that promise. I further be- 
lieve that the act of March 18, 1869, * to strengthen the public credit,” 
re-affirmed the original promise and renewed the faith of the nation 
to make such notes the equivalent of coin, and also that the resuimp- 
tion act of January 14, 1°75, was a like promise that these notes 
should not be dishonored. Of the wisdom of these laws I need not 
now speak. We deal with the question as we find it. On the faith 
of the original sacred promise and these acts of 1859 and 1875, the 
people of this country have dealt in these notes. 

It is conceded by those who have stoutly contended that the bonds 
of the Government were payable in paper money, that since the 
“ public-credit” act of 1869 it would be bad faith to not pay them 
in coin. 

There is the same pledge given in that act, with the additional one, 
given by the resumption act of 1875, for the payment of the United 
States notes in coin. Here let me say, in passing, that the public- 
credit act does not require the United States Treasury notes or other 
obligations to be paid in gold coin, but, in terms, they are to be paid 
in gold and silver coin. 

In defining my position on this resumption question, I wish to say 
that I should vote for the pending bill, notwithstanding the evils 
which would flow from its becoming a law, if I believed that we were 
| to have the present United States notes at once withdrawn from 

circulation. 

Iagree with the member from Kansas [Mr. Puiiurps] that green- 
backs are the best paper currency we have ever had, provided we 
appreciate them and bring them up abreast with coin. In answer to 
the member from North Carolina, {Mr. Davis,} I say the paper cur- 
reucy of this Government is honest money, unless we dishonor it. I 
regret that the advocates of this bill seem disposed to strike down 
the resumption act rather than favor its amendment. 

There is a necessity for auxiliary legislation to enable the Govern- 
ment to resume and to make definite and certain that which may be 
fairly regarded as doubtful in the construction of the third section 
of that act. 

My colleague [Mr. GARDNER] from Ohio has by fair and legitimate 
reasoning sought to show that when resumption comes cancellation 

| and destruction of the notes redeemed must follow. He thinks the 
use of the word “redeem” in the parts of the act relating to fractional 
currency and to the excess of United States notes beyond $300,000,000 

(when clearly the fractional currency and such excess is, when re- 

deemed, to be destroyed or withdrawn from circulation) furnishes a 

conclusive argument in favor of the view that when the remaining 

$300,000,000 of United States notes are redeemed they also must 
| be withdrawn from circulation. This is a legitimate but not a con- 
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clusive argument. The context shows, independently of the word | relating to the circulation of paper currency at diffe - 


“redeem,” what disposition is intended to be made of the fractional 
currency and such excess of United States notes; but the act is pur- 
posely silent (as appears by the history of its passage) as to the dis- 
position to be made of the $300,000,000 when redeemed. 

The word “redeem” is not used in conjunction with the same 
phraseology of language throughout the act, and hence it is not safe 
to look to that word alone in construing the different parts of the act. 

Since paper currency was known the word “redeem” has had a 
well-settled meaning, and it has been nnderstood to only mean, when 
applied to such currency, that its payment by the party issuing it 
did not prevent its re-issue. 

However, there should be a law passed giving a construction that 
would relieve this act from doubt. 

The amendment offered by me I now send to the Clerk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That nothing in the act to provide for the resumption of specie paymenta, 
approved January 14, A. D. 1875, shall be so construed as to authorize or require 
the Secretary of the Treasury to retire and cancel any United States legal-tender 
notes outstanding which may be redeemed on and after January 1, A. D. 1879, 
under the provisions of said act, or which may then be in the Treasury of the 
United States uncanceled, or which may thereatter come int» said Treasury other- 
wise than by redemption ; but said act shall be held and construed to authorize 
and require said Secretary to return said notes to the said Treasury, to be paid out 
from time to time at their par value in payment of all debts and demands against 
the United States or inexchange for coin or bullion, and for other purposes, as the 
exigencies of the public interest may require; the said notes to continue to have 
the same legal-tender character now given to them by law. 


Mr. KEIFER. It will be observed that this amendment, if enacted 
into a law, would put an end to contraction of the greenback cur- 
rency, and continue it, with all its attributes, in free circulation, at 
the same time appreciated to a coin value, It could still be used by 
national banks to redeem its currency and asa reserve in such banks. 
I would amend the national-banking act so as to require the banks 
(after January 1, 1879) to redeem their currency, on presentation, in 
gold, silver, or legal-tender notes, at their option. This would bring 
practical en of specie payments by the banks and actua 
resumption by the Government. This woul a the volume of 
the currency substantially where it now is, unless contraction should 
come through national banks withdrawing their circulation because 
it was not demanded by the wants of trade or because of unfriendly, 
unjust, and invidious legislation. It isnot my purpose here to speak 
for national banks. 

The burden of the argument so far has been to assume that a repeal 
of the resumption act would make the poor richer and the rich poorer. 
There are those on this floor and elsewhere who pretend to. believe 
that depreciated money is easier to get and worth more to the country 
than good money; that men are more likely to go into business with 
a paper currency at a discount than with a paper currency at par 
with coin. 

Most of the advocates of irredeemable paper currency assume to 
speak for the poor and the laboring man, as though these classes of our 
people were not entitled to be paid their hard earnings in a sound 
currency. Daniel Webster once wisely said— 


Of all the contrivances for cheating the laboring classes of mankind none has 
been more effectual than that which deludes them with paper money. This is the 
most effectual of inventions to fertilize the rich man's field by the sweat of the r 
man's brow, Ordinary tyranny, oppression, excessive taxation, these bear lightly 
on the happiness of the mass of the community compared with the fraudulent cur- 
rencies and the robberies committed by depreciated paper. Our own history has 
recorded for our instruction enough and more than enough of the demoralizin 
tendency, the injustice, and the intolerable oppression on the virtaous and wat 
disposed, of a degraded paper currency authorized by law or any way couptenanced 
by government. A disordered currency is one of the greatest political evils. It 
undermines the virtues necessary for the support of the social system and encour- 
ages propensities destructive to its happiness. IJtwars against industry, frugality, 
and economy, and it fosters the evil spirit of extravagance and speculation. 


The effect of the unconditional repeal of the resumption act would 
be to give the country no more money, but only a — paper cur- 
rency. Such repeal would not start another wheel or spindle in a 
factory; would not cause another furnace to blaze; it would not 
open another new coal or iron mine, or give an additional laborer 
pee Fy Since the decisions of the cases of Hepburn vs, Gris- 
wold, (8 Wall., 603,) and Knox vs. Lee, (12 Wall., 457,) it seems to be 
conceded that a distinctively new issue of legal-tender notes cannot 
be authorized by law. 

This being the case, then, we are now engaged in an attempt to 
depreciate our own currency and destroy its purchasing power, with- 
out adding a dollar to the volume of ourcurrency. It is the quality, 
and not the quantity, of the currency which will be affected by the 
repeal. 

commend the advocates of repeal to the member from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. Wricut] who, as I understand, is in favor of the Govern- 
ment making and giving to his constituents some millions of dollars. 
When that policy is entered upon, we shall all enter the lists and 
claim a few millions of the Nation’s bounty for our constituents. 

To the scarcity of money in the country every evil is attributed. 
I will endeavor to show that this, too, is farfromthetruth. We now 
have a currency, per capita, more than double the per capita of currency 
at the most prosperous times before the war. I have here astatement 











our country’s history before the war. It is as fie Periods of 
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I also here give a statement showing the amount of, and ‘ 
ita” circulation of, paper currency during the years 1-61 to 
clusive : 
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33, 365,000 | 8 98 

34, 046, 000 | 14 74 

34, 74~, 000 | 18 

35, 469, 000 | 19 95 

36,211,000 | 19 14 
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39.555, 000 | 18 o4 
40, 604, 000 | Is 
41, 704, 000 | 17 75 


42, 256,000 | Ik 14 
' . 44, 060,000 | 10 47 
BO Connese cesnesnnunes conseensenvecbsess seaes 717, 241, 912 45, 316, 000 | 15 # 
BED dhudtiendabbepelltbcedsusdebsviicibnbve sets 6x9, 618, 578 46, 624,000 14 79 


* No fractional currency included. 

i Enumerated ; all other years estimated. 

EDWARD YOUNG, 
Chief of Bureau. 
BUREAU OF Statistics, November 16, 1877. 

The last statement does not include demand notes, and a large 
part of the sgeemes reduction from 1875 to 1877 is caused by the 
substitution of subsidiary silver coin for fractional currency. 

It will be observed that in 1864, when the paper currency had 
reached the highest point during the war, there was $147,546,578 less 
than there is at present. 

It will be observed that the per capita of currency is now more 
than it was at any time during the war, and, as already stated, more 
than double as great as under the administration of Buchanan. 

James Buchanan became President in 1857, at a time of great 
financial distress, and with the volume of currency as already indi- 
cated. In his first message to Congress, in December, 1857, he charges 
the then hard times exclusively to the existence of an irredeemable 
and fluctuating paper currency. 

1 ask the Clerk to read from that message the paragraphs indicated. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The earth has yielded her fruits abundantly and has bountifully rewarded the 
toil of the husbandman. Our great staples have commanded high prices, and. up 
Llanes peebaceg ingen een hase end cs See 
ny 4 Pp emeb 
of atetial seelth in rich shumtenen aati deh, y ewithetantiog all these advantages, 
our country, in its monetary interests, is at the present moment in a deplorable con 
dition. In the midst of unsurpassed plenty in all the productions of agriculture 
and in all the elements of national wealth, we find our manuactures suspended, oT 
public works retarded, our private enterprises of different kinds abandoned, and 
thousands of useful laborers thrown out of employment and reduced to want. 


It is our duty to inquire what has produced such unfortunate results and 
whether their recurrence can be prevented. In all former revulsions the blame 
might have been fairly attributed to a variety of c rating causes; but not so 
upon the toceasion. It is apparent that our existing misfortunes have Led 
ceeded solely trom our extravagant and vicious system of paper currency and bap 
credits, exciting the people to wild speculation and gambling in stock. 

* * * . 


















; ve of the Constitution, when they gave to Congress the power “ to coin 
The framers o? © te the value thereof,” and prohibited the States from coining 
mouey & = F pills of credit, or making anything but gold and silver coin a 
ve avment of debts, supposed they had protected the people against the 
Site and irredecmable paper currency. They are not responsible for 
snomaly that a Government endowed with the severeign attribute of 
Baary vd requiating the value thereof should have no power to prevent 
one yin + this coin out of the country and filling up the channels of cir- 
a * Japer which does not represent gold and silver. ; 
culation Wit) PY Pv highest and most responsible duties of government to insure to 
It is one ©. . a circulating medium, the amount of which ought to be adapted 
the peor t aot jossible wisdom and skill to the wants of internal trade and for- 
with the utmos £ this be either greatly above or greatly below the proper stand 
eign ex nee al value of every man’s property is increased or diminished in 
= ee proportion and injustice to individuals as well as incalculable evils to 
the 8@ te ; 


the community are the consequence. 
be y ar 
* 





pder in — 
ter f an cxrceasrve 


ov 



















vaper system of extravagant expansion, raising the nominal price of 
e far beyond its real value when compared with the cost of similar 
er Joa in countries whose circulation is wisely regulated, which has prevented 
a sompeting in oar own markets with foreign m ‘nufactures, has produced 
eae : t importations, and has counteracted the effect of the large incidental 
se fforded to our domestic manufactures by the present revenue tariff. 
Bat f me hag the branches of our manufactures composed of raw materials, the pro- 
od of bur own country—such as cotton, iron, and woolen fabrics—would not 
ae quired almost exclusive possession of the home market, but would 
ont ue . 


have created for themselves a foreign market throughout the world. 
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Mr. KEIFER. It will be noted that the sage of Wheatland was a 
believer in gold and silver coin as the only sound money for this 
country, and he deprecated all paper inflations. I commend this mes- 
sage to the member from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY. ] Nor did it 
ever oceur to President Buchanan, or any of the wise statesmen of 
the time of his administration, that the way to turn an evil into a 
blessing was to enlarge the evil. The financial crisis of 1837, the 
most terrible in its consequences of any this country has ever wit- 
nessed, was laid at the door of an overissue of an irredeemable paper 
currency and a suspension of specie payments. President Van Buren 
was constrained to call an extra session of Congress (on the suspen- 
sion of specie payments in May, 1837) to meet September 4, 1537, to 
consider the financial affairs of the country. In his special message 
of date of September 4, 1837, he attributes all the business disasters 
of the country to an unsound and irredeemable paper currency, and 
asked Congress to legislate to contract such currency and to secure 
universal specie payments, , ; 

The per capita of currency in this country in 1537 was about one- 
half what it is now and one-third more than in Buchanan’s adminis- 
tration. President Van Buren contrasted the financial revulsious in 
Great Britain and the United States, and traced their causes to the 
same source, an overissue of paper money, 

An extract or two from that message may be instructive. I read: 
























The history of trade in the United States for the last three or four years affords 
the most convincing evidence that our present condition is chiefly to be attributed 
to overaction in all the departments of business; an overaction deriving, perhaps, 
its first impulses from antecedent causes, but stimulated to its destructive conse- 
quenees by excessive issues of bank paper and by other facilities for the acquisi- 
tion and enlargement of credit. 

. 














o . * * 


However unwilling any of our citizens may heretofore have been to assign to 
these causes the chief instrumentality in producing the present state of things, 
the developments subsequently made and the actual condition of other commercial 
countries must, as it seems to me, dispel all remaining doubts upon the — ees 
It has since appeared that evils similar to those suffered by ourselves have been 
experienced in Great Britain, on the Continent, and indeed throughout the com- 
mercial world ; and that in other countries, as well as in our own, they have been 
uniformly preceded by an undue enlargementof the boundaries of trade, prompted, 
asx with us, by unprecedented expansion of the systems of credit. A reterence to 
the amount of banking capital and the issues of paper credits put in circulation 
in Great Britain by banks and in other ways during the years 1834, 1835, and 1536, 
will show an angmentation of the paper currency there as much disproportioned to 
the real wants of trade asin the United States. With this redundancy of the paper 
currency, there arose in that country also a spirit of adventurous speculation, em- 
bracing the whole range of human enterprise. 

. * . 7 











In view of these facts it would seem impossible for sincere inquirers after truth 
to resist the conviction that the causes of the revulsion in both countries have been 
substantially the same. Two nations, the most commercial in the world, enjoy- 
ing but recently the highest degree of apparent prosperity and maintaining with 
each other the closest relations, are seliealy. in atime of profound peace and 
without any great national disaster, arrested in their career and plunged into a 
state of embarrassment and distress. In both countries we have witnessed the 
same redundaney of paper money and other facilities of credit; the same spirit of 
speculation ; the same partial successes; the same difficulties and reverses ; and, at 
length, nearly the same overwhelming catastrophe. The most material difference 
between the results in the two countries has only been that, with us, there has also 
occurred an extensive derangement in the fiscal affairs of the Federal and State 
governments, occasioned by the suspension of specie payments by the banks. 

After the suspension of specie payments in May, 1837, the premium 
on American gold went up to 12 per cent. On the resumption of spe- 
cle payments, May, 1838, it went down to a half percent. The dem- 
ocratic remedy in 1837 and 1857 was to contract or extinguish paper 
currency and to require specie payments by banks and the Federal 
Government. 

I do not contend for contraction of the currency, but for the 
ae of it at its present volume, brought up and kept along- 
side with coin in its purchasing power. Let the increase of the 
co of money come through natural causes and by the increase 

— and silver coin, which a remonetization of silver and a 
to Gs ly foreign commerce will certainly produce. The facts relating 
Ker reat Britain, given us by the member from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
a 1ky) the other day, from Tallis’s [lustrated Atlas, of 1851, to 
prove that a large volume of paper currency, regardless of the qual- 
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ity, was the touchstone of prosperity, will bear looking at again, 
when I trust the honorable gentleman will confess that they prove 
the reverse of what he claimed for them. 


I send the same statement to the Clerk to be again read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Year. Bank paper. Effects. 


$47, 727,000 | Prosperity. 

Distress. 

Distress. 

% Great distress; county 
§ meetings calling for relief. 





| 26,74 
29, 502 
33, 124 t Great prosperity and spec- 
34, 220,748 | 5 ulation. 
30, 911, 323 














Mr. KEIFER. It will be observed that in 1818 Great Britain, with 


a paper currency of $47,727,000, enjoyed “ prosperity,” and in 1524, 
when that quantity had been reduced about one-third, that kingdom 
enjoyed “great prosperity and speculation;” and also in 1819, when 
that country floated a paper currency of $41,358,948, it suffered “ dis- 
tress,” but when one-fifth of that sum was cut off, it enjoyed “ great 
prosperity.” 


Here, it seems, is a conumdrum for the honorable member [ Mr. 


KELLEY ] to work out. 


At the period of “ great prosperity” spoken of, in 1824 and 1825, the 


population of Great Britain was 21,280,000, and her paper currency 
per capita, a8 shown by these same figures, was about $1.60, and in 
1818, when it was at its maximum, the per capita was only $2.30. The 
United States, with a present per capita of currency of $14.79, is said 
to be in great distress for want of more paper money. This is falla- 
cious; it is for want of more business enterprise, which can only be 
secured by a sound currency. The resumption act was passed in an- 
swer to the promise given tothe noteholder, in response to the demands 
of the country, to defeat the predictions of the democratic party 
through its leaders, during the war, that the legal-tender notes would 
become worthless, and to carry out the wishes of that party expressed 
since the war. The republican party discovered in the Constitution 


the power to issue the United States legal-tender notes; it created 
and wrote on them a promise to make them geod, which should and 
must be kept. Good faith should be the pole-star of a nation as well 
as of an individual. 

In 1864 Governor Seymour sent a message to the Legislature of the 
State of New York, deprecating the consequences that would follow 
from the payment of the Louds of the State of New York in paper 
money, and exhorted them to set to the State and to the nation a good 
example in the matter of paying all its obligations in gold and silver. 
Mr. Seymour was made the candidate of the democratic party in 1368 
upon a specie-payment platform. I can only brieily refer to facts. 

We come along up to 1872, when we had this condition of things in 
the country: we had three great parties in the country, all of whom 
stood upon a specie-payment platform. The liberal convention that 
met at Cincinnati, composed, it was said,-of all the virtue, of all the 
overtlowing effervescence of virtue, of ali the parties in the country, 
met and adopted a platiiorm; and the plank in regard to specie pay- 
ments reads thus: 

A speedy resumption of specie payments is denanded alike by the highest con 
siderations of commercial morality and honest government. 

Sixty-odd days afterward, the democratic party, having considered 
the subject well, and considered it not upon the report of a committee, 
re-adopted that platform in the light of a specie-resumption letter of 
Horace Greeley. They re-adopted it in words and terms. A speedy 
resumption of specie payments was demanded by the democratic 
party, in 1872, “ by the highest consideratious of commercial morality 
and honest government.” 

In 1875 this Congress gave to the country the resumption law, 
which did not promise resumption until seven years after speedy re- 
sumption had been demanded by all the parties of the country, the 
republican, the democratic, the liberal and all the other parties ; and 
yet we are now told that we forced this matter hastily upon the 
country. 

Since the passage of the act the democratic party has continued te 
demand specie payments. Governor Tilden was made the standard- 
bearer of that party only one yearago. He had always favored specie 
resumption. He recommended, immediately after the passage of the 
resumption act as governor, and the New York Legislature passed 
and he approved, a bill, now the law of New York State, which re- 
quires all taxes to be collected in gold—no silver—and all contract 
obligations payable in the State of New York to be performed by pay- 
ments in coin after January 1, 1879. 

Tilden was placed on a platform which favored resumption of specie 
payments and which arraigned the republican party before the bar 
of the world for not having resumed specie payments on the surren- 
der of the insurgent armies. Lest some may be prone to forget that 
platform, I read an extract from it, as follows: 

We denounce the failure, for all these eleven years of peace, to make good the 

romise of the legal-tender notes, which are a changing standard of value in the 


ands of the people, and the non-payment of which is a disregard of the plighted 
faith of the nation. 


yn ST 


eae 
a ee lea Sa 





498 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—ITOUSE. 


Phat platform only denounces the resumption act and demands 
flies pepo 


lof the resumption clause of the act as a hinderance to re- 


ke clear the true interpretation of that platform, I 
ct from Mr. Tilden’s letter of acceptance : 


Reform is necessary,” declares the Saint Louis convention, “to establish a 


sound currency, restore the public credit, and maintain the national honor ;" and 
it goes on to “demand a judicions syst 


ystem of preparation by public economies, by 


id 
official retrenchments, and by wise finance, which shall enable the nation soon to 


pasure tho whole world of its perfect ability and its perfect readiness to meet any 
of its promises at the call of the creditor entitled to payment.” The object deinanded 
by the convention is a resumption of specie payments on the leqal-tendcr notes of the 
United States. That would not only“ restore the public credst" and “ maintam the 
national honor,” but it would * establish a sound currency” for the people 


It will be observed that he, too, thinks resumption necessary to 
restore credit and maintain the national honor. 

On this platform, thus interpreted, the whole democratic party 
stood one year ago. The majority of this ITonse was elected on this 
specie-resumption platform, not excepting the member from Ohio 
{| Mr. Ew1n@] who has charge of this bill. 

We should address ourselves to the work of perfecting the law, and 
not to its repeal. 

I have said enongh on this question. I have sought to show that 
good money is better for the whole people than depreciated currency ; 
that overissues of paper currency have in the past brought about 
speculation, extravagance, and extended credit, which when the pay- 
day came brought disaster and ruin, and that the present in this 
respect is not different from the past. 

1 have shown that the law was passed not only to secure the re- 
demption of the nation’s sacred promise most solemnly made, but for 
u Wise purpose and in answer to a demand of the great parties of this 
country, and expecially the democratic party. 

It. is common to hear the republican party charged with the passage 
of this law, and as a consequence with all the financial disasters of 
the country. The member from Tennessee [ Mr. Ripp Le] gives us a 
summary of financial disasters for four years during the war, when 
poople were just embarking in speculation on account of sudden 
paper inflation, and for four and a half years since the war, chiefly 
prior to the resumption act, and he contrasts the two periods. He 
ignores the real fact that the disasters of the later period are but 
Jegitimate results of the course taken by speculators in the former. 
Tho repeal of the resamption act will not pay the debts of a bank- 
rupt, nor start him again in business. 

Ile also states that in 1865 the circulation reached $2,200,000,000 ; 
that is, $55 per capita, and that the Seeretary of the Treasury reduced 
it $1,200,000,000, This is the old method of perveriing figures on the 
stump to scare the people. The facts do not bear the gentleman out. 
No such contraction has ever taken place in our currency proper, as 
I have already shown. Bonds bearing interest, which are included 
in this statement of the circulation and reduction, were, when due, 
paid off or interchanged for other bonds by the Government, which 
never entered into the common currency of the country. We have 
still in this country a mountain of debt evidenced by bonds which 
represent in part the cost of a preserved Union. But it is said that 
bonds have been sold in foreign countries. Grant it. This was be- 
cause they, together with the other promises of the Government, 
were decried and their repudiation threatened until we had to go to 
the money marts of Europe for purchasers. 

Had the bonds been bought and held by our own people as a per- 
manent investment, more money would have been withdrawn from 
business enterprises and there would have been less employment for 
the laboriug-men. The money arising from tho sale of bonds abroad 
has been made available in business here. The honorable member 
also assails the republican party for pernicious and dishonest legisla- 
tion, invidious to the laboring man, in favor of the creditor and 
against the debtor class. 

‘The reeord of the republican party has been written and has passed 
into history. Fromits birth to the present hour it has battled fer the 
rights of man and the elevation of the enslaved, defenseless, and 
woak against the oppressions of the aggressive and strong. 

I draw no invidious distinctions here ; this is neither tho time nor 
occasion; but I may be permitted to say I have never yet seen a 
republican who did not believe in giving every man an equal chance 
in the race of life and the freedom to enjoy the earnings of the sweat 
of his own face. 

Mr. Speaker, to the resumption act all financial disasters are laid. 
We must remember that the panic of 1573 came two ycars before its 
date. 

When the army of Northern Virginia surrendered to Grant at Ap- 
pomattox the price of gold was $1.52 in currency. On July 11, 1864, 
just after the democratic party had declared the war on the part of 
the North an “experiment and a failure,” it reached $2.86. When 
the resumption act was passed gold was only $1.12}. It is to-day only 
$1 Shall we, by the passage of this bill, again raise the price of 
gold? Shall we, when we are trying to give the country a bimetallic 
carrency, appreciate gold or depreciate our paper currency f 

Ilad we not better devote ourselves to the work of hitching the 
three together and abreast? They have been driven tandem long 
enough. 


It is a siren song to sing inthe ears of those unfortunate men who 


are out of employment that financial legislation has broyw); 
hard times ; but it is delusive. — s 

Many causes concur in patting an end in this and m 
manufacturing and commercial countries of Europe to a 
laboring-men. 1 can only name oue or two of these cans 
labor-saving machinery now in use in manufactories oni 
has driven the laborer from the shops and fields, 

It is estimated that England, with a population of thirty 
of souls, has, through her machinery, a laboring power eq ts 
six handred millions of able-bodied men ; and the United States 
a population now of about forty-six millions, has, throne h hi , eae 
ery, a working power equal to two hundred and fifty millions o¢ 
Through the inventive genius of man, more men have been | ft 
ont employment in America and on the continent of | 
through all other causes combined. 

From a state of war, recklessness in business enterprises, ext; 
gant living, and unusual and extraordinary expenditures on pt 
improvements, we have emerged to a period of peace and con) 
tive steadiness in business, economy in living, and a necessary co. 
tion of public improvements. Individuals with wealth hay, 
tailed their expenses in every way, all of which tends t 
demands for labor. 

The millions of men engaged during the war on either side jy 
suming and destroying returned to fill up the ranks of m 
civil employment and to become producers. The United States 2 
no longer the principal paymaster to the hundreds of thousand 
its employ, to the growers of the products of the soil or to man 
facturers. The South has not yet had time to recover from + 
devastation of civil war. Tho purchasing power of our evurrey 
now 33 per cent. greater than when the war closed. Shatl we: | 
enacting this bill into a law, contract the purchasing power of oy 
money to what it was when tho war closed f 

To all those who believe resumption of specie payments mns 
shonld come; to all those who are opposed to repudiation o 
nation’s sacred debt; to all those who are in favor of a soun: 
stable currency for the poor as well as the rich; to all those 
have the truest and best interests of all classes of persons at | 
I appeal, and implore them to stand firm and hold the ground gaine, 
a unite in legislation which will put this country upon a sound 
financial basis. With many who hero support this bill L might agro 
as to a lack of wisdom in the resumption act as an original quest 
but if evil has flowed from the operation of the act wo have tasted 
of that evil, and we should now gather the ripe fruit jast within our 
grasp. Gold, silver, and paper mouey areclosing their ranks together; 
let us do nothing to re-open the breach. If, in the future, it should 
seem that the date for resumption is fixed too soon, I will vot: 
postpone .that date to a more opportune time, but let us here do ou 
duty bv first perfecting the existing law. 

Mr. DUNNELL addressed the House. [His remarks will appear in 
the Appendix. ] 

Mr. SAMPSON Mr. Speaker, there are a few points which have !« 
come prominent during this discussion to which I desire to refer; but 
before passing to them I will say Iam not opposed to a modilication of 
the resumption act or to the substitution in its stead of a better plan, 
as a better one I believe there might be; but to its unconditional 
peal, without such substitution, lam opposed. That would be in my 
opinion the first long step toward repudiation. We would lose growl 
that could not be recovered ; and it would end in a disregard of a 
constitutional obligation. Therefore, whilo there are some amen 
ments pending looking to a modification of the law or rendering ils 
meaning more definite for which I shall vote, when it comes to the 
question of absolute and unconditional repeal, regarding it then asa 
question of resumption or repudiation, and preferring the former eyon 
under the present law to the latter, I shall vote “no.” 

Tho arguments for the immediate and absolute repeal of this » 
sumption law have been erected mainly on two fundamental pro 
sitions: First, the volume of money in the country or in circulation 
regulates prices, and with an ample supply prices are fair and busi 
ness brisk; with a decreasing volume prices decline, business lan- 
guishes, and hard times, bankruptcy and enforced idleness follow. 
Second, that the resumption act has largely decreased the volume of 
money, and therefore these inevitable results have followed. To the 
first, proposition I do not propose to take exception, but the second 
I emphatically deny. 

Now, sir, I desire to state the amount of money in the country at 
the date of the passage of the act and at the present time, And to" 
this purpose I shall assume, with the permission of our greenback 
friends, that gold and silver coin is money. My sources of informa 
tion are the finance reports, printed official statements made by the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Comptroller of the Currency, auc 4 
letter of the Director of the Mint to myself of date November 10, 1°77, 
giving the amount of coin and bullion in the country at the two 
dates, exports and imports for certain periods, and the products ol 
the mines. This letter, a statement from the Comptroller of them 
rency, and one from the Secretary of the Treasury, I shall take tue 
liberty, with the permission of the House, to attac h to my remit ss. 
I consider the sources of information the most reliable of any ot whic 
the nature of the inquiry admits. The facis given will aiso serve 
illustrate the correctness of tho rule that where the poorer caien®, 
goes out the better comes in to take its place. 
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W a — 
©. had January 14, 1875, as follows: United States to be circulated as money, payable only at the pleasure 
ited 5 tes, (groembacks) .. +++ seeeeeee eevee $329, 000,000 | of the Government, made legal tender in payment of debts publi 
1 ‘onal CUrTEREY «+--=- . - : 416, 300, 504 | and private, constitute a foreed loan from the people rte sean 
Lina batik NOUS veneresereees erenes enetes eeeeee 351 RG] 450 | Ment to the aggregate amount of the whole is.ue. When the citizen 
i M balllon seusensorers aencescovese sovees oncnee 141, 000° 000 | €an get nothing elso from his Government or his neighbor in payment 
Co ant pULON .- cece cer eee ce ecees _141, 000, 000 : ) 


Total, if we include coin and bullion, (and this I ; 
will explain hereafter) .----- wees ccccce coccces 921, 252, 048 
We have to-day, or had November 1, 1677, as near as we can 


estimate it: sa 

United States notes ..--- ote eeee cower wees camees wae eee. $554, 490, B02 

Fractional CUITONCY -cccce coeces cocces eocces cocces ose - Is, $52, 574 

National-bank NOt@S .... +--+ ------+--- wececeeeseeee 316,775, 111 

Coin and bullion, (October 1) .---- coucecctseccecessee BON, 908, G5R 
Witel vexuchianon getdeoe seneceseoene Saco cescese 950, 570, 228 

or $20,315,180 more than January 14, 1575. Take the bullion from 


each account, Which would be $6,700,000 from the first and $13,582,567 
from the last, and it will still leave a difference of $23,434,671. Deduct 
ain. for the possible underestimate of the amount used in the arts 





aanually has already been deducted in the foregoing calculation— 

and the accounts will stand: 

January 14, 1875, paper and Coin ...-.-....--.-------. $914, 552, 048 

Present time ..... o ceeece coese © cccces woos cocce © cccces - 924,986,719 
Making an increase of..... Cmectenecnsees peeewe 10,434,671 

The decrease in paper has been $90,633,471; the increase in coin, 

$101,065, 142, 
Hore we have, on the most reliable and best possible statistics we 
can procure, 2 demonstration that we have more money iu the country, 
ud better money, than when the act was passed, The paper money 
currency is better by 7 or 8 per cent., and for that which has disap- 
peared there has come in its stead gold and silver coin, three-fourths 
of it gold. 

it may be said, Admit this and the proposition that there is less 
money in circulation is true, for the metals have collected in the 
money centers, ave hoarded away and not in use. The stock of gold 
has been increased because it has been locked up in the Treasury 
where it could not get away, and it is hoarded in banks. But the 
fact is 58 per cent. of the whole amount of coin and bullion in the 
country December 31, 1874, was in the Treasury, and now only 52 per 
cent., 80 the increase has been greater outside than in. And if we 
take the national banks as a fair index of what there is in all banks, 
we find the amount less there. Amount of specie in national banks 
December 31, 1874, $22,426,000 ; amount June 22, 1877, the latest date 
I was able to obtain from the Comptroller of the Currency, $21,335,000. 
It may be thought legal-tenders are hoarded by the banks and are 
therefore taken out of circulation. Legal-tenders in national banks 
Jecember 31, 1874, $82,604,000 ; June 22, 1877, $78,004,000. 

My firm conviction, therefore, is that, as yet at least, the resump- 
tion act has not been the cause of our hard times; the causes lie away 
back and deeper down than this. They are our enormous indebted- 
ness—national, State, municipal, corporate, and individual—specu- 
lation, and extravagance, and misdirection of the energies of our 
poople, caused by the necessity of throwing into circulation the enor- 
mous amount of credit. currency during the war and the destruction 
and waste of that dark period. Consequently, the war is the first 
grand moving cause of it all; and when you have fixed the respon- 
sibility of that you have fixed the responsibility for all our financial 
disturbances and distress. And our only remedy is rigid public and 
private economy, lightening the burdens of taxation as much as pos- 
sible, encouragement and protection to all useful and legitimate em- 
ployment of both labor and capital, very gradual and steady reduc- 
tion of our indebtedness, the privilege of using all the money we mor- 
ally and constitutionally may for that purpose, and our abandonment 
of the theory that we can create wealth by an attempt to make abso- 
lute money out of paper that will wipe away our national indebted- 
less, 

What are our constitutional obligations in regard to legal-tender 
notes, both in relation to those out und the right to add to the pres- 
ent volume? The three hundred and fifty-four millions now out- 
standing are a part of the public debt, created under laws authoriz- 
ing loans, and section 4, article 14, of the Constitution, which says 
“the validity of the public debt of the United States, authorized by 
law, * * * shall not be questioned,” that is, its justness, sonnd- 
ness, legal strength, legal force, shall not be treated as doubtful, 
applies as well to these notes as to any bond held in Wall street or 
in London, and they must be as conscientiously provided for, and 
any legislation which points to a purpose of abandoning the idea of 
their ultimate redemption is unconstitutional. 

lt may be asked, Why make a noise about this constitutional obli- 
gation? Who wants themredeemed? Not the people. Well, let us 
honestly offer to pay them. Then if noone wants pay, we have done 
our duty, But if gentlemen are so well satisfied no one wants pay, 
why so afraid to make the offer? Ay, there is the rnb; we do not 
make the offer for fear it will bo accepted. 

Van woadd to their present volume? Bills of credit issued by the 


and manufactures, the further sam of $15,000,000—although $5,000,000 | 








of debt he must take this. When the dealer can get nothing else for 
his goods he must take this or go out of business. Thus such cur- 
rency forces its way. This is all right where there is a necessity for 
it, and I will be the last one to complain that greenbacks were issued. 
They came to us in the field during the war as welcome messengers. 
But this power to make our bills of credit legal tenders has been 
pw by all the judges who sustained the law, the able jurists who 
1ave justified, and the statesmen who took part in its enactment, 
not upon any substantial or express power given in the Constitution, 
but upon the clause giving auxiliary power, to wit: 

To make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into execution 
the foregoing powers and all other powers wested by this Constitution in the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, or in any Department or oilicer thereof. 

And the whole gist and scope of the reasoning is that when extraor- 
dinary demands upon the Government for money arise, which the ordi- 
nary methods of taxation or borrowing cannot be reasonably expected 
to provide, this extraordinary means may be resorted to. ‘That it 
was extraordinary we need only to refer to the fact that the Govern- 
ment existed under the Constitution for seventy-two years and passed 
through several wars without resorting to it. But who can say, as a 
legislator bound to obey the Constitution, that to-day when the ordi- 
nary taxation pays all the current expenses of the Government, all 
the interest on the public debt and a large sum on the principal annu- 
ally, when we can borrow money on forty years’ time at 4 per cent., 
can renew our indebtedness as often as it becomes due, that it is nec- 
essary or proper or legitimate or conducive to the ends for which the 
Government was established to force a new loan from the people in 
order to raise money ; or can we say it is necessary to legislate values 
away from the people in order to give them a circulating medinin 

It may be asked will not this reasoning apply equally to reissues, 
and can they be constitutionally reissnaed after once received by tho 
Government for dues or redeemed in coin. To this I answer there is 
a broad distinction; so long as they are redeemed under a law ro- 
serving the right to reissue, it is but the continuation of the old debt, 
The original issue is the creation of the debt, the reissue is but the 
continuation. And if convertible into coin at the pleasure of the 
holder, it would be but a continuation of the debt at the will of him 
who was entitled to demand pay. 

I can but regard this as the first real contest in the national halls of 
legislation between the new school of financiers who believe in fiat 
money as it is termed by the honorable monetary commission, whose 
report was submitted this session, and those who believe with the 
founders of the Government in actual money, or money of intrinsic 
worth as the true standard of values. 

All admit that it isthe great and sudden fluctuations in the vol- 
ume of money—increase or decrease—that work the injustice. It is 
the puffing-up and grinding-down process that crushes out the mid- 
dle and poorer classes. Who wins in these operations? Great in- 
crease gives unnatural riso in prices, and decrease unnatural decline. 
He who can command large quantities of money can buy and sell 
property on a rising market and make money. He can hold his money 
on a falling one, and make money by its appreciation in value. Thus 
the sudden ebbing or flowing tide of money rolls wealth into the taps 
of the rich; but he who has not suflicient wealth to command moncy 
makes nothing by speculation. What the shrewd, the sharp, and 
the rich make by these fluctuations the poor, the plodding, the indus- 
trious, the real creators of wealth, lose. 

Which of the twosystems is the more liable to lead to these fluctua 
tions? By the one, the law-making power has but to blow its sover 
eign breath on paper, and lo! it is money, actual money; and it may 
breathe upon it again and it withers away as suddenly as it appeared. 
The material is limitless, the oply bounds to quantity is legislative 
will. By the other, every dollar is a fair index of the toil and labor 
it has taken in some period of the world’s history to produce it. The 
material is such that it is not susceptible of rapid increase, and its 
use so universal that change of a national law or of a government 
itself will not destroy its value. Who can doubt that the specie basis 
is the more just and solid foundation on which to rest our standard 
of values ? 

Mr. Specker, I wish to avail myself of this opportunity to express 
my admiration for the glowing eulogies pronounced on the greenback 
so eloquently and earnestly by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. KELLEY] and the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. HANNa] on this 
floor on yesterday, when reciting how great and manifold had been 
its blessings ; but their reasoning therefrom against its redemption 
appeared to me somewhat strange. It is a singular way of honoring 
paper. It seems to me very much such a performance as this would 
be: an individual, finding himself in destitute circumstances, in great 
want of the necessaries to sustain life, is fortunate enough to dis 
cover a friend. That friend loans him money and takes his note. 
He, from this means, feeds and clothes himself and gets along in tie 
world. After the note has been overdue abont ten years, the holder 
presents it. The maker looks at it, and breaks forth in the fullness 
of his soul, from the recollections it awakens. “Oh, what a glorions 
note! Itis the instrument that clothed me when I was naked, fed 
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me when I was hungry, sheltered me from the chilling storms. I 
could fall down and worship it.” 
want you to worship it. 
some arrangement 


I want to suggest—perhaps you can make 
to provide for it.” “ Provide for it? Pay it? 


My dear sir, it has done me too much good to think of ever providing | 
Now, sir, after | 


for it in any other way than just letting it float.” 
the same manner that this individual is honoring his paper these 
gentlemen are honoring the greenback. 

Mr. Speaker, a few words on the silver bill and I have done. This 
debate has been made the occasion for denunciations of this bill. 
Some of our eastern friends are not backward in letting us know that 
they regard this as a dishonorable attempt to apply the scaling pro- 


cess to the reduction of our indebtedness, an attempt to change the | | 


contract. How can these gentlemen, who justify the legislation of 
1873, have the hardihood to even whisper * change of contract ?” 
to drop from our coin the silver dollar, which was a legal-tender for 


all amounts when $1,500,000,000 of our coin bonds, bonds now out- | 
standing, were issued, was not an unwarrantable change of con- | 


tract, then to restore this dollar to its old place, notwithstanding 
$200,000,000 of bonds have since been issued in refunding our debt, is 
not such a change, 

Again, there never has been a law on our statute-books, as I under- 
stand it, that authorized the issuing of a bond payable in gold alone. 
And all bonds issued since 1873 have been issued under the authority 
of the act for refunding the public debt, approved July 14, 1870, which 
uses this language in specifying in what kind of money the bonds 
shall be redeemed: “* Redeemable in coin of the present standard 
value.” 

Aud it further says: “ And the said bonds shall have set forth and 
expressed upon their face the above specified conditions.” 

Now, sir, it seems to me the legislation of 1873 did not repeal or 
change these provisions, and all bonds issued under this law should 
have specified that which the law provided they should; and it may 
be that such is the fact ; that is, that they should be redeemable in the 
coin of the standard value of 1870. And the only effect of the act of 
1573 was to limit the means of the United States to comply with the 
contract, and every purchaser of a bond ought to have realized that 
Congress had the same power to remove the limitation that it had 
to place it there, and that it would be far more equitable to do so 
han to let it remain. 

Further, that provision of the Constitution which says that Con- 
gress shall have power to coin money and regulate the value thereof 
enters into and becomes a part of every contract, whether such con- 
tract be with the Government or between individuals, and parties 
thereto have the right to expect only that Congress will adhere hon- 
estly to the usual coinage of the country and make no material 
changes for or against the interests of either contracting party ; and 
to now again provide for a coin of the same weight of pure silver as 
that used from 1794 to 1873, a period of seventy-nine years, and a legal 
tender when the great mass of our indebtedness was created, is not 


an unjustifiable or inequitable exercise of the constitutional power | 


given to Congress to coin money and regulate the value thereof. 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE DimecTor OF THE MINT, 
Washington, D. C., November 10, 1877. 
Sin: In reply to your verbal inquiries of to-day relative to the stock of coin and 
bullion in the country, domestic 
&c., 1 transmit herewith a memorandum embracing the information so far as I am 
able to furnish it 
Very respectfully, 
H. R. LINDERMAN, Director. 
Hon. E. S. SAMPSON. 


Memorandum relative to stock of gold and silver coin and bullion in the United 
States, &c. 


My previous estimates have been made for fiscal years, and I am unable therefore | 


to furnish an estimate of the stock on hand at the date of the passage of tho re 


sumption act, January 14, 1875, unless the mean be taken between the estimates of | 


June 30, 1874, and June 30, 1875. 

Previous to 1875 no account had been taken in forming my estimates of the 
amount of precious metals consumed in the arts and manufactures. Wo have no 
means of ascertaining with any degree of accuracy what these amounts may be, 
and it is mere guess-work. The allowance I have made has been two millions in 
gold and three millions in silver annually. 

After deducting these amounts from my estimate for June 30, 1874, and also al- 
lowing for a probable overestimate, the stock on hand at the time may be stated 
approximately at $141,000,000, and my estimate for June 30, 1875, gave the amount 
at 142,000,000, of which about twelve to fifteen millions consisted of silver coin and 
bullion. 


Taking this last estimate as a basis, adding the production of the mines and the | 
imports since the last-named date, and deducting the exports and aliowing for 


about five millions per annum consumed in the arts and manufactures, the stock in 
the country June 30, 1477, amounted to 242,255,758, of which $192,720,230 was gold 
coin and bullion and $50,135,528 silver coin and bullion. 

Since June 30, 1277, importations of gold have been largely in our favor and for 
the quarter ending September 30, 1477, the last date for which we have any data, 
the addition to our stock of gold amounted to $14,738,865 and to silver. $3,357,028, 
which added to the amounts estimated to have been in the country June 30, 1877, 
gives as the total amount of gold coin and bullion October 1, 207,459,095, and of 


silver coin and bullion, $55,492,556; these tigures have not changed materially since | 


that time 


As before stated, it is difficult to estimate the amount consumed in the arts and | 


manufactures and it is impossible to ascertain the amount taken out of the country 
in private hands or brought im by immigrants. I am inclined to think that my 
estimates of the amounts consumed in the arts and manufactares may be, if any- 
thing, too low, and therefore the best judgment that I can form upon the subject is 
that at the present time our stock of gold bullion and coin is from one hundred 
and eighty-five totwo hundred millions and of silver coin and bullion from forty- 


eight to Gfty millions 


“ Pagh!” says the holder, “ I don’t | 


If | 


production of the mines, exports and imports, | 
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| Ofthese amounts the portion constituting bullion does not 

cent. of the amount of gold or 6 per cent. of the silver 
The production of the mines for the fiscal years enc 

| and June 30, 1477, was estimated as follows 


amount to 


led respectively Jun 


Gold Silver 


$46, 750, 000 


0 $38, 500, 000 
45, 100, 000 


38, 950, 000 | 


Imports. 


$15, 935, 453 
40, 732, 595 
ae i ‘Se : gg f LF 
B.—Statement of the Comptroller of the Currency, showing the issue as 
tirement of national-bank notes and legal-tender notes, under the 
June 20, 1874, and January 14, 1875, to November 1, 1877. 
National-bank notes outstanding when act of June 20, 1874, 


was passed : 
National-bank notes i 


Increase from June 20, 1874, to January 14, 1875 


National-bank notes outstanding January 14, 1875 oe 
National-bank notes redeemed and retired from January 14 
1875, to date a pesecescancscs CA SRO 
National-bank notes surrendered between same dates 9, 130, 107 
Total redeemed and surrendered 
National-bank notes issued between same dates ........... q 


Decrease from January 14, 1875, to date..... eeiin 
National-bank notes outstanding at date......... conn 
Greenbacks on deposit in the Treasury June 20, 1874, to retire notes of 
insolvent and liquidating banks . 


Greenbacks deposited from June 20, 1874, to date, to retire national 
bank notes 


$3, £13 


72, 407 

Total deposits 16. 

Circulation redeemed by Treasurer between same dates without re- 
issue 


76, 221 


Greenbacks on deposit at date 


Greenbacks retired under act of January 14, 1875 ..................... 25 
Greenbacks outstanding at date 


i -.. 354,4 
JNO. JAY KNOX 
Comptroller of the Curre 


C.—Comparison of condition of the Treasury November 1, 1876, and Novem- 
ber 1, 1877. 


Balances. 


Currency . . 
Special fund for the redemption of fractional 
currency ..... 


Special deposit o 


of certificates of deposit 
Cale ccecccccscccccese qececes eccccecccccoccces 


40, 670, 000 
75, 967, 027 


Coin certificates 

Coin, less coin certificates 

Outstanding called bonds 

Other outstanding coin liabilities 
Outstanding legal-tenders 

Outstanding fractional currency 

Outstanding silver coin 

Total debt, less cash in Treasury ..........-- 
Reduction of debt for October 

Reduction of debt since July 1 ... 

Market value of gold. ...... 

Imports, (12 months ending September 30)... 
Exports, (12 months ending September 30).... 


$33, 283, 100 
2, 683, 927 

1, 692, 950 

5, 146, 329 
367, 535, 716 
28, 555, 478 
21, 913, 408 

2, 088, 878, 436 
3, 388, 139 


On 
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619, 173, 350 00 403 


Mr. LORING. Mr. Speaker, I cannot expect to add anything of im 
portance to the long and elaborate arguments which have for so many 
years been presented to this House and to the country on the question 
now under consideration, but I trust I may at Jeast recall some histor'- 





cal facts which may be instructive at a time like this, and offer a few 
suggestions worthy of the attention of those who realize the bri vad and 
sacred importance of the subject. I would at least speak a word for 
that Commonwealth which 1 have the honor to represent in part. * 
Commonwealth known throughout the world as standing by its obli- 
gations with unwavering fidelity, a Commonwealth which, during 
the trials of the civil war and its temptations, discharged all th ee 
obligations in coin and set an example of honor and honesty which 
| has not yet been forgotten in the financial world. I would not spea 
| in the interest of a section, or a State, or a party, or an industry; tol 
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look upon the question as bearing on any individual industry, 


not : . yy 
as State, or any single community, or any special party. To 
or an — ? : 


ind it isas broad as our country, affecting all men alike, the 
my aa the North as at the South, at the East as at the West—a 

‘etion of uniform and universal interest, and capable of but one 
questi for all. As I recognize one sentiment of patriotism for my 
solution a [ recognize but one law of finance, contident that when 
pos ke suffers all the other members suffer with it. A blow 
= os t the interest of the manufacturers of Massachusetts means a 
phe Soe at the farms in Minnesota, and Illinois, and Ohio, and 
she cotton plantations of Texas and South Carolina. A system 
e nich gives life and. strength to one gives life and strength to the 
other; a system which destroys one destroys the other. And there 
is no appeal based upon one section or industry, no appeal more nar- 
row than the boundaries of the Republic, that can carry argument to 
my mind on a subject m which the American people have a common 
interest and in the adjustment of which the high and the low, the 
rich and the poor, are to fare alike. We must rise or fall together. 
The money Which we need in commerce we need on our land and in 
ont wills. The money which is to feed and clothe the laborer must 
be the same as that which gives existence to those great enterprises 
in which labor finds itsemployment. The money which deceives and 
betrays the one will deceive and betray the other. The money which 
supports the one will support the other. And accepting the best law 
of finance, and learning from the best lessons of history, I know of 
no foundation upon which we can all safely stand but that univer- 
sally aceepted by the commercial world, and upon which alone can 
rest commercial solvency and permanent success: the recognized coin 
standard of commercial values. ; 

Iam aware that the question of finance is one of the most intri- 
cate and difficult ever submitted to the human mind. During this 
debate we have seen the opinions of the ablest and most ingenious 
tuancial writers employed to sustain the most diverse and inconsist- 
ent theories, the manifest absurdity of the position often giving addi- 
tional force and ingenuity and vigor to the argument. The difficulty 
of ascertaining and laying down definite laws on a subject so divided 
between sentiment and reality that no man knows exactly where to 
draw the line weighs with oppressive force upon every financial in- 
vestigator. Thesensitiveness of money and the money market knows 
nolaw. The moral obligations of money know no iron rule. Among 
the financial maxims of our land Jefferson has placed “the honest 
payment of our debts” as of the foremost value, a maxim to which 
] call the attention of his followers in our own day; and yet cireum- 
stances may arise which would make the payment of that which is 
“rominated in the bond” so hard, so oppressive, so cruel that no man 
could tolerate its enforcement without violating every manly and 
Christian sentiment ; and no man could insist upon it without joining 
his name to that which the great poet has given us as a synonym of 
financial injustice and wrong. The law of supply and demand applies 
to every marketable commodity entering into the commerce of the 
world: to corn, and wheat, and cotton, and wool, and all products of 
human ingenuity and skill; but not to money. In a financial crisis, 
when money ought to expand, it contracts; and,in the wildness of 
speculation, when it ought to contract it expands. It obeys-every 
law but the law of wisdom and deliberate judgment. It bears neither 
prosperity nor adversity well. It isa shallow stream when its waters 
are needed to give life and beauty to the land; adestroying flood when 
its course should be subdued and moderate. 

In the midst of all this difficulty, however, we cannot forget that 
history furnishes us with certain unerring and indisputable laws by 
which we may be guided. We may learn, if we will, that confidence 
lies at the very foundation of financial prosperity and success. It is 
well-founded confidence that gives value to even the soundest cur- 
reney and furnishes an occupation to every medium of exchange, 
whatever it may be. It is the foree and spring of all financial ac- 
complishment. It prepares the way over which alone can the most 
bounteous harvest reach a clamorous market. And when it is lost, 
demand ceases and supply is but a mockery. It is a want of confi- 
dence that is paralyzing the business of the country to-day, not a 
want of money. Let confidence once more return, and the products 
of American industry would fill the channels of trade at home and | 
abroad as swiftly as swollen streams rush to the sea. Let confidence 
once more return, and every advocate of an expanding and irredeem- 
able currency would forget that he ever dreamed of a scarcity of cir- 
culating medium. 7 

If we will turn candidly and dispassionately to history we shall 
find another fact especially worthy of our attention at this time; 
and this fact, equivalent to a law, is that when by the pressing de- 
mands of civil or foreign war, or by the exigencies of a great com- 
mercial crisis, a nation has been compelled to resort to an inflated 
and irredeemable currency, its first business on the return of peace 
and prosperity has been to restore its currency to a sound specie 
basis as rapidly as possible, as the only way to arrive at permanent 
commercial prosperity. This has always been the great national am- 
bition and desire. No nation has yet been audacious enough or blind 
enough to suppose it could develop its domestic industry with a 
healthy growth, or maintain strong and honorable relations with its 
commercial neighbors until it took its stand with them, declared 
\iself ready to fulfill its promises, and accepted as the standard of | 
value that which is recognized as such in the markets of the world. | 


same 





It is war and inflation on the one hand and peace and a sound cur- 
rency on the other. So says all history. 
CONTINENTAL MONEY. 

Of this national determination we may tind many remarkable illus- 
trations. The financial condition of our own country during the rev- 
olutionary war is certainly familiar to every gentleman in this House. 
The rapid rise and the speedy downfall of an irredeemable currency 
during the early years of that war furnish a most instructive lesson 
for times like these, and supply us with a warning which ought to 
guide us in our present financial trials. We are indeed compelled to 
admire the patriotism and courage which led the Continental Con- 
g ess to enter upon its first financial appeal to the people. The pe- 
riod was by no means auspicious. The opening scenes of the war 
were just then passing rapidly before that devoted assembly which 
had met to create a new nation. The rally at Lexington, the stand 
at Concord, the costly sacrifice at Bunker Hill, were the warlike events 
upon which they were to forecast the future power of American arms 
in the struggle for independent nationality. To inspire a love of free- 
dom, to discuss the doctrines of self-government, to rouse the languid 
colonies to action, and to support the earnest through their trials, 
was a service of comparative ease. But to provide for an impover- 
ished people, to create a treasury without national name or national 
government, to establish even a temporary currency which thirteen 
separate colonies would recognize, required a degree of wisdom and 
skill hardly then equaled in the history of finance. Five days after 
the battle of Bunker Hill the work of supplying the army and the 
people with money began. On the 22d of June, 1775, the tirst issue 
of $3,000,000 was authorized by Congress to be apportioned among 
the colonies in the ratio of their population. This was but a signal 
to all loca! governments in the land. The colonies, by legislative 
act, attempted to force the issue upon their citizens. A second issue 
of $3,000,000 followed on November 29, and a third of $4,000,000 on 
February 17, 1776. And here distrust took the place of the confidence 
which had given value to the issue thus far. Between the people 
and Congress a contest arose, in which the comparative value of in- 
dustry and self-sacrifice in a great crisis and of forced loans was to 
be tested. Congress, by solemn resolution, attempted to give value 
to the currency and to inspire the public mind with contidence in 
the useful part it was to perform in the great contest. A people with 
probably $20,000,000 of coin in cireulation, and with minds accus- 
tomed to dealing in a substantial standard of values, did not easily 
learn the inflation lesson. They might be passed over to committees 
of safety for proper discipline, but they could not understand why 
their patriotism should be measured by their willingness or unwill- 
ingness to substitute an unsound currency, for ope which had served 
their purpose well during all the commercial enterprises of the colo- 
nial period, and had given them a high standing ainong the success- 
ful merchants of the world. Appeals in behalf of the paper issue 
came from every quarter. The newspaper press stood faithfally by 
it. John Adams gave the weight of his great name to its support. 
In May, 1776, and in November of the same year, additional issues 
were authorized, and the general in command of the army at Phila- 
delphia was directed to issue an order “that if any one refused to 
take the government notes in payment for goods, the goods should be 
forfeited, and the person so refusing should be thrown into prison.” 
Again, Congress passed a resolution declaring that any person refus 
ing to sell his products for continental bills, dollar for dollar in coin, 
ought to be deemed an enemy to the liberties of the United States, 
and calling on the States to pass laws in accordance with this senti- 
ment. On the 27th of December, 1776, it passed a resolve empower- 
ing Washington “to raise forces and take whatever could be found 
necessary for their subsistence or clothing; and if the owner would 
not sell at a fair price, to be paid in continental money, he might be 
arrested and kept in confinement.” The amount of notes issued in 
1775 and 1776 was $25,000,000. Tariffs and taxes were established in 
the States to fix values and to substantiate the currency, which, in 
1778, reached the enormous sum of $51,000,000, and in 1779 the still 
more startling amount of $101,000,000. The attempt of Congress to 
fix the relative value of the notes with gold coin had become a mani- 
fest failure, and the repeal of the law passed for that purpose speed- 


| ily followed, attended by the wildest financial confusion; and it at 


last became apparent that the people would no longer be compelled 
to receive government notes in payment of debts previously cun- 
tracted. Still the issue continued until it reached the sum of $241,- 
552,220, and the value of the notes fell to the ignoble standard of 
500 to 1. The stupendous monument erected by the desperation 


| of the times was here abandoned by Congress to its fate, and it 


fell. Instantly coin reappeared in circulation. “Gold and silver,” 
said Paine, that wonderful genius whose inspiring call for freedom 
never ceased, and whose practical wisdom demands our respect for 


| his virtues and closes our eyes and ears to his faults and follies, 


“that for a while seemed to have retreated again into the bowels of 
the earth, have once more risen into circulation, and every day adds 
a new strength to trade, commerce, and agriculture.” The injurious 
ettects of this flood of irredeemable paper money upon the prosperity 
and morals of the community were eloquently set forth by contem- 
poraneous writers. Said Pelatial Webster, one of the wisest and 
most sagacious essayists of the time : 


It has polinted the equity of our laws—turned them into engines of opp ssion 


and wrong ; corrupted the justice of publicadministrations , destroyed the fortunes 
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ROLERT MORRIS, 


The passage of the country from the financial rnin and confusion I 
have described constitutes one of the most interesting chapters in 
American history. The wisdom of Robert Morris in organizing the 
Bank of North America in 1782 and creating a solvent money insti- 
tution which could in the discharge of a legitimate business make 
loans tothe Government cannot be overestimated. He brought order 
outof chaos at once, restored confidence, arrested wild speculation, took 
the gold coinof thecountry froma position as an article of merchandise, 
and gave it a legitimate place as a medium of exchange and a stand- 
ard of value, and brought our commerce into intimate relations with 
the commerce of the world. And wly a the war ended the American 
people bad not only achieved their independence, but they had also 
in the end secured a financial reputation which was respected wher- 
ever honest finance was considered to be the only policy upon which 
a nation can stand. 

ALEXANDER HAMILTON 

But not enly was the last act of the Continental Government an 
attempt to lift the country out of the intlation attendant on irre- 
deemable paper money, but the first act of the Constitutional Govern- 
ment was to establish at once a sound financial policy. As no states- 
man had opposed resumption under the guidance of Robert Morris at 
the close of the war, so no statesman talked repudiation at the adop- 
tion of the Constitution. The debt of the old government, amount- 
ing to $72,775,595, was assumed. The foreign debt was paid in fall. 
State claims for advances during the war were adjusted on an equit- 
able basis. The continental money even was funded on what was 
regarded everywhere as a liberal basis: 100 to 1. Under the guid- 
ance of Alexander Hamilton, the great architect of our Treasury 
Department, a banking system was established which furnished 
ineans to fund the debt, to collect the revenues, to develop the indus- 
tries of the new Republic, to supply all the channels of trade with a 
redeemable currency, and to fill the commercial miud with confidence 
and faith. Amidst all the political contlicts of the times, amidst all 
the rivalries of individuals and the jealousies of States, amidst all 
the complications and difficulties which attended the organization of 
the now Government, but one financial scheme received the support 


of the leaders and the sanction of the people; and that was a scheme 


based on coin, 


During the war, in the hour of peace, at the dawn of the rising 
Republic, the people had tarned their backs upon a dishonest irre- 
decmable currency, and had insisted on an honest payment of their 
debts. Resumption—a return to coin as a medium of circulatiou—was 
deemed as imperatively necessary as the organization of the courts 
of justice, and the establishment of popular representation. And as 
time went on, and the resources of the country were developed, and 
the power of the Union began to extend across the continent, which 
it now covers with such radiance and glory, how the people rallied to 
the support of those who believed in honest finance as they did in 

atriotism and honor! How they labored for national integrity! 
Vith what pride did they contemplate their financial achievements! 
What citizen of the Republic can look back upon the work of those 
days without emotions of profound satisfaction ? What son of Vir- 
ginia can ever forget the honest impulse which led the Assembly of 
that immortal Commonwealth to express, through the mouth of the 
illustrions William Wirt, their gratitude to their own great son who 
in his youth gave to the world the Declaration of Independence, and in 
his declining years, as the Chief Magistrate of the new Republic, laid 
down an honest financial policy as the corner-stone of the Govern- 
ment, and in the eight years of his brilliant administration of affairs 
extinguished nearly half of the national debt? I commend the exam- 
ple set by him to all his followers. I commend the example of Mor- 
ris and Hamilton to the financiers of ourday. I commend the popular 
demand of our revolutionary and early constitutioual period for hon- 
est money to those who pow eall for relief and would grasp the 
shadow of a temporary expedicnt. 

FRANCE AND THE ASSIGNATS. 


And now, Mr. Speaker, I look for another illustration of the view I 
have taken of the financial policy of all commercial nations, and I 
find it in the course pursued by France at the close of her great revo- 
lution. ‘Weare all familiar with the flood of paper money which, com- 
mencing in 1789, poured over that suffering country until trade and 
industry and credit and confidence were all drowned in the whirling 
waters. Redeemable in the beginning by the confiscated property of 
the clergy and emigrants, the assignats were ultimately issued in such 
cnormous amounts that they fell to nothing and dragged all trade 
down to ruin. To stay this and to restore prosperity resort was had 
to many expedients, all based more or less on coin as a standard of 
valne. In 1796 the paper money of France of all denominations had 
reached the value of 100 to 6. A decree of the directory that its valne 
should be announced each day by the treasury had the effect of tin- 
ishing its career, and turned the financial mind of France in a more 
substantial direction. The condition of affairs in 1799, when M. Gau- 
din accepted the position of minister of finance under the consulate, 
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© Tap 


en 


| restored prosperity to France. A proper collection of { 
was at once resolved upon. All forced loans were suppressed 
emergency was met by the addition of twenty-five «& times t = 
contributions to the government, and as a measure of py, lief te 
provided that one-half the tax should be payable in coin and = aoe 
in paper. The best mind of France was directed to an hos she 
lution of the financial difficulties into which she had bee 
by long and exhausting war. It was upon areliable systey 
ing that our old ally of the Revolution turned her attention. « 
doubtless by the course pursued by the great American financiers, ; 
whose brilliant achiovements I have already alluded. The trea, 
of France became what the Treasury of the United States is to~| - 
a banking house charged with the business of securing the solyenes 
of the government. Sir Henry Balwer tells us that—- — 

The admirable talent which M. de Talleyrand displayed on this oce 

in rendering clear whatappeared obscure, and simple what scemed al 
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showing that a bank could only exist with benelit to itself and to ot 


credit, and that this credit could not be the effect of a paper money With af 
currency on which some persons were disposed to form one, inasmuc} 
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reney which was forced was nothing more or less than an exhibition of tl 0 ity 
ency of the institution it was intended to protect, ho turned to the general o,. 
tion and crodit of the state, and said: “ The timo, gentlemen, is gon by for : 
plicated fiscal plans, learnedly and artfully combiued, which are mere! 
to delay by temporary resources the crisis which is inevitably arising. AJ) thy 

trivances of wit and cunning aroexhausted. For the future honesty must a * 
genius. Side by side with tho evidence of our calamitics must be placed thi 
dence of their remedy. All must be reduced to the simplicity of an accou 
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drawn up by good sense, kept by good faith.” : 


In all the financial trials which followed during the days of 1}, 
empire it was upon judicious taxation and sound banking that Ny 
poleon leaned for the safety of France. He demanded that it shou) 
be the Bank of France, not the Bank of Paris. He always insisted 
on a sound banking system for the empire, and secured financial sye- 
cess by uniting its commercial affairs with that organization throu: 
which he was to supply the government with necessary funds. 
he made a redeemable currency the basis of all his financial tray 
tions. It was at this time that France commenced that remarka!\e 
career of industry and hoarding which has made her equal to every 
crisis, even the destructive war and the exhausting indemnity of our 
own day. The division of her lands among the people under the ( 
Napoleon has given them an opportunity for domestic economy avd 
profitable production hardly equaled. Devoted as she has always 
been to the retirement of paper money and the circulation of coin as 
a currency, her small landholders constitute with their innumeral\ 
little hoards a vast army of bankers holding their funds in reserve 
for the common good. Resumption with her is almost a popular » 
cessity. And while I would not adopt her economies, or her inode of 
living, or her system of hoarding, for the American people, who hay: 
great responsibilities and great civil opportunities, who require t 
school-house and the meetiug-house, well-furnished houses, librarics, 
lectures, and all the comforts, and many of the lnxuriesof life, who ca 
rapidly and spend rapidly, and who are not satistied unless their say 
ings are earning interest, I still commend that determined and reso 
lute devotion to solvency which characterizes her iinancial transa 
tions. Her policy is to resume after every crisis requiring suspen- 
sion. Let it be ours also. , 

THE BANK OF ENGLAND AND RESUMPTION. 


The example of England also is one that we should never lose sig 
of. The suspension of the Bank of England in 1797 on accomut 
the heavy demands made upon it by the government during thie co. 
tinental wars, as the great financial institution of the kingdom, was 
the commencement of a chapter in the history of finance full of in 

terest and instruction and importance. Originally a bank of discount 

and deposit, it ultimately secured the right under an act of Parlia- 
ment to issue its notes to an amount unlimited by law, and becany 

the “manager and regulator of the currency.” It acted indeed as 
the fiscal agent of the government in collecting and disbursing tey- 
enues and in paying the interest on the public debt. And standing 
in this relation to the government, it enabled the latter to avail itsel! 
of the whole Qnancial power of the kingdom and to carry on suc- 
cessfully twenty years of exhausting war. No chapter of diplomacy 
compares in interest with that in which the negotiations bet ween Mr. 
Pitt and the bank are recorded: the cool and andacious demands on the 
one hand, and the courteous compliance on the other. The suspet- 
sion, which grew out of the immense demands made upon the bank 
during these long years of trial, was followed by a financial relief in 
all business circles, large and small, in the kingdom. Parliament 
passed enabling acts, and the people adopted acquiescing resolutions, 
to sustain the bank in its course. Meanwhile, its paper issue began 
to increase rapidly, rising in two years after suspension from £*,040,2" 
to £12,959,800. ‘Tho prosperity of the bank was so great that in tree 
years after suspension it found itself abundantly able to resume 1 
accordance with the sound financial principles which guided its ott 

cers in their work. Parliament, however, in obedience to the le 

mands of government, refused to authorize the resumption, and, fol 

lowing the example of the Continental Congress, “ declared it a mis: 
demeanor to make any difference in payment between guineas and 
bank-notes.” During the twenty years that followed this act, the 
discussion of finance occupied some of the ablest minds in England’, 
and gave birth to some of the most extraordinary financial theories 
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ord. Left, however, to its own guidance, gold fluctuated as 
, eTetie un vf war rose and fell, reaching in August, 1813, the point 
fortubes + S > . . : . , > 
~~ jos, to the owner; in 1814, on the abdication of Napoleon, fall- 
o opt ¢46s.; on his return from Elba, rising to £5 7s.; and in Octo- 
ing vai failing to £3 188. Gd. The period of these fluctuations was 
vate , period of business uncertainty and distress, to relieve which 
: sumption became the manifest duty of the bank as it was the im- 
: a ve demand of the people. And now mark, sir, the steps by 
era 5 : > * : 
hich the bank approached resumption under the guidance and di- 
uch - . ~ a . . 
tion of Parliament ; and, bearing in mind the fact that resumption 
; deemed an inevitable necessity, consider what a lesson is taucht 
was a . . . 7 . . ° . 
‘t ‘« louse in the business of sound finance, which would provide for 
. id not binder or delay an act upon which permanent prosperity de- 
= ovis, The act of Parliament, passed in 1519, providing for resump- 
wil is. s . “a 
tion, contained the following provisions : 
Tho restriction act providing for suspe nsion in 1797 was continued absolutely 
he 5th of July, 1819, to February 1, 1820. 
ween February 1 aud October 1, 1620, the bank was required to pay its 
, gold bullion of staudard fineness at the rate of £4 1s. per ounce, but not 
iable to # demand for 88 quantity than sixty ounces at one time, 
tween Octobor 1, 182%, and May 1, 1821, the bank was required to pay ite 
een d bullion upon the same plan at the rato of £3 19s. Gd. per ounce 
4. Between May 1, 1821, and May 1, 1823, the bank was to pay in gold bullion 
non the same plan at the rate of £3 lis. 10d. per ounce, which was the mint price 
‘ 


! oe Mav 1, 1883, the bank was to pay its netes in tho gold coin of the realm 
From between February 1 and October 1, 1820, the bank night make payments 
vas rate than £4 Is., and not leas than £3 18. Gd. per ounce; and between 
wr 1, 1820, and Mag 1, 1821, the bank might pay at any rate less than £3 19s. 
und not less than £3 17s. 10}$d., on giving three days’ notice in the Gazette, 
auch payments to be made in ingots or bars of gold of the weight of sixty ounces 
Phe bank was also ] rmitted to pay in gold coin on or after May 1, 1822 
7 All the laws which restrained the exportation of gold and silver coin were re- 
' i and the coin was allowed to be exported or melted without incurring any 
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And now, sir, mark the consequences of this act, which was fol- 
lowed by contraction as well as resumption ; consequences which dis- 
prove every prediction made by those who forete!] distressing disaster 
in the ease of resumption in this country under the act of 1575. Says 
Poor in his Money: its Laws and History : 

o sooner was that act passed than the bank began to contract its issues, and 
nued to do so until the close of 1e22. On tho Sist of August, 1821, its notecir- 
‘ ion equaled £20,295,000, its deposits £5,818,000, and its specie £11,233,000, 
rainst £25,252,000 of notes, £6,304,000 ef deposits, and 23,595,000 of specie, on the 
tat of August, 1819, and against £29,543,000 of notes, £9,084,000 of deposits, and 
£1 1.6e8,000 of specie, on the 3lst of August, 1217. The reduction of liabilities from 
the time the bank attompted to resume in 1517 to 1821, when itdid resume, equaled 
£12.514,000. The cireulation was ‘still farther reduced in 1622, averaging for that 
or £12,165000. Its deposits for that year averaged £5,544,000, its total liabilities 
only £23.704,000—a amaller sum than for any year sinco 1802. Its average liabilities 
for Isl4 equaled £40,296,000, the reduction from that year to 1822 equaling 
£ 2,000. From 1822 to 1224 the bank did not materially increase its note circu 
n, that for the former year averaging £18,811,000 and for the latter 219,934,000 
posits growing out of the operations of government, however, increased from 
14,000 iu 1822 to £9,888,000in 1824. It maintained a very large average of specie 
until Is24, holding on the 31st of August, of that year, £11,787,000. In the latter 
part of In24, however, heavy demand set in, which continued uninterruptedly 
through 1 reducing the amount in the bank on the 28th of December, of that 
year, to £1,027,000, against £14, 142,000 held by it on 20th of December, 1223 ; the re- 
duction in two years equaling £13,115,000. ‘The year 1823) appeared to open most 
auspiciously. Even tho King’s speech dismissing the Parliament on the 6th of 
July, of that year, congratalated the country upon its “ general and increasing pros- 
perity.”’ The more sagacious, however, by no means concurred in that opinion. 
There was vast activity, based, as events proved, upon no substantial foundation. 
Never since the South Sea scheme had there been a spirit of speculation so excess- 
ive and universal as that which pores in the latter part of 1824 and through- 
out 1825. It was natural that the people, released from the apprehension with 
which the resemption of specie payments wes so long viewed and from the re 
straints which sach apprehension necessarily imposed, should lose control of them 
selves and rush wildly into all sorts of visionary and extravagant schemes. This 
could not have been possible but for the country banks, which issued their notes in 
a most profuse and reckless manner, fancying they were possessed of the samc 
punity as during restriction. The conduct of the bank, so faras its notes were 
concerned, does not appear to have been atall censurable. The average amount of 
those in circulation in ls26equaled only £20,076,000, against £22,000,000 in 1221, the 
year of resumption, and against £15,065,000 in 1-22. 16 increase Was certainly no 
greater than might have been expeeted from that of the business of the country in 
those years, The action of the bank, however, did materially assist to increase the 
inflation, in connection with that of the government, which in 1#24 undertook to 
reduce £20,000,000 of 4 per cents to 34 per cents. The dissenticnts, of whom there 
was @ large number, the bank undertook to pay off. This threw a large amount of 
money into cireulation; it also induced great numbers to sell their governments 
for the purpose of realizing higher rates of interest. The public mind, therefore, 
Was woll prepared for the reception of any plausible scheme that promised great 
rolurns upon very small investments ; and it was abundantly supplied. 
than two years, ending with 1825, six hundred and twenty four speculation compa- 
wie swere formed and put upon the market, whose share capitalequaled £372,173,000 
At the sume time foreign loans were negotiated to the amount of £52,994,000, upon a 
cousiderable portion of which little or nothing was ever paid. 


In less 


These companies consisted of mining companies, gas companies, 
lustranee Companies, investment companies, canal and railroad com- 
panies, steam companies, trading companies, building companies, 
provision companies, miscellaneous companies, amounting, as I have 
shown, to more than $1,500,000,000, and reminding us of the oil com- 
panies and coal companies and mining companies and land compa- 
lies and railroad companies giving for $10,000 ten thousand dollars 
instock, ten thousand in bonds, and ten thousand in land scrip, with 
which our markets have been vexed and our pockets exhausted dur- 
ing the last ten years of inflated prosperity. 

Now, in this recital of the process of inflation and resumption, oceu- 
ying twenty-five years of the most interesting period of the modern 
history of England in war and finance, a period in which her suprem- 
“cy 1 commercial and diplomatic circles was settled, the stgugzles of 


1 Te covnized solvent tre asury W hich we need now 
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the bank against the schemes of the government 
significant. The commercial business of En 
stune long before the political necessities would allow. ‘I elasti 
power of a great producing people was never better illustrated than 
in the continued etiorts for solvency which marked the various indus 
tries of England during all these years. Even a momentary relief 
was always followed by a rebound which indicated that the untram 
meled business capacity of England would advance at any moment 
on a career of prosperity. It was indeed this pent-up strength which 
produced the inflation and speculation which followed the restumyp- 
tion act of 1821. England reached the great financial crisis of the 
years that followed, not on account of the contraction which attended 
resumption, not on account of a stringent money market produced 
by a healthy return to specie payments, nor by any sudden develop- 
ment of any one Sauna of business. It was not, as I think, Mr. 
Speaker, an undue production by either her manufacturing or her 
agricultural industry which drove her into bankruptcy. Was it not 
rather that vigor which had been so long restrained by an uncertain 
financial policy, and which when released rushed naturally and inev- 
itably into ex¢essive action? It was not a tightened money market 
which produced that wild spirit of speculation L have described. 
That work was performed by an excessive confidence growing out of 
a return to an honest and legitimate mode of finance; and when that 
work was accomplished and the skies cleared, England commenced a 
career of commercial power and prosperity which, continuing now 
for more than half a century, has never been equaled. While other 
nations have developed their industries and increased their wealth 
and strugeled manfully and successfully throngh many critical trials, 
she has placed herself on the tinancial throne of the world not through 
the power of an irredcemablo paper currency, but through the sagac- 
ity with which she has accepted the recognized standard of values 
throughout the commercial world, and through the strength of sound 
and honest banking. Docs any man suppose for an instant that the 
theories of financial idealogists could have done better for her than 
this? Does any man suppose she could have risen to this power or 
achieved this glory on paper alone? But for her successful finanee, 
but for the determined pressure of her merchants and bankers at the 
doors of Parliament for authorily to resume, the elequence and wis 
dom of her statesmen, the bravery of her tighting men on land and 
sea would have all been in vain, and their efforts to give her a com 
inanding position in tho political and commercial world would have 
counted as nothing. If this Republic would be her rival in this 
great sphere of civilization, let it follow her example. 


THE TREASURY A NATIONAL BANK, 


The House will observe, Mr. Speaker, that in all the inatances | 
have presented of the recognized necessity for resumption as the 
only high road to financial prosperity anct honor, after tho confusion 
of great national crises, reliance has been placed on some form of 
banking institution as the redeeming power. 
country when Ied by Morris and Hamilton. It was so with Franco 
when controlled by Gaudin and Talleyrand. It was so with England 
when Pitt leaned upon the strong arm of the bank for support in the 
great work he performed for the establishment of her power and 
honor. Let me remind gentlemen here that through the wisdom and 
forecast of those men who organized our finances for the great civil 
war, the credit of the Republic has been intrusted to a smilar guar- 
dian care. When the Treasury Department was converted into the 
great fiscal agent of Government and clothed with supreme finan- 
cial power in all the States, it assumed at once the functions of a 
natioual banking institution of g-eat power and vast importance. It 
performed for this couniry exactly what the Bank of England did 
for the administration of Pitt as he guided the state through the 
storm, and brought her triumphantly into the havea of prosperity 
and supremacy. Its enormous loans, its tremendous issue, it heavy 
deposits have placed it at the head of all the moneyed institutions of 
the land. The financial system of the United States to-day is a great 
banking system, of an imperative necessity, before which all tho 
fiscal scheines of milder days and smaller duties have sunk into in- 
significance. Let us then deal with our finances after this feshion. 
Let us understand the situation exactly as itis. And remembering 
that a solvent bank isan honor and a blessing to the community, 
and a broken bank is a shame and disgrace, shall we not by every 
means in our power place the Treasury Department in condition to 
redeem its paper iu coin as asolvent bank shonld? The necessity for 
this has, I am proyd to say, been recognized by the thoughtful men 
of our country without distinction of section or party—by both party 
platforins, by both party leaders in the last great political contest. 
It is not the part of wisdom to pause now. A step backward is a 
step toward ruin. The holders of our bonds at home and abroad do 
not require it, the credit of our country does not need it, the manu 
facturers of the East do not demand it, the producers of the West 
should resist it, the cultivators of our southern soil should protest 
against.it. There may be drowning speculators who have lashed 
the scheme of inflation and the buoyant sham of irredeemable cur 
rency to their backs to float them another hour “like little wanton 
boys, on a sea of glory,” but the producers on the one hand and the 
consumers on the other only ask for such an adjustment of our finances 
as will establish prices for sonud and legitimate business. It is a 


iblo and 


It wasso with our own 


a treasury 
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ready to redeem its promises to pay—a bank ready at all times to 
fullill its obligations. 


AID TO THE BANKS 


If I am told that to the large mass of the twenty-two hundred 
banks in this country resumption is an impossibility, and that they 
have not prepared themselves and cannot prepare themselves for that 
event in a twelvemonth, then I reply that some mode of relief and 
assistance should be furnished them. It is the duty of Congress to 
enable them to resume, to provide for them the machinery of resump- 
tion, to point the way (if necessary) by which they can place them- 
selves on a firm foundation. The Treasury Department stands to-day 
in the attitude of a bank of redemption, or a clearing-house, toward 


the national banks of the country—the attitude held for many years | 


by similar institutions toward the banks in many of the States. 
Does any man pretend to say that the solvent banks of this country, 
the banks which are entitled to a continued existence, cannot place 
themselves on a soun@ footing with a central institution like this? 
Nay, that they have not alreauy placed themselves there? Reduce 
the plan of resumption to the simplest possible form, then. 
the Treasury with its revenues in coin and bullion, a work now 
rapidly going on, a work undoubtedly sufficiently completed for the 


purposes of resumption whenever it shall have reached the sum of | 
§150,000,000, and call upon every local bank to establish its coin | 


credit there to the amount it would naturally require to redeem at its 
own counter, and to secure that credit by a deposit of legal-tenders 
to the amount required. Would this be a hardship? Authorize the 


banks to respond to calls for redemption with coin checks up to the | 
amount of theirestablished credits, payable at the oflice of the assist- | 


ant treasurer of the United States in the city of New York. 
not this be a convenience ? 


Would 
And is there a sound bank in the country 


which could not adopt this system easily, promptly, rapidly, and with- | °°" 1 civilizati 
Does any one suspect or fear contraction in this? | CUltivated civilization. , 
7 | store to strengthen and enrich! 


out disturbance ? 
Not at all. Every dollar of legal tender thus lodged has its place 
supplied by the metallic currency which it represents, and is enhanced 
in value by the fact that it is known to stand fora fixed and substan- 
tial value. I am perfectly aware of the desire of the national banks 
for some definite scheme by which the process of resumption can be 
readily carried on. To this desire I would promptly respond. I 
would go still farther in order that the legal-tender notes may be 


used for the purpose I have proposed without cancel, and in order | 


that no doubt can remain with regard to the act of 1875 in reference 
to them. The gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. HUBBELL, ] in the first 
amendment to the bill now under consideration, provides plainly and 
unequivocally for this emergency ; and I therefore would gladly join 
him in his propositienp : 

That so much of section 3 of an act to provide for resumption of specie pay- 


ments, approved January 14, 1875, as provides for redemption in coin by the United | 


States of all legal-tender notes outstanding on the Ist day of January, 1879, em- 


braced in the clause of said section of said act in the language following, to wit, | 


“and on and after the Ist day of January, 1879, the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall redeem in coin the United States le zal-tender notes then outstanding on their 
presentation for redemption at the oflice of the assistant treasurer of the United 
States in the city of New York, in sums of not less than $50," shall be so con- 
strued as not to authorize or require the Secretary of the Treasury to retire and 
cancel said notes, redeemed as aforesaid, but to authorize and require said Secre- 
tary to deposit said notes in the Treasury of the United States, whereupon said 
notes shall be paid out at par value in discharge of all claims and demands against 


the United States or in exchange for coin; and said notes shall, as heretofore, con- | 


tinue to be a legal tender, and on and after January 1, 1879, shall be receivable at 
their par value in payment of all dues to the Government and for all debts, except 
where coin payment is stipulated by contract or statute; and all provisions of law 
in conflict with this act are hereby repealed 


Thus provided, where comes the hardship of resumption to prop- | 


erty, to business, or to the banks? The difticulties I have alluded to 
are slight when compared with those heavier and more threatening 
obstacles which beset our path, before the resources of the country 
had reached their present vast proportions and our foreign commerce 
had given us a great preponderance of credit abroad. Why, then, 
should we pause? Why should we retreat, when every promise of 
rosperity lies before us in the path already laid out? For myself, 
| am for all possible elasticity and ease consistent with solvency and 


honor; but I am for one standard and resumption, firmly and une- | grateful to share with them. 


quivocally, as the only foundation for the elasticity of health and 
the ease which a substantial and steady prosperity alone can secure. 
OUR INDUSTRIAL RESOURCES AND RESUMPTION. 


I have intimated already, Mr. Speaker, that the business of this | 


country had faithfully done its share of the work preparatory to 


resumption, while Congress has lagged slowly behind. And Iam more | 


and more impressed with this view as time and this debate go on. 
When the war closed the condition of our domestic industry and of 
our foreign commerce was most confused and unsatisfactory. One- 
half our country had been desolated by war and the other half had 
been stimulated into feverish activity. 


The inflation of our currency had destroyed all just estimate of val- 


ues, and had driven us into comparative isolation among the great | 


commercial nations. The aspect of affairs was by no means hopeful. 
A redundant currency stimulated habits of extravagance which could 
only be gratitied by enormous importations of luxuries from the Old 
World, and brought the cost of production to so high a figure that 
the foreign markets seemed closed to all our industries. Wines and 
silks and jewelry and all artieles of taste and luxury flowed in, while 


| modity. f 
| affairs could not long continue without wide-spread deso! = 
1 


| repudiation would follow. 


| prise such as the world had never seen. 
Supply | 


| generous reward. 


| Now, sir, if this were necessary even, it is impossible. 


Our commerce, especially so | 
far as exports were concerned, had been swept from the high seas. | 
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the products of our farms and mills could not and d 
The drain of gold, bearing a ruinous premium, to a 
balances and pay our interest on bonds held abroad, was eno, 
Gold was the most important article for speculation jn + be. 
and stood with flour and wheat and cotton as a commerce 
To every observing man it was manife 


id not f] Ww 


ljust our for 
all 
he marker 
ial com’ 


st that this state 


LION any 


ruin. The great volume of the currency must be take 


The balance of trade must be estab) 

in our favor if we would establish for ourselves a profi able ¢ ” 
merce. Gold must be brought to par, and traftic in that w hie h shou! 

be a standard must cease. That the great industries of ony ee . 
would accomplish this, I never had the shadow of a doubt — 
turned my eyes toward the busy mills of the North, and the produc A 
prairies and savannas of the West and South, all now oceuyi, 
a people possessed of every incentive to industry and thrift 
not doubt that we were entering upon a career of growth an 


N Care of or 


tive 
pled ly 
I could 
> l enter 
In all this, sir, I have pos 
been disappointed. It is not necessary to give the statistic] , 
of that marvelous development which has distinguished our cou; try 
during the last dozen years. There have been fluctuations; there h 
been a decline in values; there have been depreciations, losses sg 
calculable, but there has been no cessation of that active Sheen 
which produces in every quarter. What lines of railway, immeasu:. 
able almost, have been laid down in the period to which I refer 
Count if you can the acres of fertile land which have been re; laimed 
the mines which have been opened, the towns which have sprang up 
on every hand, the institutions of learning and religion which faye 
been erected and endowed, the great army of tasteful and well-ordered 
homesteads which stand as sentinels along our valleys and hail each 
other from our hill-tops with the watchword of a cheerful, happy 
How has the earth poured forth all he on ret 


deta a 


et 
Never before have the coru-tields 
and cotton-fields made such vast contributions to the great mass of 
our staple commercial commodities; never before has the cultivation 
of the soil for local and specific markets been attended with such 
The current of trade which so long set against ys 
has turned in a favoring direction. The balance of trade, notwit) 
standing all our imports and the interest we are obliged to pay 
abroad, stands in our favor to the amount of $200,000,000, Into our 
vast mass of exports enter not only our agricultural products which 
have constantly held a great preponderance in our foreign trade, but 
the fruits of our skilled labor have entered at last into markets so long 
closed to us, and in machinery, shoes, leather, and cottou-goods we 


compete with some of the most skillful nations of Europe in their 


own markets. Now, let no man tell me that we need legislation to 
make our currency as good as coin, to give substantial value to our 
greenbacks. An industrious people toiling everywhere on land and 
on sea have done this for us, and they only ask that their honorable 
work shall not be obstructed by those who should make laws for their 
safety and protection. We who sit here should never forget that, 
for the first time in the history of the world, the American people 
toiling and producing incessantly with a vigor and skill unknown 
before, have made good all the promises to pay made by their rulers 
in a great, trying, and exhausting crisis. We should not forget that 
Congress made the promises, and the people have made them good; 
and that the greenback stands to-day the only currency forced fora 
critical emergency, which has held an honest and honorable place, 


| raised to almost its equivalent in coin, to be redeemed I am sure in 


coin, because it represented the faith of an untiring people and the 
product of a country inexhaustible. When I look back, sir, upon the 
fate of the continental issue, upon mandats and assignats, upon the 
monstrous repudiation which has followed too often tlie intlations 
caused by war and reckless speculation, I cannot express the pride I 
feel ina people who have shown themselves equal to the great emer- 
gency which fell upon them, nor can I cast a vote here which would 
reflect upon their wisdom or chill their honest energy. I am ready 
to vote as they have toiled, to speak as they have acted, for the solv- 
ency and honor and permanent prosperity of a country which I am 


COMMERCIAL RELATIONS WITH OTHER COUNTRIES. 


But we are warned, Mr. Speaker, that the time has now arrived 
when the United States can establish an independent financial basis, 
and subduing 4ll commercial nations to her own system, can sit 0 
triumph over a universal monetary empire of their aon sens, 

en OUT 
bonds were first placed upon the European markets during the war, 
they were obliged to meet the great discrepancy which then existed 
between our paper currency and coin. The existence of war was an 
impediment, it is true, to favorable negotiation. The disturbed con- 
dition of the country had injured our credit. But the fact that we 
were using as legal-tender a currency vastly depreciated at home, 
which might at any moment be ened upon the holders of our secutt- 
ties, was the foremost obstacle to our financial success. We were 
then running a system of our own, and we were obliged to pay the 
price for that independent luxury. Can we expect to change this 
natural law of financial intercourse by legislative enactment, and bend 
all policies to our own ? No, gentlemen, the attempt to set aside the 
commercial laws of the world isa reflection upon the commercial wis- 
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f those nations with whom we are compelled to deal, and is 
me liseredit upon ourselves. The best commercial relations 
tablished by a monetary system, as nearly uniform as possible, 

are esta those nations which are engaged in commercial transactions. 
syne he is becoming more and more intimately connected with the 
ee kets of the world. i u ( 
ie advantageously conducted by placing ourselves in discredit, 
whil -we are offering bills of exchange drawn on us in the conduct 
ow, a international commercial affairs? I think not. My anticipa- 
tions with regard to the future prosperity of this country will not al- 
jow me to entertain 
mistaken policy. " ~ 
the immense resources of our land will so far enter into the commerce 


sure to cast ¢ 


great mar 


ur hands. It is not unreasonable to suppose that our supply to for- 
0 « sie 


eign 
The 


: ust necessarily stimulate a commercial activity which for power 


and extent has hardly yet been equaled. The unrivaled channels 
of communication which make this continent a commercial highway 


growth of our great inland States with all the accumulation of 


must of necessity be occupied not only by our local traffic, but by that | 


tide of trade which has for so many ages set from East to West and 
be turned in the opposite direction. 


the earth and unite with them in supporting a standard of value on 


which they can all rely, the time will have arrived which will ulti- | 


mately give us the controlling financial power of the world, I know 
no reason Why New York should not mediate the commercial trans- 
actions of other countries and secure position as a great banking 
and mereantile center as well as London. 
sess the advantages of locality, and only require the advantages of 
sound finance, to enable them to offer banking facilities which no 
mercantile house would care to resist. In means of communication 
by land and water, in an affluent source of supply, in connection with 
the producing sections and the consuming markets, she has hardly a 
rival. Give her the advantages also of a sound currency, and what 
shall hinder her from becoming the great banking center of the 
world? Secure this, and an ir 
enterprise which not even the extravagance of war could give nor 
the wildest intlation of peace. Secure the financial soundness which 


will lead to this, and the vitalizing influence will be felt wherever | 


there is a farm to produce, a mill to create, and a market to consume. 
Reject the opportunity now offered, an opportunity to resume, for 
which a preparation of two years with all its trials has been made, 
and you place this country at the mercy of every rival who would 
control and use it. Let it be understood that resumption is still a far- 
off promise here, that an American obligation to pay is nothing more 
than a postponement of a solemn duty, and commercial stagnation 
here would be as hard and gloomyas an Arctic winter. Disturbagain 


the contidence now returning to trade, throw doubt once more over | 


the protits the markets willafford the producer, compel the manufact- 
urer to purchase his raw material on short supply and create his 
fabrics for consumers provided with a shifting currency, and not the 
bravest determination of banks and capitalists could make an easy 
money market. 
sion, declare for continued inflation, and aredundancy of the curren- 
cy instead of a healthy outflow, let the inevitable return of bonds on 
our hands from foreign holders occur, and tell me, if you can, what 
is to give ease to the money markets in those sections of our country 
which are now laboring under a scarcity. I cannot understand that 
system of finance which would make money easy by flooding our 
country with depreciated Government bonds. If éhen the western 
farmer would move his crops, if the western landholder would raise 
money on his lands, if the western merchant would secure an easy 


exchange, let them insist on a financial policy which would keep our | 
. . 1 
bonds abroad in the hands of confident holders, let them remove the 


violent fluctuations of the money market by supporting in good faith 
areturn toa redeemable currency based on its equivalent in coin. 


aud however great the volume of currency might be, it would flow 
back to the great centers for security, leaving the outposts to starv- 


ation and beggary. Inspire new confidence and the financial victory 
is won. 


ALL CLASSES SUFFER ALIKE. 


Ihave heard many appeals in this debate, Mr. Speaker, for those | 


whose only capital is the strength and skill of their hands. It ap- 
pears to be assumed for them that resumption is “the oppressor’s 
Wrong,” and that it is intended to grind the face of the poor and rob 
the laborer of his rights. Now, sir, I sympathize with all those 
Whose fate it is to row against the wind and tide of life, and I stand 
ready to devise all proper measures for their relief. That labor meets 
With a small reward in the present condition of our affairs of busi- 
ness, that poverty is biting now with its sharpest tooth I am sadly 
aware. But how all this suffering is to be relieved, how the laborer 
's to find occupation and the poverty-stricken charity by the destruc- 
tion of confidence and by letting loose the winds of financial uncer- 
tauuty, lcanvot for a moment conceive, believing as I do that the 


Can any man suppose that this trade | 


a thought of such possible folly, even through a | 


The time, I doubt not, is rapidly approaching when | is a still keener anguish to be found with those who see their fortunes, 


| the fruits of a life of industry and economy, slipping away, and tho 
f the world that the controlling financial forces will be turned into | 
0 


markets will for the future far exceed our demand upon them. | 


yroductions which iner sasing skill and untiring energy can create, | 


New York capitalists pos- | 


yetus is given at once to American | 


| the best manufactories of the East. 
| 80 is the remedy. 


Refuse to resume, hug stillthe phantom of suspen- | 
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industries and mercantile enterprises would hie them to their retreats 
for safety before the rising storm. 


l should expect to see increased 


| Sorrow and suffering for those who depend upon the activity of or- 
| ganized capital for their daily bread. : 


If the distress were contined 
to these alone, I should perhaps feel that I might be wrong in my 
understanding of the causes of that distress. But it is not. There 
is a depth of agony, I know, which overwhelms him who has no re- 


| sponse but a despairing eye to the appeals of a starving wife and 


child; there is a sullen gloom, I know, resting over him who seeks 
in vain for an opportunity to pursue an honest toil and is lashed 
into madness by the exasperation of inevitable idleness; but there 


sharp transition from afiluence to poverty overtaking them with un- 
erring step. These are they whom sudden despair sends whirling to 
the mad-house, and who find the end of sorrow in the sin of suicide. 
Fortune deals hardly with all classes and orders of men, and I extend 
my sympathy to all who tread the thorny path. To a common evil, 
therefore, I would apply a common remedy. Inspire capital with new 
contidence, infuse new life into all enterprise, and how long do you 
think labor would droop and fortunes melt away? Can this be dove 
by increasing the already swollen volume of our currency? Can this 


| be done by returning to inflation without even the promise of end or 
only now requires mercantile enterprise and mercantile solvency to | 
Whenever we honestly and | 
firmly place ourselves in accord with the great commercial nations of | 


limit? Can this be done by rousing the hostility of onr associates 
in the commercial world? It is not by steps like these that you can 
turn capital back to those great internal enterprises, to the construc- 
tion of railroads, the opening of mines, the clearing of new lands, 
the cultivation of old ones, where labor may again find its reward 


| and the penniless find asubsistence. It is not by steps like these that 
| you can enable the impoverished to gather up the fragments of their 


broken fortunes. 
ALL SECTIONS SUFFER ALIKE. 

Neither does our present financial burden rest upon one industry 
or section alone. I am aware that the demand for repeal comes 
from the regions remote from the great centers of trade. It is the 
landholders of the West who call most loudly for relief. But let me 
say tothem that they are not alone in theirdepression. It is not upon 
the land that the weight rests most heavily. The invested capital of 
the East has not enjoyed an immunity from the trials of the hour. It 
has been sunk by millions in worthless enterprises, or is receiving 
meager dividends from crippled ones. I would rather have a farm 
to-day in the great agricultural regions of the West for the income 
it will yield, than the cash value of that farm invested in many of 
The pressure is universal, and 
The demand for resumption can be in no sense a 
demand of capital against labor, or of the East as against the West, 
or of the creditor against the debtor. It is a demand which should 
come from rich and poor alike, from the East and from the West, from 
the North and from the South, from all industries—from all who desire 
the permanent prosperity of our country. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I gave a hearty support to the bill 
remonetizing silver, and shall support the bill under consideration, and 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois, | Mr. EDEN, } 
because they are steps in the right direction—in the direction of repeal- 
ing the infamous system of class legislation imposed upon the country 
in the hour of passion by an unholy coalition between the bond- 
holders and the leaders of the republican party. 

This system was shrewdly designed and admirably adapted to trans- 


| fer the whole property of the country and the benetit of the labor of 


the people into the pockets of a few favored persons who had tixed 
capital and incomes, and who had invested their accumulations in 
Federal securities. It was initiated by the passage of the national- 
bank act, by which the credit of the Government (which is the prop- 
erty of the people and based upon taxes paid and to be paid by them) 
was farmed out without charge to twenty or thirty thousand bondhold- 
ers, to be by them reloaned to the people at usurious rates of interest. 
Under the operations of that act the rich bondholder (who in the 
hour of the country’s peril loaned the Government $50,000 and exacted 


| from her an untaxed bond for double that amount, payable in cur- 
; | rency) could draw from the Government interest for twice the amount 
Cast doubt over the country, shake confidence in its good faith abroad, | 


loaned, and at the same time deposit his bonds with the United States 
Treasurer and have issued to him $90,000 in national-bank notes, pay- 
able in greenbacks, printed at Government expense, and loan them 
to the people at usurious interest. 

By it our corrupt legislators preferred to borrow money at 6 per 
cent. interest, payable in gold, rather than supply the needs of the 
Government by an issue of acceptable greenback currency, which 
cost no interest and furnished the people with a cheap and conven- 
ient circulating medium with which to facilitate their exchanges and 
transact their business. 

As soon as they established these national banks the conspirators 
impressed into their service all their extensive and ramived intlu- 
ences and all the bad passions and prejudices of the war to enable 
them, under the guise of strengthening the public credit, to obtain 
the passage of the act of March 15, 1509, by which they attempted 
to make the currency bonds payable in coin. This act legislated 
$500,000,000 into the pockets of the bondholders and added that mach 
to the burdens of the people. It was introduced and hurried to pas- 
sage in a day or two under the lash of party discipline, without argu- 
ment, under the pressure of the previous question. 
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muldition to this, in order to discredit the greenback currency, 
law under which it was issned as made 
for Government bonds at the will of the holder. 

Acting upon the presumption that the passions of the war and sec- 
tional hate, which they soe industriously excited and inflamed, would 
continue forever to blind the people to a sense of their own interest, 
these conspirators procured the passage of the act of February 12, 
173, making silver no longer money, except in sums of $5 and 
under: thus demonetizing that venerable metal which has been used 
as and coined into money ever since Abraham purchased with it 
the cave of Macphelah for a burial-place for his deceased wife. Bold 
as these conspirators were, and as much confidence as they seemed to 
have had in the humbugibility of the people, they were unwilling to 
risk an open and public discussion on the passage of this act, but 
procured its enactment by frand and misrepresentation, under the as- 
surance that it was an act to regulate the mint and coinage; and 
thus the bonds payable in currency were first made payable in gold 
or silver, and then in gold alone, 

i am informed by Dr. H. R. Linderman, Director of the Mint, that 
there is only in the world about four-fifths as much gold in value as 
there is silver. . 

by these acts these bonds were made to represent twice as much 
property as they did before, and the burdens of the people were dou- 
bled and their ability to pay was halved. 

To cap the climax of their iniquities, in January, 1875, this coali- 
tion passed the resumption act which we are now trying to repeal, 
and which has necessitated a contraction of the currency to the 
extent of about $62,000,000, and thereby values have been shrunk 
about 35 or 40 per cent. and four millions of men, willing to work 
for bread and clothes, have been thrown out of employment and 
the whole country reduced to the verge of bankruptey and ruin, 
and now to-day, while our factories are silent, our workingmen un- 
employed, honest labor unrewarded, and women and children erying 
for bread, these conspirators, as if to mock us in our agony, are bere 
in the halls of legislation demanding an increase of the standing 
Army to enforce upon a long-suffering and patient people these mul- 
tiplied iniquities. 

With hellish ingenuity, which docs as much credit to their brains 
as discredit to their integrity, they inserted in the resumption act a 
provision not for free banking but for free national banking, by which 
that system could be monopolized by the bondholders and extended 
to W per cent. of the whole of our present or future bonded indebt- 
edness, and provided that as new national-bank paper was issued 
greenback enrrency to the amount of 80 per cent. thereof should be 
retired, This provision was inserted for the double purpose of ena- 
bling its authors to fasten upon the country a national-bank system 
to the extent of nearly $2,000,000,000, which would enable the bond- 
holders to draw two interests npon the whole amount of their bonds 
instead of only upon $400,000,000 of them, to which amount the issue 
of national-bank notes had been limited by law. 

This system, if carried into effect, would again double the value of 
the bonds, and no one but the holders of the bonds can engage in if. 
And if it be onee fastened upon the country it will reach with its con- 
trolling and corrupting influences every village and district in the 
land and will dictate the whole legislation of the country in the in- 
terest of its stockholders, and against the interests of the laborer and 
agriculturists, and cannot be overturned except by revolution. 

This provision affords an opportunity for unlimited inflation at the 
proper time when it suits the purposes of the conspirators; yet as 
much as they have denounced inflation they will not vote for the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ilinois which repeals it. 

Phis provision served the further purpose of enabling its authors 
to deccive some of the honest and uninitiated members of their party 
into the support of the bill, and at the same time furnished them an 
excuse to their constituents that they supposed its immediate eilect 
weuld be to expand the currency and relieve the people. 

The initiated well knew that with the threat of specie payment 
hanging over them the national banks would be compelled to con- 
tract their curreney to an extent that would bring prices to “hard 
pan” and place the whole property of the country in the hands of 
themselves, the bondholders, and the money-sharks, and this pro- 
vision was really inserted for future use. [hope every friend of the 
country will vote for the amendment of the gentleman from Ilinois, 
| Mr. EpEN, ] and thereby put it out of the power of the conspirators 
to oxtend a false system which has already proven itself a powerful 
factor of evil, and, I fear, has power enough to defeat this bill at the 
other end of the Capitol. 

It was the design of the authors of the act to first produce a sharp 
contraction of the currency which would enable them and their bond- 
holding clients to gobble up the whole property of the country, and 
when they have accomplished this they will change their tactics 
a: d use the free national-bank system, contained in the act, to pro- 
duee a wild intlation of the currency, which will send prices to the 
zenith, and then they will sell out the property so acquired at enor- 
mous prices and again become the advocates of contraction, hoping 
by this course to be able te appropriate the labor of forty-eight mil- 
lions of people for generations to come. 

By the passage of the silver bill throngh this Honse, we carried the 
first redoubt of the enemies of the country; by the passage of the 
original bill under discussion, we will carry the second line of the 
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enemies’ works; but, I fear that this will only expos 
fire from the masked batteries of the enemy, unicss we 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ep) ‘.] 

I shall vote for the bill if we are unable to pass the 
because it will at least give temporary relief to our oppressed ay 
suffering country. I again say that I fear if we should only " aie 
bill and leave the balance of the resumption act in force ¢); Pans the 
may ultimately prove more disastrous than defeat. 

I despise repudiation, communisin, agrarianism ; they are 
odal wrongs of class legislation, and were born and nurtured of ti co 
vicious system of which I have spoken ; both of these extremes - 
receive the unqualified condemnation of every patriot. 
system, and repudiation, communism, and ag 
want of food or excuse to exist. 

I do not advocate the bill under consideration because [ am Opposed 
to specie payment at the right time and under the right cipeys 
stances, when it can be reached without ruin to the industria] int , 
ests of the country. 

Resumption cannot be reached through contraction of the curn 
or fixing an arbitrary date at which it shall begin. 

The true road to resumption is to elevate the greenback eyrre; 
toa par with gold and silver by making it a logal-tender in disehapon 
of all public and private contracts and dues except such as aro x), 
cifically payable in coin. P 

The opponents of this bill contend that the greenback enrreney ix 
a debt due by the Government to the people. This is true : it is a diy 
but bears no interest. 1 cannot understand why they desire to 
off this non-interest-bearing debt, the holders of which do pot 
mand its payment, by the creation of a bonded debt of the samo 
amount bearing interest ; nor can I understand their hostility to the 
greenback currency, except as explained above. . 

The gentleman from New York [ Mr. Hewitt] candidly tells us that 
we cannot resume unless we reduce the greenbacks and national. 
bank currency to about four-fifths of the gold and silver we wil! have 
at the time of resumption, and estimates that by the Ist of January, 
1879, we will have $275,000,000 in gold and silver, if the balance of 
trade continues in our favor. We have now, including fractional 
currency, about $682,000,000 of paper currency; and, if Mr. lwrrr is 
right, in order to reach specie payment, we will have to contract i; 
down to $250,000,000 in the next tWelve and a half months. When 
our circulation of paper, gold, and silver will ouly be $525,000,000—in 
other words, to safely reach and maintain specie payinent in Jannary 
1379—we will have to make a further contraction of our circulating 
medium of $157,000,000; and I put it to the geutlemen who ar 
posed to this bill if a contraction of $62,000,000 in three years ha 
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duced values 35 percent. and brought the country to the verge of rain 
and bankruptey, what will be the effect of a further contraction of 
$175,000,000 within twelve months? Lhope they will solve this sum in 
proportion ; in my country they call it “ the rule of three.’ 

I advocate the bill under consideration for the further reasor 
the resumption act makes no adequate preparation tor resumption, 
and if we do not repeal it and commence specie payment noder it it 
January, 1879, we will have to suspend in less than sixty days, and 
will thereby precipitate a panic, destroy all confidence, and i 
the country ina still blacker and deeper ruin. 

It was stated by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, ] in his 
argument against this bill, that our foreign commerce alone amounted 
to $1,500,000,000 per annum, and it is estimated that our internal com 
merce is at least twenty-five times as great as our foreign, and the 
whole of our foreign and domestic commerce amonnts to about 
$39,000,000,000 per year. Now, in order to transact this amount of cor 
merce with $525,000,000 each dollar would have to pass and circulate 
more than seventy-four times ina year. Can it doit,in view of the fact 
that it takes three cr four months to ship our produce to foreign coun 
tries and get returns, and that in moving our produce to foreign 
countries we can only use a dollar three or four times a year! It 
would require the whole amount of circulation to transact our foreign 
commerce and leave none to facilitate internal exchanges and jay 
taxes. But,in response to this we are told that foreign commerce ts 
transacted through the agency of drafts und bills of exchange. T! 
is true; but every draft or bill of exchange is or onght to be based 
upon an actual deposit of money, and is only an indireet and con 
venient method of going through the fiction of moving moncy trom 
one point to another. ; 

I oppose the resumption act becanse one section of it aims to ¢x 
tend and perpetuate the national-bank system; a system, in my opt 
ion, which is franght with evil and evil only. 

According to a statement furnished me by the Secretary ef 
Treasury on the 13th instant, our outstanding bonded interest-bearing 
debt issued since the passage of the legal-tender act, and not ex 
pressly payable in coin, is as follows: 
Loan of March, 1863, 6 por cent 
Ten-forties of Ist4, 5 per cent 
Consols of 1865, 6 per cent 
Consols of 1867, 6 per cent 
Consolsof 1868, 6 per cent 
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1, D6, 00 
117, O11, 
310, 615, 4m 
37, 460, 


cees 734, 661, 50 

The annual interest upon which is $42,134,045; and yet we are ole 
that it is cheaper and better for the country that we should contin: 
to pay this amount of interest annually than to pay these bonds vi 
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nbacks, as we have aright to do, and thus save an oppressed 
aw a4? 131,045 per annum, and there are members on this floor 
blind enough to think the people will believe them when 


\" opie 
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ly so state. P ° ° 
OT :* vntleman from Indiana, [Mr. HUNTER,] in his zeal in behalf 
hie ptt - 


¢ national banks, asserted that they were a cheaper, a better, and 
poet es arrency for the people than the greenback. 
-—_ = the national-bank notes, which are payable in greenbacks, can 
Yn hotter than that in which they are payable or how the promise of 
a private corporation, secured by the Government 8 promise to pay, 
van be safer than the direct promise of the Government to pay, I 
cennet comprehend. ; se 

The gentleman from Indiana, { Mr. HUNTER, ] if his data were true, 
did succeed in proving that it cost the Government less to print and 
‘eng the national-bank paper than to print and issue the greenbacks, 
hat wholly failed to prove that the former was a cheaper currency 
for the people, and omitted from his calculation the fact that the 
bonds upon W hich the present national-bank cireulation is based cost 
the Government annually over $20,000,000 of interest. ‘ 

Mr, Speaker, I said I was in favor of a return to specie pent at 
the proper time and by the proper methods, but I do not favor it be- 
cause I indorse the theories of its advocates, namely: that wo must 
have a currency which has an intrinsic value or that gold and silver 
pr either of them are standards of value. We inherited these stale 
and false axioms of finance from the dynasties of the Old World, and 
have accepted them unquestioningly. ; ; 

When we dissolved our political connection with Great Britain we 
unfortunately retained her financial system, a system which accorded 
with the objects and purpose of the governments of the Old World, 
whose theory was that governments were made for the benefit of the 
favored few, to enable them to appropriate the earnings of the masses ; 
aud their financial theories were admirably adapted to the accom- 
plishment of thatend. The theory of our institutions is that gov- 
ernments were instituted by the people to protect the persons of all 
and secure to each the proceeds of his own labor ; and we should dis- 
card the imperial system of finance and advance to an American sys- 
tem in harmony with our theory of government. If we do not, I fear 
that our false system of finance will of itself soon accomplish all the 
had results which have been accomplished in the Old World by the 
combined effect of false politic#l institutions and a false systom of 


To conceive and establish a new system of finance which would 
secure to every man the proceeds of his own labor would be the 
crowning achievement of patriotic intellect and should be the high- 
est ambition of every patriot statesman. 

Human intellect has been deemed inadequate to this task, and it is 
with much diflidence that I venture upon an effort to point out the 
false abstract principles upon which, it seoms to me, our systems of 
tinance have been based. 

A proper understanding of finance involves an inquiry into the 
nature of society, the objects and purposes of government, the origin 
and nature of values, the basis of progress, and the origin and nature 
of commerce, 

Civilization and progress are based upon labor. Civilization is but 
higher and more cultivated tastes and broader necessities that cannot 
be gratified without labor and an exchange of its products, and no 
one will labor without a hope of enjoying the proceeds thereof; and 
governments were instituted to protect the person and to secure to 
each one the proceeds of his own exertions, each member thereof 
consenting to contribute in the shape of taxation such share of his 
earnings as will enable governments, through their administration by 
the agents, oflicers, and servants of the people, to secure these ends. 

We would all retrograde into barbarism if we could use and enjoy 
uothing except what we could individually make or produce. Neither 
you nor I, Mr. Speaker, can make cloth, leather, clothes to wear, or 
build a house to live in; but we can by our labor produce something 
which we can exchange with those who know how to build houses, 
- hong make shoes, spin wooly and make cloth and shape it into 
clothes, 


In the infancy of society and government, individuals exchanged 
their surplas—that which they could produce or shape—for the surplus 
peatestions of others, which they were unable to make or produce ; 
mit, as population and production increased, it was found that the 
method of exchange by barter was too slow and cumbrous, and the 
intellect of man, which has ever proved equal to the imperious needs 
of the hour, invented a myth, an abstraction, called money, the 
objects and purposes of which were to facilitate the interchange of 
commodities and services by a process more rapid than the slow one 
of barter. Under the system of barter one who had a surplus of a 
given article could not exchange it until he was fortunate enough to 
lind by repeated efforts one who had a deficit of the article he had 
\o spare and a surplus of the one he wished. 

Money, then, is the creature of man, and not made or established 
by God, as assumed by the antiquated theorists so much in favor with 
that class of capitalists who desire to appropriate the earnings, of the 
people, and who adopt these hoary errors because they enable them 
to accomplish their purposes. Traveling in the ruts of the past they 
asunme first that gold and silver are natural money, and when silver 


. gr grow plentiful, they assume that there is no natural money 
rut pula. 


Far back in the night of antiquity, in the pretraditionary ages, our 
progenitors adopted gold and silver as a fit material out of which to 
manufacture money, because they were scarce metals and there was 
not more than sufficient of them to answer the purpose for which 
money was invented, and because they supposed these metals would 
be exhumed from the bowels of the earth about as rapidly as popu- 
lation and production would increase. This supposition proved to 
be true until about the twelfth contary, when some of the people 
most advanced in civilization recognized the fact, that the increase 
of population and production had so far outstripped that of gold and 
silver that there was not gold and silver euough, when coined into 
money, to enable them to exchange services and surplus productions 
with suilicient rapidity, and then it was that hnman intellect, in 
response to the necessities of the hour, invented and used paper 
money in a feeble way. 

There must, then, be in every country money enough to enable its 
citizens to exchange services and the surplus products of their labor; 
and it is the first and highest duty of every government to furnish 
its citizens money sullicient for these purposes. 

Commerce consists of the interchange of commodities and services, 
and money is the servant or tool with which these exchanges are ae- 
complished, and so long as a people are furnished money enough with 
which to accomplish rapidly all their commerce and exchanges, 
money is, a3 it was designed to be, Lie slave of commerce; and so soon as 
the amount of money is reduced to a volume insuflicient to accom- 
plish these ends, it becomes the master instead of being the slave of com- 
merce ; and this is our situation now. Money is the masier ; it rules the 
press, the courts, the camp, and the legislative halls, with all the charac- 
teristic tyranny of a siave that has been suddenly promoted to mas- 
tership. + 

The people have long submitted with Christian patienee to the 
oppressions of this upstart tyrant, but have at last risen in their 
majesty and have determined to depose the tyrant and return him 
to his normal condition of slavery. 

Woe are told, Mr. Speaker, that we must have a currency of intrinsic 
value. Now, it seems to mo that values are not intrivsic; there never 
was and never can be an intrinsic value. Jatrinsic uicaus God-given 
and cannot be separated from. 

Matter and natural objects have intrinsic properties and capacities 
for value or use, but have no value within themselves. 

Values do not relate directly to God, but solely to man. God has 
no appetites, passions, or necessities to gratify, and that only is valu- 
able which has known properties and capacities which can be applied 
to some use desirable to man. Values arise from the action of the 
human intellect in discovering uses to which intrinsic properties may 
be applied. 

A hundred years since hemp was regarded as a noxious weed and 
had no value; then it had all the intrinsic properties or capacities for 
use that it now has. In the progress of time the intellect of man 
discovered that he could make of it a linen that would protect him 
from rain, sun, and storm; and then a value arose. 

In the false sense in which the bulliouists use the term intrinsic 
paper has more intrinsic valae than geld or silver. Without it man 
cannot exchange upon an extended seale his experiences wilh his 
fellow-man; cannot give to his thoughts a local habitation and a 
name; and it has more known uses indispensable to man and to civil 
ization and progress than gold or silver or both of them. 

I venture to say that if the Almighty in the councils of eternity 
were in His wisdom to determine to banish forever from the world 
all the gold and silver in it or all the paper in it, with a perpetual 
inhibition against its use or production, and were to leave to the 
suffrages of mankind which He should do, they would, with great 
unanimity, decide to dispense with gold and silver. 

f pxper , then, has, in the false sense of that word, more intrinsic 
vaue than gold or silver, the advocates of hard money are driven to 
the conclusion that it is the better material to adopt, coin, stamp, 
and clothe with all the attributes of money. 

Money is the creature of law and custom, and its value like the 
value of everything clse depends upon the nature and number of the 
known uses to which if can be successfully applied, and every sane 
man would as soon have a paper dollar as a gold dollar if it would 
answer him all the purposes which the gold dollar wouid. ‘The object 
of moncy is to facilitate the interchange of commodities and serv- 
ices; and paper money, as money, is as valuable as gold money, if 
it will accomplish all the same purposes, although the material of 
the latter as a commodity may have more commercial value than the 
material of the former. 

In speaking of values, I have thus far spoken of what might well 
be termed abstract values. Commercial or exchangeable values de- 
pend first upon abstract values, or known desirable purposes to which 
an article can be applied; and also, upon the relation between the 
loeal and general demand for the article and the local or general 
supply of the article and the cheapness and facility with which it 
ean be transported from the place of oversupply to the place of un- 
dersupply. 

There is no such thing as redeemability of money, and gold is not, 
as has been so often assumed, the ultimate object of exchange, which, 
when once obtained, is never to be parted with; and if one by an 
effort of will could possess himself of all the paper money in the 
world, and then exchange it or ‘ redeem it,” as it is called, in yold, 
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he would be poor indeed if he could not redeem the gold itself by ex- 
changing it for food and raiment. 

In what, then, does the value of money, as money, consist? It is in 
faith; and why will we take it in exchange for that which we have 
to spare? It is because we have faith that others will take it from 
us in discharge of our contracts, and in exchange for what they have 
to spare and we need. But we are told that gold and silver money 
or coin is a measure of values. They are certainly not a natural 
measure of values, nor are they a legal measure of values. There can 
be no natural or legal measure of values while exchanges are not 
compulsory. 

We are also told that gold and silver are a standard of values. 
There is no natural standard of value, and they are not a legal stand- 
ard of value. They are a legal standard or measure of payment of 
antecedent contracts ; and why cannot the same governmental author- 
ity which made gold and silver a legal standard of payment also make 
paper, stamped and coined by its authority, a legal standard or 
measure of payment? Our Government can certainly do so if the 
authority can be found to have been delegated to it by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States as a substantive power, or if to do so isa 
necessary and proper measure toexecute asubstantivedelegated power 
found in the Constitution. 

I am a State-rights man and a strict constructionist of the powers 
of the Federal Government, and yet I believe that the Congress of 
the United States has the power to make paper money a legal tender. 

Let us investigate this question. Governments derive their powers 
from individuals. The State governments are armed with all powers 
not expressedly denied to them or impliedly withheld because their 
exercise would be inconsistent with the purposes for which they 
were created. The Federal Government is one of delegated powers 
and can only exercise such substantive powers as are expressly granted 
to it, and such adjective powers as are necessary and proper to their 
exercise. The power to declare what is money or shall be a legal 
tender is a governmental power and is not inconsistent with the 
objects and purposes for which governments were instituted—and is 
not areserved power of individuals and could not be exercised by 
them. It was then delegated by individuals either to the State or 
Federal Government. It is federal in its character and is expressly 
denied to the States, and hence must now reside either in the Fed- 
eral Government or is retained by the individuals who established 
both governments. Prior to the adoption of the Federal Constitu- 
tion, the colonies and States of the old Confederation claimed and 
exercised the right of saying what should be a Jegal tender. 

The democratic doctrine is, that the Constitution of the United 
States is the creature of the States, who ceded to the Federal Govern- 
ment a part of the powers delegated to them by the people. The 
States had this power, and denied themselves the right to exercise it, 
and must have intended to confer it upon the Federal Government. 
It cannot be soundly argued that the States, by agreeing not to exer- 
cise it, thereby returned it to the people. By section 8, article 1, of 
the Constitution, Congress is vested with the power to regulate for- 
eign and domestic commerce, to declare war, raise and support armies 
and navies, to coin money and regulate the value thereof, and to 
make all laws necessary and proper for carrying into execution these 
powers. The last-named provision does not enlarge the powers of 
the Federal Government, but restricts it in the exercise of granted 
powers to the use of means necessary and proper to carry them into 
execution, and L insist that the power to coin money and regulate the 
value thereof was intended to and does confer upon Congress a gen- 
eral power over the subject of money—the power to say what is 
money; and nothing is legal money unless it be a legal tender. 

But it is insisted that the use of the word coin indicates that it 
was intended to confine the right of Congress to make money to 
making it out of metal, and that as gold and silver were the only 
metals then used for money other than fractional money that the 
framers of the Constitution intended to restrict the power of Con- 
gress so that it could make nothing but gold and silver a legal ten- 
der. The word coin used in the Constitution is of French origin, and 
derived from coigne, which originally meant the instrument or stamp 
by which an impression was made upon softer material, but in the 
progress of time this word acquired a secondary sense and was used to 
indicate the stamped material ; and there is no reason why it should 
not in this sense be applied to paper stamped by authority of the 
Government as well as to gold and silver. 

At and prior to the adoption of the Constitution, it was the prac- 
tice of many governments to stamp or coin money out of paper as 
well as gold and silver. This was well known to the framers of the 
Constitution, and if they had intended that nothing should be made 
a legal-tender except gold and si!ver they would have explicitly said 
so. These arguments demonstrate the constitutionality of the legal- 
tender act, and it has also received the sanction of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in the case of Knox rs. Lee, reported in 12 
Wallace, 457. It has been recklessly asserted upon this floor by 
several republicans that the Supreme Court placed the legality of the 
legal-tender act solely upon the so-called war power, and that while 
there was power to make Treasury notes a legal tender in time of 
war, no such power exists in time of peace. That court never asserted 
that the Constitution is an elastic instrument, meaning one thing in 
war and another in peace. Some of its members who were on the 
electoral commission may have subjected themselves to the charge of 
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being unscrupulous partisans, but they have never by the 
of such a folly invited the unmitigated contempt of the 
judges of the world. 
The cour’ rested the constitutionality of the legal-tender act 
a construction of the language of the Constitution, and not , 
ignus fatuus of the so-called war power—a delusion that } ud it 
gin in brains heated by passions of war and in a desire to find 8 ori. 
Constitution a right to trample upon it when it suited parte ; oe 
poses. In proof of these assertions, the court, in the case refereed ur. 
makes use of this language. In speaking of the case of the Vv aoa 
Bank rvs. Fenno, the court says : ve 
There this court avowed that it is the constitutional right of Con 
a currency for the whole country; that this might be done by coin or Unite 1 se _ 
notes, or notes of national banks, and that it cannot be questioned Congr : 


constitutionally secure the benefit of such a currency to the peuple by a. 
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There can be no question of the power to emit bills of credit and make + 
receivable in payment of debts to itself, to fit them for use; * * « all — 
transactions of commerce to make them acurrency uniform in value ena den bos 
tion and convenient and useful for circulation. Here (that is, in the case of 
Veazie Bank vs. Fenno) the substantive power to tax was allowed to be ¢ 
for improving the currency. It is not easy to see why, if State-bank nots 
taxed out of existence for the purpose of indirectly making United States pore. 
more convenient and useful for commercial purposes, the same ead may pot | 
secured directly by making them a legal tender. * * * To assert, then, that the 
clause enabling Congress to coin money and regulate its value tacitly implies 
denial of all other power over the currency of the nation is an attem —>s 


: : ; »t bo intro. 
duce a new rule of construction against the solemn decisions of thiscourt. «+ = 
The Constitution was intended to frame a government as distinguished fron, . 


league or compact; a government supreme in some particulars over States q 
people. It was designed to provide the same currency, having a uniform leval 
value in all the States. It was for this reason the power to coin money and rey 
ulate its value was conferred on the Federal Government while the same power, as 
well as the power to emit bills of credit, was withdrawn from the States. * «+ 
The States can no longer declare what shall be money or regulate its value; what 
ever power there is over currency is vested in Congress. 

After saying this the court affirmed the cases in which it had heen 
decided that greenbacks were a legal tender in discharge of debts 
created before or aft r the passage of the legal-tender act. 

Congress, then, has the power to furnish the people a legal-tender 
currency sufficient to do their business and relieve their oppressed 
industries. By doing so it would indeed strengthen the public credit 
by substituting a non-interest-bearing debt, that it would probably 
never be called upon to pay, for an interest-bearing one, and it is its 
plain duty to do so, and the only question is by what method it 
should be done. It has already been demonstrated that there is not 
gold and silver enough in the country to do its business and move its 
produce. No one expects any civilized country ever again to return 
toa pure system of specie payments, by which every purchase of 
property and every payment of a debt will be consummated by an 
actual counting-out of coin. Itis universally conceded that we must 
have some kind of paper circulation. It must then be issued either 
directly by the Federal Government or directly by the State govern. 
ments, or by corporations and banks created by one of them. 

The objections to the national-bank system have been pointed out, 
The State-bank system is equally objectionable. By it a few favored 
persons who happened to be able to command a certain amount of 
gold and silver were given the monopoly of issuing three times that 
amount of paper money and to loan it to the people for a circulating 
medium, they being permitted to have the custody of thecoin by which 
iv was supposed to be partly secured. It would not answer for the 
State governments to issue directly paper money—it would not be of 
uniform value and acceptability—as some of the States would have 
better credit than others, and such a currency would be questioned 
when it wandered beyond State lines. It follows, then, that the 
Federal Government should issue and maintain a sufficient volume of 
papercurrency. Such a currency, if not issued in impradent amounts, 
made a legal tender in payment of all public and private dues, except 
those expressly payable in coin, would float at par with gold and 
silver, and the two latter would come out of their hiding places and 
circulate by its side. 

The first sixty millions of greenbacks or Treasury notes issued by 
the Government called demand notes—were receivable in payment 
of all dues, and in the darkest hour of the war, when gold was 
worth 280, were equal to it and exchangeable at par for it. If we 
could maintain that amount at par when the issue of the war was 
doubtful and our expenses were millions of dollars a day, we can cer- 
tainly now maintain many times that amount at par with gold or 
silver, especially as by doing so we would save an expenditure of 
many millions of interest annually. Our bonds bearing 5 per cent. 
interest and payable at the end of thirty or forty years are worth in 
gold or silver more than their face value, and certainly our bonds«doe 
on demand should be worth par, and would at the same time furnish 
the people a safe, cheap, steady, and acceptable circulating medium, 
even should we issue them to the full amount of the $734,661,500 of 
bonds that are payable in paper. Such a course would not swell the 
aggregate of our paper and coin circulation near up to what it was 
in 1866, and the currency thus issued and not discredited by our own 
Government, as were the green backs, would remain at par so long 
as there was full confidence in the Federal Government and it was 
not in excess of the demands of local commerce. 

It seems to me that the objections to such a system and the advo- 
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| cacy of our present false system of finance will be found in the failure 


to recognize the fact that population and production have multip!i d 
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rapidly than gold and silver, and that they no longer 
] yacity to do both the foreign and internal business of the 
se ee are not more than sufficient to do the foreign exchanges ; 


world, ane . . « 
— aa ud of openly and boldly accepting this fact, we have tried 


re 
aon uch more 





~ eal it by various subterfuges, such as banks who are the cus- 
oa of coin and who pretend to issue only tw) or three times as 
Todas 0 ; : 


ch paper as they have coin, and that issue their paper payable in 
poe that has no existence in their vaults or elsewhere, and the people 
Sv eept the same as equal to coin, knowing that the banks have not 
_— | ability to pay one-third of them in coin; and this paper, 
= oo rily payable in coin, inflates prices, and all goes on swim- 
ee ire time, until this unreal system expands to an extent that 
emg al cautious begin to lose confidence, and then the bubble is 
ae tured and confidence gives place to universal distrust, and panic 
andcommercial distress ensue ; and the people awake too late to find 
that the banks have not been loaning them money at usury but only 
a awake to the fact that we must of necessity have two 
currencies: one a catholic or universal currency, which is accredited 
and recognized throughout the world, and the other a local currency 
for each nation or confederacy, with which the people thereof can do 
their internal commerce. There is gold and silver enough in the 
world to do its foreign commeree, with which to settle the balances 
in the clearing-house of nations; but not enough to do that and also 
the internal interchanges of the various nations and peoples; and 
each people must have some otber kind of currency for the transac- 
tion of its internal commerce, the aggregate of which is many times 
as great as that of their foreign or external commerce. The credit of 
onr Government With its own people and with foreign governments 
is assured, and far better than it 1s possible for that of any private 
corporation to be. What, then, is the duty of the hour? It is to 
modify our tariff, which has been also adjusted to the interests of the 
few and against that of the people; enter upon a system of rigid 
economy, and base our currency on the credit of the Federal Govern- 
ment,and issue, not an unlimited amount of legal-tender greenbacks, 
receivable for all public and private dues, but an amount sufficient to 
enable the people to transact their internal commerce; sufficient to 
emancipate commerce from its slavery to an insufficient amount of 
money and to restore prosperity to a distressed and suffering people. 

By this plan we ean return tospecie payment by the Ist of January, 
1-7, and gratify the wishes of the so-called resumptionists. But it 
js not resumption they crave; it is resumption by a merciless con- 
traction that will place all the property of the country in their power. 
But this plan may be objected to as purely theoretic. It is not, but 
has been tested in practice and worked beneficent results. Venice 
for nearly four hundred years made her indebtedness to her citizens 
the basis of a circulating medium and maintained an inflated paper 
currency at more than par with gold and silver, and for a long time 
maintained it at about 20 per cent. above par with gold and silver. 
The present great prosperity of France is mainly due to the fact that 
she in substance adopted this system. Only six or seven years since 
France was overrun and conquered by Germany, her cities were 
sacked, her fields laid waste, and she was compelled to pay a tribute 
of about $1,000,000,000 in gold to her conqueror, and yet to-day she 
is prosperous and her conqueror, Germany, is in a state of ruin, bank- 
ruptey, and distress equal to that of our own. 

What solution can we find for this strange state of the case, except 
that Germany, after the war, contracted her currency and demone- 
tized silver, and France swelled the volume of her currency beyond 
what she had done during the war, and made it a legal tender for all 
dues, public and private, and floated it equal, or about equal, to gold 
and silver, and by their side? 

With this example before us, those who aspire to be called states- 
men prefer to follow the lead of distressed imperial Germany rather 
than the example of republican France. France, with a population 
ten million less than ours and a foreign and domestic trade no 
greater, maintains a mixed circulation of gold, silver, and paper to 
an amount over $1,600,000,000, and we to-day only have, including 
$40,000,000 of silver, a circulation of about $722,000,000, and, if we 
were to gradually abolish the national-bank system, retire its notes, 
and pay off the $734,661,800 of currency bonds with full legal-tender 
greenbacks, we would then only have in gold, silver, and paper acur- 
reney to the amount of $1,352,000,000. 

The great statesman and strict constructionist (Mr. Calhoun) advo- 
cated a plan very similar to the one proposed, in speeches made in the 
United States Senate upon the subtreasury and other bills. January 
10, 1840, in speaking of bank-paper, &c., he said : 

The only substitute will be found to be in the direct use by the Government of its 
own credit. * *** Talso regard the use by the Government of its own credit in 
the form of Treasury notes, or some other better form, as indispensable to the perma- 
nent success of the policy of this bill. 

Subtreasury bill. 


On a bill authorizing the issual of Treasury notes, he, on September 
19, 1837, said : 

Believing that there might be a sound and safe paper currency founded on the 
credit of the Government exclusively, I was desirous that those who were responsible 


ani have the power, should have availed themselves of the opportunity of the 
temporary deficit in the Treasury. 


_ The old democratic doctrine of a uniform, steady, and unfluctuat- 
‘ng curreucy, which kept prices steady and enabled business men to 
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caleulate with reasonable certainty the results of their labors and 
business ventures, was a sound one; and so long as we had enough 
gold and silver to do our exchanges it was best to adopt them as a 
circulating medium, because they were natural productions, and could 
not be increased at will, but the patent fact that there is no longer gold 
and silver enough to do our business forces the necessity of applying 
these sound principles by new methods to the altered state of the 
case. It may be asked why a return to specie payment at any time 
or under any circumstances is favored by one holding the views above 
expressed. The answer is that wise legislators have to consult the 
long-entertained and false convictions and prejudices of those for 
whom they legislate, as well as sound abstract principles, and that 
money is all faith, and not a reality, and the world has for thousands 
of years fixed its faith upon gold and silver as the best, if not the 
only, money, it may be necessary to make paper money exchangeable 
for it to give it that complete faith which is desirable. 

It is also desirable to return to specie payments in order to afford our 
citizens a ready opportunity to exchange their local currency for the 
catholic currency when they have occasion to travel in or trade with 
foreign countries, and to restrain the imprudent issue of paper money. 
However large the issue of paper money may be, it can be maintained 
at par with gold and silver so long as no more is issued than de- 
manded by the needs of internal commerce and there is full confi- 
dence in the governments whose credit is used as a circulating 
medium, and the fact that gold and silver can be used for a single 
purpose, namely, foreign exchange, that the paper cannot be, will 
be overcome by the superior portability and convenience of the latter. 

But we are asked how are we to ascertain the amount required by 
the needs of commerce; in other words, how we will find a gange 
for the true amount of paper currency. My friends, Mr. KELey, of 
Pennsylvania, and Mr. EWING, of Ohio, propose to regulate the 
amount of paper money afloat by the law of demand and supply, 
and to issue the maximum amount of paper money claimed to be 
necessary to do the business of the country, and at the same time to 
issue an equal amount of bonds bearing 3.65 per cent. per annum, 
and make them and the money interconvertible ; so that when there 
is a surplus of currency afloat it will be put into the treasury and 
the bonds taken out; when there is a deficit of currency the bonds 
will go into the treasury and bring out the money. 

This is an admirable plan, but for the fact that it is liable to abuse. 
Under such a system I fear that the great bankers and bondholders 
at the money centers would pool the currency, run it into the Treas 
ury, and take the bonds out, and thus produce a scarcity of money 
which would reduce prices to the lowest ebb, and would first pur- 
chase up the productions of the country and then return the bonds 
to the Treasury, inflate the currency and prices, and then sell out 
and repeat the operation. The fact that the Government would be 
disbursing the currency in discharge of its current obligations weak- 
ens but does not remove the objection. The money sharks could poo! 
the currency more rapidly than the current disbursements by the 
Treasury would return it to circulation. I trust that the ingenuity 
of the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY, } 
aided by his friend, [Mr. EW1NG,] may be able to avoid successfully 
this objection. 

The whole amount of taxes imposed by the Federal, State, county, 
and municipal governments for a year are aLout $750,000,000, and 
we could successfully float twice that amount in paper money if it 
paid all the taxes which gold and silver would. ‘The fact that the 
whole amount of the currency would be taken in every two years by 
the governments, and that it would be demanded to facilitate private 
exchanges to the extent that there was not gold and silver to do so, 
would hold it at par. The State of Kentucky some fifty years since 
issued what was called Commonwealth bank paper to an amount 
more than twice the annual taxes and made it receivable for all dues 
to the State, county, and municipal authorities, not redeemable in 
gold or silver, and based solely on the credit of the State. 

The prejudices of the old-time ideas of finance depreciated this 
money for a time far below gold and silver, but soon after it rose to 
par with them, and when the Commonwealth’s bank wound up its 
affairs, it paid the State, who was the stockholder thereof, the full 
amount of its stock and a large premium thereon incoin. It may be 
that the experience of our Government for the last ten years has 
furnished us a true currency gauge. In 13866, when we began 
contraction, the people of the country only owed the banks about 
$474,000,000, and in 1873, when we had reduced the currency one- 
half, they owed them about $994,000,000. From 1866 to 1873 the in- 
debtedness of the people to the banks increased pari passu with the 
contraction of the currency. This shows that a reduction of the cur- 
rency below the amount actually needed compels the people to bor- 
row credit from the banks to a greater extent than they have to do 
when they have asuflicient currency. An insufficient amount of cur- 
rency forces the people to borrow credit at usury to move their prod- 
uce. None have credit to loan except those who deal in ready money 
or its equivalent. 

The banks do not loan money in the main, but loan their credit. 
This is fully proven by the fact that the London County Bank had 
only a paid-up capital of £1,500,000, and after doing business many 
years and paying out all its pro its in semi-annual dividends, except 
a reserve of £300,000, had on hand £2,000,000 of real estate and 
about £18,000,000 of bonds npon the people. 
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It may be that a currency gauge may be found by ascertaining 
what amount of eurreney will enable our people to transact their 
business without borrowing from the banks any amount of money in 
excess of the actual currency held by them 

For honestly entertaining and boldly expressing these opiuions we 
nre denounced by the gentleman from New York [ Mr. CHITTENDEN J as 
fools, incompetents, and repudiationists; but 1 suppose we can sur- 
vive it, as we are sustained by that great and good man, Mr. Cal- 
houn, to whom the gentleman from New York is no more to be com- 
pared than the meanest of the feathered tribe is to be compared with 
the proud bird of Jove, the imperial eagle, whose image is the chosen 
and glorious emblem of our national banner. I hurl back the charge 
upon the gentleman and his associates. They are the real repudia- 
tionists. They advocated and indorse the act of the 18th of March, 
1569, which is the first act of repudiation which has ever stained our 
statute-books. 

I hope the House and those denounced will forgive the gentleman 
for these uncourteous and unparliamentary words. In the heat of 
debate they were prompted by a sense of inability to respond to our 
arguments ; by the rage of impotence they serve to fill a line in the 
Recokp which should have contained an argument. The gentleman 
inade a draft on his brain for one, it was protested, and his brain re- 
fused to furnish an argument for his tongue. 

If this resumption act and this class legislation be not repealed, 
they contain within themselves all the possibilities of woe, ruin, dis- 
tress, individual and national bankruptcy, revolution, and the loss 
of the remnant of our liberties. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, addressed the Honse. [THis remarks 
will appear in the ae. ] 

Mr. DUNNELL. move that the Ilouse now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at cloven o’clock and 
thirty minutes p. mn.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
vnder the rule, and referred as stated : 

by Mr. BANNING: The petition of A. B. Mullett, for compensation 
for services rendered as an architect in designing the plans and super- 
intending the construction of the new building for the State, War, 
and Navy Departments and for designs furnished for improvements 
in the Post-Oflice Department, and the jail for the District of Colum- 
bin—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

bv Mr. COX, of New York: The petition of gardeners, laborers, and 
others in the employ of the office of Superintendent of Pablic Build- 
ings and Grounds, to be paid extra for the time over eight hours per 
day they have worked—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Also, the petition of David Conroy, for relief as to services to the 
Government of Ecuador—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

hy Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of the members of the Cumberland 
Presbyterian church, at Charleston, Tennessee, for compensation for 
damages to their church building by the United States Army—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ELAM: Papers relating to the claim of Dr. James B. Sul- 
livan for compensation for property destroyed by the United States 
Army—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Memorial of citizens of New Orleans, for a re- 
duction of the duty upon imported wines—to the Committce of Ways 
and Means. 

by Mr. HARRISON: The petition of Mary J. Sears, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. HENKLE: Papers relating to the claim of William Tal- 
bert for the use by the United States of his improvement in marine 
railways—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of Robert G. Coleman, for com- 
pensation for property taken by the United States Army—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the representatives of M. D. 
Newman for services rendered certain Indians—to the Committee of 
Claims. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Davis Hatch, of Norwalk, Con- 
necticut, for remuneration for losses sustained by the wrongful acts 
and conduct of General Orville E. Babcock, when acting as the au- 
thorized agent of the Government and of the late Executive, with 
reference to the annexation of San Domingo—to the Committee of 
Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: The petition of the captors of the ram Albe- 
marle, for relief—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the petition of William L. W. Seabrook, late commissioner 
of the land oflice of Maryland, to have refunded certain internal- 
revenue taxes paid on his salary—to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

Also, the petition of Francis O. Wyse, to be placed on the retired 
list as a lientenant-colonel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

hy Mr. SAYLER: Papers relating to the petitions of William 
Buckley, August Mellon, and Eliza A. Semple for pensions—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Alse, papers relating to the claim of the Enterprise Insurance 
Company of Cincinnati, Ohio, for taxes overpaid—to the Committee 
of Claims 
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Also, the petition of the heirs of William Tait, that t) 
amount received by the United States for certain propert ; 
Cincinnati, Ohio, under a contiscation proceeding ee 
mittec. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of Charles E., Pj. ram 
refunded the amount paid by him contained in a registered 1, 
which was lost—to the same committee. . oe 

Also, papers relating to the claim of A. G. Collins 
incurred while deputy provost-marshal sixth district of 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the petition of Mary Ann Stone 
reimbursed the amount wrongfully paid by her late hy 
exemption from military service—to the same committes. 

By Mr. SCALES: Papers relating to the petition of Edw) 
Nutall for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. al 

By Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia: The petition of Charles | 
surveyor of customs at Augusta, Georgia, for additional eo; 
for his services—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Papers relating to the petition of Messengers of 
the Supreme Court for additional compensation—to the Committes.; 
Claims. si 

By Mr. WALKER: Papers relating to the petition of Willian I} 
Isaacs & Co., of Richmond, Virginia, for the restoration of certs, 
coin belonging to them now in the Treasury of the United States—:, 
the Committee on the Judiciary. iad 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin: Papers relating to the claim 
A. E. Hodges for cotton and other property seized by the United States 
authorities—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky : Papers relating to tho claim of Joh) 
Gault for services rendered as a major of voluntecrs—to tho Conny): 
tec on Military Affairs. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, November 17, 1877. 


The Honse met at twelve o’clock m. 
W. P. HARRISON. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ATKINS. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropris 
tions to repert back the Army appropriation bill with amend 
by the Senate and to submit thereon the report which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the bill (11. R. No. 92 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for tho fiscal year ending Jk 
30, 1872, and for other purposes, together with the amendments of tho Senate t 
to, having considered the same beg leave to report as follows: They recom 
concurrence in the amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 4, 9, 10, 12, 14, and 
They recommend pon-concurrence in the amendments numbered 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 11 
and 14. 

Mr. ATKINS. The amendments of the Senate are mostly immate 
rial. The Committee on Appropriations have concurred in some an 


| non-concurred inethers, The principal point of difference bet ween t! 


Senate and the House on the bill is in regard to the question of for 
The Senate have stricken out the limitation of twenty thousand au 
inserted a limitation of twenty-five thousand for the enlisted mer 
the Army. That is the principal point of difference. They have re 
duced the general aggregate of the sum appropriated by $100,500 
low the sum appropriated by the House. 1 will read what the chaii 
man of the Committee on Appropriations in the Senate said on that 
subject: 

Whether the amounts reported in this bill will be sufficient for the entire expen 
itnres of the Army remains to be scen. The committee did not deem it advisa 
to delay its passage an hour by any amendment that could be supplied by det 
We have added nothing to avy 
item of the bill. 

Itseems from that that the Committeeon Appropriationsof the Sen- 
ate did not enter into the calculation of what was required for the sup 
port of the Army, but simply took the bill as passed by tho House of 
Representatives, with three solitary exceptions, They reduced the 
appropriation for expenses of the Commanding General's Oflice from 
$3,000 to $2,500, They reduced the appropriation forthesupport of hos- 
pitals $50,000, The House appropriated $100,000, being the amount 
which was estimated. The Senato also struck out of the bill the 
provision proposing to convert smooth-bore guns into rifle cannon. 
The House appropriated $50,000 for that purpose. The Senate have 
stricken that from the bill. The Appropriation Committee of the 
House of Representatives, however, recommend non-concurrence It 
that amendment, for the reason that we were assured by Genera! 
Benét, who has charge of the Ordnance Department of the Gover 
ment, that that is an important matter. He thinks these canno' 
ought to be converted, and that it wonld be a great saving to 
Goverument if they should be made as fine rifle cannon for thei ea: 
ber as any in the world, and that if an appropriation is not made 
and continued to be made by subsequent Congresses until the whole 
twelve hundred and fifty smooth-bore cannon shall be converted into 
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on they will be worth no more than rubbish or useless iron. 
json We recommend non-concurrence. My friond on my 
Vir. BLOUNT] suggests that they want a more expensive gun, 
+ this will be introduced in another appropriation bill. That 
bso, but I have no knowledge of it. 
‘main difference, then, between the House and the Senate is 
ly :1 the foree, and as to the appropriation the Senate leave that, 
tt cy say, as a matter for a deficiency hereafter. I do not think we 
* aronriated very much in excess of what should have been oo 
srtebed. I thought some of the items were large. I was overruled, 
\ ever, in that. But the Committee on Appropriations believe the 
pill is just and right. i 

Mr. BUCKNER. Will the gentleman inform the House what would 
bo theamountof the deficiency on the basis of an increase from twenty 
thousand to twenty-five thousand enlisted men? 

Mr. ATKINS. That would be a very diflicult question to answer. 
Rut I will state to the gentleman, by way of gencral remark, that it 
js estimated a soldier costs the Government $1,000 a year. Each sol- 
dier, if youtake his clothing, his subsistence, his medical attendance, 
his transportation, the pay, and everything elise required for the sup- 
port of the soldier, it is estimated will cost $1,000 per annuin., 

Mr. SCHLEICHER. Does the gentleman mean $1,000 for each 
private, or $1,000 counting in all the officers? 

Mr. ATKINS. I mean an average of $1,000 for the whole Army. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER. You have left all the officers of the old Army; 
you only cut down the number of privates. Tho gentleman docs not 
mean to say that the additional privates would cost $1,000 each. 

Mr. ATKINS. I think not. 

Mr. FOSTER. I desire to ask the gentleman a question right here. 
Does he suppose the increased cost of transportation would not equal 
the cost of the increased number of five thousand additional soldiers ? 

Mr. ATKINS. That is a matter of mere estimate. I know that it 
{ stated a small army costs a great deal moro for transportation than 
a large one. 

Mr. FOSTER. Is not that trne? 

Mr. ATKINS. I do not know whether it is true or not. It is very 
mach like the maxim that “the higher the tariff the lower the goods.” 
Ii might be so high after a while that we would get all goods for 
nothing. 


Mr. HALE. 


Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. ATKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. I only wish to say that on almost all the propositions 
coming from the Senate the Committee on Appropriations are agreed ; 
but that in two or three cases, when the items are reached, a motion 
will be made, representing the minority of the committee, to concur, 
inorder that the whole matter may be brought to a head here to-day. 
Pe House will be given the opportunity upon that motion to concur 
asthe amendments are reached and so to settle the disposition of this 
Army bill and prevent its going to a conference. 

That applies undoubtedly mainly to the amendment with refer- 
ence to the limitation of force, as to whether the Army should be 
left with its present number, twenty-five thousand, or be reduced to 
twenty thousand as proposed by the bill which passed the House; 
also to the action of the House declaring what should be specitically 
the disposition of four regiments of cavalry. Upon those proposi- 
tions a motion will be made to concur with the Senate, so that the 
Ifouse may settle the whole question right here. I do not wish to 
take up any more time now. 

Mr. MILLS. I would inquire if the question can be divided so that 
n separate vote can be taken on each amendment ? 

fhe SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the report of 
the Committee on Appropriations ; but any member can have a sepa- 
rate vote on any amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I would suggest that the amendments be read in their 
order and each voted on separately. 

The SPEAKER. It might be well to adopt the report of the com- 
mittee so far as there is no contest. Where a separate vote is desired 
on any amendment of course it is the right of any member to haye it. 

Mr. HALE. As the amendments are but few, cannot the result be 
most easily reached by having the Clerk read the amendments and 
let the House vote upon them one by one ? 

The SPEAKER. That can be done. 

Mr. ATKINS, If no other gentleman desires to be heard, I will call 
the previous question upon agreeing to the report of the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations whether, if we agree in the Senate amend- 
ment in regard to the increase of the force of the Army, it will not 
entail an additional expense over that of the House bill of at least 
$3,000,000, which must be mado up hereafter by a doficiency bill ? 

_ Mr. ATKINS. I cannot answer definitely; I have no doubt the 
deficiency will be at least $3,000,000, 

Mr. POTTER. I desire to inquire whether the amendment iu ref- 
frence to a reduction of the foree of the Army has connected with it 
‘he provision requiring four regiments of cavalry to be kept on the 
~rders of Texas, so that we cannot vote upon one of those provis- 
tous without voting upon the other as well ? 

Mr. ATKINS, The Committee on Appropriations recommend con- 
citreuce in that port ion of the amendment of the Senate which 
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The SPEAKER. 
clear. 

Mr. POTTER. J 
understood. I think the chairman of the coi is in error 

Mr. ATKINS. I beg pardon; I was mistaken and I stand cor 
rected. The Committee on Appropriations insist upon their amend 
ments to the original! bill. 

Mr. POTTER. Then, if I understand it, we cannot vote to reduce 
the Army without voting at the same time to keep four regiments of 
cavalry on the borders of Texas. I regret that, for 1 want to vote for 
a reduction of the Army; but I am in grave doubt about the pro- 
pricty of this direction of the disposition of the cavalry 

The SPEAKER. The Chair willdirect Rule 46 to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The reading of the amendments will make that 


think it would that 1 


; 
well to have 


vnibliee 


Any member may call for the division of a question before or after the main 
question is ordered, which shall be divided if it comprehends propositions in sub 
stance so distinct that, one being taken away, a substantive proposition shall 
remain for the decision of the louse. A motion to strike out and insert shall be 
ceomed indivisible ; but a motior co Out being lost, shall preclude neither 
amendment nor a motion to strike out and insert 


Mr. ATKINS. I will ask for a division. 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. I notioe 
that the first amendment of the Senate proposes to reduce the appro 
priation for the expenses of the office of the Commanding General 
from $3,000 to $2,500. I desire to know from the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations whether, in the opinion of the commit- 
tee, $2,500 will support the oflice of the Commanding General. 

Mr. ATKINS. The Commanding General himself thinks so, and I 
reckon it will. I now call the previous question on the report of the 
committee. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question or- 
dered. 

Mr. ATKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the main 
question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to recousider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The first amendment will be read. 

The first amendment was in the clause relative toexpense of Com 
manding General’s Office, and was to reduce the amounts appropriated 
from $3,000 to $2,500. 

Mr. ATKINS. The Committee on Appropriations recommend con 
currence in that amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The second amendment of the Senate was, in line 17, page 1, strike 
out “ privates” and insert “ enlisted men.” 

Mr. ATKINS. The committee recommend 
amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The third amendment was, on page 1, line 19, strike out “ fifty- 
two” before the words “ paymasters’ clerks.” 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I would like to ask the chairman of tho 
Committee on Appropriations a question. What reason is there why 
there should not be fifty-four paymasters’ clerks ? 

Mr. ATKINS. I have no objection to answering the question, but 
the previous question has been ordered, and as I understand tliat 
cuts off debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, having made the report from 
the committee, is entitled to one hour if he chooses to take it. 

Mr. ATKINS. Very well; I will answer the question. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. As I understand there are now fifty-four 
paymasters. I do not understand why fifty-two of them should have 
clerks and two of them be not allowed clerks. I have not been able to 
ascertain any reason for that. 

Mr. ATKINS. I will give the reason that controlled the action of 
the committee. In the last Army bill only fifty-two clerks were 
allowed to the paymasters, because there were fifty-two paymasters, 
a Paymaster-General, and a deputy paymaster-general, making fifty 
fourinall. They had usually had non-commissioned officers to act 
as clerks for them. We allow only fifty-two clerks for the paymasters, 
at asalary of $1,200 cach. The statute contemplates that non-com- 
missioned officers shall perform this clerical duty when they can. 
But the paymasters are allowed to employ civilians as clerks at an 
annual salary of $1,200 each; and in every case the paymasters have 
employed civilians in that capacity, instead of taking non-comunis- 
sioned officers, as they might have done at much leas cost. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I trust the chairman of the Committee 
will pardon a further question ; and that is whether or not in his 
judgment the practice which has obtained in the Department of al- 
lowing paymasters to employ as theirclerks civilians in whom they 
have confidence, for the purpose of handling the large sums of money 
that come into their keeping, is not wiser than to require them tode 
tail a non-commissioned oflicer or an enlisted man of whose integrity 
they have no knowledge ? 

Mr. ATKINS. I donot know that a non-commissioned oflicer o1 
an enlisted man is not as honest and as competent as a civilian 

Mr. HALE. The paymaster may not know hii ; that is the tronble. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. The remark of the gentleman from Yen 
nessee { Mr. ATKINS ] may be true; but is it at all hike ly that a person 
in the responsible position of paymaster in the Army, and who is lia 
ble upon his official bond for any detaleation, \ 
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iorced upon him by the statute as his assistant some one of whose 
fntegrity he had no know ledge ? 

Mr. ATKINS. Under the law it is the duty of the paymaster him- 
self to handle the money: these clerks are employed merely to do 
clerical labor. I do not know that it is intended they shall be finan- 
ciers of the Government. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Without extending the colloquy further, 
I move that the House concur in the Senate amendment so that each 
paymaster shall have one clerk. 

Mr. FOSTER. It should be stated that this does not affect the 
amount appropriated at all, The amount is the same whether there 
be fifty-two or fifty-four. 

Mr. ATKINS. If there were fifty-four there would be a deficiency 
of $2,400. 

Mr. FOSTER. Not necessarily. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] 
moves that the House non-concur; the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
BAKER] moves toconcur. The question will be taken on concurrence, 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 115, noes 126. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the amendment was not concurred in. 

The next amendment of the Senate, which was read, was to insert 
after “paymasters’ clerks,” in line 19, the words “not exceeding 
fifty-four.” 

Mr. ATKINS. I ask the House to non-concur in this amendment. 

The amendment was not concurred in. 

The next amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

Strike out the following after the word “ provided" in line 27: 

That a force of four cavalry regiments shall be recruited to one hundred men 
in each company, and the same shall be employed in the defense of the Mexican 
and Indian frontiers of Texas: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall auth- 
orize the recruiting the number of men on the Army rolls, including Indian sconts 
and hospital stewards, beyond twenty thousand men, of whom four fall cavalry 


regiments shall be kept in service on the Mexican frontier in Texas. 
Aud insert the folowing 


That cavalry regiments may be recruited to one hundred men in each company, 
and kept as near as practicable at that number; and a sufficient force of cavalry 
shall be employed in defense of the Mexican and Indian frontier of Texas. 

Mr. FOSTER. 

Mr. ATKINS. 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The first branch of the amendment will be read. 

Mr. HALE. Is there not a technical difficulty about dividing the 
question upon concurring in a Senate amendment? Should not the 
motion be to concur with such an amendment as will cover the point 
desired to be reached? I donot remember any case in which the vote 
has been divided upon Senate amendments, though a motion to con- 
cur with an amendment adopting a part of the amendment, and not 
the rest, is customary. 

Mr. ATKINS. Let me make an explanation in regard to this fifth 
amendment. The House bill originally contained this clause : 
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I move concurrence in this amendment. 
I ask a division of the question upon the amend- 


Provided, That a force of four cavalry regiments shall be recruited to one hundred 
men in each company; and the same shall be employed in the defense of the 
Mexican and Lodian trontier of Texas, 

This provision was stricken out in the House— 

Mr. HALE. If the gentleman will move to concur with an amend- 
ment striking out that portion which the Senate added, it will cover 
the point exactly, and it seems to me would leave the Journal right. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALr] is incor- 
rect in his judgment as to the impropriety of dividing the question 
upon an amendment of this character. The rule is very clear as to 
the right of a member to ask a division of the question upon any 
proposition ; and no discrimination is made as to whether it is a Sen- 
ate amendment or a House amendment. 

Mr. HALE. My point is not so much as to the right but as to the 
practice 

The SPEAKER. 
as to the practice. 

Mr. HALE. If my memory serves me, the practice has always 
been what I have stated. 

Mr. ATKINS. It is admissible to strike out, is it not, Mr. Speaker ? 

Mr. BURCHARD. Is not the amendment of the Senate a proposi- 
tion to strike out certain words and insert others? If so, under the 
rule the question is indivisible, 

Mr. HALE. A motion to concur with an amendment will cover the 
case, 

Mr. BURCHARD. Task to have the rule read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have the rule read. 

The Clerk read Rule 46, as follows: 

Any member may call for the division of a question before er after the main 
question is ordered, which shall be divided if it comprehend propositions in sub- 


stance so distinct that, one being taken away, a substantive proposition shall re- 
main for the decision of the House 


Mr. BURCHARD. Iask that the Clerk proceed to read the residue. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A motion to strike ont and insert shall be deemed indivisible, but a motion to 
strike out being lost, shall preclude neither amendment nor a motion to strike out 
and insert. 


Mr. BEEBE. 


The Chair thinks the gentleman is mistaken also 


Let me inquire if this amendment coming from the 
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Senate does not constitute two amendments, practically an 
the motion to strike out is not one amendment in itself ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the House de 
get at two propositions: first, whether there shall be in ¢ ot > 
clanse directing the assignment of the Army, and, second oe 
number of the Army. To aid the House in arriving at : 
these two points is what the Chair is directing his att 

Mr. BURCHARD. The amendment of the Senate 
certain wards and insert other words. Under our rul 
is indivisible, and therefore it seems to me that the difficulty cat 
be obviated in the manner suggested by the gentleman from M ouly 
[Mr. HALE, ] to test the sense of the House by a motion to con — 
the amendment of the Senate with an amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. There are but three things possible. 
sends tous a proposition. We either vote to concur, and then the | 
stands as the Senate sends it to us, or we vote to non-con ur me 
that leaves it just as we sent it to the Senate; and the third thi) 
that we vote to concur with an amendment. There can be no i 
proposition in the case. 

Mr. HALE. Gentlemen can reach the point by concurring in tl 
amendment of the Senate with an amendment striking out that “ 
tion which the Senate has inserted. - 

Mr. GARFIELD. We can concur in the Senate amendment w+) 
an amendment, so as to read in a particular form. That is the oy\, 
method in which we can reach it. re 

Mr. ATKINS. Does the Chair decide that the amendment of t}, 
Senate is indivisible ? F 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the motion to strike oy; 
and insert is not divisible. : 

Mr. ATKINS. Very well. Then I move to non-concur in the amen 
ment of the Senate. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move to concur. Now let us understand this mat 
ter. I understand that a motion to concur in the Senate amend, 
applies to the entire amendment; that is, to strike out and insert: 
that includes the whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that a concurrence in the amen 
ment will keep in all the language inserted by the Senate, and that 
a non-concurrence will strike it out. 

Mr. HALE. In concurring with the Senate we strike out all that 
the Senate struck out, and insert all that the Senate inserted. 

The SPEAKER. The effect of the Senate amendment is to strik: 
out all after the word “ provided” in line 91 of the printed bill wh 
embraces, in fact, two provisos running to the end of the section ani 
to the word “ Texas.” 

Mr. POTTER. I think, sir, there is some misapprehension here 
You will find, Mr. Speaker, that there are two provisions which « 
with the word “Texas,” and by looking at the bill before you y 
will find that the pending amendment is to strike out the proviso for 
four regiments of cavalry to be employed in the defense of the Mexi 
ean and Indian frontier of Texas and to insert the words in italics, 
and that there is nothing in this amendment in relation to the redu 
tion of the Army. 

Mr. CLYMER. Yes, there is. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chairis of the opinion that the solution of the 
difficulty between the two Houses will be that if this amendment is 
concurred in then the language employed by the Senate will become 
a part of the text of the bill, and if it be non-concurred in then that 
part of the bill that provides for the assignment of a portion of the 
Army to the Texas frontier is retained as provided for in the House 
bill. 

Mr. ATKINS. I sugges‘; that for the understanding of the House 
the language to be stricken out be now read, and also the languase 
proposed to be inserted. 

Mr. CALKINS. Before that is done, I desire to make an inquiry of 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations what this ameud- 
ment. is. 

Mr. ATKINS. 

Mr. CALKINS. 
prise ? 

Mr. ATKINS. I ask that the Clerk read amendment No. 5. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Strike out : 

Provided, Thata force of four cavalry regiments shall be recruited to one hundred 
men in each company, and the same shall be employed in the defense of the Mes! 
can and Indian froutier of Texas. 

And in lien thereot insert : 

That cavalry regiments may be recruited to one hundred men in each company 
and kept as near as practicable at that number; and a sufficient force of cavaly 
shall be employed in the defense of the Mexican and Indian frontier of Texas 

Mr. FOSTER. The amendment of the Senate strikes out all the 
words down to the word “ Texas.” : 

Mr. ATKINS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, the Clerk is correct 
in his reading; the word “ Texas” occurs twice on that page, as he 
will perceive. 

Mr. HALE. The printed bill does not show the numbers of the 
amendments. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have read the following paragt'" 
from the Digest, so that the House will clearly understand the effect 
of a vote on concurrence : 


The question which first arises on a resolution, amendment, or conference report 


1 whether 
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as to th 
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This is amendment No. 5. : 
What is amendment No. 5% What does it com- 












And as the negative of concurrence amounts to the affirmative 
no question is afterward put on the latter motion. 


rreuce 


wa - SPEAKER. The Chair caused that paragraph to be read, 
: 1 afte shere will be but asingle vote upon the proposition which will 


be on CONCUITINE. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. If the House is in favor of the 
< nate amendment, and votes in favor of concurring, will that leave 
: “Senate amendment in the text of the bill? ; 
The SPEAKER. It will. If the House votes to concur in what 
he Senate BOs placed in the bill, of course it will remain there. 
h Mr POTTER. If the House votes to non-concur, then it will be in 

4 . to move to strike out the Senate addition to the bill as well as 
een a iuse which the Senate has stricken out? If the House refuse to 
: “a it the Senate substitute for the direction made by the House as 
ray regiments on the frontier of Texas, then it will be in order to 
z wwe to strike out the Senate direction in that regard so as to leave 
=o direction at all, as regards regiments. ; 
"The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that it would. — 

Mr. ELAM. If I understand it, the effect of non-concurring will 
be to leave the bill as it passed the House. ; 

The SPEAKER. And that is what the Committee on Appropria- 
tions recommend. c 

Mr. ELAM. If the House concur in the amendment of the Senate 
they concur in what is stricken out and in what is added. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to make one remark in reference to what 
has been said, that we should not take the direction of the Army 
away from the President. I want to say that the President of the 


lnited States is Commander-in-Chief of the Army, but he is Com- | 


mander-in-Chief under the laws of the United States, and the prac- 
tice has been uniform, and has been long indulged in, to provide laws 
to govern him in his control of the Army. He commands the Army, 
but according to law, 

Mr. LAPHAM. The bill is printed in such a form that we cannot 
nnderstand it, and I desire to have the sixth amendment of the Sen- 
ate read, 

lhe SPEAKER. There is no objection to having it read for the 
information of the House. 

(he Clerk read the sixth amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Now the question is on concurring in the fifth 
amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. On that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

Phe yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PRICE. Would it not simplify the matter to have the Clerk 
read the paragraph as it will read if the amendment of the Senate 
be concurred in? 

Mr. ATKINS. It has been read already a dozen times. 

Several MeMBERS. Regular order! 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 140, nays 126, not 
voting 24; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs Aiken, Aldrich, Bacon, Bagley, John H. Baker, William H. Ba- 
ker, Ballon, Banks, Bayne, Benedict, Bisbee, Hora, Brentano, Brewer, Briggs, 
Brogden, Browne, Burchard, Burdick, Cain, Calkins, Camp, Campbell, Cannon, 
Chittenden, Claflin, Rush Clark, Cole, Conger, Jacob D. Cox, Crapo, Culberson, 
Commings, Danford, Horace Davis, Deering, Denison, Dunnell, Dwight, Eames, 
Elloworth, Errett, 1. Newton Evans, James L. Evans, Field, Fort, Foster, Free- 
wan, Frye, Gardner, Garfield, Gause, Giddings, Hale, Hanna, Harmer, Benjamin W. 
iJarris, Hart, Haskell, Hayes, Hendee, Henderson, Hubbell, Hunter, Humphrey, 

nngerford, Ittner, James, John 8S. Jones, Jorgensen, Joyce, Keifer, Keightley, 

y, Ketcham, Killinger, Lapham, Lathrop, Leonard, Lindsey, Lockwood, Lor- 

ing, Mackey, Marsh, MeCook, MeGowan, McKinley, Mills, Mitchell, Monroe, Neal, 
Noreross, Oliver, O'Neill, Overton, Pacheco, Page, Patterson, Peddie, Phillips, 
lowers, Price, Rainey, Randolph, Reed, William W. Rice, George D. Robinson, 
Milton S. Robinson, Ryan Sampson, Sapp, Schleicher, Shallenberger, Sinnickson, 
A. Herr Smith, Starin, Stewart, John W. Stone, Joseph C. Stone, Strait, Thomp- 
son, Thornburgh, Throckmorton, Tipton, Amos Townsend, Martin I. Townsend, 
Van Vorhes, Wait, Ward, Watson. Welch, Harry White, Michael D. White, Wil- 
lets = S. Williams, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, James Williams, 
Richard Williams, and Wren—140, 

N AYS—Messrs. Atkins, Banning, Beebe, Bell, Bicknell, Blackburn, Bland, 
Llount, Boone, Bouck, Bridges, Buckner, Cabell, John W. Caldwell, W. P. Cald- 
we Il, ( andler, Carlisle, Chalmers, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., 
of Missouri, Clymer, Cobb, Collins, Cook, Samuel 8. Cox, Cravens, Crittenden, 
Cutler, Dav idson, Jose bh J. Davis, Dibrell, Dickey, Durham, Eden, Eickhoff, Elam, 
Ellis, Johu H. Evins, Ewing, Felton, Finley, Forney, Franklin, Fuller, Garth, Gib- 
son, Glover, Goode, Gunter, Hamilton, Hardenbergh, Henry R. Harris, John T. 
Harris, Harrison, Hartridge, Hartzell, Hatcher, Henkle, Henry, Abram S. Hewitt, 
Goldsmith W . Hewitt, Herbert, Hooker, House, Hunton, Frank Jones, James Tay- 
lor Jones, Kenna, Kimmel, Knapp, Knott, Landers, Ligon, Lynde, Maish, Manning, 
Martin, Mayham, McKenzie, McMahon, Money, Morrison, Morse, Muldrow, Muller, 
reat, 2 ridemore, Quinn, Rea, Reagan, Reilly, Americus V. Rice, Riddle, Rob- 
bins, Roberts, Robertson, Ross, Scales, Shelley, Singleton, Slemons, William EF. 
Sini b, Sparks, Springer, Steele, Stenger, Stephens, Swann, Richard W. Townshend, 
reckon, furner, Turney, Vance, Waddell, Walker, Walsh, Warner, Whitthorne. 
vero N. Williams, Albert S. Willis, Benjamin A. Willis, Wilson, Woed, Wright, 
Yeates, and Young—126. = 
x wy VOT ING—Messrs, Blair, Bliss, Bragg, Bright, Bundy, Butler, Caswell, Al- 
= 1 A. Clark, ( overt, Darrall, Douglas, Hazeltgn, Hiscock, Luttrell, Morgan, 

helps, Pollard, Pound, Pugh, Sayler, Sexton, Smalls, Southard, and Veeder—24. 

So the amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

Daring the roll-call, the following announcements were made : 

Mr. BLAIR. On this question I am paired with Mr. PHetps. If 
gy present, he would vote “no” and I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. PU GH. On this question I am paired with my colleague Mr. 
ag If present, he would vote “no” and I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. i OUND, On all questions connected with this bill I am paired 
with my colleague General BraGG. 1 am assured by his political as- 
Soclates that if he were here he would vote “no.” Ll would vote "— 


VI——33 
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Mr. MORGAN. On all political questions I am paired off with Mr. 
CASWELL, of Wisconsin. His friends consider this a political ques- 
tion. I suppose if he were present, he would vote “ay.” I would 
vote “no.” 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I desire to state that Mr. Souruarn, of 
Ohio, is paired with my colleague from Missouri, Mr. PoLLARD. _ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The sixth amendment of the Senate was read as follows: 


In line 5, page 4, of the bill, strike out “ twenty” and insert “ twenty-five.’ 


Mr. ATKINS. The committee recommend non-concurrence in the 
amendment. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move that the amendment be concurred in. 

Mr. ATKINS. I call for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this amendment re- 
lates exclusively to the number of the Army. 

Mr. ATKINS. If the House will allow me, I will state distinctly 
the proposition on which we are about to vote. The limitation placed 
in this bill upon-the force on the Army rolls was twenty thousand. 
The Senate havestruck out “twenty thousand” and inserted “ twenty- 
five thousand.” The Committee on Appropriations recommend non- 
concurrence in the Senate amendment. The gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. FosTer,] my colleague on the committee, moves to concur in 
the amendment. I would move to non-concur, if that were in order. 
Those who desire to vote for twenty-five thousand men in the Army 
will vote “ ay;” those who desire to have but twenty thousand men 
in the Army will vote “no.” 

Mr. HALE. Is not there another feature in this amendment ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not aware of any. 

Mr. ATKINS. That is all there is in this amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. Iask that the paragraph be read as the Senate has 
amended it. 

Mr. ATKINS. I will read it. . 

Mr. CONGER. Let the Clerk read it so that the whole House can 
hear it. 

The Clerk read the paragraph, as amended by the Senate, as (ol- 
lows: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall authorize the recruiting the num 


ber of men on the Army rolls, including Indian scouts and hospital stewards, be 
yond twenty-tive thousand. 


Mr. HALE. What becomes of the rest of the paragraph ? 

The SPEAKER. That is involved in another amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. This amendment relates solely to the number of 
the Army? 

Mr. ATKINS. It does. 

Mr. GARFIELD. And those who vote “ay” vote to keep the Army 
at twenty-live thousand men, as it now is? 

Mr. ATKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GARFIELD. And those who want to reduce it to twenty thou- 
sand men will vote “no?” 

Mr. ATKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The Clerk did not read all of the paragraph. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk read all to which the pending amend- 
ment relates. 

Mr. HALE. I would like to have the whole paragraph read as it 
will stand with the Senate amendment, without reference to the next 
amendment. 

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman has the bill in his hand and he can 
read it himself. It does not affect the proposition the least in the 
world. 

Mr. HALE. The bill I have in my hand is the one reported to the 
Senate by the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate ; it is not 
the bill as passed by the Senate. All I ask is that the Clerk will 
read the paragraph as it will stand with the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. In other words, the gentleman from Maine [| Mr. 
HALE] asks that the next amendment be read. 

Mr. HALE. I know nothing about the next amendment. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has no objection. 

Mr. ATKINS. I object. 

Mr. HALE. Have I not the right to call for the reading of the 
whole paragraph ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would request the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. ATKINS] to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. ATKINS. In order to humor my colleague on the committee, 
(Mr. Hae, ] I will withdraw my objection. 

Mr. HALE. I do not care how I get it, provided I do get it. 

The Clerk read the paragraph, as follows: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall authorize the recruiting the num 
ber of men on the Army rolls, including Indian sconts and hospital stewards, bx 


yond twenty-five thousand, of whom tour full cavalry regiments shall be kept in 
service on the Mexican trontier in ‘Texas. 


Mr. ATKINS. That last clause is covered by a separate amend 
ment, and we are not now voting on it at all. I demand that the 
sixth amendment be stated to the House, and that only, so that there 
may be no confusion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the question so that there 
will be no confusion. The amendment now under considerativn is 
simply er of the Senate, the effect of which is to make 
the force of the Army twenty-five thonsand. If that amendment is 
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voted down, then the bill will be left as passed by the House, making 
the force of the Army twenty thousand. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 134, nays 129, not 
voting 27 ; as follows: 

YEAS—Measrs. Aldrich, Bacon, Bagley, John H. Baker, William H. Baker, 
Ballou, Banks, Bayne, Bisbee, Boyd, Brentano, Brewer, Briggs, Brogden, Brown, 
Burebard, Burdick, Cain, Calkins, Camp, Campbell, Cannon, Chittenden, Claflin, 
Rush Clark, Cole, Conger, Jacob D. Cox, Crapo, Culberson, Cammings, Danford 
Horace Davis, Deering, Denison, Dunnell, Dwight, Eames, Ellsworth, Errett, 1. 
Newton Evans, James L. Evans, Field, Fort, Foster, Freeman, Frye, Gardner, Gar- 
field, Giddings, Hale, Hanna, Harmer, Benjamin W. Harris, Haskell, Hayes, Hen- 
dee, Henderson, Hubbell, Humphrey, Hangerford, Hunter, Ittner, James, John S. 
Jones, Jorgensen, Joyce, Keifer, Keightley, Kelley, Ketcham, Killinger, Lapham, 
Lathrop, Leonard, Lindsey, Loring, Luttrell, Marsh, McCook, McGowan, McKin 
ley, Mills, Mitchell, Monroe, Neal, Norcross, Oliver, O'Neill, Overton, Pacheco, 
Page, Patterson, Peddie, Phillips, Powers, Price, Rainey, Randolph, Reed, William 
W. Rice, George D. Robinson, Milton S. Robinson, Ryan, Sampson, Sapp, Schleich- 
er, Shallenberger, Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, Starin, Stewart, John W. Stone, 
Joseph C. Stone, Strait, Thompson, Thornburgh, Throckmorton, Tipton, Amos 
‘Townsend, Martin I. Townsend, Van Vorhes, Wait, Ward, Watson, Welch, Harry 
White, Michael D. White, Alpheus 8. Williams, Andrew Williams, Charles G. 
Williams, James Williams, Richard Williams, and Wren—134. 

NAVS—Messrs. Aiken, Atkins, Banning, Beebe, Bell, Benedict, Bicknell, Black- 
burn, Bland, Blount, Boone, Bouck, Bridges, Buckner, Cabell, John W. Caldwell, 
W. P. Caldwell, Candler, Carlisle, Chalmers, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, 
Cobb, Collins, Cook, Samuel 8S. Cox, Cravens, Crittenden, Cutler, Davidson, Jo- 
seph J. Davis, Dibrell, Dickey, Durham, Eden, Eickhoff, Elam, Ellis, John H. 
Evins, Ewing, Felton, Finley, Forney, Franklin, Faller, Garth, Gause, Gibson, 


Glover, Goode, Gunter, Hamilton, Hardenbergh, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, 
Harrison, Hart, Hartridge, Hartzell, Hatcher, Henkle, Henry, Herbert, Abram 8S. 


Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, looker, louse, Hunton, Frank Jones, James Taylor | 
Jones. Kenna, Kimmel, Knapp, Knott, Landers, Ligon, Lock wood, Lynde, Mackey, | 
Maish, Manning, Martin. Mayham, McKenzie, McMahon, Money, Morrison, Mul- 
drow, Muller, Potter, Pridemore, Quinn, Rea, Reagan, Reilly, Americus V. Rice, 
Riddle, Robbins, Roberts, Robertson, Ross, Scales, Shelley, Singleton, Slemons, 
William E. Smith, Sparks, Springer, Steele, Stenger, Stephens, Swann, Richard 
W. Townshend, Tucker, Turner, Turney, Vance, Waddell, Walsh, Warner, Whit- 


thorne, Jere N. Williams, Albert 5S. Willis, Benjamin A. Willis, Wilson, Wood, 
Wright, Yeates, and Young—129 


NOT VOTING—Messrs. Blair, Bliss, Bragg, Bright, Bundy, Butler, Caswell, 
Alvah A. Clark, Jobn B. Clarke of Kentucky, Covert, Darrall, Douglas, Hazel- 
ton, Lliseock, Morgan, Morse, Phelps, Pollard, Pound, Pugh, Sayler, Sexton, 
Smalls, Southard, Veeder, Walker, and Willets—27. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam paired with my colleague from New York, 
Mr. VeEper. If he were present, I would vote “ ay” and he would 
vote “no. . 

Mr. PUGH. Iam paired with my colleague from New Jersey, Mr. 
CLank. If present, he would vote “no” and I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. POUND. Iam paired with my colleague from Wisconsin, Mr. 
BracG. I presume if he was here he would vote “no” and I would 
vote “ay.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I am paired with Mr. Caswett, of Wisconsin. 
he were present, he would vote “ay” and I should vote “no.” 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I desire to state that my colleague, 
Mr. Biss, is absent on account of sickness. If present, he would 
vote “no.” 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with Mr. Puetps, of Connecticut. If he 
were present, I would vote in the affirmative and he in the negative. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The Clerk read the next amendment of the Senate, as follows: 

Page 4, strike out all after “ thousand,” in line 5, toand including line 6, namely, 


these words: “of whom four fall cavalry regiments shall be kept in service on 
the Mexican frontier in Texas." 


Mr. ATKINS. The committee makes no opposition to that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move to coneur. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The Clerk read the next amendment of the Senate, as follows: 


Page 6, line 9, strike out “ one hundred” and insert “fifty ;"' so that it will read: 
“for construction and repair of hospitals, $50,000." 


Mr. ATKINS. I move to concur in that amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 

Page 8, lines 22 and 23, strike out the word “ ordnance” before the word “ officers.” 

Mr. ATKINS. I move non-concurrence. 

Mr. POTTER. What is the effect of that? 

Mr. ATKINS. The effect of that amendment is to remove the re- 
striction of the board of officers appointed to recommend the maga- 
zine gun for the military service to ordnance officers. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 

After “officers” insert “ appointed by the Secretary of War.” 

Mr. ATKINS. I move to concur in that amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 


On page 8, line 23, strike out the word “ suitable" before the words “ magazine- 
gun. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move to concur in that amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out line 27, page 8, and line 1, on page 9, namely, these words : 


For the conversion of 10-inch smvoth-bores into rifles, and carriages therefor, 
650,000. 


Mr 


If 


ATKINS. I move to non-concur. 
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The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 9, line 4, strike out ‘ 70” and insert “ 71 ;"' so that it will read 

For the pay of 71 superintendents of military cemeteries, $59,000, 

Mr. ATKINS. I move to concur. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move to reconsider the vote by which the var 
amendments have been corcurred in or non-concurred ir onanee 
ther move to lay that motion on the table. 5 and T fap. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPRESENTATIVE SWORN IN. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I rise to a privileged question. — 
tificate of Hon. Lyne 8. Metcalfo, Ropresnntative cleo! een 
congressional district of the State of Missouri, and ask th 
now sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. That is a question of the highest privik 
certificate will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MIssOURI, 88: 


cer- 
1€ third 
at he be 


ge. The 


To all who shall see these presents: 

Be it known that I, Michael K. McGrath, secretary of state of the State f 
souri, hereby certify that at a general election held in the third con aaa “ Mls 
trict of the State of Missouri on the first Tuesday after the first M = 
November, the same being the 7th day of said month, in the year of our I 
Lynn 8S. Metcalfe, having received 8,099 votes for the office of member of Cone 
from said third congressional district, the same being a higher and greatey — - 
of votes than were cast for any other person for said office, was duly elect.) . 
represent said third congressional district in the Fortv-tifth Congress of the Up: 
States. ag 

In testimony whereof I have 
the State of Missouri. 

Dono at the city of Jefferson, this 12th day of November, A. D. 1877. of the 1; 
dependence of the United States the one hundred and second, and of the State of 
Missouri the fifty-eighth. ie 

[SKAL.]} 


al dis 
mday in 
Ard 125 


hereunto set my name and affixed th great sea) 


MICHAEL K. McGRATH 
Secretary of State 

Mr.SPRINGER. I have astatement with reference to the election 
for that district by the clerk of the court of Saint Louis County: 
which I desire to have read = 

Mr. BUCKNER. I object. 
sworn in. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
elected or not. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois object to his 
being sworn in? 
: Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; but I ask that the paper may be read 
irst. 

Mr. FORT. Let the member be sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois may present the pa- 

er afterward. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
tleman is sworn in. 

Mr. METCALFE appeared, and was qualified by taking the oath of 
office prescribed by the act of July, 1362. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 1 now ask that the paper I have sent to the desk 
may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I ask that the Representative-elect ya 


This relates to the question of whether he was 


I present it now, and it can be read after the gen- 


Sant Louis, October 15, 1277 

Sir: In compliance with your request, I annex the following statement iv re- 
gard to the official count of the vote cast in Saint Lonis County at the general elec 
tion held on the 7th day of November, 1876, for State and county officers and Rep 
resentatives in Congress from the first, second, and third districts of Missouri 

As clerk of the county court of Saint Louis County, I called to my assistance two 
justices of the county court, as authorized by law, and proceeded to add up the tw 
turns of votes cast at the different election precincts, calling the same off trom the 
poll-books returned to my office. 

Aboutthe timo that the official count was completed, with the exception of attach- 
ing the siguatures thereto, we were served wiih a writ of mandamus, issued by the 
circuit court, commanding us to show why we should not cast up the returns 
frem a certain precinct as twenty votes less for R. Graham Frost than the poll-book 
of said precinct showed should have been cast for him, on the ground that an alter 
atiou of figures making said difference in his favor had been made on said book 
after the same had been officially delivered to mo as clerk of the county court 

The abstract of votes cast in the third congressional district, as taken from the 
original and annexed returns made to me, and which I laid before the two county 
jadges, showed a majority of one vote for R Graham Frost over Lyne S. Metcalfe 
for the office of Representative in Congress from said district. 


Respectfully, 
FERD. L. GARESCHE 
Late Clerk of County Court of Saint Lowis County 
R. GranamM Frost, Esq., City. 


As one of the judges of the county court who participated in the counting of 
votes as within referred to, I contirm the statement of Ferd. L. Garesché. 
JOHN D. FINNEY. 
CHAUNCY F. SHULTZ 
I hereby certify that at the date above mentioned Ferd. L. Garesché was clerk 
of the county court of Saint Louis, and that John D. Finney and Chauncey E. F 
Shultz were judges thereof, and that they constituted the legal board for canvass 
ing and casting up the votes cast at the above-mentioned election for the Repre 
sentative in the Congress of the United States from the third congressional district 
of the State of Missouri. 
Attest: : 
(SEAL. | RICHARD WALSH, 
Register, 
Per H. WOODS, Deputy. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the paper which has just been real 
be referred to the Committee of Elections. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection it will be so referred. 
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There being no objection, the paper was referred to the Committee 
bere : 


of Elections. = 
. PAY OF COMMITTEE CLERKS. 

- BANNING, by unanimous consent, sabmitted the following reso- 
| om 7 orbit h was read, and referred to the Committee of Accounts: 
ution ; ‘ 


+ That the committee clerks, who are aid during the session only, be 
Resolved a 


con v of the next session of this Congress ; anc the Clerk of the House is 
~ vized and directed to pay them out of the miscellaneous items of the 
ber , 


yereby aut 
contingent fund. 



















ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SWANN. I rise tomove that the House resolve itself into Com- 

‘ttee of the Whole on the state of the Union to consider the report 
wine Committee on Foreign Affairs in regard to the Paris exposi- 
= STEPHENS, of Georgia. I ask the gentleman to yield to me 
for the ynitre duction of a bill. 

Mr. SWANN. I yield to the gentleman. 


FINANCIAL RELIEF OF THE COUNTRY. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, by upanimous consent, introduced a 
pill (H. R. No. 1522) for the financial relief of the country and to 
facilitate the return to specie payments without injuriously affecting 
the commercial business and industries of the people; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking 
und Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF JACOB CRAMER. 


Mr. O'NEILL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1523) for the relief of Jacob Cramer, lieutenant of the Pennsylvania 
Continental Line in the revolutionary war ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ANTE BELLUM ARRFEARAGES. 


Mr. STEELE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1524) to provide for the settlement and payment of arrearages clue to 
certain persons for services actually done for the U nited States in the 
Southern States prior to the late civil war; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SWANN. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering the reportfrom the Committee on Foreign Affairs and the joint 
resolution in reference to the international exposition to be held in 
Paris, 1373. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maryland desire to fix 
alimit to general debate? 

Mr. BUCKNER. Before that question is decided, I wish to know 
whether we cannot raise the question of consideration as between the 
motion of the gentleman from Maryland and the resumption bill. 

The SPEAKER. That would be in order. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Then I raise the question of consideration in 
regard to the motion of the gentleman from Maryland. 

MreCOX, of New York. I think it will save time if we can ar- 
range this matter. I would suggest that the discussion of the finan- 
cial question be allowed to go on to-day, and that on Monday we 
take up the bill of the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. SWANN. I will say to my friend from New York [Mr. Cox] 
that this business is very urgent indeed and requires to be disposed 
of atonce. I sincerely trust there will be no further postponement. 
This is a grave question. It is a question in regard to our inter- 
national relations with France, and ought to be disposed of at once 
if we are to preserve the kindly relations which now exist between 
us. I am told from various sources that there is great anxiety felt 
on this subject, and the disposition on the part of the State Depart- 
ment is to make every sacrifice in order to make a reply to the invi- 
tation which has been extended to us by the French Government to 
visit them on the oceasion of the great exposition at Paris. It isa 
question of international importance, and I hope it will be disposed 
of now promptly and without further delay. I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of this report. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read Rule 41. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


When any motion or proposition is made, the question, “ Will the House now 
consider it?” shall not be put unless it is demanded by some member, or is deemed 


becessary by the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER] 
raises the question of consideration on the motion of the gentleman 
from Maryland. The question is, “ Will the House now consider the 
motion of the gentleman from Maryland ?” 

The question being taken, the Speaker stated that the “ayes” 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. BUCKNER and Mr. RICE called for the yeas and nays. 

Ihe yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question being taken, there were—yeas 144, nays 123, not vot- 
ing 24; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Aldrich, Bacon, Bagley, William H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, 


am eee 


jin the employment of the House from the adjournment of the present to | mel, Landers, Lapham, Lathrop, Lindsey, I 
“ii e © 


cross, O'Neill, Overton, Pacheco, Page, Patterson, Peddie, Pound, Powers 
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Bayne, Bisbee, Blair, Boyd, Brentano, Brewer, Bridges Briggs, Brogden, Burchard, 
Burdick, Cain, Calkins, Camp, Campbell, Chittenden, Clatlin, Rush Clark, Cole, 


Conger, Covert, Jacob D. Cox, Crapo, Cummings, Cutler, Danford, Horace Davis, 


Deering, Denison, Dunnell, Dwight, Eames, Eickhoff, Ellsworth, I Newton Evans, 
Field, Foster, Freeman, Frye, Garfield, Garth, Gibson, Giddings, Hale, Hamilton, 
Harmer, Benjamin W. Harris, Hayes, Hendee, Henkie, Herry, Abram S. Hewitt, 
Hiscock, Hubbell, Humphrey, Hungerford, Ittner, James, Frank Jones, John 
S. Jones, Jorgensen, Joyce, Keifer, Keightley, Kelley, Ketcham, Killinger, Kim- 

1 veckwood, Loring, Luttrell, Maish 
McCook, McGowan, McKinley, Metcalfe, Mitchell, Monroe, Morrisou, Morse, Nor- 


Price, 
Pugh, Rainey, Randolph, Reed, William W. Rice, Roberts, George D. Robinson, 
Ryan, Sampson, Sapp, Schleicher, Shallenberger, Singleton, Sinnickson, A. Herr 
Smith, Starin, Stenger, Stewart, John W. Stoue, Joseph C. Stone, Strait, Swann, 
Thompson, Thornburgh, Amos Townsend, Wait, Walsh, Ward, Warner, Watson, 
Welch, Harry White, Michael D. White, Willets, Alpheus S. Williams, Andrew 


Williams, Charles G. Williams, James Williams, Richard Williams, benjamin A. 
Willis, Wilson, Wood, and Wren—144 


NAYS—Messrs. Atkins, John H. Baker, Banning, Beebe, Bell, Benedict, Bick 
nell, Blackburn, Bland, Blount, Boone, Bouck, Browne, Buckner, Cabell, John W. 
Caldwell, William P. Caldwell, Candler, Cannon, Carlisle, Chalmers, Jobn B. Clarke 
of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cobb, Collins, Cook, Cravens 
Crittenden, Davidson, Joseph J. Davis, Dibrell, Dickey, Durham, Eden, Elam, 
Ellis, Errett, James L. Evans, John H. Evins, Ewing, Felton, Finley, Forney, 
Fort, Franklin, Fuller, Gause, Glover, Goode, Gunter, Hanna, Hardenbergh, Henry 
R. Harris, John T. Harris, Harrison, Hart, Hartridge, Hartzell, Hatcher, Gold 
smith W. Hewitt, Herbert, Hooker, House, Hunter, Hunton, James Taylor Jones, 
Kenna, Knapp, Knott, Ligon, Lynde, Mackey, Manning, Marsh, Martin, Mayham 
McKenzie, McMahon, Mills, Money, Morgan, Muldrow, Muller, Oliver, Phillips 
Potter, Pridemore, Quinn, Rea, Reagan, Reilly, Americus V. Rice, Riddle, Rob- 
bins, Robertson, Milton 8S. Robinson, Ross, Sayler, Scales, Shelley, Slemons, Will 
iam E. Smith, Sparks, Springer, Steele, Stephens, Throckmorton, Tipton, Richard 
W. Townshend, Tucker, Turner, Turney, Vance, Van Vorhes, Waddell, Walker, 
Whitthorne, Jere N. Williams, Albert S. Willis, Wright, Yeates, and Young—123. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Bliss, Bragg, Bright, Bundy, Butler, Caswell, Alvah A 
Clark, Samuel S. Cox, Culberson, Darrall, Douglas, Gardner, Haskell, Hazelton, 
Henderson, Leonard, Neal, Phelps, Pollard, Sexton, Smalls, Southard, Martin I. 
Townsend, and Veeder—24. ~ 

During the roll-call, the following proceedings took place : 

Mr. BUCKNER. I ask the Chair to state the question upon which 
we are voting. [Cries of “ Order!” ] 

A Member. The roll-call has begun. 

Mr. AIKEN. Before voting, I ask the Chair to state the question 
upon which I am to vote. | 

The SPEAKER. The question is whether the House will consider 
the motion of the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. SWANN, ] that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to consider the 
joint resolution making an appropriation in regard to the Paris ex- 
position. 

Mr. AIKEN. I vote “ay.” 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. And what proposition does this motion 
antagonize? [Cries of “ Order!” } 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If this motion should be voted down, 
what business will next come up? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will feel obliged then to recognize the 
gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON, ] who has in his charge 
another appropriation bill, on which the sense of the House may also 
be tested. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. And if that should be voted down ? 

The SPEAKER. This is practically a question (which the House 
has a right to determine) between two appropriation bills and the 
special order. 

Mr. SPARKS. I suggest 

Mr. CONGER and others. Regular order. 

Mr. SPARKS. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPARKS. I suggest that the bill reported by the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. SWANN] is not an appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair would like to know what it is. It 
provides for an appropriation of $150,000, 

Mr. SPARKS rose. [Cries of “Order.” } 

The roll-call was then continued. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, (when his name was called.) I am 
in favor of the measure, but not of taking it up to-day. I vote “ no.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. FINLEY. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were — 
ayes 43, noes 111. 

Mr. KNOTT. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered ; there being—ayes 30, noes 158. 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the motion of Mr. SWANN, that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the pupose of 
considering the joint resolution (H. R. No. 48) in relation to the in- 
ternational industrial exposition to be held in Paris in 1878. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It was understood in the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs that general debate on this bill should be limited to 
four hours. I hope the motion to that effect will be made before we 
go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SWANN. I move that general debate in Committee of the 
Whole on this resolution be limited to four hours, to be divided 
equally between both sides. 

Mr. COX, of New York. That is the arrangement agreed on in the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. I hope the House will give us the 
time asked for. 
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Mr. LAPIIAM. 
to two hours 

Mr. BUCKNER. I move to make it one hour. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Laccept the motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri | Mr. BUCKNER] as a modification of my motion. 

Mr. KELLEY. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. If the 
time allotted for general debate be not consumed to-day, when will 
the matter come up again; on Monday ? 

The SPEAKER. Whenever the louse goes into Committee of the 
Whole again. 

Mr. KELLEY. That may be Monday? I ask simply whether it 
may be, under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules it will be whenever the House 
determines by a majority vote to go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KELLEY. My inquiry was whether the House might go into 
Committee of the Whole on Monday. 

‘The SPEAKER. At any time. 

‘The gentleman from New York [Mr. LAPHAM] accepts the amend- 


ment of the gentleman from Missouri to limit general debate to one 
hour. 


Mr. CONGER, 
longest time. 


The SPEAKER. 


I move that the time for general debate be limited 


I submit that the vote must first be taken on the 


The gentleman is right. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the Chair so to put the proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will conform to the rule. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. SWANN to limit de- 
bate in Committee of the Whole to four hours, it was agreed to; 
there being—ayes 142, noes 61. 

PARIS EXPOSITION OF 


1878. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. SprinGer in the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of 
the joint resolution (IL. R. No. 45) in relation to the international 
industrial exposition to be held in Paris in 1878. 

The bill and the pending amendment were read. 

Mr. CONGER. This joint resolution was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs in place of resolution No. 1, of the same 
purport, and I ask that that resolution be read. 

Phe Clerk read the resolution. 


Mr. HAMILTON. There is a minority report in this case, and'I 


would like to have the whole of it read so that it may be printed in 
the RECORD. 


rhe CHAIRMAN. That isin thenature of debate. Thegentleman 
will have the floor and can put it in as part of his argument. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I think I am entitled to have it read; it is 
important that the views of both sections of the Committee on For- 
eicu Aftiairs should be before this committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, Not at this time. The bill isnow open for gen- 
eral debate, and by order of the House debate is limited to four hours. 

Mr. SWANN. Mr. Chairman, at the opening of my remarks I desire 
to have read as a part of my argument the report of the majority of 
the Committee on Foreign Atiairs upon this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Foreign Affaira, to whom was referred the invitation of the 
Republic of France to the Government of the United States, in the words follow- 
ing. wo wil 

LEGATION OF FRANCE IN THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, May 20, 1876. 
Mr. Secrerary or State: By two decrees, dated, respectively, the 4th and 13th 

\pril last, the President of the Republic decided that a universal exbibition of 
productions of agriculture, industry, and the fine arts should be opened at Paris on 
Lhe Ist day of May, 187e, and closed on the 31st of October of the same year. 

Phe superior commission for international exhibitions, which is attached to the 
ministry of agriculture and commerce, has been instructed to make arrangements 
for the exhibition of Le7s, and to decide upon the conditions on which goods sent 
for exhibition shall be received 

As soon as the regulations and the programme, which the commission is now 
pre paring, shall have been issued, I chal transmit copies thereof to your excel- 
eney; but L hereby notify your execeliency, by order of my government, of the 
opening of thisnow international exhibition, and, through your mediation, officially 
invite the Government of the United States to be pleased to lend its valuable 
co-operation, 

My government feels confident that the appeal which it addresses to all govern- 
ments will be heard. It is convinced tiat all will respond with sympathy, realiz- 
ing, as they do, the advantages of these great enterprises, through which nations 
form new bonds and learn mutually useful lessons, thus insuring the development 
of their prosperity by labor and peace. 

Be pleased to accept, Mr. Secretary of State, the assurances of my very high con- 
sideration. 


of 


A. BARTHOLDL 
To His Excellency Hamtcton Fisu, 


Secretary of Stote, fe. 
beg leave, most respectfully, to submit the following report : 


The committee deem it their duty to state, in connection with this subject, that 
before the adjournment of the Forty-fourth Congress, Mr. Fish, then Secretary of 
State, duly appreciating the international importance of the invitation extended to 
him. and through him to the Government of the United States, by his excellency 
A. Bartholdi, eyvoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary from the Republic 
of France, and with a proper estimate of what seemed at the time to be the reluct- 
ance of the people to embark in any new enterprise of the character proposed, so 
soon after what had been so satisfactorily accomplished by the people of Penn- 
avivania, felt constrained to postpone, for the moment, any further step beyond 
the prompt and cordial acknowjedgment of the courtesy which had been so gen- 
erously extended te this Government by a kindred nation with whom we had en- 
joved in the past so many endearing relations of frendship. Under adifferent state 
of the public mind, the committee entertain the belief that Secretary Fish would 
have cordially co-operated in extending the necessary encouragement to have en- 
abled the people of the United States to have been properly and liberally repre- 
aonted in the exposition about to be inaugurated in Paris, and in giving emphasis 
to the known desires of our people to draw closer their friendly relations with 
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France. The committee are of opinion, further, that the peop} 
States would not have been satisfied with any halting or iM fhe of the 
known the desire of the country upon this subject, and to show, 
a people at all times so friendly to us, aud whose career in the 
marked by so many evidences of devotion to our institutions and tl 
ciples of human freedom to which we have been indebted for a ~~ 
ness as a nation. — 
It is much to be regretted that in the various expositions which ha: 
tofore held, in which the Governmentof the United States has bee. 2? be 
complaint has been justly made of incompetency and partiality int). ) 
of the awards, and the controlling influence and individual inter — 
instances seriously compromising the object which the Government «.) ..™ 
to have had in view, and greatly impairing the public contidence. T}; een SUppon 
lieve that with proper vigilance, determination, and fairness in thy . ae : 
er, the evils complained of may be promptly remedied, and without her — 
tee would be powerless in any effort on their part to guard agai: 
fraud, or a subversion of the objects expected to be accom plished 
In submitting the bill which the committee have prepared for the t 
louse, it may be proper to state that they have invited the freest eo. 
and conference with persons believed to bo reliable, and have selects 
various plans panes for their action such features as they believe ts} 
feasible and likely to meet the public approbation, both as to cost A ee 
of the proposed organization. While the committee would not recommend. 
contracted policy in dealing with so important a subject, they have bee: 
by the experience of men entirely practical and reliable, who have on) 
probable expense, by their presence upon the ground and a personal int 
with those who have been associated with similar exhibitions in the past 
committee are satisfied that in the adoption of this mode of guarding th. ; 
of the people against extravagant and useless expenditures they will sav. 
amount of money that would prove utterly useless as to any benetit it w., 
likely to accomplish. : —s 
The able and statesmanlike letter of the honorable Secretary of Stat: 
tains his plan of organization, is respectfully presented in ‘connection 
report for the information of the House, as also the joint resolution a id : 
of Hon. A. 5. Hewrrt, based upon a visit to the exposition 
change with those who have studied the subject in detail. 
It is needless to say that these gentlemen are of the highest character and ; 
bility, having no object to accomplish but that best suited to ihe needs of the: 
ernment, both as to the organization to be adopted by Congress and the ex» 
be contributed by the Government in making the exposition a success 
unnecessary or useless expenditure. 
From these estimates the committee have fiamed the bill which 
respectfully submitted. 


l 
rence in 


1St imposition . 


iblore 
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Srouuds and a free 


ja} 
1s herew 


THO. SWANN, Chairman 


ADDENDA TO REPORT. 
Joint resolution recommended by the Secretary of State 


Joint resolution in relation to the international industrial exposition to be held jn 
Paris in 1878. 

Whereas the United States have been invited by the Republic of France to ta} 
part in a universal exposition of the productions of agriculture, manufactures, 4 
the tine arts, to be held in Paris in 1x78: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That said invitation is accepted, and that the governors 
the several States be, and are hereby, requested to invite the people of their 
spective States to assist in the proper representation of the produc tions of our 
industry.and of the natural resources of the country, and to take such further 
measures a8 may be necessary in order to secure to their respective States the ad 
vantages to be derived from this beneficent undertaking. 

Sec. 2. That the President be authorized to appoint a commissioner-gener 
represent the United States in the proposed exposition, under the general « 
tion of the Secretary of State, and to make, under the like general direction, 
needful rules and regulations in reference to the contributions from this count 
and to control the expenditures incident to the proper instaliativa aud exhib 
thereof, and to the preparation of the reports on the exposition; and Ul 
President may also appoint five assistant commissioners aud twenty subc . 
sioners, of whom five shall be practical representatives of commerce and manutact 
ures, five shall be practical artisan experts, nine shall be scientific experts. « 
responding to and specilically assigned to report upon the nine groups into w 
the exposition will, under the oflicial regulations, be divided, and one two rey 
upon the exposition at large and the general results thereof; that the allowan 
said commissioner-general, for salary and personal expenses, shall not exceed 

5,000 for his whole term of oflice ; that the allowance of the five assistant commis 
sioners for salary and personal expenses shall not exceed $5,000 cach: and th 
allowance for the twenty subcommissioners for salary and personal expenses shal 
not exceed $1,500 each, not including such clerical service as may be 4 
the commissioner-general; and that the President may appoint not exceeding on 
huudred additioual honorary commissioners, to report upon special subjects, who 
shall serve without pay: Provided, always, ‘Zhat no person appointed by virtue of 
this resolution shall have any pecuniary interest, direcily or indirectly, in a 
article exhibited for competition, or act as the agent for any exhibivor 

Sec. 3. That the President be authorized, in his discretion, to assign one or mor 
of the public vessels to transport to and from France, free of cost, the articles 
which may be offered for exhibition by the citizens of the United States. And 
that the several Departments of the Government which contributed to the center 
nialexhibition in Philadelphia may place under the control of the commissioner- 
general for exhibition such articles as shall be deemed desirable to make a proper 
collective exhibit on behalf of the Government of the United States ; and the said 
commissioner-general shall cause the same to be returned to the several Depart 
ments at the close of the exhibition, and the expenses thereof shall be defrayed 
out of the moneys herein appropriated. 5 

Sec. 4. That in order to defray the necessary expenses above authorized, and for 
the proper installation of the exhibition, and the expenditures of the commissioner 
general, made under the direction of the Secretary of State and with bis approva 
and not otherwise, there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any money in Uv 
Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $200,000, er 
so much thereof as may be necessary for the purposes herein specified ; which 
sum shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary of State. , 

Sec. 5. That itshall be the duty of the Secretary of State to transmit to Congress 
a detailed statement of the expenditures which may have been incurred under the 
provisions of this resolution. 


Mr. SWANN. I did not design, Mr. Chairman, to have said any- 
thing at this time on this important subject. I am too anxious to 
have a vote upon the question, in order that our ancient ally, France, 
may have an opportunity to see that we have done all we could to 
facilitate this great exposition, and to co-operate with them to the 
fullest extent in the enterprise in which they have embarked. | have 
conferred frequently with the Secretary of State upon this subject. 
I know his anxiety that action shall be taken by Congress po! 
the subject, and that has induced me to be, perhaps, over active UW 
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1. efforts I have made on this floor for the purpose of reaching final | there must be retrenchment in all the Departments of the Govern- 
aa upon this subject. I think there will be no diflieulty what- | ment, and that economy must rule. When elected at that time I 
“rs , arranging this matter that we may be able to report at a | pledged myself to my constituents to earry out their wishes. When 
ver In 80 ahha © ‘ : ) 


: ry early period to the other House, with such unanimity in this | the democrats of the twelfth district of Indiana saw fit to nominate me 
tone, in favor of the exposition as will satisfy the Senate, in the | asa candidate for the Forty-tifth Congress I reiterated those pledges 
x ree of & Very Short time, that we have finished our work and left | and promised them that I would vote for economy and retrench- 
- el pgp concur in such arrangements as we propose to make. | ment. As such Representative I propose to support those measures 
The secretary of State has presented his views in fall upon this sub- which the people who have honored me‘with a seat in this House 
et le which I cordially concur. I only regret, sir, that it was not | desire. So far as Iam concerned their views shall predominate ; and 
Je >be ower to have given all the weight and influence of my posi- | when I cannot represent them I will resign. 
a whatever it may be, to enable him to carry out his policy It is now demanded of us that we shall pay the large manufactur- 
Pe the very fullest extent, and with all the appropriations necessary | ers of the country, men who are already rolling in wealth, for carry 
to carry out that policy which he has presented to this House. I be- | ing their wares and placing them in foreign markets. You and I 
‘eve him to be a high-minded, honorable gentleman, having but one | know, Mr. Chairman, [ Mr. SPRINGER in the chair,] that in our State 
obie t. in which I shared, the SUCCESS of this great exposition, so as | fairs we compel those who exhibit the products which they have for 
to maintain our international relation and our ancient friendship | sale to pay for placing them on exhibition. But here, men who aro 


with France as a sister republic. already wealthy are asking the Representatives of the people to take 
I am anxious, sir, to bring this question to a speedy termination, | from the Treasury of the United States money for their benefit. 


that that country may see that we are not slow in recognizing the To whose interest will this inure? Ask the miners of Scranten; 
invitation extended to us by the Republic of France, and that we ask the men who have been thrown out of employment in all the 
h isten to accept the hand extended to us by the people of this kin- shops in the land; ask the brakemen on all our railroads, who can 
dred republic. I do hope, sir, sincerely, that this matter will be dis- | scarcely keep the wolf from their doors. Sir, one grand groan will 
‘osedof in the House speedily, in courtesy to France and in courtesy | ascend as a response. 
to this invitation which has been so cordially extended to us, so as to Yet we are asked to assist the large and wealthy manufacturers of 
show them that the House of Representatives of the United States | the country by appropriating money to enable them to carry their 
are not halting in our effort to take her by the hand, and to render | wares to Europe and exhibit them so that they may still farther 
her that civility which in past times she extended to us. increase their wealth. The distinguished gentleman from New York 
[do not propose, although the question is one which of course | [Mr. Hewitt] informs us that by reason ot his being a commissioner 
much exercises my mind, to detain the committee at this particular | to Paris he was enabled still further to extend the operations of the 
time at any length. It may be that it may become my duty, when | house of Cooper & Hewitt in the way of the manufacture of Bessemer 
the question comes to be determined in the House, to make some fur- | steel. 
ther remarks upon the subject. I will here repeat, that I consider it Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I hope the gentleman will allow me 
most important that we should not only reciprocate the good wishes | to make a correction. 
of the people of France, but that we should endeavor by all means | Mr. HAMILTON. Certainly; I am always willing to be corrected 
in our power to draw closer those ties which have heretofore bound | if I am in error, and I am always courteous. 
together these sister republics. Sir, I make these remarksin advance | Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I wish to state to the gentleman 
of anything that I may feel called upon to say in the future in refer- | that he entirely misunderstood me. The house of Cooper & Hewitt 





ence to this great exposition. are not engaged in the Bessemer steel business. 
Mr. HAMILTON. I ask that the views of the minority be now Mr. HAMILTON. Well, they are engaged in the iron business. 

read. Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The statement that I made was that 
The Clerk read as follows: it enabled the manufacturers of that article in this country to extend 
The minority of the Committee on Foreign Affairs beg leave respectfully to sub- their operations. 

mit a minority report, as follows, to wit: Mr. HAMILTON. Iam not willing that the gentleman shall shake 
Virst. Even were it constitutional and legal to take from the Treasury of the | hig gory locks at me; I take back the “ gory ” and substitute “ sil- 

Vauited States the sum demanded for the purpose of aiding in the French exposi- | very locks.” [Laughter } ‘ 

tion and assisting our large manufacturers to exhibit their products abroad, and | . ra _s ‘ 





th 


i 


t 


thus without expense to themselves, to place their wares upon foreign markets, And this interrruption reminds me, sir, that the present age reverses 
vet, in view of the destitution in our country, the reduction of wages, and the less- the state of affairs which existed when Rehoboain ascended the throne 
would be ine xpedient and impolitic at this time to make the appropriation. f people be removed, it is now the young men who stand forward say- 
Second. As Representatives of the people of the United States we protest against | ! — ee : 5 ° : _ 
ing that the weights which are crushing the people to the earth chall 
views upon the subject; for, as such Representatives, we feel obliged to vote as 
those for whom we are acting require; and, in our opinion, their voice has pro- As a Representative of the twelfth district of Indiana I am glad 
iblic aud interest-bearing debt of the Government. that I can place myself before my constituents properly. I voted for 
Third. Were we enjoying the prosperity which existed before the civil war, when 
ee ee : ; the old silver dollar and to make it again a standard of value; I 
gomls, and made the American merchant and manufactarer a power in foreign rote . Te “ti » Army As a Represent: , he peo- 
fanda, even then we would protest against this appropriation, because we find no voted for the reduction of the Army. Asa Representative of the peo 
Fourth. We therefore desire to emend the report of the majority of the com- | any such purpose as this. 
mittee, as an amendment to the substitute of the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. I would not vote a dollar to beautify and adorn the city of Wash- 
Joint resolution in relation to the piemnationst industrial exposition to be held in | saving that I would not vote a dollar to set up these stone images 
aris in 1878. pag Seen : 1 : : ead es 
: and stone fences which one who has the slightest artistic eye must 
part in a universal exposition of the productions of agriculture, manufactures, and wish to have hurled to the earth _and carted away. Yet, we have 
the fine arts, to be held in Paris in 1878: Therefore, been asked from time to time to give large amounts of the people’s 
‘ no freee any = = agent is ee and —_ = governors of | any man who has any idea of what is correct in art. However, I do 
mw several > “en 4, , Are by \ y y y ’ ‘ ’ ei re. « ° . . 
eee Ee ere Ry: Teduoster’ to invite. the peoplo of their re- | not propose to consume very much of the time of the committee in 
artisans and of the natural resources of the country, and to take such further meas- 
ts ae may be necessary in order to convince the people of France of the con- | question is concerned, I beg leave to refer to the able speeches which 


eng of salaries of employés in all departments of industry, we deem that it | of Israel. Instead of the old men asking that the burdens of the 
: payment of the sum demanded, whatever may be our individual wishes and 
be taken from their shoulders. 
claimed in favor of economy, the reduction of expenses, and the lessening of the 
the repeal of the obnoxious resumption act; I voted to remonetize 
a wise policy had favored our commerce and enlarged the market for American 
authority in law therefor. ple I stand here to vote against expenditure of the public money for 
Cox,] #0 that it she ea i ys it: s -¢ ’ 
o that it shall read as follows, to wit : ington. I take back the term “ beautify and adorn” and correct by 
Whereas the United States have been invited by the Republic of France to take 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America | money for the purpose of erecting that which is really an eyesore to 
spective States to assist in the proper representation of the handiwork of our : : . . <i. 
the discussion of this subject. So far as the legal and constitutional 
tinued friendship of this Government toward their country, and the interest wo 


take in their enterprise were made by distinguished jurists in opposition to the appropriation 
Suc. 2. That the President of the United States may, at his discretion, appoint for the Philadelphia Centennial. ’ . 
one commissioner-general to represent the United States in the proposed exposi- But there is one matter to which I especially desire to call the at- 


tien eight es artisans and seven scientific experts, whose duty it shall bo, if | tention of the committee. 
hey accept the appointment under the provisions hereinafter mentioned, to visit ’ : . i Tote i awit 

ee ’ <“he. ’ 8 ‘ign Affairs ( nk an betr: r 
amine. and report upon the exhibition and the results thereof ; and he may also | In the Committee on Foreign Affairs (I think I am not betraying 


point fifty additional commissioners te report on special subjects. None of such | ®2Y confidence) the distinguished gentleman from New York { Mr. 


persons, so appointed, shall receive any salary or compensation other than the | COX] and the distinguished gentleman from West Virginia | Mr. 
honor which will acerue to them from their position by reason of such appoint- | WILSON] and I voted to retain in the bill which was introduced by 
nent. And itis ae expressly provided that no money shall be paid out ot the ; 


treasury of the United States for the purpose of erecting buildings, placing ves- | the gentleman from New York (Mr. Hewitr] the - kitchen section. ” 
«ls at the disposal of persons having goods for exhibition, for salaries, or for any | Lf the money of the people is to be squandered in this lavish manner, 
purpose whatsoever connected with said Paris exposition. we were decidedly in favor of having a portion of the appropriation 
A. H. HAMILTON, given to the “kitchen department.” I trust that some one will pro- 
For the Minority. pose so to amend the proposition of the majority of the committee so 
Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Chairman, it is with great reluctance and | that the desire of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewirr] may 
regret that.I find myself compelled to oppose the majority of the | be gratified. 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. My relations with that most elegant, Let us by all means have a new oflice created: that of grand high 
— and accomplished gentleman, the chairman of that committee, corn-bread-distributor and commissionnaire général of the hominy de- 
(Mr. SwANN,] are such that nothing but the duty which I owe tomy | partment. I had hoped that my distinguished friend from New York 
constituents could have compelled me to pursue this course, Mr. Hewitr] might be appointed the grand high corn-bread-distrib- 
“x hen the Forty-fourth Congress was elected the people had pro- | utor. and commissionnaire général of the hominy department. [Laugh- 
aimed in thunder tones from one end of this land to the other that | ter.] Why, sir, in imagination I see the awo-struck multitude of 
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Paris coming to this grand kitchen. I see my distinguished friend, 
with delicate lace apron about his neck, [laughter,] stirring with 
golden ladle the hominy in the golden pot upon a golden brazier, or 
manipulating the golden meal (which by the way comes from my 
section of the country, of course) in a golden vessel preparatory to 
lacing it in a golden stove. [Langhter.] I see his highness the 
= of Wales coming and gazing in admiration at my friend from 
New York, grand high corn-bread-distributor and commissionnaire 
général of the hominy department, stirring with golden ladle the 
hominy in the golden vessel upon the golden brazier, or manipulating 
the golden meal in the golden vessel, preparatory to placing it in the 
golden stove. [Laughter.] Even I, who never eat corn bread nor 
taste hominy, and whose detestation is hominy grits—even I might 
enter that kitchen and look at my distinguished friend, the grand 
high corn-bread-distributor and commissionnaire général of the hom- 
iny department, as he stirred with the golden ladle the hominy in 
the golden vessel which hung above a golden brazier, or manipu- 
lated the golden meal (which came from my section of the country) 
in a golden vessel, preparatory to placing it in a golden stove [laugh- 
ter] and handing it to the delicate kid-gloved hand of his highness 
the Prince of Wales. [Laughter.] 

But I do not want Texas to be left out. I think that I ought to have 
the support of the gentlemen from Texas. What is corn bread with- 
out milk ? Why, sir, if we are to have this appropriation we must have 
the gentlemen from Texas take their cows across to be in a golden 

ven near this golden kitchen. [Laughter.] We must have a grand 
1igh milkress to assist the grand high corn-bread-distributor and com- 
missionnaire général of the hominy department in stirring with a golden 
ladle the hominy in the golden vessel upon a golden brazier or stirring 


| 
} 
| 
| 
j 


| 


| 
| 


the hot water4 which Lam informed by my distinguished friend from | 


New York [Mr. Hewitt] is the proper way of mixing it) in the golden 
meal in a golden vessel preparatory to placing it in a golden stove. 
| Langhter.] Oh, by all means let us keep the kitchen department! 
{Langhter.}] Let us have our grand milkress and our grand high 
corn-bread-distributor and commissionaire général of the hominy de- 
partment! 

Mr. Chairman, nature combines the tragic with the comic. 
woods are full of comedy. 
laugh. But, Mr. Chairman, the woods are full of death. Are we to 
give the people’s money thus lavishly when we have pledged ourselves 
to economize, to retrench; when the laboring-man is asking a bare 
pittance to keep his child from dying before his eyes, to enable the 
wife and mother to keep soul and body together? If we have the 
tragic let us imitate nature and have the comic too. By no means 
omit the kitchen department ! 

But, sir, I am not capable of treating properly this subject. 


The 


A 


The squitrel, the jay, and the very leaves | 


more skillful hand than mine will carve this ont; a more powerful | 


voice will echo it through the length and breadth of thisland. I am 
rejoiced to say that in this amendment I am supported by my dis- 
tinguished friend from New York, [Mr. Cox,] my colleague on the 
conunittee. Ifthis bill must fail, | would rather be supported by him 
than have the assistance of a large minority with him againstit. Mr. 
Chairman, I am a representative of my people. My distinguished 
friend from New York [Mr. Cox] is loved and honored in my section 
of the country. And lam glad to be able to say to my constituents 
that with him I have stood and for him I have battled manfally. 

I now yield ten minutes to my colleague, [Mr. CALKINS. ] 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to occupy the 
attention of the House on this subject at all; but as several manufact- 
uring establishments in my part of the State are much interested in 
the Paris exposition, I deem it but just to them that I should say a 
few words, promising that I will not occupy the whole time kindly 
allotted to me by my colleague. As preliminary to what I have to 
say I will ask to have read for the information of the House an 
extract from a letter received by myself from Mr. Studebaker, the 
— of the largest wagon and carriage manufactory in the 

Tnited States. As a practical business man his views as to the benefits 
which will accrue to the country by reason of a full representation 
at this exposition are worthy of attention. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I will ask the gentleman whether 
Mr. Studebaker is one of “ the people?” (Laughter. } 

Mr. CALKINS. I will say to the gentleman he is a good genuine 
Hoosier and a part of “the people.” I ask the Clerk to read the paper 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Souta Benn, INDIANA, October 26, 1°77. 


Dear Str: [hope Congress will soon decide what it is going to do in reference 
to the Paris exposition. I think it a matter of great importance, more so than 
most members are aware of, that our people be placed on an equal footing in this 
respect with other nations. It is Amatter of great interest to our country that our 
manufacturers shonid be represented as far as possible. The benefits that our 
centennial exposition was to our country demonstrates the importance of a full 
representation at Paris. There will be a fuller attendance there from all parts of 
the world than there was at Philadelphia, consequently a greater advantage as far 
as introducing our goods to foreigners is concerned will accrue to us. While 
there are many who will be represented, oarselves with others, even if Congress 


and give such aid as the character of our nation demands, 
their part. 
It is useless for me to write further on this subject as you are ful), 
importance, and I hope will give it due consideration. * © 
Your friend, 


and the people » 


ao 
aware of i 
ar f te 


Hon. W. H. CacKiys, CLEM. STUDEBAKER 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Chairman, so far as I have been able 
the general opinion of men of this class, I am able to state th 
is a general feeling among them that Congress ought to mal 
appropriation, that our country may be suitably represent 
exposition. I may say further that this letter, an extract 
I have had read, is writen by the president of this com 
employs from eight hundred to a thousand hands. 
state that I have other letters in my possession from 
who request in like manner that Congress act and act at once yp, 
the subject. It isnot confined either to those interested ip manufie 
ures, but, so far as I have been able to learn, among the agricult, 
ists there is a general disposition and a general feeling that a liberal 
appropriation should be made by Congress, ” 

it is well known, sir, that our country is largely interested jy 
porting wheat and other cereals; and it seems to me that as good : 
advertisement as can be given to our country and to our products I 
be by a liberal appropriation to be made to the Agricultur “3 


to learn 
4t there 
<€ a liberal 
ed at this 
from w hich 
pany which 
I may further 
mManulacturers 


al Depart- 


|ment. So I say, generally, that I take altogether a different yiey 


from my colleague from Indiana[ Mr. HAMILTON] who has just spoke: 
upon this subject, believing that, if this appropriation is made ,; d 
the country and its products properly represented, it will be a Jars 
benefit and gain to all the people. It will come back—not only the 
principal but the interest compounded. ’ 

I have only another word to add. I know of but one standard yy 
which to judge nations or individuals in business enterprises, Th) 
one is a misérly and parsimonious course and the other a broad, }j), 
eral, and comprehensive one. In the one case he who adopts the first 
perishes without sorrow or regret. In the other, for the good }, 
stowed, his name lives after him. We cannot afford as a nation ¢ 
adopt the former, we must keep abreast with the advancing tide 
as we are even in all and far excel in many respects any other natioy 
on the globe, so in this world’s exhibition we must maintain opr 
prestige and position. Let there be a liberal, but not a prodigal, 
appropiation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I should be very un 
willing to detain the House at this the usual hour for adjournweut 
with any poor remarks which I may be able to offer were it not for 
the fact that I know there is a strong desire here and elsewhere that 
these four hours of general debate should be worn away as rapidly as 
possible and this appropriation allowed to pass if it may. 

Sir, the experience of years, and I might say of centuries, has dem 
onstrated the utility of public fairs for the display and exchange of 
commodities. Municipalities, states, and nations have adopted this 
method, and the permanent annual exhibitions in leading American 
cities—New York, Cincinnati, Saint Louis, Chicago, and Philadelphia— 
abundantly attest the belief of practical men in their efliciency. 

Passing by the first exhibitions held in London, Paris, Dublin, and 
New York, and which partook more or less of a private character, (he 
great international expositions in which all nations have been iuter- 
ested were those held in London in 1851; in Paris, in 1967 ; in Vienna, 
in 1873; and last and grandest of all, in Philadelphia, in 1876. Now 
France proposes in 1478 to outdo and eclipse all that have gone be- 
fore. With this view she hasalready erected andcompleted a central 
building in the Champ de Mars, double in area and size our great 


| centennial building in Philadelphia. And, sir, I think the plain prac- 


tical proposition before this House to-day is whether the ample space 
allotted to the United States in a conspicuous part of that building 
shall be filled or remain empty ; whether by some liberal but pradent 
appropriation we shall be so represented there as to do credit and be 
of benefit to our people ; or whether from some mistaken notions of 
economy we are to be presented in the same feeble and irregular 
manner as at Vienna, where, although American products succeeded 
upon their own merits, and native pluck and energy finally brought 
order out of chaos, yet by the inefficiency of our general manage- 
ment in the beginning and the meagerness of our display we became 
the scandal and by-word of the world. 

Sir, as these expositions grow in importance and in the frequency 
of their recurrence we are told that the number of exhibitors and 
the number of articles for exhibition increase in a tenfold ratio. 
We are informed that already articles for exhibition more than dou- 
ble in amount sefficient to fill the thirty-nine thousand square feet 
assigned to the United States in the main building and the thirteen 
thousaud additional feet which may be assigned in an annexed build- 
ing are crowding forward seeking opportunity for exhibition. The 
question then might naturally be asked why private means and private 


enterprise will not insure us a proper representation at Paris! The 


answer, it seems to me, sir, is all sufficient and conclusive when we 


| are told that the exposition knows no private or individual exhib- 


does not give aid to this matter, there are many who cannot bear the expense of | 


sending their goods, &c., without such aid. 
for goede to go to South Africa, also to Australia, which is the result of our cen- 
tennial exposition. IT am fully convinced that our country will be greatly benefited 
by having a good representation at Paris, and al) that is wanting to make it a suc. 
cess in every respect is for the Government to take the proper steps without delay 


We have orders on our books at present | 


' 


itors, They could not even obtain admission with their wares into 
the exposition, and, if they could, would be unable to secure any 
sort of justice or recognition. Europe peculiarly conducts ber diplo- 
macy, heft statecraft, and her commercial enterprises through gov- 
ernmental officials duly accredited and empowered to act. but the 
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wn for such a course in these matters would hold good anywhere. 
reas = 


Attempt to ce 
of 108s ae globe and with all sorts of ideas and notions; men 
—_ a in their bonnets bringing double-jointed back-action flying- 
= : e and patent rattle-traps, sure to revolutionize the world in 
Shir y aay Attempt to conduct a great international exposition 
ony at plan! Need this House or the country be told that com- 
ea with it Babel would be the beauty of order and Pandemonium 
— the perfection of harmony. To state such a proposition is to 
jemonstrate its utter impracticability. We must be represented at 
the exposition in our governmental capacity or not represented at all. 

This being admitted, the rest simply becomes a matter of detail as 
to the number of our commissioners, the functions with which they 


shall be clothed, the amount of salary they shall receive, and the | 


nature and extent of the expenditures to be incurred. 

This House voted for the Vienna exposition, in the first instance, 
8100,000. The Senate increased the sum to $300,000, and sent the bill 
hack to the House. Finally $200,000 was the sum agreed upon ; yet 
in this bill a majority of your committee have fixed the amount at 
¢150,000, asmaller sum by $75,000 than the State Department feels 
that it sorely needs to make the exhibition complete and creditable ; a 
smaller sum than would be recommended by scientific experts, skilled 
artisans, and practical business men who have been present at all these 
expositions. Passing this, after all comes the real, practical question, 
which affects the constituents of my friend and colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. HAMILTON, ] as well as 
my own: how are we to be benefited by this exposition? I, too, 


stand here representing an agricultural constituency; and where I | 


am better known than I am here I shall never be distrusted as lack- 
ing full-hearted sympathy for the laboring poor. Would to Heaven 
that by some device of legislation we might relieve all their suffering 
and make all men equally prosperous and equally happy. 

I will go with the gentleman as far as any one within the legiti- 
mate realm of legislation to remedy these evils, if it be possible. I 
kindly remind my friend that there are some things which are with- 
out the domain of legislation and dwell only in the inscrutable pur- 
poses of God himself. We cannot, however much we may desire, make 
all men equally prosperous, equally fortunate, or equally happy. We 
may act upon the hints of nature and leave her to work out the 
remedies; but there are certain inequalities, advantages, and disad- 
vantages which no human power can remove. The man who has 
performed his day’s work has an advantage over him who has his yet 
to perform which legislation cannot remove. So the man who has 


two gold dollars representing a day’s work has the same advantage | 


over the man who has no dollars; the one is labor performed, the 
other is labor to be performed, and nothing but the fiat of the 
Almighty can make those two things equal to each other. 

Therefore, sir, in legislating here I think we should ever keep in 
view the extent and scope of our power, lest in the plenitude of our 
sympathy we promise only to disappoint. Remedies can be devised 
to ameliorate the condition and give some relief to the masses of our 
laborers. Let them be clear, practical, and well defined, remembering 
that mere legislation cannot of itself and does not make times good or 
bad. It may regulate, but it cannot create values, cannot govern the 
winds nor the storms, nor measure the amount of production. Our 
people I think will sanction a liberal but prudent appropriation for 
this exposition, but will not allow their prejudices to be played upon. 
This $150,000 divided between eight million American laborers would 
give them some seventeen cents apiece, but it would not make them 
affuent or relieve them from pecuniary embarrassment. Submit to 
them to-morrow the proposition, Shall we make this appropriation or 
be meanly represented at Paris, and I believe they would not only 
sanction this, but if necessary would pay the seventeen cents out of 
their own pockets. After all, I repeat, comes the real practical ques- 
= as to what benefits we are to derive in taking part in this expo- 
sition, 

Fortunately this no longer rests upon theory or opinion, but upon 
facts; yet in theory what plan more practical could suggest itself? 
Here the products and methods of all nations are brought into close 
proximity for comparison; the products of the fields, forests, mines, 
mills, workshops, and factories. Here skilled scientific and practical 
men congregate. Each brings samples of his work and urges its 
merits by all means in his power. What better opportunity to com- 
pare, judge, and conclude ? 

Why, sir, I have noticed a bill introduced here asking that a special 
commission be authorized to travel over Europe and report upon its 
forests and forestry. While I have no desire to antagonize it, I refer 
to it by way of illustration. Supposing this commission had been at 
Vienna where specimens not only of the forestry of Europe but of the 
world were exhibited; where Russia, Switzerland, Portugal, Italy, 
F Trance, Germany, Prussia, Austria, Great Britain, India, and the high 
mountain regions of Styria brought their specimens and their facts; 
where were exhibited forest literature, facts and statistics, plats, 
plans, charts, and tables, and forestry culture in exposed situations, 
and the effect of winds and storms, and forest landscapes, and forest 
gardens displayed on beautiful glazed tablets. Compared with these 
What opportunities would a roaming commission be likely to meet 
With in traveling over Europe? Does it not present the grandest 
‘Pportunity imaginable? We must extend our foreign sales of com- 


o conduct ove of these great expositions upon the principle | India, Japan, and South America; and it is upon those markets that 


th individual exhibitors; with men coming from all | 





modities if at all, especially our cotton and woolen goods, to China, 


we are told we must depend for the development of foreign exports 
and trade. Those countries will be represented at Paris. 
Again, sir, there is a school of statesmen and thinkers in this coun- 


| try who would abolish our entire diplomatic and consular corps. 


These cost us nuw nearly $1,000,000 or something like $800,000 an- 
nually, and we are demanding that our consuls shall exert themselves 
for the development of commerce abroad. We have found out that 
we may go to the borders of civilization, ay, into the islands of the 
sea, and we are confronted with English axes, English shovels, and 
the English tools and implements of all kinds, this trade being 
established by the better foresight and larger liberality of England; 
yet compare the opportunity which an isolated consul at some for- 
eign port possesses with the opportunity presented at Paris, where, 
as I have said, the commodities of all countries will be brought into 
close proximity for comparison and the practical men of all nations 
will congregate. 

While we annually pay nearly $1,000,000 for our diplomatic and 
consular service, we ask you to appropriate only $150,000, not for 
mere show and display, not to be taken out of the pockets of the 
people, but to be applied to the development of trade, the encourage- 
ment of inventive genius, the comparison of the products of the com- 
bined industries of Christendom. Our trade will be improved, our 
inventive genius quickened, and the masses of our people benetited. 
So much for theory. 

What is the fact? Take the Vienna exposition and I will first 
mention the one general result as related by my friend, the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. HEewitt,} who I doubt not will give you 
in detail the knowledge gained by himself and others by virtue of 
their official position as commissioners at the Paris exposition. All 
agree that a knowledge of the processes of manufacturing Bessemer 
steel was first conveyed to this country by this means. And gentle- 
men estimate that the manufacture of that article was advanced in 
America at least five yearsin consequence. I beg my friend’s pardon 


| for anticipating him, as I presume I have, but I desired to allude to 


the fact in this connection. His judgment (and I think no man is 
better able to judge) is that the product of that single material in 
this country during the last ten years has amounted to $50,000,000. 
Compare that in its benefits to all our people, in the safety and dura- 
bility imparted to our railroads in extending these great lines of com- 


| merce into the forest and mountain regions of our country, with all 


this pleasant and facetious talk about mush so freely indulged in by 
my friend from Indiana, [Mr. HAMILTON. ] 

Our leather trade, which was scarcely a half million of dollars in 
1872, rose in 1874, a year afier the Vienna exposition, to $3,000,000, 
in 1275 to $8,000,000, and in 1876 to the startling sum of $10,000,000. 

Through the medium of these expositions the American watches 


| of Waltham, Massachusetts, the printing-presses of Hoe, the scales 


of Fairbanks, American rifles and sporting-guns, reapers, mowers, 
and sewing-machines, axes, and augers of American make are known 
all over the world. 

American saws of American steel are now sold in Sheffield ; Ameri- 
can shovels, edge-tools, hardware, scythes, and hay-forks have no 
equal, and always hold a market once reached. We hear from Aus- 
tralia that England is rapidly being ousted from the market by 
American manufactures. . 

J. A. Fay & Co., of Cincinnati, obtained the first prize at Vienna 
for wood-working implements, and have since had a heavy foreign 
trade. 

Many American manufacturers, since attending the expositions at 
Paris and Vienna, have had a regular export of machinery. 

The firm of Walter A. Wood & Co., of Hoosick Falls, New York, 
are reported to have sold one thousand reapers in Leipsic, Saxony, 
and have since maintained a steady foreign trade; while signs bear- 
ing the inscription ‘‘American hardware” are seen all over Europe, 
a thing unknown a few years ago. 

Competition has produced another result. Some European manu- 
facturers seeing the cheapness and excellence of our raw material, 
have concluded to transfer their business to this country. It is re- 
ported that a large plate-glass manufactory of Northern France is 
about to transfer its working force to Louisville, Kentucky ; pottery, 
iron, and leather works are also coming. 

The actual sales during our own centennial exhibition went up 
into the millions. The purchases of the Emperor of Brazil alone are 
reported at over $300,000. Disston, a Philadelphia saw manufact- 
urer, sold $10,500 of saws to a merchant resident in Hamburg, and 
now sells his saws in Sheffield. 

I have been told by a traveler, who this year has visited the Rus- 
sian army in its field of operations, that traveling through Hungary, 
whose fat soil yields from fifty to sixty bushels of wheat per acre, the 
sound of the mower breaks not the stillness in her whole border. 
The grain is gathered with sickle and hook, as in the ancient days of 
Moses and Aaron, and much of it, overripe, falls out and rots on the 

round for the want of proper implements to gather it. Professor E.N. 
Florsford, of Cambridge, an American commissioner at Vienna, informs 
me that among other things he had displayed large paintings or pic- 
tures representing the mode of slaughtering hogs, packing pork, cur- 
ing hams, &c., at Cincinnati, and that he has sinee received and is 
still receiving scores, if not hundreds, of letters from people in various 
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foreign countries making inquiry as to this subject, and that our for- 
eign pork trade has since steadily increased. He also placed him- 
self in communication with the commissariat of the Russian army and 
navy, and Russia is now one of the largest foreign consumers of Ameri- 
can hains and cured meats. I wonder, sir, if my farmer constituents 
and those of my friend from Indiana will object to that? 

I cannot close without referring to another fact of which I have 
been reminded, namely, that we were greatly benefited at Philadel- 
phia by the exchange of collections of natural history, and that the 
aggregate of mineralogical, metallurgical, ethnological, and other 
collections from foreign countries, which we obtained mainly through 
the instrumentality of Professor Baird and Mr. Thomas Donaldson, 
and which was turned over to our national museum, is valued at 
$1,000,000, which we obtained as a free gift, notwithstanding so many 
objected at one time to our appropriating $1,500,000 to our own Cen- 
tennial, and which, by the way, is returned to us. 

Mr. Speaker, there is an economy which gathers and saves and there 
is a parsimony which wastes and shrivels. I trust that we are not 
to be whistled down the wind in this matter by any ridicule of corn- 
kitchens or tilts at our time-honored dish of mush and milk, however 
brilliant or witty. 

I take it for granted that there is no political element entering into 
this question, but that both sides of the House will unite. We have 
cut down the appropriation by $50,000 from what was voted for the 
Vienna exhibition: we have done this, or think we have, in the line 
of safe, prudent, thrifty economy, and I believe, sir, that this joint 
resolution should be speedily passed, our entrepéts established at New 
York and Havre for the reception of goods, and that articles for exhi- 
bition should be installed in favorable positions in the exposition 
buildings at Paris at the earliest possible moment. 

1 thank the House for its kind and patient attention at this late 
hour of the day. 

Mr. COX, of New York, obtained the floor. 

Mr. WOOD. If my colleague will yield, I will move that the com- 
mittee rise, 

Mr. COX, of New York. I should prefer to go on at another time. 

Mr. WOOD. Then I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, having according to order had under con- 
sideration the Union generally, and particularly the joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 42) in relation to the international industrial exposition 
to be held in Paris in 1878, had come to no resolution thereon. 

OBSTRUCTIONS IN RED RIVER. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, for the informa- 
tion of the Committee on Commerce, a report of the Chief of Engi- 
neers of the United States Army, relative to obstructions in the Red 
River above Shreveport; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimons consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. EVANs, 
of Indiana, for ten days from the 19th instant, and to Mr. AIKEN, for 
one week from Monday next. 

: SALE OF TIMBER LANDS, 

Mr. HERBERT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1525) to put into market certain timber lands of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DURIIAM moved that thé House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
thirty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of E. A. Wheeler, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. BANNING: Memorial of the American Nurserymen’s Asso- 
ciation, that a commissioner be sent to examine the present status of 
the forests of Europe, to study the means by which their perfection 
has been reached, and to report the results of his investigation for 
the benefit of the agriculturists and other citizens of our country—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, the petition of Albert Brinkman and Henry B. Spooner, for 
pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK, of Iowa: Papers relating to the claim of C. L. 
Quackenbush for damages on account of his wrongful arrest and 
detention by United States authorities—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. HASKELL: Papers relating to the claim of Charles 8. 
Wilder for reimbursement of the amount paid to the Sawnee tribe 
of Indians for certain lands, title to which has been adjudged void— 
to the Committee of Claims. 


By Mr. HEWITT, of New York: The petition of Charles B. Meyers, 


of New York, for relief on account of the loss of his distillery 3) : 
seized—to the Committee of Ways and Means. oe gally 

By Mr. HOUSE: The petition of Martha Somerville 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTON: Papers relating to the claim of William re) 
for damage done to his property by the United States epee Falls 
Committee on War Claims. ~~ the 

Also, the petition of Maria Gibson, for pay for 
the United States Army—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the heirs of Edward Auld, of simi] 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of certain manufacturers merchant 
underwriters, and others of New York, Pennsylvania, and othe 
States, that immediate steps be taken to insure the proper re wan 
ation of this country at the Paris exposition—to the lena 
Foreign Affairs. seats 

Also, the petition of Mary H. Moore, for a pension—to the C 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. esi 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York: Papers relating to the clai, f 
Jerome A. Eisenlord, administrator, for services rendered as eateeon 
United States Voluntcers—to the Committee on War Claims. _— 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois: The petition of Captain Josey) 
F. Nolen and others, for an appropriation to encourage rifle : 
among uniformed militia of the States—to the Committee 
priations, 

By Mr. WAIT: A paper relating to the establishment of a post. 
route from Warrenville, by way of West Ashford, Mount Hope. a) d 
Mansfield Centre, to Willimantic, Connecticut—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of New York : Memorial of citizens of Pensylya. 
nia who have been in the military service of the United States aya 
who are now in the uniformed militia service, for an appropriation 
for the encouragement of rifle practice—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
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IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, November 19, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. ‘ 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter of the See- 
retary of War, transmitting a copy of a communication from Major- 
General W. 8. Hancock, United States Army, suggesting an amend- 
ment of the one hundred and fourth article of war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of George W. Terry, post- 
master at Prescott, Nevada County, Arkansas, and other citizens of 
that county, praying for the establishment of a mail-route from Pres- 
cott, in Nevada County, Arkansas, to Magnolia, the county seat of 
Columbia County, in that State ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MAXEY. I present the petition of the-Muskokee Creek Baptist 
Association of the Creek Nation of Indians, praying for the perpetuity 
of treaty -rights of the five civilized tribes and for measures looking 
to the permanent welfare of all the Indians. In connection with 
that petition, I will state that that association represents two thousand 
members, thirty-two organized churches, and twenty-nine ordained 
native preachers. I have the pleasure of knowing the moderator of 
the association as wellas the clerk. They present their clair of right 
under the treaty in apt and appropriate language and with apt refer- 
ence to the messages of Presidents Monroe and Jackson, and to their 
several treaties. It is a papet entitled to the careful consideration of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which committee I move that it 
be referred. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr., WITHERS presented the petition of John Smith and others, of 
the executive committee of the Norfolk and Portsmouth Mexican 
Veteran Association, praying that the survivors of the Mexican war 
may be allowed pensions ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. ; 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Smith Minor, of Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia, a soldier in the war of 1812, praying fora 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WALLACE presented the petition of James L. Pelton and 
others, citizens of Pike County, Pennsylvania, praying for the repeal 
of the resumption act and for the remonetization of silver; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. ; 

Mr. KIRKWOOD presented the memorial of the Yearly Meeting of 
the Society of Friends, of Indiana, Illinois, and Iowa, held in Putnam 
County, Illinois, in favor of the settlement of differences between 
nations by arbitration instead of resorting to war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


‘ 
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oo for the removal of his political disabilities ; which was re- 
pray 1 to the Committee on the Judiciary. _ 
a4 BAILEY presented the petition of the Methodist Episcopal 
~ » South, (R. Abbey, agent,) praying compensation for the use 
eo so ration of their publishing house, and for damage done to 
- = ‘herein by the United States troops during the late war; 
hi h was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
: Mr WADLEIGH presented the petition of Esther A. George, widow 


of George W. George, late lieutenant Fifth Regiment New Hampshire | 


Volunteers, praying to be allowed a pension ; which was referred to | 


the Committee on Pensions. 
“Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. 1 be ave iti 
of the depositors in the Fidelity Savings Bank of Chicago, signed 
ny the committee of the depositors, by the receiver of the bank, by 
the mayor of the city, and the city comptroller, praying that the bill 
resented by me & 

pate become insolvent and are unable to pay their depositors from 
the taxes now imposed, may become alaw. I move that this petition 
be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr.PADDOCK, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 145) for the relief of Edwin A. 


Clifford, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report | 


which was ordered to be printed. 
GOVERNMENT LAND IN PROVIDENCE. 


thereon ; 


Mr. DAWES. 


» the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase a lot of land for the use 
of the Government in Providence, Rhode Island, to report it with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute; and as there are some rea- 
sons why it should be considered at the present time, I ask for its 
present consideration. 

* By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

lhe bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting 
clause of the bill and insert : 

That the A : 

rthe use of the Government oflices a lot of land in the rear of the Government 

« in Providence, Rhode Island, belonging to B. R. Vanghn, measuring 
y-two by sixty feet and containing about forty-three hundred and eighty-six 

at such price as may be agreed upon by any two of three persons, one to be 

| by the Secretary of the Treasury, one by the owner of the property, and 

ri by the two sochosen. And thatthe sum of money so agreed upon be, and 

the same 
ropriated 
Attorney 
wof t 


Provided, That no money shall be expended for this purchase until 
General of the United States shall be satisfied of the validity of the 
» United States to the said lot of land, and a deed thereof approved by 
him shall have been executed to the United States, nor until the State of Rhode 
Island shall cede its jurisdiction over the same, and also duly release to the United 
States the right to tax the said lot of land. 


rhe amendment was agreed to. 


I'he bill was reported tothe Senate, as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 316) to remove the political disabilities of 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.” 

Mr. SARGENT. Lask leave to introduce a bill to be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. It relates to the compensation of 
clerks not receiving an annual salary, at the close of this session and 
before the commencement of the next. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. | 


No. 317) providing for the payment of certain clerks therein named ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 


Mr. EATON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 


tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No, 318) to incorporate the Citi- | 


zens’ Mutual Fire Insurance Company of Washington, District of 


Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 


Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. DENNIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 


introduce a bill (8. No. 319) for the relief of the Metropolitan police 
lorce of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 


and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 320) amendatory of the act to incorporate the 
Capitol, North O Street and South Washington Railway Company ; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on | 


the District of Columbia. 


Mr. COCKRELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave | 


to introduce a bill (S. No. 321) to establish a post-route in Missouri; 


which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying peti- | 


ot referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Mr. MERRIMON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 322) for the relief of James 
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I beg leave to present a petition in behalf | 


ew days ago to release savings-banks which | 
A > s 


I ain instructed by the Committee on Public Build- | 


vs and Grounds, towhom was referred the bill (S. No. 220) to author- 


Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, authorized to purchase | 


hereby is, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise | 


Charles L. Scott, of Wileox County, Alabama; which was read twice | 


} and non-concurred in otber ameudments of the Senate to the 


o21 


aig ee an TE 


Mr. ( OCKRELL presented the petition of Frank C. Armstrong, O. Robertson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Mr } 


Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ANTHONY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 323) granting a pension to the widow of 
the late Commodore Benjamin J. Totten, United States Navy; which 


| was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. LAMAR (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 324) for the relief of Dr. J.J. 
Gibson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. WHYTE, I desire to introduce a bill without previous notice, 
but, before doing so, to present the petition of Thomas Poultney, of 


| Baltimore, Maryland, praying for compensation for the use of a pat- 
| ent by the United States Government. 


I introduce the bill relating 
to the same subject. I ask that the bill and petition be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 325) for the relief of Thomas Poultney; which was read twice 


| by its title, and, with the accompanying petition, referred to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. SPENCER (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 


| tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 326) to amend the act entitled 


“An act to incorporate the Washington Market Company ;” which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 327) in relation to the affairs of the 
Washington Market Company; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WADLEIGH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 328) granting a pension to Mrs. E. A. George; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 329) to remove the political disabilities of 
Frank C. Armstrong; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DORSEY. I wish to offer an amendment to the deficiency bill, 
which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

For continuation of the court-house and post-office building at Little Rock, Ar 
kansas, $30,000, being a deficiency for the fiseal year ending June 30, le7s, and 
to correct an error in the enrollment of the act making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses, approved March 3, 1577. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This proposed amendment will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DORSEY. I will say that the sundry civil bill of last year 
appropriated $30,000 for this purpose, but in the haste at the end of 
the session the amount was omitted in the enrollment, and therefore 
the building is stopped until the appropriation can be remade. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intened to be proposed 
by him to the Post-Office deficiency bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. MORRILL, it was 


Ordered, That the papers of Major Thomas Ii. Halsey (with Senate bill 912, 
Forty-fourth Congress) be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


On motion of Mr. MCDONALD, it was 


Ordered, That Thomas F. Ryan have leave to withdraw his petition and papers 


| from the files, on leaving copies thereof with the Secretary. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GrornGcr M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the follow; 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1265) authorizing the changing of the name of the 
ship Samuel G. Reed ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 977) to relieve the political disabilities of John 
Green, sr., of Alabama; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1516) to remove the political disabilities of F. E. 
Sheppard, of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1517) to remove the political disabilities of C. B. 
Oliver ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1518) to remove the political disabilities of John 
T. Tucker, of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1519) to remove the political disabilities of W. E. 
Wysham, of Maryland; and 

A bill (II. R. No 1520) to remove the political disabilities of George 
P. Turner, of Courtland, Alabama. 

The message further announced that the House had also passed the 
following bills: 

A bill (S. No. 229) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue a register and change the name of the schooner Captain Charles 
Robbins to Minnie; and 

A bill (S. No. 291) to remove the political disabilities of Charles W. 
Field, of King George County, Virginia. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in seme 


bill 





522 


(H. R. No. 902) making appropriations for the ee of the Army 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1578, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the Honse had 
signed the enrolled bill (II. R. No. 1220) to provide for certain defi- 
ciencies in the pay of the Navy and the pay of the Marine Corps, and 
for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

ACCOUNTS OF THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution submitted 
by Mr. Davis, of West Virginia, on the 18th of October, relative to 
the finance reports, books, and accounts of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should be glad to have the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Vermont (Mr. MorriLv] for a moment or 
two. 

On Friday, when this question was last before us, it was my inten- 
tion to netice some questions of facts which had been stated by the 
Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from Vermont. Not 
desiring to run this debate further, unless it is desired by other Sena- 
tors, { wish to make a proposition, or rather to offer an amendment, 
which I hope the Senator from Vermont will agree to, as he especially 
appears to be interested in thissubject. Instead of “ stenographers ” 
I move to insert “a stenographer.” That there should be but one 
stenographer has been agreed to on all sides. Then I move to strike 
out all after the word “ and,” in the same line, down to the word “ and” 
in the next line below, and insert “ not exceeding two clerks or ex- 
perts.” With that modification I shall be content to let the matter 
rest where it is. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
by “experts ?” 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I take it it means men who will 
know what to do when they come to take hold of the accounts and 
who will understand the subject they are going to investigate. In 
this particular I expect the Senator from Kansas knows what an 
expert is better, probably, than I can explain it to him. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator from West Virginia mean per- 
sons who are familiar at the present time with the accounts and the 
system of book-keeping of the Treasury ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I mean persons skilled in the snb- 
ject they attempt to handle and in the practice of it. As the Senator 
well knows, the word carries with it that meaning. It will be for 
the committee, however, to determine the cheracter of the persons, and 
not for the Senator from West Virginia or any other Senator. 

Mr. INGALLS. But the Senate ought to decide. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It is a well-known fact that if one 
clerk is employed he must be selected by somebody, and, as each side 
of the Senate will most likely be represented upon the committee, I 
submit to the Senate in all candor, without desiring to have unnec- 
essary aid, whether it would not be best, in the interest of all, to have 
at least two clerks or experts, one to check the other. They could 
then get along much faster than a single clerk. I submit the sug- 
gestion to the Senator from Vermont. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Morr. } 

Mr. MORRILL. I propose to allow this committee one stenogra- 
yher and one clerk, although I confess I can see no sort of service 

hat a stenographer is to render there on the present occasion, and I 

must say that if there is to be an investigation of the Treasury De- 
partment it ought to be done by Senators who are competent to make 
that investigation, and not be delegated by the committee to any 
men that may be picked up as so-called experts or clerks who may 
sit here for six months and make a report to be adopted by this com- 
mittee without their knowing anything at all about it, and to be 
presented to the country with all the dignity that a report can come 
from a committee of the Senate. Iam perfectly willing to give this 
committee such clerical force as they need for the investigation ; but 
I am in favor of having the committee investigate for themselves and 
report here whatever they find, and not delegate the authority to we 
do not know whom or what; and, therefore, I shall insist upon the 
amendment which I have proposed. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, when this subject was first brought 
in by the Senator from West Virginia, I think two years ago, its great 
importance was very manifest; and at the same time the great labor 
and difficulty of ascertaining the facts to which he referred and test- 
ing their truth or falsity was very apparent to my mind, so much so 
that when he asked for a special committee of the Senate I thought 
it essential that such a committee should be raised, because I believed 
they wonld have their hands full of work for the entire session dur- 
ing which they were to be appointed. And when his motion for a 
special committee was denied by the majority, I said then in debate, 
or certainly in conversation with him and others, that I looked = 
it as a simple voting down of the whole inquiry. What I said then 
was verified by what subsequently took place. Assoon as the matter 
went before the Committee on Finance, the resolution and statements 
of the Senator were simply turned over to the Treasury Department, 
and we had sent to us a voluminous roll of manuscript thrown upon 
the committee table, and that was what we were asked to assent to 
or dissent from. Of course, it was impossible to test the verity of 
such a voluminous statement as that by a committee already over- 
eharged with work, whose time was more than occupied by other 


What does the Senator from West Virginia mean 
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affairs; and it would have been like looking for needles i, 
hay to attempt to test the truth or falsity of a statemen; a 
nied by such an enormous mass of figures and words, for th Ome 
of which there was no time whatever. The result was that ae 
J ug 


bales of 


was learned from this. 

Now, the Senator has brought forward his resolution ava: 
there seems to be on the part of the Senate a disposition a and 
allow the members who undertake this important work to Stag —o 
out of such time as they may spare from the regular labors ae - 
committees, but by being especially constituted to ta 

into consideration. 

Mr. President, the task involved in this inquiry is one re 
great labor and long time, and to deny to the committee 
they are to be special commissioners or members of the 
the ordinary machinery for the ascertainment of the facts in one 
tion would simply be to ask them to make bricks without a 4 
It would be to ask for the end and deny the means. Two a 
clerks, two expert accountants conversant with book-keeping—ron 
versant, if you please, with the book-keeping of the precise Depart. 
ment we now desire to know something about—are reasonably neces. 
sary for the sensible execution of this resolution. Five members of 
the Senate cannot and will not undertake this duty by themselves 
A great amount of labor must necessarily be performed by ministe. 
rial officials. It is for those Senators, having learned the facts throy 
those documents, prepared for them, digested for them by clerical 
force acting under their directions, to return to the Senate such facts 
as I trust may be found satisfactory to the country at large, and ca). 
culated to get rid of this cloud, this obscurity, this discreditable ob. 
security and cloud which now rest upon the accounts of the Treasury 
Department, on the face of their own declarations owing to such dis. 
crepancies as have here been pointed out in the face of the gentle. 
men under whose administration and over whose signatures these 
very reports have been issued, and who stand here on the Senate floor 
utterly unable to account for them. 

I trust we all desire that the accounts of the public money shal] 
stand in a clear, unembarrassed condition before the minds of the 
American people, so that they may feel an entire confidence in the 

| manner in which the money taken from them by taxes has been dis. 


ot her 
ke the matter 


quiring 
Whether 
Senate, 


gh 


bursed and used. The official reports from this Department are open 
to grave exceptions. Those exceptions have been pointed out. They 
consist in discrepancies so grave in amount as to throw strong sus- 
picion that there must be something wrong either in the conduct of 
the administration, or in the method by which the accounts are 
stated, which can permit these printed facts to stand for this num- 
ber of years before the public unexplained even by those who have 
| had the best opportunity to explain them, and whose duty it was 
| peculiarly to do so. We have seen on the floor of the Senate a gen- 
tleman who for six years occupied the responsible post of the Seero- 
tary of the Treasury, under whose administration these accounts 
| were published, who was officially and personally to that extent 
responsible for their accuracy, confronted by these discrepancies and 
| utferly unable to satisfy any member of the Senate why they should 
exist. 

Now, this is no small matter. It is not the sum of a few dollars 
more or less that would simply betray trifling inaccuracy ; but it 
amounts toa mighty sum, a sum that notsimply affects the conven 
ience of a people, but is grave enough to affect the morals of a peo- 
ple. AsI understand it, here the aggregate of these discrepancies 
amounts to $241,000,000. Such charges as these taken from the face 
of these documents “cannot be whistled down the wind.” They 
must be met and explained. It is our duty to our people to meet and 
explain them ; it is our duty to the officials under whom these ac- 
counts have been prepared, and under whose authority they have 
been published, that they should be explained. If the Secretary of 
the Treasury had been my most confidentiai friend I think I should 
have been foremost in insisting apon the fact that a committee 
armed with proper powers and supplied with proper instruments of 
examination should be charged at once with the examination of 
these accounts. 

It may be, and I trust sincerely it will be found, that these discrep- 
ancies arise rather from a system of false statement of accounts than 
from accounts the items of which are false and fraudulent in them- 
selves. I have no right to say tothe contrary; I only can say that I 
trust upon examination it will so be found. But it will not do for 
those of us who have the public credit sincerely at heart toavoid every 
method of giving complete satisfaction to the mind of any reasonable 
man of common intelligence who desires to know what the book- 
keeping of the Treasury of his country cousists in. Therefore this 
resolution is reasonable. It seems to me that it will be accepted by 
the Senate. Then, to make it efficient, why not give it that degree 
of instrumental aid which is essential and plainly essential for the 
pu in view? Toexamine accounts you must have men familiar 
with accounts. To examine the accounts of the Treasury you must 
have men familiar in some degree with the accounts of the Treasury. 
Not only would these two clerks with a stenographer be a very mod- 
erate and necessary aid to the committee, but I take it for granted 
that the Secretary of the Treasury, impressed with a deep seuse of 
the responsibility of the Government to the people and that it !s - 

reat duty of every ruler to preserve the confidence and respect : 
1is people, will aid this committee by any other clerical force which 
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the Government may make it possible for him to | 


» convenience of . . | 
the convel But to send there five men with but one clerk, to 


supp!y ——— mass of accounts, may simply prolong the investi- 
take SP os for 000 vear, but for two and render it practically impos- | 
M Bo then, while I have still my own views in regard to the 
; examination, I say it will not do for us in appointing 
- eommittee to withhold those reasonable aids which private men 
this ~ 1 with the examination of a private subject would supply 
or, ag with if they desire to reach the professed object in view. 
ee neal object is a clearing up of this question ; that professed 
as is a reconcilement, if truth and logic may produce it, of these 
arent discrepancies on the face of the public accounts. I hope 
; will not allow anything, even though it be the feeling of a 
supposed economy on this subject, to stand in the way of what is in- 
tended by this resolution as I know, and that is a thorough, a fair, a 
a satisfactory examination of these much-mooted accounts of 
‘the Treasury Department. We owe it to the public credit, we owe it 
to the Senate, we owe it to the administration which has passed out 
of legal existence under whose auspices these accounts have been 
published. I trust, therefore, there will be no objection to supplying 
this committee with the reasonable clerical force which the mover of 
the resolution desires to have. : 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I would not trouble the Senate with | 
another word on this subject had it not been for some remarks which 
have just fallen from the Senator from Delaware. I have never at 
any tine thrown the slightest obstruction in the way of the fullest | 
aud fairest and broadest and, if any Senator desires it, the deepest 
investigation into any charge which the Senator from West Virginia | 
was Willing to take the responsibility of making. In everything I 
have said in reference to these charges it was my desire to have the | 
Senatordistinctly state to the country what the charges were, and to 
ascertain whether he meant, in the language of his resolution or in 
the remarks with which he supported it, to charge that he had the | 
least evidence or reason to believe that the books of the Treasury 
Department had been tampered with in the slightest degree. I have 
never been able to get from the Senator, although the resolution is 
in so many words to that effect, that the resolution meant that, or 
that he has the slightest evidence to back up any such charge as that 
there had been the least change in the books of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. So far as there has been change from time to time in the | 
reports and statements, I was entirely willing to have it understood | 
that that was what he meant, and that it was a fair and proper sub- 
ject of inquiry why those changes were made. 

But the Senator from Delaware has said this morning what I do not 
think he is justified in saying. He has said that these charges of 
changes, without stating what he meant by the changes, have been | 
made upon this floor in the presence of a Senator who himself occu- 
pied for six years the office of Secretary of the Treasury, and that 
Senator had been utterly unable to make any explanation of them 
that satisfied any Senator upon this floor. The Senator from Delaware 
has a right to say, and it is perfectly proper for him to say, that the 
Senator to whom he alluded was utterly unable to make an explana- 
tion that was satisfactory to himself, satisfactory to the Senator from 
Delaware; but be has no authority, to begin with, for saying that the 
Senator to whom he alluded could make no explanation that was sat- | 
isfactory to a single member upon this floor. 

Lhave just as much authority for saying what I now say as the 
Senator had for making that remark, when I assert that the Senator 
to whom he alluded, who occupied the ofiice of Secretary of the Treas- 
ury during the time all these changes in reports were made, did here 
upon this oor meet every suggestion of alteration by an explanation | 
that not only satisfied me as one of the Senators on this floor, but I 
venture to say satisfied a majority of the Senate in whose presence 
he made it; so that, so long as the charges of alteration in the state- 
ment remained the same as they were before, that majority of the 
Senate is entirely willing to leave that explanation (which seems 
to the Senator from Delaware himself so unsatisfactory that he 
thinks it was just as unsatisfactory to everybody else) to go along | 
with the charges without a single word further; for if ever any- 
thing was demonstrated by mathematics in the world it was demon- 
strated in the presence of this Senate that the changes in the state- 
ments of the public debt and of the keeping of the accounts were 
vothing more nor less than changes in methods of statement; and 
that each report contained just exactly what the others contained, 
only in a different form and in a different method of statement, made 
so different for the purpose of making the publication more intelli- 
gible and more satisfactory to the country than the old form, which 
had come down for years, and which applied to a different condition 
of affairs. It seems, in the eyes of the Senator from West Virginia | 
and the Senator from Delaware to be a crime to make the effort to 
improve upon the methods of statement! That is all. I am willing 
that the Senators shall take it and take the answer along with it, 
and I would not. trouble the Senate a moment this morning if it 
Were not for the absence from this body, where he cannot speak, of 
the distinguished official under whose administration of the Treasury 
Department there was an effort to revise forms of publication and | 
make them more imelligent. - 
If the Senator from Delaware had not felt called upon to declare | 
© the country that when upon this floor and having opportunity to 
reply to this charge that Senator was dumb, I should not now have | 


gatiol 
sible. 


result of the 


obje 
app 
Senators 





just, 





| a special committee made by the Senator from West Virginia. 


| his explanation was not satisfactory to any one who heard him. 


| great many whom no answer at all was requisite to satisfy. 


| discrepancies. 


| and straightforward purpose. 
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risen. It is not so. 


He made such a reply to the Senator from West 


| Virginia as was satisfactory, it seems to me, to the candid minds of 


the country, so satisfactory that he and his friends and the then 
majority, and I believe the present majority in this Senate, are entirely 
willing to leave it there. Still, if the Senator from West Virginia 
will keep clear and distinct what he means before the public as he 
renews from time to time his charge that there have been alterations 
in statements, and not in books and not in tigures, and wants a com- 
mittee, so far as my vote is concerned he shall have acommittee and 
have as many stenographers and as many assistants as his exigencies 
shall require. 

I should like to have him state here upon'the floor of the Senate, 
in connection with this demand for an investigation and a corps of 
assistants to go through the books of the Department, whether he has 
ever been there himself and been denied the opportunity to look at a 
single book of the Treasury Department and to examine them all for 
himself. If he has not looked at those books, if he has not made the 
effort, it seems to me the Senator from West Virginia can hardly be 
able to tell the Senate that he needs a corps of book-keepers and of 
stenographers to help him. If he has been to any proper oflicer of 


| the Treasury Department and asked to see any statement there which 


he thinks the published statement conflicts with, and he has been de- 


| nied that opportunity, I will join with him in denouncing the officer 


and giving him all the power he may ask to see it. I am not here to 
oppose any investigation. I am here simply to say that the Senator 
from Delaware does great injustice to a late member of this body 
when he says that he sat here in his seat and made no explanation 


| to any of the charges of the Senator from West Virginia that satistied 


a single member of this body that he had any explanation to make. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, it certainly was not my purpose to 
do injustice to any member of the Senate, and still less to one who 
is absent and unable to speak for himself; and I ought to have in- 
cluded among those who, if there was nothing in these statenrents 
and figures submitted by the Senator from West Virginia, ought to 
have been able to show it to the Senate the present Secretary of the 
Treasury, who wasthen the chairman of the Committee on Finance and 
who took part in thedebate withthe then Senator from Massachusetts, 
the former Secretary of the Treasury, in resisting the application for 
These 
figures of the Senator 40m West Virginia have stood before the coun 
try published since the 4th of August, 1876. On this floor and in a 
presence to which I may advert he made that speech openly, and he 


| printed it, and it has been in the possession of the Senate from that 
; time to this. 


Now I wish to ask whether one figure published in that 
statement has been impeached ? 

As for the Senator from Massachusetts who was here then, stand 
ing dumb, he did not stand dumb, nor did I say so. I only said that 
Per 
Perhaps there were a 
My chief 
ground for saying so was that after hearing his explanation the Sen- 
ate, without a division, ordered a committee. They ordered a com- 
mittee—not the one sought for, not one calculated to effect the object, 
but they ordered a committee (already overworked and whose time 
was too much occupied to allow this investigation) to have the in 
vestigation made, which, I respectfully submit, would not have been 


haps that was too unqualified a statement. 


| done had the answer of the Senator’s former colleague been as satis 


factory to the Senate as it seems to have been to himself. 

The whole question here now is one of explanation of apparent 
There lies in this no impeachment; and, if there did 
lie an implied impeachment, it has been extracted from the resolu- 


| tion by an amendment put in by the Senator from West Virginia at 


the request of some gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber. 
Now, the whole question is whether this examination shall be made, 
and, if made, intelligently and satisfactorily. If it is to be made 
pro forma, if it is to be made in the same perfunctory manner that 


| it was made two years ago, then I agree that it is scarcely worth 


while to pass the resolution; but, if a special committee are to be 
charged with discovering why the discrepancies exist, I submit that 
they should be armed not only with proper powers by the frame of 
the resolution, but they should be supplied with proper instrnments 
of examination in the shape of clerical force. ‘That is all there is of 
it. It may be that when they meet they may discover in one week’s 
time or in ten days’ time precisely what caused these discrepancies. 
They may find that they were the most innocent misstatement of 
balances, not falsifying any fact, but simply misapplying figures 
to an account to which they did not properly belong. Or it may be, 
as I here repeat, that this committee at the end of a long investiga- 
tion may find themselves as unable to account for these discrepancies 


| of figures as did the Ex-Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Boutwell, 


on this floor, aided by his friend and colleague, Mr. Sherman, of 
Ohio, the present Secretary. This committee is meant to relieve us 
from that. There is no impeachment. It is to accomplish a simple 
The published accounts, which can- 
not be explained, show an amount too great to be passed over aud 
which cannot be belittled in any way. It is plain that this commit- 


| tee should not only be allowed, but that they should be made rea- 


sonably efficient by being accorded, the proper instruments to con- 
duct their business. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I have no desire to cripple the 
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committee or to retard the passage of a resolution accomplishing the 
purpose of the Senator from West Virginia; and, after conversation 
with him, I*think we shall be able to agree. I understand the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia is willing to modify his amendment by strik- 
ing out “experts,” of which I have a peculiar horror, especially for 
the self-styled experts, and allowing two clerks instead ; so the only 
apparent difference between the Senator from West Virginia and 
myself will be between one and two clerks. If the Senate shall 
adopt that amendment, I am willing to have the resolution pass as 
presented by him with the modifications already made as I under- 
stand, although I must say that I conceive of no possible use for the 
power to send for persons and papers and to take testimony. I have 
not the slightest idea that the present Secretary will throw in the 
way of this investigation the least obstacle, but, instead of that, will 
furnish all the means in his power to accomplish the purpose of the 
Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Now, will the Senator from Ver- 
mont specify how he would amend the resolution? and I will say 
whether I can accept it or not. 

Mr. MORRILL. I would prefer that it should read: 

And that said committee have power to employ a stenographer and two clerks, 
with leave to sit during the session of the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Together with the amendment that 
I believe, though not acted on, was unanimously accepted, that the 
committee will extend on through the next session of Congress until 
discharged, I shall be satisfied. 

Mr. MORRILL. Ihave no objection to that. I would insert after 
the word “clerks” the words “ at the usual compensation.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The resolution specifies that the 
committee shall be the judge of the compensation, and I think an 
amendment saying anything about that is unnecessary. That is 
for the committee to determine, and not for us 

Mr. MORRILL. I will not stickle about that. It will then read: 

And that said committee have power to employ a stenographer and two clerks. 

Strike out all up to and including the word “necessary” in the 
third line from the bottom of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the resolution 
as modified, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That portion of it which has been 
modified ; not necessarily the whole. 

The Chief Clerk read : 

And that said committee have power to send for persons and papers 

Mr. MORRILL. No; strike that ont. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. No; if that is to be stricken ont I 
cannot accept the Senator’s amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. Well, I will not insist on that even. 

The Chief Clerk read: 

And that said committee have power to send for persons and papers, to take tes- 
timony, to employ one stenographer and two clerks, with leave to sit during the 
session of the Senate; and that the expenses attending this investigation shall be 


paid out of the contingent fand of the Senate, upon vouchers approved by the com- 


mittee. And said committee shall not be dissolved by the expiration of the present 


session of the Senate, but shall exist until it shall make its report or shall be dis- 
charged 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
to the resolution f 

Mr. MORRILL. I want to know whether the word “ five” was 
stricken out in the first part of the resolution and “ three ” inserted ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. No, sir. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think three are sufficient. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Oh,no. Ido not know where, except 
in the resolution of the chairman of the Committee on Finance, such 
a proposition has been made. I do not see why it is that there is so 
much objection to this resolution. I do not see why it cannot be 
said, “If there is anything wrong here let us know it; send your best 
men, and let us find it out.” There may be nothing. I have certainly 
said nothing that impugns the honor of any one in the Treasury De- 
partment. I have pointed-ont facts; and I now say that I ask any 
Senator to point to a single figure, either at this session or any pre- 
vious session that I have spoken of or quoted, which is incorrect. 
Every one of them is taken _ the official finance reports to Con- 
gress. That being the case, I have stated and restate that these 
changes took place under directions from the Secretary’s office to the 
Register, and that the figures in the Register’s office were not re- 
examined and the new statements made from them; and it is well 
known that the Register is the only official book-keeper of the Treas- 
ury, and his office is the final resting-place for all papers, and they 
should be there. However, I do not want to go into this question. 
I did not intend saying a word on it now, and I beg pardon of the 
Senate for speaking of the subject again. 

I have agreed to accept the Senator’s amendment as to clerks. I 
believe there ought to be three, but I will accept two in the spirit of 
compromise, and have done with this question. Let us go and make 
the examination. If there is nothing, the committee will report so. 
if there is a great deal, probably the committee will report so. 

But one point farther now as to the public credit. This has noth- 
ing in the world to do with the public credit to-day. If there were 
things done that were wrong, if changes that were wrong did occur 
in 1870, it was then that the debt was increased—not to-day. I have 
no idea, I want to say—I have no thought that this investigation 


As thus modified, will the Senate agree 


will increase or diminish the public debt of to-day; it win 
bearing on it whatever. I believe in every annual re , 
the debt has been stated exactly the same. 
from 1871 up to to-day; but the strange part of it is, tha; bet 
1869 and 1571 they cannot agree. I think everything is pi, 
have no disposition at all to have the country or the Senate : \ 
stand that i am impugning the Treasury Department or the ae 
kept to-day. I am not. a 

Mr. MORRILL. I really supposed that it was the sentimen 
the other side of the Senate as well as my own, certainly tho “= “ 
ment of the Senator from Ohio, that three would be a more efi, _ 
committee than five. Now, I appeal to the candor of the gon... 
from West Virginia if he expects, if there should be a committee of 
five appointed, that every one of those Senators is to go there “dl 
spend his time until this investigation shall be completed | Wi, 
sir, it will take these men from all the other business of their eo: 
mittees, or the chief part of it, while this investigation is goin... 
Therefore I appeal to the candor of the Senator, whether or y,, 
three will not perform the duties that he designs to have perforn, 
better than five, and not be so great a burden upon other members os 
the Senate? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have no wish to continue thi 
discussion ; but why does the Senator want to lessen a committos 
of five? It is a small committee. What is the objection? [; i, 
customary, at least courtesy, that a Senator moving a committes 
should name the number it should consist of. Again, we know tha 
if there are five, the Senators may take it by turns, if they desire, and 
not all have to be there at the same time. If I wanted a Jarge no» 
ber, I should have named seven or nine. Again, if I desired to hayo 
a large number to go to the Treasury Department and make this iy. 
vestigation, I should have made this a joint resolution, and had q 
committee of the two Houses, where both Houses would be repro. 
sented. My desire was to have the Senate make the investigation jy 
a quiet, proper, dignified manner. The Senator from Vermont has 
two or three times said that he would leave it to a single Senator. 
A single Senator, if that has reference to me, does not want to work 
in that way. We do not want an ex parte statement; we want acan- 
did, fair statement; and five men I think will be a very moderate 
number. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not desire to have this resolution passed in 
any way that the Senator from West Virginia ean find any fault 
with, and therefore I shall not contend against him 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then the Senator withdraws his amend- 
ment. The question is on agreeing to the resolution as amended. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand the resolution to stand 
as introduced by myself except—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution will be reported and then 
the Senator wiil understand just the phraseology of it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The whole resolution. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas there appear—— 


Mr. MORRILL. I understood the preamble was to come out. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If the Senator objects to it, I have 
no objection; but I will not withdraw it myself. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do object to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be understood that the preamble 
is out. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. On the objection of the Senator 
from Vermont. 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes. 

The Chief Clork read : 


Re it resolved, That a committee of five be appointed to investigate the finance 
reports, books, and accounts of the Treasury Department, particularly with refer 
ence to differences, discrepancies, and alterations in amounts and figures that have 
been made in them, if any such there be, especially in the annual siatements of tho 
expenditures of the Government, revenue collected, and the public debt contained 
in said reports ; and, if any such differences, discrepancies, and alterations be found 
to exist, to report the same and the extent and nature thereof, the years wherem 
they occur, by what authority made, (if any,) the reasons that induced them, and to 
report generally such other and further information bearing upon the subject as to 
them may seem best; and that said committee have power to send for persons and 
yapers, to take testimony, to employ one stenographer and two clerks, and wit! 
eave to sit during the session of the Senate; and that the expenses attending this 
investigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, upon vou hers 
approved by the committee ; and said_committee shall not be dissolv« dl by the eX 
piration of the present session of the Senate, but shall exist until it shall make its 
report or shall be discharged. , 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. “One stenographer.” Would it not 
be as well to say “a stenographer,” as it would read a little better 1 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so moditied, if 
there be no objection. The question ison agreeing to she resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 2 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask the attention of the Senator 
| from Vermont a minute. Upon inquiry I find that the resolution just 
| passed in regard to Treasury changes does not state how the commit- 
| tee is to be appointed. 1 suggest, if there is no objection on the part 
| of the Senate, that the Chair appoint the committce. 
| Mr. MORRILL. That is right. : 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the suggestion of 


have ; 
port slnce 1™? 


All the reports 


agree 
Ween 


it. | 


+ 


| the Senator from West Virginia? The Chair hears none, and it Is 5° 


ordered. 





HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


va following bills from the House of Representatives were sev- | 


read twice by their titles and referred to the Committee on 
i eR, No. 977) to relieve the political disabilities of 

nana a _of Alabama ; re . oe 
u 41 1 IL R. No. 1516) to remove the political disabilities of 
She ppard, of Virginia; wis ees : 
*"4 bill (HL. R. No. 1517) to remove the political disabilities of 
«bill (HI. R. No. 1518) to remove the political disabilities of 
1 Tacker, of the District of Columbia; 

"« bill (HL. R. No. 1519) to remove the political disabilities of W. E. 
Wrsham, of Maryland ; and a raped 

4 bill (H. R. No, 1520) to remove the political disabilities of George 
p.1 urner, of Courtland, Alabama. 


John 


CHANGE OF NAME OF A VESSEL. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1265) authorizing the changing of the name of 
the ship Samuel G. Reed was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CONKLING. On Friday the superior diligence of some mem- 
ners of the House led the Senate to act upon a printed bill of that 
title which nobody doubted had come over as a louse bill, It turns 
out that owing to some delay in the House the engrossed bill did not 
come over until to-day, and here it is, althongh the Senate passed the 
pill acting upon the printed bill which came from the Committee on 
Commerce on the last day we sat. If there be no objection I ask 
that this bill be read for information and then unless some Senator 
ason to the contrary I shall ask the Senate to act upon it now. 

lity unanimous consent, the bill was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate, ordered toa third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


sees Te 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following mes- | 


save from the House of Representatives : 
Ix THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
November 17, 1877. 

Ie i, That the House concur in the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
I. No. &2) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30 rv other purposes, nambered 1, 2, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 

L5, and non-concur in the amendments of the Senate numbered 3, 4, 11, and 14. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amendments 
of the Senate in which the House have non-concurred. 

ihe Curr CLERK. Amendment numbered three is on page 1, line 
1), to strike ont “ 52” 

Mr. WINDOM. I can state, I think, in a moment the non-concur- 
ring votes, and, as I intend to move that the Senate recede from its 
disagreeing votes, I ask leave to state them now. 

Numbers 3 and 4, in which the House non-conenrred, provide merely 
for striking out “fifty-two,” the number of paymaster’s clerks, and 
inserting “not exceeding fifty-four.” The House has non-concurred 
in the amendments. 

Number 11, in which the House non-concurs, is an amendment 
made by the Senate with reference to the appointment of a board of 


orduance officers to examine and report upon a magazine-gun to be | 


adopted by the Army. The Senate amendment struck out the word 
“ordnanee,” and required the Secretary of War to appoint from any 
oflicers whom he might seleet. The House retains the authority on the 
part of the Secretary of War, but re-inserts the word “ ordnance.” 
So it is a question whether he shall select from the ordnance or the 
general officers of the Army. 

Amendment No. 14, in which the House non-concurs, is the amend- 
ment of the Senate striking out the $50,000 for conversion of the 
smooth-bores into rifled cannon. The Senate, you will remember, Mr. 
President, strack out that appropriation. The House non-concurs. 
mn enow ws the Senate recede from its non-concurring votes which 

rave stated, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On the several Senate amendments to the 
Army appropriation bill in which the House has non-concurred, the 
Senator from Minnesota moves that the Senate recede. 

Mr. WINDOM. I will say that I make that-motion on consultation 


with all the members of the Committee on Appropriations who are on | 


the tloor of the Senate—I believe all of them. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to recede. | 


The motion was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate recedes, and the bill is passed. 
INDIAN CITIZENSHIP. 
Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate now proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (8S. No. 107) to enable Indians to become citizens 


f the Unitea & ; i i ‘ai 
of the United States, reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with amendments. 

The motion was 


whet agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
hole, 


proceeded to consider the bill. 


Che first amendment reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
Was in line 3, after the word “ Indian” to insert : 
Above the ago of twenty-one years, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was after the word “nation,” in line 20, to 
insert : 
} And any such Indian shall be entitled to! 
| tribal funds, lands, and other prope 1ough he hs aintained his 

tribal relations; and any transfer, alienation, or inewmbrance of an he 
may hold or claim by reason of his former tribal relations shall be voik 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as section 2: 


is distributive share of all annuities 
Same as t 
Vv interest 
i 


Sec. 2. The title to lands acquired by any such Indian under the homestead laws 
shall not be subject to alienation or incumbrance, cither by voluntary conveyance 


| or the judgment, decree, or order of any court, for a period of five years from the 
date of the patent issued therefor. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. THURMAN, 
on this bill? 
Mr. INGALLS. No, sir; I hope there will be no discussion. 
Mr. THURMAN. It seems to me that this is a very serious task 
that we are entering upon, and I do not know exactly how we are 
| to get along with it. Perhaps my friend from Kansas, fearing the 
loss of the negro vote to the republican party, is stretching out his 
hand to get the Indian vote. [Laughter.] That may save them ont 
} on the frontier, but it would not do them much good in the interior. 
Now, Mr. President, what is the Constitution, the celebrated four- 
teenth article of amendment ? 


Does the Senator from Kansas propose to speak 


All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the jurisdio- 
| tion thereof, are citizens of the United States and of the State wherein they reside 

As I understand this bill, which I never saw and only know by its 
reading at the desk, it proposes to make citizens of Indians who are 
not subject to the jarisdiction of the United States and who retain 
their membership in the tribes to which they belong. Lhold that under 
that first clause in the fourteenth amendment every Indian in the 
country who did not belong to some tribal organization, and was 
therefore subject to the jurisdiction of the United States, is a citizen 
of the United States, for “All persons,” says the amendment, “* born 
or naturalized in the United States and subject to the jurisdiction 
thereof, are citizens of the United State 
they reside.” 

What is it, then, that keeps a body of Indians from being citizens 
| of the United States? Simply because their tribal relation, their 
tribal organization, that autonomy which we have so far recoguized 
as to hold that they are capable of making treaties with us, deter- 
mines that they are not subject to the jurisdiction of the United 
States within the meaning of this clause of the Constitution. Wo 
really make them subject to our jurisdiction whenever we see {it 
to do it; but within the meaning of this clause of the Constitution, 
they being a quasi-nation and a quasi-independent autonomy capable 
of making treaties with us, are not supposed to be subject to our 
jurisdiction, and therefore the members of that tribe are not mem- 
bers of the United States. 

Now, if I understand this bill, it proposes that exactly the mem- 
bers of a tribe, preserving its autonomy, with whom we make treaties, 
shall nevertheless become citizens of the United States. Suppose all 
of a tribe should become citizens of the United States, would not that 
be a very singular state of affairs that five hundred Indians (which 
is more than the average number of a tribe) should be an independ 
ent nation or quasi-nation capable of making treaties with us, and 
at the same time be citizens of the United States? If we are going 
into that, I think we had perhaps just as well give that privilege to 
the white men and to the negroes, and whenever you can get up forty 
or fifty or one hundred men to form themselves into a society of some 
kind and set themselves up, we should give them an independent 
autonomy and let them make treaties with the United States and at 
the same time be citizens of the United States. That is the way 
this strikes me at first. Perhaps I ought to apologize for this criti- 
cism of the bill, having only heard it read, but that is the way it 
strikes me. If I am entirely wrong in this, I shall be glad to be 
corrected, but if Iam rightin it this goes to the foundation of the bill. 

Sir, I for one have not any very extraordinary respect for 
these tribal organizations of the Indians. They have to give way. 
There has been a time, and a time within my recollection, when this 
Federal Government and a great State stood almost in arms against 
ach other upon the question of the rights of a tribe of Indians. 
| But little by little by force of circumstances this immense respect 
that was paid to the nationality, so to speak, or quasi-nationality of 
the Indian tribes has been frittered away until finally we passed a 
law, if I am not mistaken, or a resolution, or came to some kind of re- 
solve a few years ago, that we would make no more treaties with the 
Indians. First, we declared that we would not consider any Indian 
treaty in executive session, but would consider it openly and above- 
board. In the next place I think we came to a resolution that we 
would make no treaties with them at all. I grant that that has been 
violated again and again, since, for we have made treaties with them 
since. 

Mr. SARGENT. 

Mr. THURMAN. 


s and of the State wherein 











We call them contracts now. 
They call them contracts now, but— 


That which we call a rose, 
Dy any other name would smell as sweet 


and a contract with an Indian tribe is just as good a treaty as if you 
called it a treaty. 


Mr. SARGENT. The treaties were made upon the theory that the 
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Indians were independent nations with whom the treaty-making 
power must deal, being the President and Senate. The contract | 
which we subsequently insisted upon has been submitted to both 
Houses of Congress and passed upon. A treaty the other House of | 
Congress has nothing to 2 with. 

Mr. THURMAN. I know there isa change of nomenclature, I know 
very well that the House takes part in the making of these so-called 
contracts. I am not quite sure but that there is some exception to 
that—I will not say that there is—but it does not make much differ- 
ence whether you call them treaties or contracts. The whole tendency 
has been for this Government to exercise the sovereign power of legis- 
lation over the Indians and not to recognize a shadow of nationality, 
a shadow of autonomy that has very little substance in fact ; but yet 
we have not rejected it ont and out. We still do make these con- | 
tracts or treaties or whatever you call them. We still do give them 
this separate existence; and it does strike me as a very odd proposi- 
tion that we can take a whole tribe into citizenship, make them citi- 
zens of the United States, and yet let them preserve a separate and 
independent nationality from the United States. 

It may be said that it is only contemplated that one, half dozen, or 
more in a tribe may come in and avail themselves of the privilege 
afforded by this bill. If this is the case, the bill is not worth the 
paper it is printed on. It must be the inauguration of a new policy, 
a policy which shall convert Indians into citizens of the United | 
States, if the bill has any value at all; and if thatis true, then I sub- 
mit to my friend from Kansas that the “consummation devoutly to 
be wished” is that the whole of the tribe shall become citizens of the | 
United States, and yet this bill allows them to maintain their inde- 
pendent autonomy as a tribal organization with whom we can make 
treaties or contracts, as my friend from California expresses it, and 
who are governed by their tribal organization and at the same time 
to be subject to the laws of the United States as citizens. 

Mr. President, these are perhaps very crude remarks, but I make 
them with unfeigned deference to the committee, because as I said I 
never heard of this bill until it was read just now, and I know it is 
dangerous to criticise a bill which has received the careful considera- 
tion and approbation of a committee in the way I have done to-day. 
I wish to disavow any such idea in connection with myself. But 
these are ideason my mind, and knowing that if anybody can answer 
them the Senator from Kansas can, I thought it best to utter them. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio has been so 
long accustomed to view all subjects from a political standpoint that 
he has acquired a permanent intellectual strabismus, so that he is 
compelled to ask, when any bill is before the Senate, how it will 
aifect the democratic or the republican party, and he intimates that 
this bill is an attempt to offset the loss of the negro vote by the ac- 
quisition of the Indian vote upon the frontier. [Laughter. ] 

I do not wonder, in one respect, that the Senator from Ohio feels 
troubled in regard to this measure, for I have observed that whenever 
any community or class of people acquire “the habits of civilized life,” 
as this bill proposes, they generally abandon democracy and vote for 
republicanism. (Laughter. ] 

It is not the fault of the committee that the Senator from Ohio has 
not heard of this bill before. It was introduced early in the session, | 
acted upon by the committee, reported with amendments, and has 
for some time been upon the Calendar of the Senate ; and if the Sen- | 
ator does not take the trouble to observe what is done here and oc- | 
casionally inspect the Calendar, he cannot reasonably blame those 
who have charge of the public business. 

He refers, as one particular ground of objection to the bill, that it 
inaugurates what he is pleased to term a new policy, and he quotes 
from the fourteenth article of amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States to show that all persons born or naturalized in the 
United States and subject to the jurisdiction thereof are citizens of 
the United States and of the State wherein they reside. The Senator 
will observe that this bill is not, therefore, the declaration of a new 
principle, but is merely an effort on the part of the Senate to render 
that amendment to the Constitution operative. There is no principle 
better established than this, that constitutional provisions do not of 
themselves become operative, and that in very many cases it is nec- 
essary to adopt legislation for that purpose. =e 

This bill provides that whenever any Indian who is a member of 
any tribe or nation having treaty relations with the United States 
shall prove to the satisfaction of any court having jurisdiction that 
he is competent to manage his own affairs, that he has adopted the 
habits of civilized life, has been able for five years to support him- 
self and family, and will take an oath to support the Constitution of 
the United States, he shall be entitled to the privileges of citizenship. 

I do not apprehend that there will be any serious trouble in the 
direction that the Senator from Ohio indicates, because, so far as the 
question of treaties with Indians is concerned, that has long since 
been abandoned. I believe it was originally a mistake, not only of 
policy but in principle; that the Indians of this country never had 
any organization, either tribal or otherwise, that made them in any 
sense Whatever nations, entitling them as such to recognition by the 
Government of the United States to the extent of making treaties 
with them. 

But whether they be so or not, since 1871 that policy has been 
abandoned, and we now treat the Indians simply as communities, not 
having a distinct or independent organization independent of the 
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| the Northwest. 
| independent power with whom it can treat. 


| or any gentleman upon this floor, to assume the relation 
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United States, but like any community or corporation of ind 
with whom it is necessary for the Government to establish ‘ees 
relations. Rie 

Take the case of the Sioux with whom we have made contrac 
The Government does not recognize — 
It merely ; 
ments with them which require subsequent ratification 
tion by both Houses of Congress before they become 
tive. 

But I will say to the Senator from Ohio that the Particular obj 
that is intended to be accomplished by this bill is to enable a 1 — 
number of those Indians now living in the Indian Territory soni 
Kansas and north of Texas, who have for a long period o 
as competent to manage their own affairs as the Senato 


them as bo 
nakes agre * 
and recog 

Valid or Opera. 


ry south of 
f time hee ) 
t from Ohj 


: “ae t E 8 of citiz 
ship to the United States, to become amenable to its laws, atte - 


enabled to demand the protection of those laws whenever their 
rights are infringed. The committee have had this matter yy... 
very serious consideration. It has been urged upon their attentio: 
for the past four years. The measure has been subniitted to 4, 
Secretary of the Interior, to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, g,,) 
to those persons who are most familiar with the system of Indian 
administration in this country ; and it has the approbation of qj). Tt 
is believed that if this bill can be passed under the safeguards wi; 
which the committee have endeavored to surround it, it wil] go far 
toward settling those difficulties that have long existed and tha; 
have long been deplored in that portion of the country to which I 
allude. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of the honor. 
able Senator from Kansas, seeing this bill now for the first time, wha: 
is the status of the Indian after he has made the proof, taken thy 
oath, and been admitted to the privileges of citizenship? Does )jp 
remain an Indian after that, so that the various provisions of tho 
United States laws in regard to dealing with Indians and regulati; 
the conduct of Indians and of citizens with Indians apply to him,o; 
is the Indian character divested? 

Mr. INGALLS. Of course I cannot answer whether the person 
who availed himself of the provisions of this bill, should it pass, 
would be an Indian or an African. It would depend very much oy 
his “previous condition.” But my understanding of it is that the 
Indian, when he avails himself of the privileges of the bill, woul 
be a citizen of the United States, and that the effect of maintaining 
his tribal relations thereafterward would no more interfere with that 
than would the fact that he might be a member of the Presbyterian 
Church or of an Odd Fellows’ lodge. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I am not at all familiar with this subject, 
but it seems to me that before voting in favor of this bill every Sena- 
tor would desire to be able to answer the precise question which | 
have put to the honorable Senator from Kansas. There are, if Iam not 
mistaken, numerous legislative provisions which affect the conduct 
of Indians, which affect the right to deal with Indians, and which 
make it highly penal for citizens of the United States even to carry 
messages of a certain character to Indians—not merely to Indian tribes, 
but to individuals. Now, it isa pretty serious question, it seems to me, 
whether there is to be a class of American citizens in this country, 
and a pretty serious question whether it is constitutional to enact 
that there shall be a class of American citizens in this country, con- 
cerning whom such special provisions of law shall remain in force. 

Mr. INGALLS. What particular provision does the Senator allude 
to in that connection, will he permit me to inquire ? 

Mr. HOAR. I speak of the provisions which make it penal to carry 
a message to any Indian calculated to excite hostility on his part 
toward the United States. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Selling liquor to Indians. 

Mr. HOAR. There is provision in this very bill, the last section of 
this very bill, which enacts that in regard to a certain class of Amer- 
ican citizens, to wit, the citizens who are made such by this act, there 
shall be a disqualification of making conveyances of their own land 
for five years, establishing in the legislation of this country, atter tt 
has been put out of it as we hoped by constitutional enactments, the 
policy of making a distinction as to the right to hold, manage, aud 
convey property by reason of race solely. It seems to me, therefore, 
that it is a pretty pertinent question to put, whether this bill under- 
takes to provide for the future existence in this country of persons 
who are at the same time citizens for some purposes, and, if not aliens, 
at least members of organizations with whom we make treaties an 
concerning whom we make provisions of law which are enacted 00 
the principle that they are savages with whom the United States 
Government is dealing. ‘ 

Now, if the Senator from Kansas proposes to introduce a bill enact- 
ing that the Indians born upon our soil shall become citizens by the 
fact of birth, or if he proposes to enact that by making proof ef theit 
fitness for citizenship before the courts they shall then become cit- 
zens, laying aside, however, every other character from that time for 
ward and standing as citizens equal to other American citizens am 
the Constitution and laws, I very strongly incline to think that such 
a bill ought to receive the assent of the Senate. But it seems to le 
that it is a very interesting subject of inquiry what will be the con 
dition of the half man aud half beast, or at any rate half citizen and 
half savage, that this bill seems to previde for. 
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INGALLS. Mr. President, the last section of the bill to which 
Mr. ‘ator from Massachusetts refers, and by which I suppose he 
” ae include section 2 of the amendment—— 

tr, HOAR. Yes, sir; I mean the last. — 

Mr INGALLS. Is already the law of this country. Those identical 
- adopted as an amendment to the Indian appropriation 
and now stand upon the statute book. 

Mr, HOAR. In regard to all citizens? 

Mr. INGALLS. In regard to all Indians who take homesteads. 

Mr, HOAR. Undoubtedly. The Senator will pardon me for the 
interruption. Undoubtedly that is a provision of law in regard to 
all nA NGALLS. Who take homesteads. ; = 

Mr. HOAR. But now you propose to make certain Indians citizens 
and then to have these special provisions of law still applicable to 
aoe citizens by reason of their race which are not applicable to 
any other citizens of the United States. — 

“Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I think every Senator who has 
heard this bill as I did to-day for the first time—and I expect a ma- 
: rity of the Senate are in that condition—feels the necessity for re- 
flection upon it and study of the bill. I am sure I do. I do not 
want to dissent from a report of a committee of this body without 
having time to reflect upon it, although my first impressions are 
adverse to the report. I think that in order to give us time, and as 
it is a Very interesting subject, I am quite sure Senators will look into 
it, it would be as well now to go into executive session, and I make 
the motion that we do. 

Mr. INGALLS. May I have one word ? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. i ; 

Mr. MERRIMON. Is there any report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir. I merely give notice that if this is not 
the uptinished business I will call it up on the first occasion when 
Ican obtain the attention of the Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN. If we go into executive session now it will be 
le(t the unfinished business. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. THURMAN. I renew my motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After nineteen minutes spent in 


executive session the doors were re-opened, and (at two o’clock and 
six minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MonpDaAyY, November 19, 1877. 


The Honse met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 

W. P. HARRISON. 

The Journal of Saturday last was read and approved. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. I 
am one of those reported by the REcoRD of Saturday as having been 
among the absentees or non-voters on the consideration of the Sen- 
ate amendments to the House Army appropriation bill on that day. 

On Saturday, and for four days prior thereto, I was confined to my 
room by illness. I had attended here, although scarcely in proper 
physical condition to do so, all through the discussion of the House 
amendments to the bill, and had voted on each of those amendments. 
When the discussion commenced on the resumption bill I yielded to 
the advice of my physician and confined myself to my room. I was 
anxious to vote on the resumption bill—as also upon the Senate 
amendments to the House Army appropriation bill—whenever the 
latter might come before the House. I had naturally, perhaps, sup- 
posed that the resumption bill would be voted upon first, and had 
understood from various sources that this latter bill would reach a 
vote late on Saturday afternoon. With this understanding, and 
against the advice of my physician, I rode to the Capitol on the after- 
noon of Saturday only to find that consideration of the resumption 
act had been postponed, but that votes had been taken on the Senate 
amendments to the Army appropriation bill and that the amend- 
ments had been agreed to. | have gone thus much into detail, Mr. 
Speaker, for the reason that the RECorpD reports me, later in the day, 
as having voted upon an inconsequential measure, and the sugges- 
tion would naturally present itself to any one reading the proceedings 
of the day, to any one not having knowledge of the facts, that I had 
been present during the whole day’s session and had voluntarily ab- 
stained fram voting upon the Senate amendments. 

Had I been present, Mr. Speaker, when the Senate amendments 
were being considered in the House, with respect to all amendments 
looking toward a ible increase of the Army over the twenty 
thousand men provided for by the original House bill, I should have 
voted “no,” in italics and with emphasis. 

COMMITTEE CLERK. 


JTHARD, by unanimous consent, submitted the following | 
; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts : 
Resolved, That the committee on the revision of the laws regulating the count. | 


Mr. SOT 
resolution 
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ing of the electoral votes for President and Vice-President be allowed a clerk, and 
that said clerk be paid the same compensation which is or may be allowed to the 


clerks of other committees, to be paid out of the miscellaneous contingent fund 
of the House or otherwise. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HALE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. SWANN. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole to resume the consideration of the joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 48) in relation to the international industrial exposition to be 
held in Paris in 1878. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I rise to a point of order. I would like to know 
how it is that the joint resolution reported from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs supersedes the bill to repeal the resumption act. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution to which the gentleman 
refers contains an appropriation and is, in the opinion of the Chair, 
one of the bills excepted from the operation of the resolution making 
the bill for the repeal of the resumption act a special order. In 
addition to that, the House at its last sitting determined by a ma- 
jority vote to take up this joint resolution in preference and in 
antagonism to the special order. If the majority of the House does 
not wish to go into Committee of the Whole upon the joint resolu- 
tion at this time, its relief is aready one, by voting down the motion 
of the gentleman from Maryland, [ Mr. SWANN. ] 

Mr. BUCKNER. There has been a suspension of the rules bya 
two-thirds vote to make the bill for the repeal of the resumption act 
a special order. Now, as I understand, the rules cannot be suspended 
while the House is acting under a suspension of the rules. I call 
attention to the paragraph beginning on page 303 of the Digest : 

It is not in order to move a suspension of the rules while the House is acting 
under a suspension of the rules, unless connected with the business immediately 
before the eave, nor while considering a special order, it having been made 
under a suspension of the rules. 

I understand the bill repealing the resumption act has been given 
place by special order of this House in preference to everything else 
except appropriation bills; not bills, if the Speaker please, which 
merely incidentally come from another committee, from a committee 
other than the Appropriation Committee, and which may possibly 
appropriate money, but appropriation bills in the usual form; and 
that means, as I understand it, by the universal usage of the House, 
bills appropriating money directly for the benetit of the Govern- 
ment, to run the Government, and therefore highly privileged under 
the rules, on being reported from the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. It is quite true that the House suspended the 
rules to make a special order, but in that resolution of suspension is 
a distinct exemption of appropriation bills. The Chair has heretofore 
ruled on that point in the same direction. The Clerk will read Rule 
104 to show that the Chair is correct in recognizing the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. SWANN ] to make the motion he has. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

104. The House may at any time, by a vote of a majority of the members present, 
suspend the rules and orders for the purpose of going into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union; and also for providing for the discharge 
of the Committee of the Whole House and the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union from the further consideration of any bill referred to it, 
after acting without debate on all amendments pending and that may be offered. 


The SPEAKER. Now, the gentleman from Missouri will observe, 
the rule does not say the House shall go into the Committee of the 
Whole even for the consideration of the appropriation bills. It men- 
tions the fact that the House, by a majority vote, may do so for the 
purpose of considering any subject pending in that committee. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Can that be done where the rules have been al- 
ready suspended ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the point. 

Mr. BUCKNER. In other words, Mr. Speaker, under the special 
order that rule has been suspended as well as all other rules, unless 
the matter comes within the term of an appropriation bill, which 
appropriation bills alone were excepted. Any other I understand to 
bean unfair and unreasonable construction of that special order. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the Chair passes by unnoticed any re- 
mark of the gentleman that his decision is unfair. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I ask pardon; I did not mean to reflect upon the 
Speaker at all, but I do mean to say the decision is unfair in a legal 
sense, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is very clear in his judgment, not only 
on that portion of the suspension of the rules which provided for the 
exemption from the force of the special order all] —— bills, 
but, in addition to that, his decision has been complied with by the 
House, or at least a majority of the House, which confirmed it, there- 
by directing what should be his future conduct under that ruling. 

Mr. EDEN. May I make an inquiry of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. EDEN. If the House goes into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union to consider this as an appropriation bill, does it 
thereby become a special order ? 

The SPEAKER. It is one of the exemptions provided for in the 
resolution suspending the rules that the consideration of the resump- 
tion bill should not interfere with apprepriation bills, and therefore, 
in so far as that exemption is concerned, this matter will naturally in 
the Committee of the Whole come under the operation of rules of the 
House. The House has its remedy under the rules now, and under the 
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Chair’s ruling, by a majority vote, to give direction as to what it 
may wish todo. And the majority of the House is the voice of the 
House. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Let me say to the Speaker there is nothing in 
the bill, nothing in the title of the bill which the gentleman from 
Maryland has charge of, which makes it an appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. It is not the province of the Chair to look only 
at the title of a bill or joint resolution, but this joint resolution does 
provide for an appropriation of money out of the Treasury. On Sat- 
urday or Friday the Chair stated in addition that it was a subject 
which had been specially communicated to Congress at this called 
session by the President. It is one of the subjects specifically men- 
tioned in the President’s special message as being necessary for the 
House to consider at this special session. 

Mr. BUCKNER. The Chair will observe there is no rule I am 
aware of which gives any special priority or privilege to anything 
the President may recommend. 

The SPEAKER. Only so far as it should have the weight of the 
approval of the Executive in the message which it is his duty tosend 
to Congress. The gentleman from Missouri, however, will observe 
on that point that Rule 104 does not provide at all for a motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole for a special purpose, but it merely 
provides for going into the Comittee of the Whole. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I admit the propriety of the rule in a given case, 
but it seems after the House has suspended that rule, after the spe- 
cial order has been made suspending that and all other rules, that 
now it is not proper to go into the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say, if the gentleman will 
give his attention, that the rules have been suspended to make a 
special order conditional upon certain exemptions, and this is one of 
the exemptions. In so far as this exemption has been made, it is 
therefore under the operation of the rules of the House even on the 
gentleman’s own statement of the case, 

Mr. BUCKNER. ‘Then does this result follow, that the special 
order by which the rules were suspended must give way to any bill 
that appropriates money ? 

The SPEAKER. That is the fault of the gentleman who drew the 
resolution, not the fault of the Chair. 

Mr. CLYMER. I desire to make an inquiry of the Chair. If a 
majority of the House refuses now to go into Committee of the Whole 
on the bill of the gentleman from Maryland, what would be the next 
motion entertained by the Chair—a motion to take up the bill for 
the repeal of the act resuming specie payments or a motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole to consider the bill reported by the 
Committee on Appropriations ? 

The SPEAKER. The House has the remedy in its own hands. It 
is the part of the Chair only to give a construction to the rules of 
order, not to dictate in the least degree tothe House. The majority 
has the power to vote down the motion of the gentleman from Mary- 
land, [Mr.SwaNNn.] And then, in reply to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. CLYMER, ] the Chair desires to say that he would feel 
bound to recognize the gentlethan from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON, ] 
who is seeking the floor to have considered a deticiency bill reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations, The Chair has said before that 
these two bills are of necessity, under the very terms, the letter and 
the spirit of the suspension resolution, entitled from him to first 
recognition. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I desire to say that the Committee on Banking 
and Currency do not desire, and I may say that I do not suppose we 
have any right, to antagonize any bill coming from the Committee on 
Appropriations or any bill that is properly an appropriation bill; but 
what [ hold is that the bill in charge of the gentleman from Mary- 
land does not belong to that class. 

Mr. CLYMER. I wish to state that if the House votes down the 
present motion to go into Committee of the Whole the Committee on 
Appropriations will be prepared to ask the House to proceed with 
the consideration of the bill which is in charge of the gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON. } 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks the attention of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER] to this point: How conld the House 
comply with the exemption in favor of appropriation bills if the 
Chair were to refuse to recognize a gentleman to make a motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole to consider them? And that considera- 
tion operates with redoubled force on the motion which the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] desires to make. 

Mr. BUCKNER. My idea is that it was out of order to recognize 
the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. SWANN, ] for the reason that this 
bill was not reported from the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri tested the sense of 
the House on that subject, and a majority of the House voted on 
Saturday to take up the bill of the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. FORT. We will test the sense of the House again, 

Mr. MONROE. I wish to say one word for our committee. The 
arguinnent of the gentleman from Missouri is wholly based on the 
assumption that the appropriation contained in the bill reported by 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs is not an appropriation in the same 
sense in which those of other appropriation bills are. He assumes 
that it is not an appropriation important for the welfare of the Gov- 
ernment and of the people. The Committee on Foreign Affairs do 
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not admit this assumption at all, and are prepared to tes: 
of the House upon it. 7 

The SPEAKER. That isin the nature of an argument 
of the bill, and not on the point of order. 

Mr. SPARKS. It is not an appropriation to carry on the ¢, 
ment. ? = 

The SPEAKER. When the bill is up for discussion gent}, 
indulge in any arguments they please on its merits. Wiens 
now before the House. The question is on the motion of ep 
man from Maryland, that the House resolve itself into ¢ 
the Whole. 

Mr. VANCE. I desire to make an inquiry of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear it. 

Mr. VANCE. Is the rule assigning the morning hour of Mona 
for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions suspended t — 

The SPEAKER. It is, because it is not embraced as one of 4) 
exceptions in the resolation making the bill for the repeal of 4), 
resumption act the special order. , , 

Mr. VANCE. If the motion of the gentleman from } 
voted down, would that rule then go into effect ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will then recognize the gentleman fr: 
Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] to move that the House £0 into ¢ 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the }j]| reported 
from the Committee on Appropriations. Should that again be , tad 
down every obstacle in the way of the bill for the repeal of the p.. 
sumption act would then be removed. 

Mr. CONGER. Except the morning hour under the last clause of 
the order? ; 

The SPEAKER. Except the morning hour. 

Mr. CONGER. I stand by the morning hour. 

The question being taken on Mr. SWANN’S motion, there were— 
ayes 105, noes 98. 

Mr. BUCKNER called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. SWANN and Mr. Buckyer were 
appointed. 

The House again divided ; and the tellers reported —ayes 133, noes?) 

So the motion was agreed to. 
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PARIS EXPOSITION OF 1878. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. SPRINGER in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
joint resolution (H. R. No. 48) in relation to the international indys 
trial exposition to be held in Paris in 1873. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House the time for general ; 
bate on the joint resolution has been limited to four hours, of which 
one hour has already been occupied. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] is entitled to the floor. 


EXPOSITIONS EXPOSED. 


Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Chairman, it is with regret that I 
oppose what might seem the aggrandizement of our country by a for- 
eign exhibition of its products. If that statement involved the true 
question before us, presented in the bill of the Foreign Affairs Com 
mittee, my regret would lead to silence. The fallacy of measures like 
this consists in assuming that everything which seems to be for th: 
welfare and glory of the country is truly so, and that every beneficent 
law in seeming is authorized by our Constitution. 


LOVERS OF THE LABORING-MAN. 


The district which I represent is composed almost entirely of arti- 
sans and laborers. If this measure were constitutional and helpful 
to labor nothing would give me more pleasure than to contribute to 
its relief in the distress which everywhere prevails. but it by no 
means follows, because this bill is urged in the interest of those who 
live on the product of labor, that it will assist those who produce. 

It is an old sophism to profess to be good in order to do ill. The 
maxim which attributes many crimes in Liberty’s name is a house- 
hold truism, with a terrible history. When Napoleon ILI distributed 
the prizes at the great French exhibition in 1867, how eloquently he 
spoke of his lively solicitnde for the interests of the workingwan! 
Not long after that he crucified France. When a protectionist mem- 
ber was laboring here in 1870 for a high bounty for his own patented 
Bessemer steel he closed his touching appeal, not for himself, oh, no! 
but for the workingman! In vain do we wait for any movement here 
to relieve labor at home, to secure its just reward and elevate its con- 
dition. In vain do we look for any movement to harmonize it with 
capital that prosperity to both may come! Such measures as this are 
not moved by the masses. They come from the gilded apex, not the 
broad base of the common weal. No doubt this exhibition avill be, as 
others have been, gorgeous in display. Aurelian fettered his captive 
Zenobia with gold and the slave held up the golden fetter. He load dl 
the object to adorn his triumph, as we cumber vur labor by such taxes 
as these that we may shine afar! : 

No doubt the gentlemen who are foremost in asking these contri- 
butions for the display of their products are men entirely «istuter 
ested and patriotic. If their hands are not, the hands which work 
for them are callous with toil. Indeed, a showing of hands tn t's 
Congress would be an instructive illustration of the enormous Work 
ing ability of its members in earning an honest livelihood! 
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- THE USE OF STIMULANTS. 
has been justified as similar bills have been justified, and 


Thia bill . one 

- ie the Centennial bill, on the ground that the country is in 
Cee ition of aman who has just turned the crisis of a violent 
the cond! ed by long sickness and low diet. It was urged in that 


or. exhaust - . : 
ever sal debate (Record, Forty-fourth Congress, first session, page 
eulie = = 5 


e system must be built up anew, and it must begin with 
The necessity of stimulants to baild up an exhausted 
whether it be Federal or personal, might well be referred 
ommission consisting of doctors learned in the law and 
They would find that stimulants are dangerous rem- 


ce 
4=4) ° that th 
stimulants.” 
cousututioen, 
toa sauitary © 
in medicie, 


Before, however, discussing the authority to levy large taxes as a 
“wulus, would it not be well to examine, first, what is the kind of 
atin ulation and who are its subjects and ministers, ; 

~ The bill as originally propounded by the President in his message 
and by the Secretary of State seems to intend something more than 
the penetit of American industries. This bill proposes to stimulate 
their sinking condition and contribute to their advancement at home 
and abroad. It might truly be entitled “ An act to levy taxes to allow 
our gentry to visit Paris, advertise goods, and erect a corn-kitchen.’ 


[ Laughter. ] 


st 


cules. 
OBJECTS OF THE MEASURE. 


THE FIRST PROGRAMME. 

The bill as originally contributéd by the Secretary of State proposed 
to pay out of our Treasury $225,000 to defray expenses of commission- 
ers, experts, scientists, artisans, civil agencies, traveling agents, and 
transportations across the country and ocean, as well as lauding, pro- 
tecting, and reshipping of goods. To this were added expenses of 
reporters and reports, some $12,000; and after exhausting all possi- 
ble methods of extracting money from the Treasury for this purpose 
so foreign to our shores and our Constitution, a needless appropria- 
ion of $13,000 for “ contingencies” was thrust in to round the whole 
sum of $225,000. 

Our committee were not disposed to accept all these extravagant 
and indefinite items. They have introduced a bill of their own, only 
a little less extravagant and in almost every regard as thoroughly 
indefensible. The majority report asks for $150,000 for the purposes 
indicated by the Secretary of State ; and, sad to say, they struck out, 
against my vote, the Indian corn proposition of my intelligent and 
honorable colleagne,|Mr. HEw1Tt.] I have endeavored, by an amend- 
ment and a smaller sum, to rescue the agricultural interest from this 
neglect of the committee. 

WHAT THE MINORITY PROPOSE. 

The minority of the committee, which reported this bill, while not 
ayreeing to its constitutionality, see no objection to furnishing Gov- 
ernment vessels for transportation to and from France, free of charge, 
of articles for exhibition; nor do they undertake to say that any 
diseourtesy should be allowed in not fully recognizing the invitation 
of France; but, in carrying out the provisions of the joint resolution, 
they prefer that no tax should be levied for so donbtful a purpose. 
If other gentlemen, however, can find it to be constitutional to vote 
appropriations for these objects, I offer an amendment for funds 
adequate to secure official recognition, to be placed with the Secre- 
tary of State, and another and separate fund for the Cothmissioner of 
Agriculture, to be used at his discretion. More than that would be 
wastetul excess. 
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empty the Treasury and add fresh burdens to an already overburdened 
people. 
FOREIGN RHETORIC ON SIMILAR THEMES. 

Such grandiose expressions have not infrequently been used in 
other countries to fill the swelling exchequers of selfish and mercenary 
men. Even the Englisu exhibitions of 1851 and 1862, which had po 
appropriation, were heralded by a chorus of superb harmonies whose 
powerful tones seemed to ring out in stupendous unison like the 
sixty-five hundred voices which I heard in the Crystal Palace of that 
year: 

All people that on earth do dwell, 

Sing to the Lord with cheerful voice; 
while “amens” and “hallelujahs” were to usher in the reien of “ peace 
and good will to men.” Conquest and carnage were to be abjured 
forever. Alas! for the bloody sequel. 

The main business of that exhibition, so far as America was con- 
cerned, was limited to our frightful editice of india-rubber, which 
typitied the elasticity of our national conscience and development ; 
to our thousands of daguerreotypes to show the remarkable men and 
vanity of our country, to two of our Iowa Indians, who stood in pro- 
found sorrow, betraying their nostalgia, trophies of our conquering 
and implacable civilization, and to the beautiful Greek Slave, the 
occasion of satire and irony upon our instiutions] 

MANUFACTURE OF MILLENNIUMS. 

The Paris exhibition of 1-62 was also heralded as a harbinger of 
peace among the nations. It was the symbol of the federation of the 
world. Then arose, as soon again will arise, upon the banks of the 
Seine a dazzling edifice, with its imperial commission and splendors. 
Some called it a great sham, an iniquitous job, and acrying scandal ; 
but rhetoricians in France, with picturesque verbiage, transformed 
it into a universal congress of art and industry, a giant tournament 
of thinkers and workers, and, as a climax, an infallible guarantee 
of the brotherhood of nations. Yet that Emperor who patronized 
that exhibition of peace and good will, and who, like another Augus- 
tus, had transformed an old metropolis of filth, lawlessness, and vauity 
into a seat of splendor, wdility, and luxury, fell with France at Sedan, 
and the reign of Mars was postponed only by exhaustion and insen- 
sate fury. That French exhibition, like that portion of Vienna which 
some fondly called “our own,” was described as one of * jobbers, 


| higglers,and hagglers, incredibly avid of riches, unblushingly extor- 


tionate in trade, ceaselessly hungering after francs and centimes.” It 


| was not in the power of the third Napoleon, nor that of the shows 


and shops that belonged to his era of brass and gold, to manutfact- 
ure a millenium. 
THE FIELD OF MARS. 

The Champ de Mars had many memories of war and revolution. 

twas upon this field that Robespierre erected an altar to the Su- 
preme Being. Surrounded by his chiefs, he celebrated the féle by 
| dedicating flowers, fruits, and ears of corn, while all swore to defend 
the republic. It was then and there that the grand hymn to God 
| was sung, while the sanguinary bypocrites offered our innocent maize 
to propitiate the Eternal. It was accounted a grand thing to open 
| upon its plaza an exhibition of arts and mechanism, where oriental 
| magnificence in fabrics contested the palm with the severer grandeurs 
of western skill. To the sybarite and the mechanic, to the chemist 
and soldier, to artisan and tradesman, to sultan and subject gathered 
upon this historic ground, there seemed for a time to dawn a roseate 
era of universal interchange. Upon that field of Mars, which cen- 





A SHOP AND SHOW AND A SACRIFICE. 

I proceed to the consideration of the objects—the real and not the 
simulated objects of the bill. This exposition of Paris, like others, 
including our Centennial, savors of the shop and displays like a show. 
There is not a particle of patriotism in it; indeed the old word 
patriotism has almost lost its meaning. We have many persons ready 
to live for and on their country, but it is hard to tind within the 
broad domain of this heaven-blessed land ‘one who would die for it. 
To extract money deftly from the Treasury, in our new lexicon, that 
18 patriotism. 

There was a young lady in a New Engiand town to whom a fortune 
was bequeathed. She had a missionary spirit, and called the deacons 
of her church around her to know where she ought to go to bestow 
her grace and means in saving sinners. The good deacons spoke of 
Timbuectoo and India; but said she, “Is not Paris, too, a very bad 
place?” They said it was: full of fashion, frivolity, and wickedness. 


She 


by an appropriation. 
THE FLAG AND AN APPROPRIATION. 
I was in hopes that the persiflage which is always called in to 


glorify such appropriations had evaporated with the centennial year | 


and exhibition. Do we not recall how members apostrophized George 


vr entington, pictured on one side of you, Mr. Speaker, and La Fayette | 


on the other 


We have had the same sublimity of speech on this measure ; but | 


one tires of a perpetual diet so highly seasoned. This kind of rhetoric, 


Mr. Speaker, would be interesting and harmless if it did not tend to | 
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said she thought she would try Paris first. The promoters of | 
this bill are equally good. They would save Paris from its sins | 
by sewing-machines, pianos, sulky-plows, and Indian corn. They | 
would sacrifice much of time and labor to reclaim the ignorant and | 
bad; only they want our poor people to pay for the pious pilgrimage | 


| turies before had been the gathering place of warriors, was to ve real- 
ized more than the dreams of Utopia. It wasto bea mart of industry 
typical of pruning-hooks and plowshares. How long after that, be- 
| fore the Gerinan Uhlans encamped within the walls of the fated city ? 
| The wars which have since followed show that in giving the 
“Legion of honor” to the Yankee piano-forte with a tiddle attach- 
ment, or a gold medal for a carved Belgian cupboard, the lion was not 
induced to lie down with the lamb, except he had swallowed the 
lamb. The meanness and rapacity of its promoters were only excelled 
by the disgraceful exhibition which our own nation made subse- 
quently at Vienna. 


SHODDY, GOOD AND BAD. 

It was the display of shoddy in its worse sense. I would rescue 
shoddy from its sinister meaning. Shoddy has become a term of re- 
proach, but if you stop its supply the price of wool would double. 
Millions of people would then miss their warm winter clothes. If, 
however, shoddy is not mixed with new wool, it becomes not only 
a disgrace to trade, but a just nickname for mercenary roguery. If 
our exhibition at Paris should degenerate into the unmixed shoddy, 
as at Vienna, better not to have exhibited our weakness at all. 

EXHIBITION THIRST. 

The most that the Paris exhibition did for America was the intro- 
duction of American drinks. There was a perpetual disease in and 
around it called the “ Exhibition thirst,” which was well described by 
George Augustus Sala as “leading to wandering in spirits and in 
mind.” If you asked any question of the stranger about Paris, he 
dilated upon the “ noggs,” “ cobblers,” “smashes,” “ cocktails,” “ eye- 
openers,” “ moustache-twisters,” and “ corpse-revivers” of the Ameri- 
can restaurant. ({Laughter.] Stewed oysters, terrapins, soft-shell 
crabs, canvas-back ducks, and prairie hens were introduced under the 
Stars and Stripes, to the attention, admiration, amazement, and stom- 
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achs of the French population for the first time. Nor are the provis- 
ions of the original bill for a corn diet any novelty in France, for 
green corn and succotash were as common then as cobblers and cock- 
tails. [Laughter.] 

GENERAL WELFARE CLAUSE. 

Under some clanse of our Constitution for the general welfare and 
happiness of mankind our appropriation for this exhibition is justi- 
fied. Such exhibitions not only fail to give dignity and grandeur to 
our character as a nation, but utterly fail to contribute to the 
common defense and general welfare. They fail to usher in that 
intelligence, courage, and unassuming glory which should illustrate 
the first republic of the world. 

STRICT CONSTRUCTION AND RESERVED POWER. 

Seriously, Mr. Chairman, it is about time that the pendulum swung 
from one extreme to the other in relation to constitutional construc- 
tion and taxation. It is true that parties seem to be changing on 
vital rules of construction. What has not the last year brought 
forth? Let me use a fable to teach the lesson. It is said that there 
was a giant once who swallowed windmills without choking, but who 
was suffocated next day by a piece of fresh butter! Samet.) So 
with our republican State-rights friends. There was nothing too huge 
or crooked which they did not swallow under the war power and for 
twelve years after the war; but when the votes of States falsely 
personated came to us in a Federal way their hatred of State rights 
vanished. They swallowed State rights as if they had the lubricity 
of butter. The recent elections look as if they suffered, if they were 
not suffocated, by the act of degiutition. 

It is well, when our opponents here are carrying reserved rights to 
such extremes, for us to consider how far we are swinging in the 
other direction. If this measure is to be justified in a democratic 
House, where is the limit for any and all objects which hover like 
birds of prey about the Treasury ? 

Whatever good may be done our industries by such expositions, 
there are many distinguished in public life who are not ready to 
admit that there is any authority to tax for any such purpose. When 
we ask those who favor such schemes for any grant of power to 
sanction such appropriations, they spread into platitudes. In the 
Centennial debate one member justified the appropriation by saying 
that we had a right to show other nations that we exist, and. there- 
fore, an appropriation was justifiable. (Record, Forty-first Congress, 
first session, page 522.) As Mr. Townsend, of Pennsylvania, remarked ; 
We have aperees more than five billions to render it certain that this nation 
shall exist. We have spent tive billions to have a centennial, and when you come 
to the constitutional question—the question of right—I say, sir, that if a nation 
has a right to exist, it has a right to show to the world that it does exist. 

Another member argued that, as it only cost three and a half cents 
apiece to our people, and as it was the boiled-down essencepf all 
the Fourth of Julys for a hundred years, the appropriation was con- 
stitutional. Another member argued that, inasmuch as America was 
almost a terra incognita to Europe, by bringing Europe to us, we would 
enable its por to see our country forthemselves; and therefore it was 
constitutional to appropriate a million and a half of dollars. Another 
argued that, as the retinaof the soul would be painted by panoramas 
of Bunker Hill and of Yorktown, and of Washington buffeting with 
the waves of the icy Delaware, it was constitutional. [Laughter. ] 

Aside from this irrelevant rhetoric I put a question as one belong- 
ing to the old school of strict constructionists, from which I have 
rarely deviated in a long service: Where is the power in Congress 
to grant such an appropriation? Point to a line which justities 
it! Standing on the ancient ways, if we have failed before, let 
us now assert that it is greater to preserve our fundamental law 
from infraction than to spread over all the continents every division 
of ourindustry, commercial, mechanical, physical, economical, or mis- 
cellaneons. As the greater includes the less; as the creator is above 
the creature, is it not a greater incentive to other nations to be- 
hold our Republic preserve its integrity and its Constitution, its 
genius and polity, its many-in-one, its local distinct from its Federal 
power over affairs, than to display all our wealth or power in mere 
material success? What are all the arts, whether related to the 
alimentary, sanitary, domiciliary, locomotive, sensitive, intellect- 
ual, or social life, which make up these universal shows, compared 
with the elemental and undying principles which lift our Republic 
above the waves of time and the tempests of revolution? Weave 
what warp and woof you may ; delve fur the mineral, however rich ; 
construct your titanic machines, however grand, complicated, or 
retined ; calculate your longitudes or discover new moons by mathe- 
matics and telescopes; put your girdle around the earth or under 
the sea, by chemistry ; ied the Greek Slave with Powers; excel 
Gérdme or Meissonier or Rosa Bonheur upon the easel; display terra- 
cottas more beautiful than those of Harzé, bronzes better than Bar- 
bédienne’s, or porcelain the peer of Sévres; tapestry and carpets rival- 
ing the Gobelins or Aubesson ; jewelry to outshine Christofle, of Paris, 
or Castellani, of Rome; make better mosaics than of Salviati, or the 
enamels better than those of Le Pecq ; reproduce here the ceramic 
and other lost arts which are now reviving throughout Europe; and 
you will yet find nocompensation in these accomplishments, in the mim- 
icry and mummery of the army of honorary nabobs, dandies, and bum- 
mers who cluster about a foreign exhibition. Much lesa, sir, will these 
achievements condone for any fracture in its smallest part of the great- 
est refinement of civil polity, which is illustrated in our political faith, 
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order, and Constitution. [Applanse.] Not for all the 
mechanical science and skill should we barter this preci: 
of construction applied to that instrument by all our best statesn, 
and courts, namely, that powers not granted by the Constitutio sien 
not be exercised by Congress, and that no powers are gr 
what are expressed as such, or are fairly inferable as rex 
to attain the end of a power itself granted. 
THE TAXING CLAUSE—ITS MEANING. 


Such appropriations as that now under discussion }; 
sought to be justified by the first clause of the eighth sect 
first article of the Constitution : 

Cong ress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, im 
to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and gen 
United States. 

If, under this clause, this appropriation can be made, we are 
uncertain and limitless sea; any appropriation, for an 
then possible. If this clause be applicable, it is a lie to 
Government is one of special and enumerated powers, 

Is it said that by the words “ general welfare ” no appropriation cay 
be made unless it is designed toeffect that object? Who is to deter. 
mine what isthe general welfare? Congress, then, at its discretioy, 
may determine what is or is not for the general welfare. ‘There i 
no limit to the power. You can take money for any purpose. By 
a like loose construction you may establish schools in Thibet ¢: 
extract sunbeams from cucumbers. Mr. Chairman, there is but ono 
rule; it is inflexible. You can only provide for the general welfare 
by exercising the powers that are delegated to you in the Constity. 
tion. You cannot go outside of the express delegations of power 
and roam at will, to find something that might promote that welfap. 

PRECEDENTS. 

It will not do to say that precedents have been made. Almost 
every provision of the Coustitation has been downtrodden by bad 
administration or legislation. It is the crying sin of our time th,t 
our lands and moneys have been squandcred that scoundrels and 
bankrupts might live in luxury. And even for a good purpose | 
should never sanction an erroneous construction of the Constitution, 
lest a precedent should creep in upon the State, for its dishonor aud 
ruin. 

The gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. TUCKER, } who is both a lawyer 
and a publicist, in the Centennial discussion divided this power to jay 
and collect taxes, &c., into three branches, (Record, Fourty-four)) 
Congress, first session, page 510:) First, as to laying and collecting; 
second, as to paying debts and providing for the common defense aud 
general welfare; and, third, a qualification on the power in the first 
branch of the sentence. 

To suppose— 

Said he— 
that the learned men of the convention had injected asa substantial power the 
words in the second branch of the sentence, and then in the third branch qualitiod 
the first branch, would be to attribute to them a wiserable lick of knowlelen f 
the rules of grammar and of style. Hence the usual and generally conceded con- 
struction of the two clauses has been that it attached to the first clause asa defi 
nition of the purposes of the tax power, limiting its use only to such objects ; and 
that the second clause cannot be clearly held to contain a new and substantial 
grant of power. 

Who ever believed that this power to levy and collect taxes, &c., 
interpreted as it has been by Mr. Madison in the forty-first number 
of The Federalist, amounted to an unlimited commission to exercise 
every power which may be alleged to be necessary for the common 
defense or general welfare? ‘No stronger proof,” said he, “can be 
given of the distress under which these writers labor for objections 
than their stooping to such a misconstraction. Error,” he said, 
‘“‘ would always receive its own condemnation.” 

THE RULE APPLIED TO EXHIBITIONS PAST. 

Then let me inquire whether a bill of this kind comes within such 
a construction as I have indicated. Surely there has existed much 
doubt as to our authority to vote money for these shows. Austria 
invited us to Vienna, first on the 12th of July, 1870, and, finding us 
reluctant, again on the 22d of September, 1471. Congress took no 
action until June 10, 1872, and then authorized the President to ap- 

»int our agents; but provided: “ That such appointments shall not 
impose on this Government any liability for the expense which they 
may occasion.” This was all, until February 14, 1873, when $200,000 
were passed through Congress, Of this nearly all was spent; how, 
will appear hereafter. But our first cautious action is to be noted. 
We had not then entered so largely on speculations by act of Congress. 

Again: In the case of the Centennial appropriation, at its inception, 
in 1872, its promoters were so doubtful of the power of appropriation 
that they simply asked for and obtained an act of Congress creating 
a commission to prepare plans and buildings but providing that the 
United States should not be liable for any expense attending suc h 
exhibition or by reason of the same. If this was the cautious action 
at first as to the Centennial, what can we say of the audacity of 
those who would unconstitutionally create a mercenary expedition 
to Paris, to exhibit their goods, wares and merchandise, for theit 
own greed and gain? Who contends seriously that for the purpose 
of transporting samples and advertising them in Paris, an ary 
of officers, such as this measure proposes, was ever contemplated 
by the men who framed our organic law? If the fathers of the 
Republic were jealous of entangling alliances abroad, and mude 
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-» eountry respected and great through independence of Europe, 
pee {he authority fo impress upon the effete dynasties of the 
wid Weel lor their republican copyists in France, our toys, avd drinks, 
~ eg and turnips, and all the variety of our mineral, agri- 
and a and manufacturing products? Were not these matters to be 
ene laws? Where is the clause of the Constitution to 
see ae collect taxes, that our rich manufacturers may display their 
oe battons, their gutta-percha and glue, their iron machines 


gin 
and 


agricultural implements before the world ? 
“oS 


FOREIGNERS COPY OUR INVENTIONS. 


First. If such appropriations were constitutional how would it aid 
our artisans or manufacturers by showing foreigners how to copy our 
inventions, improve upon onr skill, or only to make an outlet and 
market for our products, which must of course be temporary, if it is 
intended to teach other nations our tricks of trade and our genius for 
improvement ? There are many manufacturers whounderstand what 
is meant by this comment on our display. It helps a temporary 
market only to ruin it permanently. 


APPROPRIATIONS NOT NECESSARY TO TRADR. 


Second. Suppose that such exhibitions do enlarge our markets, as 
contended for by the eloquent member from W isconsin, { Mr. WILL- 
IaMS,] and constitate an incentive to other nations to improve upon 
their machinery and production, cannot the same object be accom- 

lished without a violation of the Constitution or without an appro- 
riation by Congress? Does it require a torture of the one or an act 
of the other to inspire the maker of soft textures of wool, or fine 
linen, or glossy silk? Do we need the stimulus of an exposition to 
bring our meat-stuffs, bread-stuffs, eggs, butter, cattle, horses, and 
mules into a foreign market? Did the Centennial make our grain 
crops? Already we are growing in our export trade by the hundred 
nillions, through refrigerators and steam, quick transit aud smart 
agencies. Appropriations did not inspire Jacquard’s dream, out of 
which came his wonderful loom. Did the Corliss engine, mnighty as 
a Titan to rend the oak, result from the Centennial or antedate it? 
Was it a Government appropriation which gave Whitney’s cotton- 
gin tothe South, with its three hundred millions saved per annum ? 
Did the exhibition of 1851 cause McCormick’s reaper or only show 
it off? Suppose that the exhibition should incite to the discovery 
of new elements of industry for the amelioration of mankind, does 
it follow that a Government appropriation is necessary for that pur- 
pose? Did Congress start the sewing-machine, or the Gatling gun, 
or the steamship, or Bessemer steel? If the truth were told, these 
matters came in spite of Congress. We have American hardware 
stores in Germany, and our cottons now go to South America, but it 
isin spite of Federal law. Does Steinway or Weber want an act of 
Congress to send their pianos toa market, or Wheeler & Wilson their 
sewing-machines to Japan, or Herring his safes to Europe? They 
are there already. Point to a single page of the statutes where 
a dollar bas been authorized to be expended, except indirectly, by 
tariffs, except to hurt and not to help traffic and labor. 

Was it because Franklin was a member of the constitutional con- 
vention that he discovered new uses for the electric phenomena 
which then attracted the attention of the scientific seat, or wis it 
because he was a volunteer without aid, enlisting in the army of sci- 
ence? He was a simple member of a literary society in Philadelphia. 
Having his attention called to a recent discovery, the phenomena of 
the Leyden jar, from that moment he put the question, cui bono? 
He wrote to the Royal Society of London his first disappointment in 
failing to find any practical application of the science: 

Chagrined a litude— 

He wrote— 
that we have hitherto been able to produce nothing in the way of use to mankind, 
aud the hot weather coming on, when electrical experiments are not so agreeable 
itis opens to put an end to them for the season, somewhat humorously, in a 
~~ o pleasure, on the banks of the Schuylkill. Spirits. at the samo time, are to 
»« tired by a spark sent from side to side through the river, without any other con- 
ductor than the water, an experiment which we some time since performed to the 
amazement of many. A turkey is to be killed for dinner by the electrical shock, 
and roasted by the electrical jack before a fire kindled by the electrical bottle— 

Since known as the Leyden phial— 


when the health of all the famous clectricians in England, Holland, France, and | 
Gennany are to be drank in electrified bumpers, under the discharge of guns from 


the electrical battery. 

True, afterward he invented lightning-rods, with pointed con- 
ductors, to save houses and ships and what not; but at first so averse 
were the laughing philosophers of the Royal Suciety to Franklin’s | 
“ points” that they actually caused blunt conductors to be placed | 
upon the British palace! But did Franklin ask for an appropriation ? | 

Was the safety-lamp, or the locomotive, or the wonderful art and | 
mechanism displayed in printing-machines aud calico-printing, in 
hydraulic machinery, the construction of bridges, Whitworth’s mi- 
crometer, turning, planing, boring and entting machines, or his 
wondrous lathe, the result of English or French exhibitions? True, 
they were exhibited there, and their exhibition may have been the 
cause of other and better inventions; but I deny that the English 
exhibition of 1851 became instrumental through Government aid for 
such purposes, 

THE EXHIBITION OF 1851—NO APPROPRIATION. 
There was not a shilliug appropriated by Great Britain for that 
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exhibition or its London and Dublin successors, although Parliament 
is not restrained as we are by any question of constitutional want of 
power. The success of that exhibition was due to the action of the 
liberal-minded Prince Albert, who offered himself to the public as 
their leader. It was long discussed whether it should be limited 
to British industry; for there was an isolation about the British 
mind then that led to a prejudice against foreign productions of 
machinery, science, and taste. It was doubted then by many, as it 
has been donbted much in this country, by a class of economists, 
whether such productions, which are of no country but belong to 
the world, would be of particular advantage to British industry by 
being placed in competition. 

The great exhibition of 1851 was the beginning of a new era of 
British prosperity, because it opened a thousand shut avenues of trade. 
Paxton’s fairy palace, itself a greater wonder than of all within it, 
was exhibited by England as a spectacle of the world’s progress and 
as a token of future English supremacy, 

When its blazing arch of glass 
Leaped hke a fountain from the grass 
To meet the sun. 
When its rare pavilion had been built and glassed, and sung by poets 
and blessed by archbishops, was there any dedication by goverument ? 
As M. Chevalier writes, (Dr. Lardner’s Great Exhibition, page 479:) 

It was projected, organized, and completed, from first to last, without govern- 
mental interference. The arrangements were made, the plans prepared, the work 
executed, without the authorities claiming tho initiation or aaa to take the 

atronage of the enterprise. For such an exhibition there would have been in 
‘rance twenty times more ministerial ordinances issued, official circulars signed 
and published, a hundred times more seraps of paper blotted in the bureau of the 
French ministry of commerce than in that of the Board of Trade of London. 
OVERLEGISLATION. 

Doubtless Prince Albert took the largest share in the arrangements, 
but it was in his individnal capacity. It was personal iniluence 
alone, more considerable than his rank, that he brought to bear. 
Private meetings began as early as 1849. Communications were sent 
to industrial establishments, but no law ordinance, no order of coun- 
cil, was ever issued. Moneys were raised, medals and rewards were 
provided for, capitalists, manufacturers, and public-spirited men or- 
ganized and consummated the exhibition. The only interference of 
government was the semblance of an official nomination by the Queen 
of the royal commission. In our amendment to this bill, the minority 
contemplate similar recognition, At one time the English govern- 
ment was solicited to take a great share of the direction of the enter- 
wise Of 1851, on the ground that it was indispensable to success ; 
but, wisely appreciating the part it should take, it declined the offer, 
“which,” says M. Chevalier, “in any other country would have been 
an irresistible temptation.” The collective force which made that 
exhibition the wonder of the world came out of the liberty of pri- 
vate uterprise. It was an illustration of fituess to govern by self- 
abnegation of power. 

This interference by Government with such mere material interests 
is a pregnant example of bad government, or what Herbert Spencer 
calls “ overlegislation.” It received a stab from the lips of Governor 
Tilden on his return fsom Europe, in general denunciation of Federal 
interference in extraneous and priva‘e objects, As in France the gov- 
ernment takes charge of the smaliest details, froia the running of a 
bath to the raising of horses; asin Spain orin Turkey the government 
either manufactures cigars or farms out its revenues, thus illustrat- 
ing the pernicious principle of monopoly, oppression, and intervention, 
so in ourcountry in these latter days we are begiuning to copy these 
pernicious patterns of paternal government. 


FAIRS ARK NOT A NEW THING, 

The Exhibition of 1851 was the first of the international kind. Be- 
fore that time the various nations of Europe and of Asia had their fairs 
andshows. They datefromtheearliesteras. TheGreeks and Romans 
had them. The German term “ massen,” from inass, meant a fair. 
In France they are thirteen hundred years old. Alfred the Great, 
brought them toGreat Britain. Hundreds of thousands have attended 
the French fairs. Mecca has had them, and the Ganges has seen its 
thousands of trades thus gathered. I haveseen them in remote parts 
of Northern Africa, where men—nomads of the plain, and traders of 
the city—come together to buy and sell, barter and learn. The great- 
est of all these is in Asia, on the borders of China, at Nizhni Novogorod, 
where thousands semi-yearly congregate. But 1851 gave a new impe- 
tus to these undertakings, running not through days and weeks but 
whole seasons. Since 1551, there have been not less than twenty 
universal exhibitions, including our own Cent-onnial, besides the 
great fairs of London, Paris, and Vienna. Munich, Florence, New 
York, Amsterdam, Dublin, Cork, Cologne, Lyons, Oporto, Stettin, and 
even New Zealand and Japan, have had their grand symposia of 
industry. If we are to begin appropriations for such universal objects, 
where are we to draw the line and where end? 


THE ENGLISH EXHIBITIONS WITHOUT APPROPRIATIONS. 

I remember well, when twent)-five years younger, visiting that 
more than Aladdin palace in Hyde Park. That mighty building yet 
rises among my earliest and most attractive reminiscences. Day 
after day I wandered along its aisles, wondering at the mystery of 
the maker and the genius of the inventor, astounded at the power 
which combined the atoms of earth, water, and air, and harnessed the 
forces of nature, as the outward symbol of the everlasting brain of 
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aggressive man. But it had no appropriation! What Professor 
Sewell wrote of the divine Plato, likening his ethics toa splendid 
Gothic monster, I felt, as I wandered into these mazes, far sinking 
into splendors: 


We may stand among his venerable works as in a vast and consecrated fabric, 
Vistas and aisles of thought opening on every side; high thoughts, that raise the 
mind to heaven; pillars and niches and cells within cells, mixing in seeming con- 
fusion, and a veil of tracery and foliage and grotesque imagery thrown over all, 
but all rich with a light streaming through dim religious forms; all leading =~ to 
God ; all blest with an effluence from Him, though an effluence dimmed and half 
lost in the contaminated reason of man. 

Yet, Mr. Chairman, there was no appropriation for that grand exhi- 
bition! What manifestations of beauty and of art from all lands rise 
upon my Vision as I recall that palace of industry! Ancient and mod- 
ern times alike coutributed to adorn and glorify this palace, and yet 
there was bo apponapteree From China to Pern, from the mines of 
Norway and of Mexico, from the fabricators of India, from the gor- 
geous east, with its barbaric purple and gold interwoven in its tex- 
tures, to the rade hut and spear of the American Indians and Afri- 
can Caflirs, there was one grand picture of human industry, to illus- 
trate the naxim of the son of Sirach, of ancient Jewish time: 

The principal things for the whole use of man’s life are water, fire, iron, and 
salt, flour of wheat, honey, milk, and the blood of grape, oil, and clothing. 

All for the delectation and utility of our kind. This rare exhibi- 
tion and forerunner of so many others, not only did not depend upon 
government largesses for its success but refused them as a means for 
its consummation. From that time England increased her colonial 
amd foreign trades. Her exports up to the time of her next great 
exhibition in 1862 more than doubled. Her colonies emerged out of 
discontent and difficulty ; and while the great streams of her empire 
were bridged by triumphant mechanism, all parts of her dependen- 
cies were imbound in a common British glory. Yet not one shilling 
from the government aided in this work. 

When the great exhibition of 1851 in England was projected, 
wholeaped forward to contribute fands voluntarily ? A handred thon- 
sand dollars was at once subscribed, for medals and awards; three 
hundred thousand then followed for other purposes. Messrs. Munday, 
great contractors, proposed to andertake the construction of the 
building at their own risk. Their offer was declined, because they 
were contractors, One individual, Mr. Peto, who then bore the same 
relation to England and her railroads that certain men now sustain 
to ours, subscribed $250,000 ; and a banker, Mr. Lloyd, followed ; and 
the financial notabilities who answer to our Coopers, Seligmans, Bel- 
monts, and other rich men gave individual guarantees amounting to 
$100,000, upon which the Bank of England offered to make advances. 
Five thousand people registered themselves as promoters ; nearly ten 
millions’ worth of articles was shown ; six million people visited it, and 
a balance of £213,305 15s. 8d., or nearly $1,000,000,000 resulted as net 
profit. It was not necessary, as it is not now necessary, that govern- 
ment should give bounties to have the concurrence of other govern- 
ments for such objects. 

The exhibition of 1851 suceeeded because of the courage of the 
thought that international rivalry could be accomplished without 
government aid. 

It was repeated in 1862 by private enterprise. The advantages of 
such enterprise to England between 1851 and 1862 need not be com- 
mented on. It encouraged free trade; it repealed the duties on soap 
and paper, the only manufactures then which had been thwarted by 
excise restrictions. It increased the facilities by post and abolished 
taxes on knowledge. It led to the repeal of duties on raw materials. 
It gave strength to English production in all its branches and yet 
not a government penny for appropriation! Is it possible that we 
cannot carry our flag abroad without the suggestion of lucre and the 
meanness of speculation ? 


OUR CAPITALISTS BEGGING GOVERNMENT HELP. 


And yet the capitalists of this country —$500,000,000 represented— 
come in the name of our pauper labor and ask additional taxes to be 
laid upon our workingmen for their own special greed and glory. If 
these capitalists desire so much to assist the laboring-men and to do 
it by means which are themselves considered doubtful, why not adopt 
the bill of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WRiGHT, ] to take 
from the Treasury money enough to send the poor of our cities, 
packed in tenement-houses and almost destitute of good food, shelter, 
and clothing, to the rich prairies of the West or the teeming savan- 
nas of the South. 

OUR 6CIENCE AT HOME. 


But if gentlemen must spend money to glorify our science and art, 
let them go to our Observatory and observe its dilapidated condition, 
Yet what a pride, legitimate and glorious, has it not become? It en- 
ables us to determine points within our own land, their latitudes and 
longitudes, boundaries and stations. Co-operating with the Navy, it 
determines points abroad. It is the depot where the chronometers 
for the Navy are kept and rated, and from which naval vessels are 
supplied with them on going into commission. It drops a time-ball 
at noon from its own dome, and, through the agency of the telegraph 
wires, a ball at noon also in the city of New York, and gives the time 
to the wires for transmission through the United States. It has ren- 
dered essential aid to the American Ephemeris and Nautical Alma- 
nac by perfecting the tables indispensable to the navigator and the 
astronomer. Quotations from foreign scientific reviews could be ad- 





duced to prove that the work of the United States Observat 
highly appreciated abroad. The distinguished astronomer a R. 
Padre Secchi, places together in the first class the obseryator 
Pulkova, Greenwich, and Washington. The search for yew 7 > 
has never been made a part of the regular work of the Oljser = ring 
because it has been felt that an institution supported at tle Hees wy) 
of the nation should confine its energies to fields known to be to, 
nerative. Still it has taken a place near the highest as a seat of)... 
covery. The first discovery of a planet made on this side of the AL 
lantic was by Mr. Ferguson, in 1854, with the old telescope of a 
Observatory. Recently, the discovery of two satellites of Mars j,, 
Professor Hall must, by common consent of astronomers, rank ax 
greatest telescopic discovery since that of Neptune in 1546, 
And this, our home institution, so handsomely gloritied, is locate) 
so as to kill off its officials by malaria; and is as rickety and uns fe 
asif it had seen a century of decay. When we talk of arts and sei: ace 
let our benefactions begin at home! = 
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OUR VIENNA DISGRACE. 


How unlike was this unsubsidized exhibition compared with our part 
inthatof Vienna. I haveendeavored toinform myself asto the materia) 
effects of the expositions at Paris and Vienna, of which we have ela). 
orate reports—six volumes of the former and four of the latter, Qyr 
Centennial reports, perhaps forty volumes, are not yet out. But J do 
not rely on the official reports from Vienna. They did not develoy 
the unpleasant facts. I have in my hand a volume with pictori| 
illustrations, showing the beautifal grounds and the buildings which 
were erected at Vienna, and the classifications and divisions under 
which the invitation to our own country was accepted. Our part in 
that exposition was simply disgraceful. Although $200,000 were 
appropriated by Congress for our display at Vienna, decent Ameri- 
cans were ashamed of the untidy manner of it and the grossness of 
its mismanagement. Onur articles on exhibition, with few excep. 
tions, were those that were common to our shops. The American 
exhibitors bore, unaided, the expense of putting their goods on ex- 
hibition. They paid for the care of them while there, as well as for 
the space occupied. They erected their own stands. There was no 
bureau for information, no plan for interpreting. Notwithstanding 
the large appropriation, we borrowed of our British cousins the very 
carpenters and laborers to do the work. The best exhibitors placed 
their goods as best they could, assisted by private purses. The dec- 
orations furnished by our commission were meager and cheap. Wit) 
a few hundred dollars the self-coustituted exhibitors made the best 
show. There was no sufficient clerical force to conduct the business, 
and most of the reports are translations from those of other nations, 
Annoyauce was the rule. Says the author (Mr. Meigs) of the voluue 
before me— 

In fact when the exhibitor arrived, his goods not having been sent by Govern- 
ment ships, but at his own expense, he was directed by friends to a private gen 
tleman of Cincinnati, who spoke both German and English, and who, fortunately 
for the country, assumed to represent a large number of exhibitors. Ile was 
enabled todo what the commission could not do: procure the goods from the cus- 
tom-house or railways, where they were stored, and whose oflicers knew not what 
to do with them. 

But, after all our appropriation, what was exhibited, even with its 
aid? Some sewing-machines, inferior to the European ; some cereals 
and other products; and a pork-packing association of Cincinnati, 
which ought to have been engaged in the slaughter of the American 
commissioners instead of the innocent preparation of foreign pork. 
We had a school exhibition which attracted attention ; not superior, 
however, to those of other countries, because not a fair sample of our 
own. The exhibition of machinery was better, and not quite 80 dis- 
graceful. In fact we lost prestige, and seemed rather to be retrograd- 
ing than advancing in the light of these illustrations, We had shoe- 
machinery, fire-places, puddlers, shuttle-throwers, tire-setters, of 
which we had a right to be proud; but everything seemed to depend 
upon the exhibitor, and nothing was tone by the commission from 
which to derive any benefit from the exhibition. The first chairman 
of the commission held his place to serve himself ; but something was 
rescued from the universal disgrace by several gentlemen, and among 
them Mr. Schultz, of New York. They did not need high salaries to 
do it either. Out of the $200,000 appropriated, scarcely fifty thousand 
were made serviceable, ; 

Go with me to Vienna during this interesting season. While the 
soul-stirring strains of Strauss transport you iptoa German Valhalla, 
where Dreher’s beer flows moré abundantly than the music, our com- 
missioners are jangling like bells ont of tune. While the throngs of 
happy Viennese wander under the glare of lamps in the Volksgarten, 
or drive in state along the Prater, our American exhibitors are mak- 
ing the air vocal with bickering and jealousy. 


NORTH CAROLINA ON EXHIBITION. 
The petty wrangling, disputes and confusion incident to this dis- 
graceful exhibition were only relieved by two exceptions, and these 
were maps. The first, a map of North Carolina, with a collection of 
its products, cotton, rice, tobacco, grain, wine, and silk. The first 
expression of every American who chanced to see your map, S!!, [ re- 
ferring to Mr. Davis, of North Carolina, ] was, “I never knew before 
the character and valueof that State.” [Laughter.] What with dilat- 
ing upon the special advantages of our Rip Van Winkie State, and 
his magnificent forests of pine; its “tar, pitch, and turpentine, the 
author from whom I quote says that map was a beautiful feature, by 











«hich the pupil “was not forced, but trapped, into learning its at- 
tractive merits.” DU LUTH. 

Ife also calls attention to another map, which he says was most cred- 
sable to the people of this country, and of the greatest importance 
: ag interest to the whole world. “ Ispeak,” says he, “ of the Northern 
Pac ic Railroad, which showed a ‘ very large map of their projected 

“way from the Pacific Ocean toDuLuth!’ (Laughter.] Ilook about 
= f the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. KNott,] whose name is 
As immortal &8 Du Luth. [Lanughter.] The map was of a very fine 
re with beautifal marginal photographic illustrations. It showed 
ie topography, the profile of its elevations, its woods, &c. It was 
ee ompanied with statistical information, coupled with cereals and 
nradnets of the country.” Our author does not say that the speech 
re Hon. J. PROCTOR KNOTT accompanied this map as its commentary ; 
hat $200,000, Mr. Speaker, is a small sum compared with the inesti- 
mable utility of such speeches in unmasking the shams and sins of 
our speculative and subsidized fellow-countrymen. { Laughter. } 

It is unnecessary to recall the agricultural products and noble pur- 
poses of the owners of Du Luth to show the House how we were rep- 
resented abroad. A few citations from my friend’s remarks will add 
to the gravity of the subject. When the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. KNoTT] was aroused to the importance of Du Luth and had 
rushed to the library, pauting as the hart for the water-brook, he 
found—what? [Langhter.] One of the Du Luth maps, the very 
map at Vienna. (Laughter.] He first found the position of Du 
Luth. I quote: 


Sir, had it not been for this map, kindly furnished me by the Legislature of 
Minnesota, I might have gone down to my obscure and humble grave in an agony 
of despair, because I cone nowhere find Du Luth. [Renewed laughter.] Had such 
been my melancholy fate, I have no doubt that with tho last feeble pulsation of my 
breaking heart, with the last faint exhalation of my fleeting breath, I should have 
whispered, “* Where is Da Luth?” [Roars of langhter.] 

But, thanks to the beneficence of that band of ministering angels who have their 
bright abodes in the far-off capital of Minnesota, just as the agony of my anxicty 
was avout to culminate in the frenzy of despair, this blessed map was placed in my 
hands; and as I unfolded ita resplendent scene of ineffable glory opened before 
me, such as T imagine burst upon the enraptured vision of the wandering peri 
through theopening gates of paradise. [Renewed laughter.] There, there for the 
first time, my enchanted eye rested upon the ravishing word “* Da Luth.” 

* * * * *. 


If gentlemen will examine it they will find Du Luth not only in the center of the 
map, but represented in the center of a series of concentric circles one hundred 
miles apart, and some of them as much as four thousand miles in diameter, em- 
bracing alike in their tremendous sweep the fragrant savannas of the sunlit South, 
and the eternal solitudes of snow that mantle the ice-bound North. [Laughter } 
llow these circles were produced is perhaps one of those primordial mysteries that 
the most skillfal paleologist will never be able to explain. [Renewed laughter. } 
But the fact is, sir, Du Luth is pre-eminently a central place, for I am told by gen- 
thmen who have been so reckless of their own personal safety as to venture away 
into those awful regions where Du Luth is supposed to be thatit is so exactly in the 
counter of the visible universe that the sky comes down at precisely the same dis- 
tance all around it. [Roars of langlter.] 

| tind by reference to this map that Du Luth is situated somewhere near the west- 
ern end of Lake Superior, but as there is no dot or other mark indicating its exact 
location Lam unable to say whether it is actually confined to any particular spot, 
or whether “itis just lying around there loase.” [Renewed Sehen.3 I really 
cannot tell whether it is one of those ethereal creations of intellectual frost-work, 
more intangible than the rese-tinted clouds of a summer sunset ; one of those airy 
exhalations of the speculator’s brain, which I am told aro ever flitting in the form 
of towns and cities along those lines of railroad built with Government subsidies, 
luring the unwary settler as the mirace of the doaert lures the famishing traveler 
on and ever on, until it fades away in the darkening horizon, or whether it is a 
real, bona fide, substantial city, all “ staked off,” with the lots marked with their 
owners’s names, like that proud commercial metropolis recently discovered on the 
desirable shores of San Domingo. [Laughter.] But, however that may be, I am 
satistied Du Luth is there, or thereabout, for I see it stated here on this map that 
it is exactly thirty-nine hundred and ninety miles from Liverpool. [Langhter.] 
Though I have no doubt, for the sake of convenience, it will be moved back ten 
miles, so as to make the distance an even four thousand. [Renewed laughter.]} 


It is injustice to my friend to quote further unless I insert the whole 
speech as a commentary on subsidizing private speculations. The 
productions of that climate, its sandy soil, its Piegan Indians and 
buffalo bulls—[laughter]—but, sir, I refrain, only remarking that 
this exhibition of Du Luth was the crowning glory of the American 
exhibition at Vienna. It teaches a lesson also as to other exhibitions. 

This Vienna exhibition seemed to be utterly irresponsible. Fifty 
thousand dollars was to be expended for salaries and expenditures of 
all persons receiving places authorized by the resolntion, and as the 
artisans and scientific reporters were the only persons authorized to 
be appointed by the resolution, it is clear that the money was waste- 
fully used and has never been satisfactorily accounted for, which is 
another warning to us as to a bill of this nature. 


THE FIVE-HUNDRED-MILLION-DOLLAR PETITION. 


A petition has been presented in favor of this measure, and the 
statment was widely disseminated by telegraph that it represented 
live hundred millions of capital in New York City alone. If these 
capitalists, mostly bankers, are so anxious for the exposition of their 

s why do they not themselves pay the expenses? Is this Con- 
gress to he forever at the call of capital? Have not the syndicate, 
the subsidjsts, the tariff beneficiaries, and the bounty-fed mail lines 
had enough to do with this Congress, to its scandal? When those 
who have been made rich by tariffs and who have foisted their fal- 
lacies upon the Government throngh furcign erhibitions shall come 
forward toaid the workingmen in some practical way without draw- 


ing from the Treasury, I could then understand the reason why strikes 
should cease and armies be limited. 
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CORN AND ITS KITCHEN 

But to hide the little devices incorporated in this bill, to hoodwink 
the farming interests, and to serve the rich men and manufacturers, 
who will manage for their own interests under it, an amendment will 
be offered providing that we shall have an American kitchen to cook 
Indian corn in various ways. In that kitchen are to be taught all tho 
arts of making and cooking the multifarious preparations of Indian 
corn. It is to be sold as near cost as possible, and to be distributed 
gratuitously in “receipts” for cooking, in the various tongues repre- 
sented at the exhibition. [Laughter.] A man is to be selected tostand 
in the kitchen and explain the best methods of preparing and cooking. 
Weare to have interpreters in all the tongues at Paris, Chinese, Japan- 
ese, Otaheitan, Berber, Turkish, Persian, Greek, Italian, Choctaw, &c.— 
all. It will not only be pentecostal, but costly. A heathen Chinee 
approaches my friend from New York, [Mr. Hew:tt,] for of course 
he will be a commissioner—I think my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
HAMILTON } called him a “ grand high commissionnaire of hominy.’ 
He asks, “Amelikee man, give me co’nee on the ear.” [ Laughter. | 
He gives it; hot, stale corn. Does he enjoy it? See when he returns: 
“Amelikee man give me univelsal cholikee—hellee!” [Great langh- 
ter.] But,sir, the alimentary question is too great for present dis- 
cussion. [ Laughter. } 

This proposition for a kitchen and corn, with its interpretation, 
presupposes, first, that we are the only country that raises this cereal 
and that no other country has any knowledge of it; and second, 
that it will open a large market for our corn abroad. As to the 
first, I need not say what I mentioned to my colleague when he was 
present before our committee, that the armies at present on the Dan- 
ube and in Armenia are in part living upon maize of their own raising. 


CORN ALREADY BAISED ABROAD, 


One would infer from the statements made that no Indian corn was 
produced in Europe. I have no statistics of recent production, but 
in Ruggles’s report from the Paris exposition of 1967 he aggregates the 
total European production at 258,722,340 bushels per annum. In Lado 
we had about twice that number. If the same ratio prevails, Enrope 
makes about seven or eight hundred millions. And we are told that 
we shonld introduce our samples to induce Europe to accept maize 
into their households! France alone must prodnee over seventy-tive 
millions, but of that I cannot speak. Her produet in 1867 was about 
thirty millions, and she has likely preserved her increase with the rest. 
But as we produce more than twice as much per capita of grain of all 
kinds there is a need, in the interest of human food and its consump- 
tion, of removing needless obstacles which would render any great 
famine impossible. Free trade in corn has become an axiom of ecou- 
omy and a right of humanity. How best our corn market can be 
enlarged will be considered before I couclude. I have provided for 
that in my amendment of $50,000 to be expended by the Department 
of Agriculture, 

MAIZE WELL KNOWN ABROAD. 


Maize has always been known in France. It is as well known as tho 
pate de foie gras. That dainty is the monoply of diplomatic dinners. 
It even spread to America without anexposition. It invaded, accord- 
ing to a volume I have before me, the town of my friend who sits by 
me, (Mr. Wrieut, of Pennsylvania. } 

Mr. WRIGHT. Oh, no. It never came to my district. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It was a coal district, in Pottsville, Penn- 
sylvania, and it invaded it with a general indigestion. [Laughter. ] 
How isit made? Sanderson, in his “American in Paris,” page 129, 
tells us: 


The goose is now inclosed immovably in a box, where it is cramme with maize 
and popp: -oil and other succulent food, and its eyes pat out so that it may give the 
whole TF its powers to digestion—as that old Greck philosopher, who put out his 
eyes to give the whole mind to reflection—and a dropsical repletion of the liver being 
produced by the atony of the absorbents, the liver (the only part of a goose that is 
now of any account in Europe,) is ready for the market. 


Maize for such a purpose becomes not only indispensable, but dip- 
lomatic, conatitutional, and patriotic. [Laughter.] 

Maize was well known to Europe, as early as when Joel Barlow 
executed his “ Hasty-Pudding.” The lively, entertaining, and homely 
gaiety of that poem is in agreeable contrast with the gravity and 
stateliness of the author’s general style and the reports that come to 
us from the Paris exposition of 1567. Barlow had traveled abroad. 
He had worshiped the tawny Ceres in other lands; his heart had ex- 
panded to meet it in Savoy, where his poem was written. He did 
not find it in Paris, where shameless Bacchus reveled, nor in London, 
lost in smoke and steeped in tea; but he “ recognized its yellow face, 


| that strong complexion of true Indian race,” at the foot of the Alps. 


He had found it in the Levant under the alias of polanta; he found it 
in France as polante; as mush in Pennsylvania; suppawn in New York, 
the hasty-pudding of the Yankee; under one or another name be found 
it wherever he roamed. It was not always cooked as succotash, vor 
blended with beans, nor made into hoe-cake; but wherever the sun 
shone there grew the maize. Sothatif this great product, estimated 
at a billion anda half bushels, and which is so cheapin the West that 
they burn it for fuel, is to undergo the cost of transportation to the 
seaboard, which is the price of its production, and then go abroad, 
three thousand miles beyond the starving denizens of our great cities, 
is already familiar to the European and Asiatic world, it seems like 
“carrying coals to Newcastle” or bonnets to Paris, to transport it to 
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France in order to show the pupils of Messieurs Soyer, Blot, and Sa- 


varin how to cook it. [Laughter.] 
STATESMANSHIP CORNED. 
Much of my speech upon this topic has been anticipated by the 


My honored chairman [Mr. SWANN] is in their midst. 
Shall 1 omit my colleague [Mr. He WITT] from the 
{ Laughter.] I should love to be with them (laughter 
usage begins. Delicious custom! But never more 


[Langhter } 
charmed « rele ’ 
] when theo 
so than when, w 





Rel ut t 


newspaper comments called forth by the interesting conversations 
of Governor Tilden and the zealous co-operation of my colleague, 
(Mr. Hewitr.] Full of love for the laboring-man and the great corn- 
growing West and South, they have returned to their native land 
with their hands horny with toil in this foreign corn-field. [Laughter. ] 


Our New York avennesare to be razed from thei ir foundations, and those 


seats of luxury are to give place to that plant whose green spire de- 


scream and titter, some lucky maiden cries, “ La rouge! la rouge 1 


Would my honored chairman be re}; 
Suppose a dark eyed maid of Marseilles had a red ear—would | 

reluctant? [Laughter ? If he were, would not my colleague take ve 
place? [Laughter. fe would. Would my coiles a 


AZUE with modest 
grace shrink from the penalty which follows? [Great laughter, ds nl 


lctan 


ing which Mr. Hewitt kissed his hand to his colleague. } Would ; 
Ceres be dethroned for another goddess: Hominum. divumque rol 
tas? I hear my colleague sigh. [Laughter. ] Methinks I hear " 
merry demoiselle ery ing “ Embrassez- -moi, cher monsieur; embrasser. 
[Great confusion and laughter. di Would he, could he, ref: 
fered kiss? [Laughter.] And if pere hance the red ear fell to the j 
genious inventor of this “maizy” plan—without giving Way os 
reply—I ask him now and here, “wonld he carry out the custom a: nd 
| kiss the reluctant maids all around? If he will say he would, then : 
| there is no need of further appropriation. [Laughter. } It will pay 
for itself! [Great laughter. ] 
FRENCH COOKERY TO RE IMPROVED. 
What, carry cookery to Paris! Why a French cook spends a Jifp 
ona single dish. The French are sensitive to the least abe Tration in 
cookery. It is known that the great Vattel exclaimed: “The aa 


clares the sprouting root when the tender germ begins to shoot! Sir, 
not only will the sweat stream from every cook among the effete kite h- 
ens of Europe, bat the stalwart sons of toil in our luxurions cities will 


bead their brows with labor that their simple meals shall be succo- 
tash, hoe-cakes, and mush. 


tec aie Ti ee laa Riau Meee 
| have found the red ear!” 
. 


ma! 
se the prof. 


INFAMOUS JOURNALISM. 

One of our journalists in New York basely charges that the crafty 
Tilden knew, thatmy humanitarian colleague [ Mr. Hewitt] knew, that 
this measure would be introduced into Congress, and predicted an in- 
crease in the consumption of our corn of over the sixty million bushels 
which it reached last year. [Lauglter.] These prophecies are in- 
spired by te same genius that discerned in the Centennial a mode of 
paying our publicdebt and reviving ourparalyzed industries. Another 
journalist charges further that my colleague wished to avenge himself 


on pauperized Europe by introducing corn as a regular article of diet. 
[Great laughter.] It is also hinted that some of our distinguished 


statesmnen will be called upon to minister to the long line of fléneurs | 


and petits-maitres along the boulevards, while they illustrate how the 
smoking cob can be gnawed and the dulcet sound of “ hot corn” lull 
them at night into sweet dreams of home, [Langhter.] He then goes 
so far as to hint that the “ pop-corn” fiend will be introduced upon 
the railways of France. [Laughter.] 

INVASION OF GAUL. 

But, Mr. Chairman, have we no cherished associations with France, 
growing ont of our revolutionary era, which forbid us to exhibit toward 
that friendly nation such a spirit of revenge and lack of comity? I 
have faith in the stern, repressive power of the French government, 
under its present military president, aided by the advice of the Amer- 
ican ‘Cesar, General Grant, against such unwarrantable irraptions 
into Gaul. It is many years since that an Indiana minister to Berlin 
labored to qualify the European stomach for this American diet. His 
experiment was tried upon Humboldt. It failed; failed, sir, upon 
griddle-cakes for breakfast, as the pidce de résislance. (Laughter. ] 
It failed, even though the Indiana matron compounded it with her 
own skillful hands. It failed, sir, although the sweet treacle, tinct 
with the maple of Vermont, with its dulcet sirup, titillated the palate 
aud enthused the fancy. [Laughter.] Why, sir, since this scheme, 
which contemplated both hog and hominy, both vatriotism and grits, 
both corn-dodgers and corn-juice, failed, even deongh an American 
minister, racy of the western soil, had earnestly endeavored to accom- 
plish it, what can be expected from a body of political Jeremy Did- 
dlers and self-sufficient commissioners who know not a fullear from a 
nubbin! (Laughter. ] 

LET U8 SHOW THE GROWING CORN. 

The amendment under consideration only proposes to prepare and 
cook the maize in the presence of the assembled French. Thisrequires 
an explanation. Why not show how it is grown, how the hills are 
planted and hoed, the shooting of the tender but not dangerous 
germ; then the way to protect with ashes from the grub-worm and 
frighten off birds with the scarecrow, one of the most interesting 
images of western production, requiring a separate exhibition with 
varieties all along from Virginia round to Kansas. [Laughter.] If 
our States are required to send efligies of their great men to fill our 
niches in this Capitol, why should not our Paris exposition glory in 


distinct scarecrows from every one of our free and independent 


has failed at two tables.” He retired to his room in vexation and 
| expired. Is it possible that we can teach such a fastidious people t 
eat mush and pone? If this kitchen is intended to punish France }yy 
giving it a universal colic on green corn,I can understand it, [x 
my colleague to be allowed to wreak his disappointine nts in Amer- 
ica on a people not responsible for the returning board of Lonisiang 
or the inauguration of President Hayes? Sir, sach motives shou) 
not influence legislation. 

SOCIAL SCIENCE VIEW OF A CORN KITCHEN. 

But perhaps my colleague has humanitarian endsin view. He would 
rescue France from wild propensities, social freedom, and sensual grat- 
ification. But will corn or its essence doit? Willthe wanderer in the 
Prada, the Rue Saint Honoré, and the Salle Victorie, saloons of which 
the quadroon balls of New Orleans are mere shadows—be reclaimed 
by corn? It is said that France is degenerating, its births falling 
off, its population decreasing. Eureka! I have the idea. I tind it 
from Barlow’s muse, He tells usin poetic measure how his father 
loved mush, what vigor he had: that ten sturdy freemen from his loins 
attested it; thatall his own bones were made of Indiancorn. [Laugh- 
ter.]} 


0 


IDIOSYNCRASIES OF EXHIBITORS. 

Some applications to other exhibitions were as odd as is this corn- 
kitchen contrivance. An eccentric applicant desired to exhibit a 
flying-machine under the great dome at London, in 1852. Had he 
succeeded he would have shot out through the costly glass cupola. 
Another proposed to exhibit an epic poem in the picture-gallery. An 
eight-foot giant dressed in the time of Henry IV was ote red as an 
usher; a gardener proposed improvements in surgical implements ; 
doctor, a contrivance to ripen fruits; a grocer, a new projectile “4 
heavy ordnance; a Cambridge student, a floating-battery ; an ac- 
countant, an omnitonic flute; alawyer, spring-heel boots, [laughter ;]} 
a book- binder, an interminable suspension bridge; a broker, a new 
kind of embroidery; a private secretary, gooseberry- -wine; a gentle- 
—_ a turn-up bedstead for a shoemaker ; a member of Parliament, 

atent moustache-guard with protection from soup, [laughter ;] aud 
. ‘renchman presented an exalted affinity or homogene equilibrium of 
individual unité affected through its constituent atoms by a chemical 
combination with a reduction of the pretended simple “element, re- 
turned to the primitive root. [Great laughter.) Then why should 
not my amiable bucolic colleague, so experienced in iron and electoral 
commissions, follow these many precedents and present at the con- 


gregation of the nations a cuisine redolent with this life-giving, life- 

supporting, all-soul-reviving, luscious cereul, and spread its merits in 
foreign tongues to the uninformed peoples of the world! Where, 
oh, where, would Colonel Sellers be with his famons eye-water for the 
four hundred millions of donble-eyed Asiaties or his wonderful corner 
in corn? He fades before this all-comprehensive project 

But while we may commend this great and benelicent idea, always 
supposing that it can be accomplished without an appropriation, 
must we not look at its possible impediments and rece ption ? For if 
this arrangement is made, one thing must be provided in the mush- 
and-milk department. Barlow sings it in his “ Hasty-Pudding.” There 
must be a different spoon from that of Gaul, which was c ~ontrived to 
scoop in ample draughts the thin diluted soup. In attracting the 
French peasant from ‘his black bread and thin wine, his soupe maigre 
| and indigestible truffles, we must adjust the cutlery to the food and 
the food to the entlery ; and this will require a new tariff. Besides, 
this forced installation of our Ceres may meet with resistance—donbt- 
less will—and I shudder at the prospective conflict; for has not the 
experiment been tried once before, when America, in closest symp 
thy with Ireland’s suffering masses, offered her corn, and was most 
ignominiously repulsed by the expected recipients? ‘So, I fear, may 
be the result of our corn mission! They will conceive it to be an 
| other of our force measures and resist. 


States? Why not, under favoring conditions, show the silky fringes 
of the inchoate corn (is not France the land of silk ?) and the roasting 
ear, ready for the youngster’s larceny and the family succotash f 
Why not, as an addition to the zodlogical exhibition, export the sly 
’coon and nimble squirrel, enriching their stores like droues or lobby- 
ists from honest toil? [Laughter.] Why limit the exhibition to 
cookery, which the French so well understand ? 


HUSKING. 

Let there be a corn-shucking on the Trocadéro, when the ear is full | 
ripe for the harv est; then let the bursting corn arise upon the 
banks of the Seine, aloof from the incursive rat and the waters’ flow. 
Then, O, joy! let usshow the world the old-fashioned husking, before | 
machinery depoctized the rustic frolic. What a reformatory sight in 
bad, luxurious Paris! Would that it were permitted the Foreign 
Affairs Committee to take part in it, with its grave but festive chair- 
man. [Laughter.] How happy to be surrounded by the attractive 
grisettes and coquettish lorettes, or mayhap by the wooden-shod peas- 
ant girls of sweet Normandy by the sea, assisted of course by my col- 
league as chief interpreter. [ Laughter. ]_I think I see these gentle 
nymphs of Paris, in a beautiful circle, aiding us to tear off the dry 
envelope from the golden ear, while the song of Lord Lovell, who went 
far countries for to see, accompanied by sweet cider, passes around ! 











a 
MAGNITUDE OF THE CORN INVASION. 
Sir. Russia invades Turkey to force Christianity into the Moslem 
' scene, and Turkey turns the tide of war against the invader in 
wr nse of ber suzerainty. ‘ : f 
The world stands on tiptoe, erectis auribus, looking toward Ararat 
and the deluge of blood along the blue Danube, waiting the result of 
this momentous conflict of the ages. But, sir, Russia and Turkey, 
; sah their embattling hosts, present no such array as will be that 
"t the terrific onslanght of my colleague in the great corn inva- 
vonof the nineteenth century. [Laughter.) It outrivals Don Quixote, 
n his hallugination, charged with all his chivalry, upon a flock 
with not less discretion and no greater love for the simple 


sia 

who, i 

of sheep, 

shepherds ; . ee . cas . . 

his fair Duleinea cuisiniere. But, sir, he did it without any other ap- 

propriation than that furnished by poor Sancho’s wallet! (Laughter. } 
UNFETTERED AND UNSUBSIDIZED TRADE. 


Seriously, Mr. Speaker, almost every element of American industry 
and manufacturing, under private enterprise will find its proper mar- 
ket in Europe. I have seen the Maid of Saragossa, in Spain, “ trip 
the light fantastic toe” upon the the treadle of our sewing-machives; 
our agricultaral implements have their agencies throughout Europe. 
The tive hundred million dollars’ worth of petitioners as they saunter 
through the avenues of Paris or under the lindens of Berlin are not 
always so much at leisure but that they can keep aneye to business. 
Our grains will go wherever there is a demand for them, for life de- 
pends on them. Under proper ge cen our wheat exports to Great 
Britain might double in one year their sixty millions without an ap- 
propriation. The exportation of American watches, superior te the 
Swiss, already bas an enlarged market without an appropriation. 


strength to the wines of Bordeaux, Oporto, and Xeres. The gentle- 


man from Connecticut, my friend, [Mr. LANDERS, } has already sent bis | 


cutlery to Sheffield without an appropriation and in spite of restric- 
tion. American cottons will find their way beyond the barriers of 
China and Japan, along with our sewing-machines. It is well, sir, 


to havea flag to cover an appropriation ; sometimes the flag without | 


the appropriation may be better. 

Mr. Speaker, I say it with all respect to the gentlemen who favor 
this measure, With the five hundred millions of capital which back 
it, that not one man truly representative of labor would ever be 
selected under its provisions. It isintended to help the men of velvet 


paws who would, if they could, displace the simplicity of our habits | 


by the lnxury of Heliogabalus. If the nine acres of carpeting in the 
Treasury Department were confiscated, it would enable our Parisian 
voluptuaries who favor the Napoleouic dynasty in their colony at 
Paris to visit that other exhibition, the Jardin Mabille, and dance the 
can-can after a plentiful consumption of American corn. Is it not 
enough for us to throw over this exhibition the mutuality of our cour- 
tesy and the egis of our Government, without sending bounties to 
the five-hundred-million-dollar petitioners who come to Congress for 
help? 
FOREIGN MARKETS—HOW TO GET THEM. 

The war going on in the Orient will do more for mere material 
Amcrica than all the palaces dedicated so ostentatiously to peace. 
Guns, drums, trumpets, blunderbusses, and thunder, with a plentiful 
supply of breadstuffs, will open our trade and give us markets. There 
is always a good from an ill. Wholesome berries thrive and ripen 
best, neighbored by fruits of baser quality. War may hurt some, 
while it helps others. There is a growing demand daily for all we 
produce really needed abroad. To increase that demand, legislation 
18 neceasary ; but notofthiskind. These expositions have been used 
to destroy our industries through selfish tariff exactions. Who helped 
will appear in the quotations I will make presently. 

EXPOSITIONS USED TO PROPAGATE PROTECTION, 


The Paris exposition had a report by the author of the present 
bill upon the production of iron and steel in its economic and social 
relations, by ABRAM 8. Hewitt, United States commissioner. Was 
that in the interest of the workingmen? Doubtless it was sointended, 
and it reads very plausibly. It showed great familiarity with the 
ores, With girders, plates and rods, and processes of manufacture and 
qualities of different materials in Europe. It had also an appendix 
in relation to Bessemer steel, to which I will refer directly in an 
interesting connection. In that report were described, with great 
skill and power of analysis, specimens of material, machinery, and 
processes of manufacture which differ substantially from the experi- 
ence of the United States. This was interesting,and might have been 
collected by any intelligent person, with the payment of a thousand 
dollars, and without an exposition. An honorary commissioner had 
the entrée of all the factories and mines of Europe, without a salary. 
But the glory and genius of this report was not so much its differen- 
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and their flocks than for the knightly regard he had for | 








| goods which we cannot sell nor export to France? 


tial statement and its elaborate collection of facts as its discussion | 


of protective and restrictive legislation. Granting all the good objects | 


and intentions of the author as to the working classes, no one can 
mistake the meaning of his conclusion on page 60, where he says : 


It is searcely possible longer to deny that the 
working classes an adequate re ) 


them from the evils which sce: 


first step toword securing to the 
ward for their labor is such legislation as protects 
m to be inseparablo from unrestrained competition 


tween nations and men, which experience has shown to result in the utter dis- 
regard of the mo 


unl 


ral and physical condition and welfare of the working classes, 
ess regulated by positive and legal enactment. 
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It cannot be denied, therefore, that one of the results of the Paris 
exposition, in so far as iron and steel were concerned, was the propa- 
gation of the idea that we can impose such a duty on foreign iron as 
will make up for the difference in the amount of wages paid for 








| making a ton of iron in Europe and this country, less the expense of 


transportation. The author of this essay based his tariff notions on 


| the old fallacy of the wages of labor, and thus a dead school of 


economy was attempted to be revived by an American commissioner. 

Another illustration of the covert way in which protectionists have 
used these exhibitions to further their selfish interests is found in 
another report from Paris in 1867. I call attention especially to the 
article on wool and its manufacture, in which everything is turned in 
favor of our vicious tariff system. Doubtless the same thing can be 
found in other reports. I am told that the Centennial reports are full 
of this obsolcic protective nonsense. From these few extracts we may 
learn all. After showing that the greater cost of fabricating cloths 
in this country is uot owing to any want of natural advantages, nor 
any deficiency in skill or labor, the partisan commissioner denies, 
“that the manufacture is sustained only by artificial stimulus and 
rendering its productions as unnatural, to use Adam Smith’s often 
quoted comparison, as that of wine produced from grapes grown in 
the greenhouses of Scotland.” 

He further says: 

Having placed ourselves upon an equality with other nations in enterprise and 
skill, our power of unaided competition has reached its limit, and our woolen 
industry could not sustain itself in competition with foreign prodnetion unless 
placed upon an equality in the command of capital, or unless the disparity agaist 
us were neutralized by legislative provisions. It is only to neutralize the foreigu 
advantages of cheap capital and labor that protective, or, more properly speaking, 
defensive, duties are demanded by the woolen manufacturers. The dutics on wool 


. 7 : a : ee | paid by the manufacturer, and theoretically reimbursed by the apecific duties on 
Our whiskies and high wines are indisnensable to give additional | 


the cloth, are demanded by the American wool-growers for the same reason. We 
speak only for our own industry, and with respect to that it is asserted with tie 
utinost confidence that every spindle and loom employed in it would be stopped by 
the breaking down of the defensive barriers existing in tariff legislation. 

The success of our domestic woolen industry thus becomes identified with our 
agricultural prosperity. Such considerations would seem to place it beyond all 
question that our national interests require that we should repel the cheap fabrics 
of Europe, even at considerable sacrilice, that we may appropriate for ourselves 
the labor and profit of their production. 


UNRESTRAINED COMPETITION. 

To a large portion of this House it is unnecessary to show that unre- 
strained competition is inseparable from liberty of trade between 
nations and men. It is useless now to argue that cheap iron and 
clothing are of the utmost use to our people. Nor is it necessary to 
show, as to this measure, that if competition be restrained the ex posi- 
tion of the labor of different nations and their products and raw 
material is an expensive and tantalizing sham. 

FRENCH AND AMERICAN TARIFFS. 

Gentlemen should consider in this connection the French tariff as 
well as our own, and its bearing on the Paris exhibition. What 
effect will it have upon any prospective trade or export to that coun- 
try? Here will be found the reasons for the adverse action of the 
German government, and not any national prejudice. Why do we 
export so little to France? Except tobacco, a few barrels, petroleum, 
and cotton, we have but a limited trade. France reciprocates with 


England through the Cobden and Chevalier treaty of mutuality. It 
was of reciprocal advantage. France treats us as we do her. It is 


mutual brigandage to both peoples through our tariffs. They buy 
tobacco of us because it is better and cheaper than elsewhere ; and 
they obtain it even cheaper than our own citizens, because they buy 
in larger quantities. Our barrels are returned tous full of decoc- 
tions of logwood, &c.; and they buy petroleum because they cannot 
buy elsewhere. Here is another example: take this little folding- 
scissors, which I would like the ladies in the galleries to see. It 
was invented and made here and patented in France. The pat- 
entees were expecting and preparing for large sales during the 
Exhibition. Looking for the charges of duties, they find them marked 
with cutlery “ prohibée,” and this word is the cause of our small ex- 
ports to that country, for just those goods which we export every- 
where are either prohibited or taxed so heavily as to work the same 
as prohibition. So is cast-iron, iron-work, nails, screws, &c., leather, 
manufactures of paper, cotton yarns and manufactures of cotton, 
soap, perfumery, and hundreds of other articles prohibited. Let the 
question be fully understood. The French nation is looked upou as 
so friendly to us that to refuse them would seem ungrateful and 
uncourteous. But what advantage can we derive from exhibiting 
It would be like 
exhibiting to Dives the glories of Paradise; or to a thirsty army, a 
mirage slam streams. The articles shown and exhibited which 
really please will simply be copied; for no one can import them ; 
they are “ Prohibée.” Who, then, gains by the exposition of them? 
BURDENS ON LABOR BY TARIFFS. 

But, sir, as most of the burdens upon our laboring-men have come 
upon them because of the indirect protective bounties mostly levied 
upon labor, is it not easy to see that the production of such reports 
as those from which I have quoted is the result of a selfish and unsci- 
entific economy ? 

CENTENNIAL PROPHECIES AND THEIR FAILURE. 

When the Centennial was before Congress, my sanguine colleague 
who has introduced this measure, considered that the Centenvial 
would be a paying investment. It would put our own money into 
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rapid cireulation; it wonld help our railways, hotels and shops; 
re-open the channels of business, not to be clogged again with the 
debris of another financial convulsion. Labor would no longer stand | 
idle, consuming without producing; the country would feel better ; 
contidence would be restored; and the enterprise and energies of our 
people once more assert themselves in opening new highways of 
communication. 

li would be the resnrrection of industry; new and suggestive ideas 
would be aroused; foreign capital would be attracted hither; we 
should be able to negotiate our new loans at the lowest rate, raising 
our credit toa level with that of Great Britain. A heavy annual 
burden of taxation upon productive industries would be removed, and 
a thousand other rhetorical blessings were promised, which came to 
pass in the most severely ironical manner. Under such specious and 
pleasant prospects we gave $500,000 to the Centennial; and, in addi- 
tion, there was an act of June 1, 1472, (17 Statutes, 203,) in which it 
was provided that the appropriation of $1,500,000, made by the act | 
of February 16, 1876, (19 Statutes, 3,) must be paid into the Treasury | 
of the United States before any division of assets should be made 
among the stockholders in satisfaction and discharge of the capital 
stock. Andthe Supreme Court decided (Otto, 505) that Congress did | 
not intend by the act of 1876 to change the order of distribution as | 
provided by that of 1572. 

How the Centennial itself paid its pee, and its peculiar at- | 
tempt to hold on to the million and a half which we had only loaned, 
and to make the United States not a preferred but a common cred- | 
itor, eventuated, the decision of Judge Waite amply illustrates. It | 

' 


is but another example of how the bounty of this Government is 
treated by men of large capital and unbounded infidelity to their en- 
gagements, 

WHAT LESSONS THE CENTENNIAL TEACHES. 

Besides, does not our Centennial teach us other lessons? Not that 
British gold was used there to corrupt our statesmen to favor British 
interests; for I believe my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLry] 
was the only recipient of British gold, for he rented his house to the | 
British commission! But the farce of inviting the world to show off | 
with us in competition here where every article has its tariff of re- 
striction or prohibition! It was regarded as the sublimity of ab- 
surdity. 

General Walker, in the International Review for July-August, 1877, 
gives these pertinent reasons why there was a comparatively poor | 
show at the Centennial of foreign goods. I quote: 

A cause which importantly affected the commercial interest of Europe in the dis- 
play of prodacts at Philadelphia, to the injury of the oxbibition, was the high tariff 


maintained by the United States; a tariff which, within many lines of production, 
is intended to be, and is, prohibitory. Sach a tariff, equally whether its effect 


upon our domestic industry has boen good or bad, must, in the nature of the case, 
have impaired, where it did not destroy, the interest which forcign prodacers and 


dealers might othorwise have felt in the display of their wares. 

When it is considered how short is our freo list, bow bigh the grade of duties— 
tho average impost on dutiable articles being in 1875, 40.6 per cent., 50, 60, and 70 
percent. being not uncommon, and 80 and oven 90 per cent not unknown—it must 
appear how different an exhibition at Philadelphia under such a régime inevitably 
would be from one held in a country inviting foreign competition within its mar- 
kets 


While the effect of the tariff was thus to cut in at a hundred places upon the 
Exhibition it especially affected the display of silk and woolen goods. The grata- 
lations soreness expressed over the American exhibit were measurably justified 
if placed on the groand of the progress made in theso branches of manufacture and 
the really bigh degree of excellence attained in many lines of production. Bat when 
our boasting took the form of alleging that foreign countries showed in this line 
or in that line nothing to surpass or to equal the products of American mills, we 
were justly rebuked by a reference to our tariff, which imposes duties on articles of 
silk orof wool rising, on a large part of our importation, to 60 per cent., and m many 
cases reaching +0 and 90 per cont. 

The average duty collected in 1875 on the draggets and bockings imported was 
96 per cent.; on many grades of flannel #0 and 90 per cent. ; on velvets and shawls 
of silk, and on all non-enumerated articles of the same material, the duty was 60 
per cont.; on Brussels carpets made by the Jacquard machinery between 60 and 65 
por cent. 

LARGER CONSUMPTION. 

Mr. Speaker, if we would assist our industries, enlarge our market, 
and attract with all our forces, social and political, other people to 
our shores, let us repeal these absurd and repellant policies. Let us 
avoid giving bounties to a sellish class. If we want an outlet for our 
productions, let us enlarge the sphere of consumption. If we will 
make an alliance of physical with intellectual force, and lift the hie- 
rarchy of labor into a higher plane; if we would extend the hand of 
fellowship to other nations, we have something more to do than to 
create a simple display of goods upon a stall ina foreign land. What 
avails a public féle or show, with a Chinese wall placed round our | 
own country by restrictive legislation. Take the duties off our fif- 
teen hundred taxable articles, and you have a market with all the 
world. You withdraw the veil which hangs over our industries, and 
make America itself a universal exhibition. We want no editices of 
iron and glass to give impetus to manufactures. Your enchantment 
to provoke improvement and increase of manufactures is a cheap 
market, not merely for your manufactures, but for your breadstufis. 
Liberalities in exchange bring together the skillful manufacturer 
and the cheap transporter. What France and England did by reci- 
procity, we may do. No palatial prodigies like the Crystal Palace or 
the Ausstellung Alla are half so potent as a cheap market. It is the 
lamp of Aladdin. It accomplishes miracles, saves from revolution 
and distress, and destitution and poverty, and despair and death, 
Man has made his railways upon the earth, the sea has become an 


| economical means of transit through steam; there 


| ments of the spectroscope, but at last the genii that wait 
| magic ring of prosperity enter the unrestrained and cheap 


t ; 18 NO quest. ever 
to the uttermost parts of the earth, in which our enterprise may 
is nay y 


go with the cheap market. If isolated, with all our pre-eminer 
industry, with all our power to create motion in matter- = 
Our mines may give as silver and gold, our valleys maize and wl 

war may take from the fields of labor its millions of men jy 0. 
lands, we may know what Carlyle said when he sang of too). 
the man, and the power of the dwarf behiud the encino to rer Aa 
mountains; but all is of no avail without an outlet for our bee ae 
Governments may give bounties, as Napoleon did, for the solani 
tion of flax for cotton to destroy the commerce of a ne} tabor | ee 
the restricting invention returns to plague the inventor. The “e ng 
free-trading nation will become enriched thereby. We may hays 4), 
process by which steel is made in great retorts by the ton, the a 


“We fa 
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the re tir 


Ipon the 


market 


In vain, legislators, do ye endeavor to oppose the desigus of Pry; 
dence, for the order of God is freedom of exchange! sa 
BUY, IF YOU WOULD SELL. 

When this country, by a series of insane tariffs, sought to exe}yi|s 
the merchandise of other nations it did not grow rich. Whey Pye. 
land, in 1846, repealed her corn laws she made a new commercial] o:.. 
tem that gave her the exchanges of the world. Maine cannot ¢o)) 
her timber abroad with a tariff which taxes the salt for her {js 
Illinois cannot find as good a market for her teeming granaries in tho 
Old World when she stops the fabrics of England and France. [f wo 
would sell our machines and grains to France, we must buy her olive 
oil and silk. The rule has noexception. You cannot make a bare sin 
without two parties. ‘There is no sale without a purchase. Can you 
sell to one without receiving from him and expect to remain solvent} 
Try to sell abroad without purchasing abroad and you wiil make q 
failure, and a failure more absurd than any which Bastiat deimop- 
strates or China once illustrated. 

WELCOME TO ALL. 

It is not in expositions, in subsidies, that our limitless prairies and 
abounding forests, or our commercial and manufacturing greatness 
will attract the overpopulated countries of the Old World. Let Amer- 
ica open her arms to the hungry and the hopeless, and bid the home- 
less come oversea andland. Let them delve in our mines, plow in our 
soil. We have air, and water, and bread, and gold and silver, riches, 
happiness, and labor for all who come, Only there stands in the 
»vath the one gaunt specter of selfish and unmitigated greed throug) 
dadien. The first step to be taken by the American Congress 
for the revival and prosperity of our country is freedom of trade 
without the folly of cation it. Therefore let our appeal to the 
world be made: Ad nos ad salutarum undam, venite, populi. | Applause. } 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose, and Mr. CLYMER having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed a bill (S. No. 220) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase a lot of land for the use of 
the Governmentin Providence, Rhode Island; in which he was directed 
to ask the concurrence of the House. 

The message further announced that the Senate had receded from 
its amendments disagreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. No. 902) 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1878, and for other purposes. 

PARIS EXHIBITION OF 1878. 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union then resumed 
its session. . 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Chairman, my colleagne [ Mr. 
Cox] has brought his unrivaled powers of sarcasm and the grace 
of his unequaled style and that wide reading, which has made hin 
distinguished in literature as well as in politics, to bear against this 
measure, not of local significance, not of personal or of individual 
interest, but of the widest international importance. In the course 
of it he has directed the battery of his wit against one of bis own 
colleagues. I accept it graciously. If he can siand it, I suppose 
that I can. But he has gone beyond the proper line of discretion 
when he attacks the most enterprising, the most honorable, the most 
useful men of the great city which he in common with other gen le- 
men on this floor has the honor to represent. He seems to regard it 
as a crime to have achieved wealth and position in his desire to make 
himself popular with a class of the community whom he claims to 
represent, but whom I declare he misrepresents. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Speak for your own district—— 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I have as good a right to speak for 
the gentleman’s district as he has, for while I live in my district he 
does not live in his. ; 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if such arguments can weigh against the 
merits of this bill, let it fail; but I have too much respect for the 
good sense of the members of this House and for the intelligence of 
the American people, whom they represent, to suppose that my col- 
league’s speech will do more than afford a little harmless amusement. 

This invitation comes before the House in the most formal mannet 
possible. It comes from the President of the United States in a 
message directed to Congress in special session, and therefore must 
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‘o been regarded by him as a matter of the gravest public moment. 
have taiion comes to us from the great European republic, a re- 
me aoe ‘thirty-six millions of people addressed to the great Ameri- | 
mab Republic, a Republic of forty-three millions of people. And it 


can | » us. sir, after we had addressed a similar invitation to 


comes t 


en n of Congress, invited the nations of the world to take part 
6 


| 
| 
In 1873, the President of the United States, by the direct in- 
ir great exposition designed to commemorate the centennial of 
rote = Independence. That invitation was addressed to France, | 
ry a bound to us by ties of sympathy and the traditions of | 
aiet t friendship, was pot slow to signify her acceptance. Thirty- 
oat of the nations of the world accepted that invitation. Now 
Goon ». in her turn, asks the nations of the world to come and assist 
at ber exposition, and the only one, excepting those which are pre- 
vented by political considerations, who stands back, the only laggard 

‘n the great array of nations, is the Republic whose sympathy, not 

merely because we are both republics, she ought to have, but because 

France alone of the nations of Europe aided us in the days of our 

weakness and in the hour of trial. en bg 

Let it be remembered, Mr. Chairman, that the invitation of 1873 
was not the first invitation that this nation addressed to ’rance. In 
1776, by a vote of Congress, Benjamin Franklin, Thomas Jefferson, 
and Silas Deane, three names illustrious in American history, were 
dispatched to convey an invitation to France. That invitation 
was to furnish us with arms, money, and men in the death-struggle 
npon Which we had entered. When those commissioners arrived, 
Arthur Lee, who had preceded them, had already met the French min- 
ister, and had succeeded in freighting three vessels, by the aid of | 
money from the French treasury, with cargoes of tents, with arms, | 
and other munitions of war necessary to maintain the unequal con- 
flict in which we were then engaged. It was, sir, upon the contents of 
those vessels that the continental army was enabled to get ready to | 
cope with the forces of Great Britain. Subsequently, Franklin and 
Deane—Jefferson being absent on account of the illness of his wife— 
appeared before the French government and asked for their aid. At 
that moment France was involved in the greatest pecuniary distress, 
and yet, while they could not do much for us, they gave $400,000 out 
of their treasury, which was at once invested in arms and ammuni- 
tion and sent to this country. 

More than that, they compelled the fermiers généraux of the taxes to 
loan $200,000 more, which in like manner found its way in the shape | 
of munitions of war into the beleaguered colonies. 

But there was an incident still more remarkable: The governor of 
Metz, a fortress then as now, renowned in war, gave a dinner to the | 
Duke of Gloucester, a brother of the British King. At his table a | 
young map, nineteen years of age, but a brilliant officer, heard from | 
the lips of this royal personage the story of the resistance of the 
American colonies to the mother-land. That youthful heart was fired. | 
He went to Paris, approached Benjamin Franklin, and told himthat he | 
wanted to fight in the cause of freedom. He applied to his govern- | 
ment for leave to go to America, but was refused, because it was not 
yet ready to take an open part against the great power of England. 
But in despite of that he purchased a vessel with his own money, 
treighted it with arms and it:vited eleven experienced officers, among 
whom was the veteran De Kalb, to accompany him to America. He 
lett his bride; he left his unborn child; he eluted the pursuit of the 
English, and instead of going to the West Indies as they expected, he 
sailed directly for New York, where he landed, thence proceeded with- 
ont delay to Philadelphia and tendered his services, his fortune, his 
life to the cause of the American nation. That offer was accepted, 
and La Fayette became a member of the military family of Washing- 
ton, and did more than any other man, next tothe Father of his 
Country, for the great cause to which our patriotic fathers had de- 
voted “ their lives, their fortunes, and their sacred honor.” 

_ Then in 1778 followed the two treaties with France negotiated by 
Franklin, The first was a treaty of amity and friendship, offensive 
and defensive, by which the French nation agreed that they would 
carry on the war with Great Britain until American independence 
was secured. The secoud was even more important in view of the 
history of our commercial development, which bas justified the fore- | 
sight of the greatest name in our history next to that of Washington. 
ly that treaty the French government agreed that the war should 
be carried on until America had secured mercantile freedom as well 
as political independence. Those two treaties secured the independ- 
ence of this country. That we are here to-day talking as freemen 
upon this floor is due to the fact that France cast her heavy hand 
into the seale during that momentons struggle for life and liberty. 

These treaties were followed by shipments of money, shipments of 
munitions of war, and, what is more important, by shipments of men. | 
A great fleet was sent over to the American coast which prevented | 
the British fleet from ravaging along our shores. D’Estaing, Rocham- 
bean, De Grasse, and others whose names can never be forgotten 
while the American heart feels any gratitude toward the people who | 
secured its freedom, took part in the conilict and never rested, and | 
the final success was achieved. 


W hen Washington was on his way to Yorktown and the Army came 
tol hiladelphia, not knowing whither they were bound, a spirit of | 
rebellion broke out among those tired patriots who had marched | 
barefooted across the Jerseys. There was no cash in the public | 


Treasury; they had not been paid for months ; the device of cunti- | 
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nental money had broken down, and its value had gone out of sisht. 


| Robert Morris, the man of infinite resources, was applied to in this 


emergency, but he declared with sorrow his inability to do anything. 
Then Count Rochambeau went to his military chest and took out 


| $20,000—a small sum now, but in the days of the Revolution, when 
| paper money had been swept away, it was an amount beyond the 


dreams of avarice—he took twenty thousand silver dollars out of that 
military chest, and with that sum of money the men were quieted and 
the march for Yorktown proceeded. 

At that juncture, as if in the providence of God, Henry Laurens 
landed in Boston with $500,000 in specie which had been paid over 
to him by the French government as the fruits of a loan made to 
Benjamin Franklin for ten million livres. In addition to this $500,000 
another loan which had been negotiated with Holland was guaranteed 


| by the French government of an additional ten million of livres. With 


this $500,000 the army which marched upon Yorktown was thoroughly 
equipped and made ready to do the great work which was before it. 

And when Yorktown capitulated how stood the army ? There were 
nine thousand American soldiers and seven thousand French soldiers 
who divided between them the honor of that memorable and decisive 
capitulation. The French fleet had prevented Cornwallis from re- 
tiring, so that the possibility of the achievement was due to our 
French allies alone. 

I seek not to recite history, but to revive memories which, though 
familiar as household words to schoolboys, are apt to be slumbering 
in the dim recollections ef older men, engrossed by the busy cares of 
life and politics; but such was the invitation that our fathers gave 
to France; such was the response which France made to our fathers. 


| Now, in her turn, France tenders an javitation tous. I know that 


after the grateful memories which I e endeavored to revive there 


| is not a man in this House who will vote to decline that invitation. 


Even my colleague from New York [Mr. Cox] does not propose to 
disgrace his manhood so much as to say to this French nation, to 
whom we owe our political existence, “ We will not accept your in- 


| vitation.” He does propose to say, however, “ We will accept it but 


will spend no money upon it.” 

Suppose that when Franklin and Deane and Laurens and the other 
American commissioners went to that courtly and polite nation and 
delivered their invitation, the reply had been made to them: “ We ac- 
cept your invitation ; we sympathize with your struggles ; we admire 
your courage; we feel the profoundest interest in your success; but 
money is another question, we cannot spend any money ; our finances 
are embarrassed; we are on the brink of ruin; we will give you our 
sympathy but you can have no money.” Where then would have been 
our Independence, the one hundredth anniversary of which we asked 
France, first and most of all, to aid us in celebrating ? 

Sir, it is to belittle this whole question beyond measure to put it 


| upon a money ground. This money will not be expended for the ben- 


etit of France. Every dollar of this expenditure will be made for the 
benefit of our own people, and is an indispensably necessary expendi- 
ture based upon the fact that we accept the invitation at all. 

My colleague asks, “ Why does not private enterprise take up this 
matter?” The exhibition of 1851, he says, was a private enterprise ; 
the exhibition of 1862 a private enterprise ; and he might have added 
that the exhibition in Philadelphia was a private enterprise, for I 
heard him frequently declare that it was, giving that as a reason why 
he could not vote for the loan asked from Congress. But the reason 
an appropriation by the Government is asked for this exhibition is 
simply because it is not a private enterprise, and private enterprise 
will not be permitted by France to take charge of the American par- 
ticipation in the exhibition. It is a national enterprise, and France 
in its national character has invited the people of the United States 
in their national capacity totake partinit. Private individuals have 
gone and knocked at the door of France, asking to be admitted and 
bear the expense themselves; and they have been told, “We can recog- 
nize no one but your Government.” This is the answer to that most 
disingenuous suggestion of my colleague. It is not possible for pri- 
vate enterprise to take up and deal with this question. It is purely 


| an international affair ; and if our citizens are to take part at all, it 


must be done through the agency of their Government. 

Now, when the Government accepts the invitation it must send a 
representative. That representative must incur expenses. Who 
shall pay those expenses? The representative himself ? Again when 
th® articles arrive in Paris they must be arranged; they must be in- 
stalled in their place. Expenses must be incurred for fitting up the 
space assigned to us, for interpreters, clerks, draymen, and an inti- 
nite variety of other matters. It is very true that the exhibitors 
might pay these expenses; I have no doubt they would cheerfully do 
so, if asked or allowed. But the complication and difficulty which 
would be caused by assessing these-charges upon a thousand or ten 
thousand exhibitors would be so great that the confusion would be- 
come intolerable, and the work would not be done at all. For that 
reason provision must be made for these expenditures by the Govern- 
ment. 

Now, whether this provision shall be on the seale of $50,000 or 
$100,000 or $150,000 is a matter of comparatively little consequence, 
except that we should throw away no money. It is not necessary 
that we should throw away any. We have the experience of two 
exhibitions to guide us, and we know just what the cost ought to be. 
The appropriation for the French exhibition of 1867 was very much 
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larger than the expenditures, which were about $140,000. The ex- 
penditures for the Vienna exhibition were about $160,000. At Vienna 
there was doubtless some waste. There certainly was a scandal 
which it is reserved for my colleague to revive when every patriotic 
American would gladly have forgotten it; but it was a scandal that 
had nothing to do with expositions or questions of exposition. It 
had to do with the bad conduct of Americans themselves. We pro- 
pose—at least we hope—this time to exhibit a better class of Ameri- 
cans than we exhibited there, and I shall be very much surprised if 
the lessons then learned shall fail to admonish the President to select 
no political partisans or mere diletiante pretenders for the serious 
and responsible duties of commissioners, and I indulge the hope that 
not only men duly qualified will be appointed with especial reference 
in each case to some special work, but that a knowledge of the 
French language will be regarded as an indispensable prerequisite to 
appointment at all. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a word or two as to the advantages of taking 
part in-these exhibitions. I have shown that in common courtesy 
we cannot decline to participate. But we ought not to deciine, even 
if no question of courtesy were involved. In the first place, these 
exhibitions are great industrial universities. They teach a class of 
people that have very few other opportunities to learn. More than 
that, they teach nations their deficiencies, and how to supply those 
deticiencies. I do not exaggerate when I say that the French exhibi- 
tion of 1667 contributed to this country an amount of wealth which 
it is very difficult to estimate. 

The single matter of Bessemer steel has been referred to. That 
commodity, now indispensable for the operations and economy of 
railway transportation, was,then made by very few concerns, and 
was sold at a very high pric About $160 a ton was the cost at that 
time. It was very difficult to procure information in regard to proc- 
esses of manufacture. Americans particularly were excluded from 
the European steel-works. But when that exhibition took place the 
products of those great establishments were exhibited; and it forms 
part of the implied condition of exhibition that the processes shall 
be explained to the commissioners, and particularly to the jurors. 
In that way and under that rule, I, who had the honor to be a com- 
missioner, was enabled to visit and examine all the great Bessemer 
steel works in Europe. But I was enabled to do much more. 

The door was opened to a great many American engineers and me- 
chanics who were there anxious tostudy that important subject. The 
result was that the manufacture of Bessemer steel was—I will not say, 
introduced into this country, because we had already one establish- 
ment in operation, but it was undertaken with a better knowledge. 
All the most recent appliances were brought into use; all the econo- 
mies and peculiarities of the business were comprehended. The result 
has been that in less than ten years from that time we have erected 
and have to-day in operation ten Bessemer steel works; enough to ee 
duce five hundred thousand tons of steel rails per annum—more than 
the annual consumption of the country. Weare absolutely independ- 
ent of the foreign supply; and the price has been reduced from $160 
a ton to $40 a ton, at which sales cone been made within the last 
month. Bessemer steel rails are to-day sold at lower prices than the 
price of iron rails previous to the exhibition of 1867. 

Now, I do not pretend that if there had been no exhibition we 
should not have learned how to make Bessemer steel; I do not pre- 
tend that we should not have built these works in the course of time; 
but I do say, and no man can contradict it, that by the experieuce of 
that exhibition we gained at least five years in the introduction of 
this great branch of human industry and its growth to its present 
vast dimensions. 

I give that case only as a sample. The time at my command does 
not allow me to go into any detail. But I will mention one thing 
which has been suggested to me by the words of my colleague. He 
says that the great Corliss engine was not the fruit of the exhibition 
of 1876. It existed before that. Yes, in 1867 it existed, and I saw 
a Corliss engine in the French exhibition of that year around which 
stood crowds of engineers and mechanics who studied its peculiari- 
ties and recognized its merits. What was the result? The Corliss 
engine to-day is built in every civilized country in Europe on a 
large seale, driving out all other engines and paying a royalty to the 
inventor of that beautiful machine. The same thing is true, sir, of 
our agricultural tools. Prior to 1367 they were but little known in 
Europe. They were introduced to public notice by that great trial 
which took place near the exhibition, in which Walter Wood’s reaper 
cut down the grass almost before the other people could harness up 
their horses to make a start. This is a ridiculous business, according 
to my colleague from New York! If he had heard the cheer which 
went up from that great American crowd when Walter Wood’s 
reaper cut down that grass he -wonld have thought there was some- 
thing in the American heart besides laughter and ridicule. 

He is pleased to devote a great deal of his time, and I regret to say 
too much of his undoubted talents, to the derision of Indian corn. 
Well, if he had chosen to read history for the purpose of advocating 
this measure, instead of casting ridicule upon it, he would have found 
that many American products and many new vegetables now used 
for food have been brought into use within a couple of hundred years 
by eflorts very much of the kind which I have recommended. For 
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troduced into France until just before the French revolution, 
, c : : . 1. The 

a great chemist, M. Parmentier, devoted himself to the t uk of int, n 
ducing the potato to the French people. He went throug) a untro- 
periments. He was ridiculed. There is a statue standin ne 
now, but he was ridiculed then. It was asserted that ¢} 
tion vf the potato into France was the cause of some 
prevalent, and Parmentier was accused of being a public 
Louis XVI, taking an interest in all practical questions, fiually ¢, 
to the aid of Parmentier. A great public dinner was given in Pari 
and the potato was the staple of the dinner. There were sixteen kinds 
of dishes of the potato in honor of the King, who was the Sixteent, 
Louis. The King appeared, and instead of the customary joy... 
of flowers he wore in his button-hole a bunch of potato-blossoms . 
that hour the potato was acclimatized, and I suppose the gentle... 
who has been in Paris, knows that the French excel in sery;, ape 
very delicate dishes of that admirable esculent. Of course Pose up 
tier is now a benefactor ; then he was the public enemy. =e? 

Such is the history of all progress. The same thing is true of cof 
fee, of tea, of chocolate, of tobacco, and of many other things whic) 
are now in extensive use either as articles of necessity or of luxu: 
I have not time to go over the history of them all, but those wh» =. 
curious can find the facts for themselves in Disraeli’s Curiosities 
Literature. 

The object of singling out Indian corn is this: it is the greatest of 
the American cereal products. This year (my authority is the Coy. 
missioner of Agriculture) the product will propably amount to thir. 
teen hundred and fifty million bushels. The exportation last year 
was about sixty million bushels. It was used mostly for food {or 
animals. 

It is unnecessary in this House to discuss the fact that Indian cory 
is as nutritious as wheat, or nearly so; that it is a most palatalle 
article of food, which is unkuown in Europe, notwithstanding why: 
my colleague has said, practically unknown, for, except along tho 
limited area of the Danube, a portion of Turkey, the south of France, 
a portion of Italy, and on the shores of Africa, you find this cereal js 
not cultivated at all. If it could be introduced as an article of food, 
the exportation would undoubtedly run up from sixty million bushels 
per annum to a very large amount, possibly to two or three hundred 
million bushels per annum. 

Now, who is to be benefited by this? Is it the speculators of New 
York? It is surely the farmers—the farmer everywhere, from New 
England to Georgia, from the Atlantic to the Pacitic coast, for our 
whole country poner is a corn-growing region. 

I am perfectly willing to admit, Mr. Chairman, that the idea of 
establishing a kitchen in a great exhibition at first sight appears 
somewhat ludicrous. I was perfectly aware of this when the sug- 
gestion was first made, but it is a practical idea, and a practical idea 
which we have seen tried in previous expositions. For example, 
take the Vienna bakery, first at Paris, then at Philadelphia. Every 
man knows what a benefaction that has been to the people of this 
country. We are getting better bread every day ; and the man who 
produces good bread for the people is the greatest benefactor of that 
people. No greater service can be rendered by any possible exercise 
of human ingenuity. 

I did not expect that amendment would be reported ; I rather hoped 
it would not be. It has gained the object I had in view. It has di- 
rected the public attention to this question ; and if I had time I could 
produce innumerable letters from all parts of the land commending 
the idea, and these letters as a rule come from the most enlightened, 
progressive, and public-spirited citizens we have in the country. | 
trust that this idea will not be abandoned; that the commissiouer- 
general will take such measures as, in his judgment, may be neces- 
sary to introduce more widely a knowledge of our American cereals, 
and enlarge and widen their European market. And I am quite will- 
ing to stake what little personal reputation may survive after I pass 
away upon the fact, if it should succeed, that Indian corn has come 
into general use as well for the benefit of our European neighbors as 
to the great advantage of our own country by reason of the action of 
this Congress on this subject. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, i hoa spoken briefly of what we may possi- 
bly learn at this exposition. I come now to the second, and much 
more important part of this discussion, and that is, what we may sell 
by taking part in this exposition. I am free to admit that owing to 
previous expositions we have learned so much that if this question 
depended merely upon what we might learn at the coming exposition 
1 might have some doubts as to the necessity of taking part in It; 
but we have arrived in this country at a stage of development very 
different from that which existed in 1867, We were then unable to 
produce enough to supply our own wants except in the article o! 
food. Now, owing very largely to these exhibitions, we have enlary: il 
our manufacture so that there is no staple article we do not to-day 
produce in this country to a sufficient extent to supply the home « 
mand and we have a surplus for exportation to the rest of the worl 
What we need to do more than any other thing for the revival of pros- 
verity (except it be a sound currency, and that wo are coming to and 
1ave almost reached) is a foreign market for our surplus products 
That foreign market we can only get in two ways: first, we must 
make known the excellence of our products. That we can do by 
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example, take the potato. It was made known to Europeans by Sir , showing them to the assembled world and this exhibition at Paris 's 
Walter Raleigh barely two hundred years ago, and it did not get in- | the very opportunity we desire, and it comes exactly at that pout 
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f time which we ourselves would have selected if we had the power 
o 
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1 edaition to the excellence of what we have to sell we must be 


ahle to sell at a price that will compete with other nations. In many 
ae we are able to do so to-day, but in many other commodities 
oe not able to do it, and the reason is because the raw material 
a *h nters into the composition of these manufactured articles is 
wae: - : “l he high duties, and as it is necessary to import much raw 
open cal from abroad our domestic manufactures are hampered and 
ee ae improved, not encouraged—by such duties. We want 
eae ) away all such obstructions and impediments, and in order 
Se ereuaeliah this desirable result our manufacturers themselves 
must go and see what the necessities of the case demand in order 
that they may get possession of these foreigu markets. 

And just here let me say my colleague has quoted an extract from 
the report I made in 1567—a most unfair quotation; but let that 
The point of that quotation was this: I was contrasting the 


pass. 


moral, social, and physical condition of the foreign laborer with that | 


of the American laborer,and I showed how, in the exercise of unlimited 
competition—not here, but there—in European countries, unrestrained 
by local laws as to the use of labor in the employment of women and 
children in work which should be reserved for men, labor had been 
ground down, oppressed, and reduced to unnatural rates which should 
never have existed. I said it was against such labor as that we could 
not compete, and that it was necessary to enact laws there—not here, 
but there—for the protection of those laborers so they might enjoy 
the common rights of man. That quotation which was in the inter- 
est of humanity—humanity there as well as here—this gentleman 
turns upon me as evidence that I am a protectionist. With what 
propriety my colleague has made this charge the whole passage, 
whieh I now insert, will show. Speaking in my reporton the French 
exposition of the progress of British legislation in reference to the 
working classes, I said: 

In no country in the world are so many proofs of the wisdom of this course to be 
found as in the history of British legislation in reference to the working classes for 
the last thirty-five years. The repeal of the corn laws was a measure of eminent 
protection to the working classes, relieving them of the taxes imposed upon food 
for the benefit of the land-owner alone, because the condition of the agricultural 
laborer could not be made worse, but could only be improved by any change. 
series of laws regulating the employment of women and children in factories and 
mines are not merely highly restrictive, but by common consent have produced the 
happiest results on the moral and physical condition of the working classes. The 
jaws recognizing the legal existence of friendly societies ; for the encouragement of 
building associations ; the conversion of the post-oflices into savings-banks for the 
working classes; for the granting of annuities and life insurance guaranteed by 
the government to the working classes on the payment of small periodical install- 
ments; for the encouragement of co-operative stores and associations ; for “ part- 
nerships of industry” in which the workman is allowed to havo an interest in the 
protits of the business, without becoming liable as a partner for the debts; the 
statutes authorizing the establishment of free reading-rooms, libraries, and mu- 
seums by a vote of the rate-pavers in any borough, town, or city; constitute a 
course of wise legislation unmistakably protective, restrictive, and enabling ; per- 
sistently advocat d and successfully established by the most sagacious, liberal, 
and philanthropic statesmen of the present age, and resulting in so marked an 
improvement io the condition of the working elasses, accompanied with so decided 
an advance in the rate of wages— 


Here comes the passage quoted by my colleague— 
that it is searcely possible longer to deny tha! the first step toward securing to 
the working classes an adequate reward for their labor is such legislation as pro- 
tects them from the evils which seem to be inseparable from the spirit of unre- 
strained competition between nations and between men, which experience has 
shown to result in the utter disregard of the moral and physical condition and 
social welfare of the working classes, unless regulated by positive legal enactment. 


Now, this concluding sentence, thus unfairly cut off from its con- 
text in a statement which has no reference whatever to the question 
of free trade and protection, but has relation solely to the social status 
and condition of the working classes, becanse the word “ protective ” 
is used in describing English laws enacted for the benefit of the 
working classes—this concluding sentence my colleague quotes as 
the evidence that I am a protectionist. How fairly, let this House 
and the country judge. I forbear to characterize such conduct, but 
Icommend to the study of my colleague the recent letter of Judge 
Black to Mr. Stoughton, our new Russian minister, in which Judge 
Black, speaking of a similar garbled quotation, says: 

In law this is not a forgery, but among men of average honesty the fraudulent 


alteration of a paper to injare another's character passes for about as shameful 
and base a thing as can be done. 


_And now I give my colleague his answer. I am not a high protec- 
tionist; I have never been a high protectionist; and I challenge my 
colleague to find one word in that report which advocates the pro- 
tective policy. It is not there. The facts are stated and the conclu- 
sions left to the judgment of an enlightened country to decide which 
policy shoul be adopted, whether the policy of free trade or the pol- 
icy of protection. . 

I now go further and I say to my colleague, the time has come when 
protection has ceased to protect. I, whoama manufacturer, as largely 
engaged in manufactures as any gentleman certainly upon this floor, 
say that high duties are impediments to our progress, and I advocate 


taking part in this exposition because I think it will give the final | 


a to a system which, however useful it may have been in its day, 
1as outlived its usefulness, and will tend to hasten that better state 
of things when the productions of all nations shall be exchanged as 


if they were the work of one family. I hope the gentleman is satis- 
fied with that declaration. 
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Mr. COX, of New York. I quoted from the gentleman's report 
then. He has changed his idea since. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I submit to the gentleman that I did 
not interrupt him. It is evident that he has not heard my remarks. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have heard the gentleman's remarks 
and I will reply to what he has said in the five-minutes debate. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. That relates only to the conditton of 
labor in other countries. 

Mr. COX, of New York. You were a protectionist except as to 
wages. You said the wages were too low there. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am not and never was a high pro- 
tectionist atall. My friend from Pennsylvania, Judge KELuey, will 
tell you that I am not regarded as sound on this question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. But Judge KELLEY is not regarded as 
sound on that question. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I never thought he was. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I should like to know who is sounder than Judge 
KELLEY on that question ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I differ from the gentleman in regard 
to the views of Judge KELLEY being sound. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will say with the permission of the gen- 
tleman that when the question of Bessemer steel comes up—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York (Mr. Hewirr] 
has the floor. Does he yield to his colleague ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will this come out of my time? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Then I do not yield. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will explain the Bessemer-steel matter 
in my five minutes. 

Mr. BANKS. I rise to a question of order. The subject of protec- 
tion is not under debate. I want to hear the views of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hewitt] in relation to the Paris exposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is not well taken. It seems 
to be the custom for members to exercise their own discretion as to 
the subjects discussed in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I would not have discussed the ques- 
tion of protection but that my colleague misrepresented me on that 
point. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I did not attack my colleague, but drew 
from the exposition reports to show that we should have no more of 
that sort of thing. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. This exposition, Mr. Chairman, will 
afford a very unusnal opportunity to enlarge the area of our market, 
because Germany, Russia, and Turkey are in such a situation that 
they can take no part in the exhibition; Russia and Turkey because 
they are at war; Germany, not, as I have been erroneously reported to 
have said, because of feelings of envy and hatred, but because of the 
political necessities of the position of Germany at this juncture. I 
think tho present German government sympathizes with the French 
Republic, but the condition of affairs in Frauce has been such that it 
is possible that an outbreak might occur at any moment which might 
force Germany to energetic steps for self-protection. For that reason 
she has declined to participate in this exhivition. But the Germans 
will all go to Paris to see what other people exhibit, and in the 
absence of their own exhibits they will give a most careful and pro- 
found study to the exhibition of American products. 

Now it is quite true that the people of the United States have never 
made a proper exposition of their products. At Paris it was very 
meager, although they did carry off a very undue proportion of prizes. 
In Vienna it was a little more extensive, but not such an exhibition 
as we ought to have made. At this time the whole country is alive 
to the importance of this exhibition, and for the first time we are 
going to show what we can do; and I venture to predict that when 
we do show what we can do, as we did at Philadelphia, the prizes 
will fall to the lot of our exhibitors. In other words, wherever there 
is competition the American article will carry off the prize even in 
such products as cotton goods alongside of the French and the English 
competition. I venture to predict that our cotton trade, which 
within three years has grown from nothing up to $12,000,000 and this 
year promises to be $15,000,000 of exports, will be vastly extended by 
being brought into direct competition with English and French prod- 
ucts. Our cotton goods are coming into use even in England, and 
will come into use in France as soon as our commercial arrangements 
with that country will permit. 

One of the best fruits that will come ont of this exhibition will be 
the fact that it will compel a revision of our commercial treaties with 
France. It is a disgrace to the diplomacy of this country that these 
treaties have been allowed to remain in their present condition. ‘The 
importance of a revision will be foreed upon tho attention of our 
Government ; it will be forced upon the attention of our people; it 
will be forced npon the attention of the French Government by the 
demands of their own population, and we shall have at last a system 
of reciprocity between the United States and France which will enor- 
mously increase our trade. 

Now, it seems to be the fashion to ridicule the increase of trade. I 
have been weak enough to suppose that one of the great objects 
we had in coming here was to promote the increase of trade. I 
have been weak enough to suppose that this very bill found its con- 
stitntional warrant under a provision of the Constitution the appli- 
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cation of which to such bills has never been called in question. I 
have read the debates and I cannot find that any leading man has 
ever questioned the constitutionality of such appropriations—not 
even my colleague who was in Congress when they were made. I 
find that Congress has ‘the power to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations,” and that is all there is of this thing. It is first a question of 
natiénal courtesy—and that portion can be defended under the diplo- 
matic power—and, secondly, of enlarging commerce. 

Now, having but little time left, I wish to quote the testimony of 
M. Kuhlman fils, one of the French commissioners, himself a most 
eminent chemist, as to the superiority of American natural forces and 
the skill with which we manage them. I read from his report upon 
the Philadelphia exhibition : 


The rapid examination which we made of products of the chemical arts in the 


exposition at Philadelphia established very clearly the remarkable development of | 


this industry in the United States. We do not hesitate to say that this rapid prog 
ress in manufactures appeared to allthe members of our jury the most interesting 
and most characteristic feature of this exposition 

We do not exaggerate in saying that the soil of the Un'ted States contain the 
elements of nearly all the great indastry to a most extended degree 

The mines of iron, copper, silver, and gold scem to offer inexhaustible resources. 

Petroleum, this great source of heat and light, has and will bring great wealth 
to that country 

Coal, the vital element of all the industries, is fonnd in vast quantities, and is 

of exploitation. It is estimated that the coal-basins cover more than ten 

millions of acres, and at Pittsburgh coal costs but $1 per ton 

Anthracite, the exploitation of which represents one-third of the fnel extracted 
from the mines, enters largely in working iron-furnaces and conducting other met- 
allurgic Operations 

Furthermore, the means of transportation are admirably organized in the United 
States. The net-work of railroads represent upward of eighty thousand miles. 
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Rivers traverse it in all directions, furnishing cheap transportation to coal and ores. | 
Salt and sulpher are found as yet only to a limited extent; but there is native | 
sulphur and an abundance of pyrites in the United States, which must at some | 


period play an important part in the chemical industry of that country. 

It is very evident that the industrial arts m America will not only very soon 
supply her own wants, but that there will come a time when the course of trade 
will be reversed and they will send to the Old World their excess ef production. 
We would be amazed to see any cessa‘ion in the progress of that energetic nation, 
so enterprising and determined, (having faith in their institutions, which are in 
general well adapted to the nature of the people,) that seeks to educate all classes, 
and which has been blessed beyond all other nations by the variety and richness 
of their agricultural and mineral resources. 


That is the future predicted for us by intelligent foreigners. Sir, 
the resources of the country will meet amply these great expecta- 
tions. I for one wish to accelerate the coming of the time when these 
results shall be realized, and when the country which we represent 
shall oceupy its legitimate rank at the head of the commercial and 
industrial nations of the world. Hence I urge the passage of this 
bill as a graceful act of courtesy and a wise measure of policy. 

Mr. SWANN. Mr. Chairman, I thank you for recognizing me and 
for the courtesy you have extended to mein recognizing me, but the 
state of my voice forbids that I should address the House, and I will 
not claim the time accorded to me for closing this debate. 

Mr. MONROE. I am one of those, Mr. Chairman, who are more 
anxious to reach a vote on this bill than to make speeches upon it, 
and I shall therefore occupy the time of the committee but a few 
moments. Itis gratifying to me toobserve that, whatever difference 
of opinion may exist in regard to this measure, we are all agreed 
that it is of the greatest importance for our people to extend our 
markets abroad. Indeed, sir, this has become almost indispensable 
for us. We now have so great an accumulation of labor, and that to 
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against us, in Brazil, is wholly unnecessary. There is nothing 
unnecessary, more useless, or more hurtful to us in all saan mon 
cial relations than this balance of trade against us. We oyw) toy 
for every dollar of these imports from Brazil with our export: to pay 
Look at the facts and see what might be accomplished ei 
four great classes of products abundantly produced 
which it is natural for us to produce and for which we 
an ample market in Brazil. The first is the cereals, especially wh 
flour ; the second is the cheap textile fabrics, especially thos: ae . 
ton ; next come agricultural machinery and implements ‘and en 
that whole class of products known as “ Yankee notions.” To jy... 
with wheat flour: the demand for this is large in Brazil, and wil "| 
larger as soon as the people of the interior learn, as they wi}! - se 
wheat bread instead of the meal of the manioc root. That ‘an 
cannot produce much wheat. _ 
Now, sir, we ought to supply the whole of this demand. We eis 


e There ary 
In our countr 


should fina 


| been in the habit for some years of exporting to Brazil about four h 
| ion dollars’ worth of wheat flour; we ought to export double th. 


amount. Indeed we should furnish them with every barre] of tin 
they need. - = 
Mr. FRYE. How can we do that when we have no means of ea; 
rying it there? ~ 
Mr. MONROE. Certainly no country on the face of the wholp 
sarth can make a barrel of good flour cheaper than the United Sato 


|can. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. FRYE] and all of us,1 think. 


will admit that. I think all will also agree that there is no intringi, 
reason why we should not be able to put a barrel of flour down jy 


| Brazil as cheaply as arybody can do it. But that is not the question 


for us to consider now. It was clear to me while I was residing they 

that we should furnish them every barrel of flour they require, 
Then the cheap textile fabrics, especially those of ‘cotton whi h 

are adapted to that climate. The consumption of these articles j; 


Brazil is immense, and we should furnish the whole of them. Have 


| we not the cotton in the United States? Have we not the cotton 


mills and perfected machinery ? Can we not feed our laborers cheaply, 
and have we not all the facilities for producing these cheap textile 
fabrics? 


Let me cite an instance in illustration. A gentleman from Massa- 


| chusetts, as well informed probably as any man in the State, told me 
| that last year a great cotton-manufacturing firm of that State bad 


sent to Liverpool two thousand cases of.cotton cloth and sold them 
there at a profit. They had become convinced that they could do it 
again, and they were going to doit again. If New England can do 
that for Liverpool she certainly can do it for Rio de Janeiro, for Bra 
zil, for South America. As the matter now stands Great Britain selis 
to the people of Brazil about twenty million dollars’ worth of cheap 
cotton cloths every year. We ourselves ought to sell them every dol- 
lar of that amount. There is no reason in the world why we should 
not do it. It must be simply because there is something wrong about 


| us somewhere, in the way in which we manage, and, for one, J am 


determined to help my fellow-countrymen to work at this matter 
until we find out where the difficulty is. I believe the cultivation of 


| mutual acquaintance as fast and as thoroughly as we can bring it 


a great extent, of laborunemployed, that nothing can be moreimpor- | 


tant to the country than the enlargement of our foreign market so as 
to set to work the whole body of our laborers. Now, sir, I submit 
this proposition: that there are regions of the world where there are 
large markets which are ready for us ; markets which properly belong 
to us, which we do not now a but which, by giving proper 
attention to the subject and exhibiting a proper degree of enterprise, 
we may possess. The Secretary of State has recently taken one 
important step in this direction. He has made it, by an order, the 
duty of all consular officers abroad to examine this subject in their 
several localities and make reports upon it to our Government, and 
to our people. This will do good; but we need to go a step further. 
We need to make foreign countries, where we should naturally find 
a market, thoroughly acquainted with our products. .And we also 
need to become better acquainted with the people of these countries, 
their wants, their tastes, and even their prejudices. 
plishment of these ends | believe international exhibitions to be of 
the greatest value. They have been very useful in the past and will 
be still more useful in the future. 

Now, veference has been made by several gentlemen to countries 
with which our trade might be increased. As I do not wish to repeat 
what other gentlemen have said, I will take as an illustration of what 
I mean, the Empire of Brazil, of which I happen to have some per- 
sonal knowledge ; and what I say in reference to Brazil will be appli- 
cable, in a measure, to the other countries of South America and to 
other parts of the world. 
where we ought to find a market. Brazil, with a population of ten 
millions of people, has a territory in extent larger than that of Eu- 
rope and nearly as large as the entire United States. The imports 
from that country amount annually to $42,000,000, while our annual 
exports are only $7,000,000, leaving a balance of trade against us of 
$35,000,000, From my knowledge of that country and froma carefal 
study of the subject | am prepare@® to say that this balance of trade 


For the accom- | 


I take Brazil as an example of nations | 





abont will help us find what that troubleis. Then there is this whole 
class of agricultural implements and machinery. The demani of 
Brazil is very great for these. They have no manufacturing estab- 
lishments and are not likely to have. The coffee-planters of Brazil 
want machines for hulling their coffee—that is, for separating the 
dried pulp from the bean. Then they want a machine to rupture the 
cuticle which incloses the two halves of the coffee-bean, and then 
they want winnowing-machines and fanning-machines. 

The sugar-planters want mills to crush the cane, and they want 
boilers and evaporators. The rice-plauters need machines for clean- 
ing rice, and the cotton-planters machines for their peculiar products. 
And so of other products that I might name. Here is an immense 
market for us. It was perfectly evident to me while I was residing 
in that country that the United States os to furnish every machine 
that Brazil requires for purposes of this kind. : 

Intelligent men, English merchants among them, with whom I 
conversed while there, said that for machines which are strong, 
cheap, and simple, and which are what the laborers of Brazil need, 
the United States can certainly compete with the whole world. As- 
tonishment was expressed to me repeatedly that we had not the con- 
trol of that whole market. Americans have taken possession of It 
to some extent, and some Americans from New York have made tor- 
tunes there; but we ought to have the whole of it; there never 
should be any limitation whatever upon our control of that market. 

Then take the great multitude of things called Yankee notions, 
and which nobody can define or classify. They are things which 
save labor and add to our comfort and eonvenience in the house, ol 
the farm, in the shop, the store, the mill, and everywhere. They 
comprise a thousand different articles, and the Brazilians have been 
gradually learning to use them. They have a natural prejudice 
against change, but that is being overcome. We certainly ought to 
have this whole business of selling Yankee notions. If the Yankees 
cannot find a market for Yankee notions, then what people can doit! 

I have rapidly run over these four classes of products, and I repeat 
that the demand for them in Brazil opens up an immense market to 
us. There are other things about which I have said nothing. such 
as sowing-machines, dairy products, and petroleum; in all of w hich 
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| no doubt many things that need to be done; but I take the ground 


fitable business will some day be carried on with that country. 
9 pro é 


-epoken only of these four great classes of products, wheat 
oon | a eotton fabrics, agricultural machinery and implements, 
ul rey h le class of what are called Yankee notions. There is a 
anal market in Brazil for these things, a market which is worth 
Tra . 


> ve million of dollars in clear profits, and it all naturally and prop- 
- belongs to the United States. 

ens : why are we not enjoying that market? That is the practical 
question. - ® : 7 ° 
which 1 believe to be quite as influential as any other, and that is, 
ect of all, the want of proper information among the people of 
Br yvil themselves in regard to the usefulness and cheapness of the 
produ te which we can offer them. I am satisfied that they need to 


got into Brazil before us; they established their great commercial 
businessmen. The Brazilians have become accustomed to make their 
purchases of these houses and ot these nations. They have come to 
look upon that as being the right thing. The whole race to which 
they belong are naturally slow in making changes. They are slow 
in changing their commercial relations when once established. Habit 
has great influence with them. 

The Emperor of Brazil is a man of great enlightenment and liber- 
ality of feeling. Many of his ministers of state and of the public 
men of that country have the same characteristics. But the great 


shrewdness, but they are by constitution cautious; they dislike to 
make changes. 

Now, when I was in that country facts came repeatedly to my at- 
tention showing that the channels ia which trade flowed there were 
largely due to this want of proper information among the people 
themselves. For instance, on more than one occasion my attention 
was called to the fact that American goods of a better quality had to 
be sold for less than goods from Europe ot inferior quality. I was 
told also that sometimes American goods, which, under the name of 
American, had Jain a long time in some house until they had become 
rusty, were finally cleaned up and removed to some other establish- 
ment, Where, under the name of British goods, they were sold for more 
than had ever been asked for them when offered as American goods. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these facts show that what is needed by that 
whole people, as by many other people with whom we communicate, 


their usefulness, and their cheapness. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MONROE. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Suppose a Brazilian merchant orders to-day a hundred 
eases of boots and shoes from New York or a hundred cases of cotton 
goods; by what means of transportation can he receive them ? 


Mr. MONROE. There are sailing-vessels constantly running be- | 


tween New York and Brazil. 

Mr. FRYE. But will a Brazilian merchant depend upon a sailing- 
vessel ip ordering goods ? 

Mr. MONROE. That would depend somewhat upon the urgency 
of the case and upon the nature of the goods. 


Mr. FRYE. But can the gentleman conceive of a New York mer- | 


chant ordering from Brazil, for instance, a hundred cases of goods 
and depending upon a sailing-vessel fur their transportation? I 
wish to call the gentleman’s attention to this point: Is it not a fact 
that there is not a line of steamers to-day plying between the United 
States and Brazil? 

Mr. MONROE. That is quite true. 


Mr. FRYE. Is it not a fact that to-day we have to send goods to | 


Brazil by way of Liverpool ? 

Mr. MONROE. That may sometimes happen. I understand the 
object of the gentleman’s question, and some day I shall be happy to 
go into that question. I cheerfully admit that any country in our 
day labors under a great disadvantage, commercially, which has 


not lines of steam communication with countries with which it seeks 
to trade, 


Mr. FRYE. One more question : Does the gentleman believe that 


a steamship line from New York to Brazil would be self-supporting 
for the first six years ? 

Mr. MONROE, I think it would become self-supporting much 
sooner than that if we ean only awaken, and I think we can, an in- 
telligent demand for our produets. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the gentleman from Ohio vote to subsidize a 
steamship line to Brazil ? 

Mr. MONROE. That question I will enter upon when I have time 
to give the reasons for my opinions. 

Mr. FRYE. I would be glad to do so. 

Mr. MONROE. I have only to say that the proverb about not 
Crossing a stream till we get to it is a pretty good one. At present 
we will merely cross the river that we have reached. My object to- 
day is simply to establish the fact that there is a great market for us 
‘n Brazil ; that in all reason we ought to have that market ; and that 


be a more thorough acquaintance between her people and ours, which 
I believe will be promoted by an international exposition. Ido not 


Perhaps there are several causes; but there is one reason | 


houses there; their governments have lent patronage and aid to their | 
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to-day that every international exposition is one very useful means 
toward the end. 

How does an exposition of this kind operate? Commissioners come 
from Brazil and from other countries with which we wish to trade; 
they visit Paris; they carry their products with them, and they tind 


| there our commissiouers and business men and merchants with our 


products. There follows a thorough examination of our produc ts, of 
their cheapness and their quality. The Brazilian commissioners go 
home; they make their reports; these reports are themselves read 
by their intelligent men, by their business men, and their public 
men; they are quoted by their newspapers, and there comes to be a 


| better understanding in time of the real advantage which it would 


be more thoroughly informed in this respect. The nations of Europe | be to them to carry on this trade with us. Then, again, our own 


commissioners come home with a better knowledge of the Brazilians, 
and I must say we need to learn something, forour business men and 


| the agents of our busivess houses and our shipmasters who have vis- 


ited foreign ports have not always acted with discretion; have not 
always exhibited that respect for the opinions and tastes and preju- 
dices of other nations that they ought to have done. We, perhaps, 


| need a little more of true commercial spirit ourselves in our relations 


with foreign peoples. 
Now this interchange of opinion, this mutual good understanding 
is what is wanted between ourselves and these foreign countries where 


| these great markets are opening for us. We have already done much 
mass of those ten millions of people are slow in taking a new idea | 
of this kind. They are not at all deficient in strong sense and in | 


for ourselves in the past. Considerable progress has been made by 
means of the international exhibitions which have already been 


| held. But, sir, we need to go further. If we break off our social re- 


lations with other great nations, at this point, we shall lose ground ; 
we shall not even keep what we have got. 
If we step out of line with them we shall find ourselves falling 


| back; that we cannot maintain our relative rank commercially to the 


other great nations of the earth. We must keep abreast with them 


| in all these great enterprises whose object is to extend the knowledge 
of products and keep alive the commercial spirit throughout the 


world. The United States, by the noble position which it occupies 


among the nations, ought to be one of the foremost in carrying out 
| these great plans whose purpose is to make the nations of the earth 
| better acquainted with each other, to extend the blessings and bene- 
| fits of each to every other, to set down every article made in every 
| land at the door of any man in any other land whose home it would 
| adorn, or bless, or comfort, or whose invalids it would heal. This is 


is a fuller understanding of what our products are; their quality, the true ideal; this universal, brotherly interchange of commodities 


around the whole globe is the ideal our Christian civilization is aim- 


ing at, and this is what we ougbt to help to accomplish. 


We cannot afford, Mr. Chairman, to fall back sulkily out of line, 
and so let the other nations sweep by without our having any lot 
or part inthe matter. If we shall carry out that policy, we shall 
find ourselves, in about ten years, set down in the geographies of 
civilized nations as among the half-civilized people, who exhibit no 


| interest in manufactures, in commerce, in extending their power, 
| their trade, and their influence among other nations We cannot 


afford that. As a lover of the great institutions of my country, as a 
lover of its Constitution, and I am devoted to it as earnestly as any 
man upen this tloor, as ove who desires to secure for my country the 
trade of the whole earth, from side to side of the globe, I hope we 
shall not fail to do our duty like men, and show a cordial and hearty 
interest in accepting the invitation which this old ally of ours, this 


| republican friend of ours, has extended to us, 


And now, sir, in conclusion, as several of the members from my own 
State have exchanged a word with me on this point, I think I am 
safe in saying that the whole State of Ohio would feel an interest in 
the passage of this bill. I shall be greatly surprised if a single mem- 
ber of this House from that State shall vote against it, and I believe 
if the question could be submitted to a vote of the people of the 
State of Ohio that nine-tenths of the voters of both the great parties, 


| and all parties there, would vote in favor of a bill for carrying on 


this great work. The State of Ohio has great interest in enlarging 


| our markets abroad. 


We are one of the very foremost of the grain-growing States of the 
Union. Almost the whole breadth of the State is given up either to 
agriculture or to dairy products. It is one of the foremost agricul- 
tural States in the Union. The raising of cereals, the production of 


| dairy products, and the rearing of cattle and horses occupy the great 
| mass of the people. 


Then, sir, we are becoming a great manufacturing State. Our larger 
cities, like Cincinnati and Cleveland, are already known throughout 
the world for their manufacturing industries; and the cities of the 
second rank, like Columbus, Toledo, Dayton, Zanesville, Newark, 
Akron, and Springfield, are also celebrated for the variety of their 
prodnets and the industry and enterprise they have exhibited. The 
city of Akron in my own district, a city of fifteen or twenty thousand 


| inhabitants and one of the most enterprising cities in the land, has 


such a variety of manufacturing interests-within iis own limits that 
it could supply most of the kinds of products which I have spoken 


: | of as being demanded in Brazil. 
one of the things which would contribute to secure that result would | 


Ohio is a State which from side to side is full of great industries. 
It does not ask to have this appropriation eut down. It does not 


| ask that when our republican sister France invites us to join in this 
mean to say that expositions will accomplish everything. There are | 


exhibition the United States should refuse to have anything to do 
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with the matter. I trust, sir, that this bill will be passed with at 
least every dollar in it that has been asked for. If we go on cour- 
ageously with these enterprises, we shall finally find ourselves com- 
manding the markets of the world. But, Mr. Chairman, if we give 
up these enterprises and enterprises like these, we shall soon tind 
the nation we all love so well falling far behind in the race of civili- 
zation. 

Mr. CRAPO. It is too late in the world’s history to question 
seriously the wisdom and utility of international expositions. Since 
the first grand display at London in 1651, followed by displays of 
increasing magnificence at Paris, Vienna, and Philadelphia, it is ad- 
mitted that their usefulness and advantages far outweigh the inci- 
dental expenditures of money and labor. These expositions can no 
longer be regarded as experiments, for they have outlived the period 
of doubts and have become well recognized and established factors 
in the progress and civilization of the world. 

The friendly competition and rivalry of nations in the exhibition 
of their products and manufactures and in the display of the highest 
achievements of their labor have been and will continue to be most 
beneticial. By means of this fraternity of nations, which accom- 
panies this competition and display, and which destroys their preju- 
dice and enlarges their knowledge and increases their respect for each 
other, the well-being of people and States ispromoted. Theiniluences 
of these world’s fairs are for peace, friendship, and mutual good-will. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to discuss the aids and advan- 
tages to the moral well-being and advancement of the nations of 
the earth by these great international rennions. What I desire is 
simply to say a few words in support of these resolutions and in be- 
half of the labor and industry of the country, althongh not in the 
direction of my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. HAMILTON,] and to indicate how our material pros- 
perity and national wealth may be advanced by a participation in 
this exhibition. Now I venture the assertion that the American work- 
man, in the originality of his devices, in the multiplicity of his de- 
signs, and in the ingenuity and perfection of his handiwork is sur- 
passed by none in the world. Our skilled artisans, our earnest, 
thoughtful, practical mechanics, have no superiors. With our labor- 
saving machinery, invented by and operated by the intelligent work- 
men of this country, we are steadily advancing in the front rank of 
manufacturing nations, What we need to-day are the markets of the 
world. We have already reached the point, in many of our indus- 
tries, where we are producing the manufactured article as cheaply as 
it is produced by any of the nations of Europe. We want foreign 
markets for our surplus goods. We want the consumers of Europe to 
buy not only our breadstuffs, our cotton, and tobacco, but also to buy 
our manufactured articles. 

Take for example one of our great industries, the manufacture of 
cotton goods. The New England factories, by the perfection of their 
machinery, and by the intelligence of their operatives, are making 
goods which are equal to the best fabrics of English manufacture, and 
they are making them at a cost which permits their sale even at Man- 
chester, the great cotton manufacturing centerof England. We have 
studied the English processes and have improved upon them; and 
pow we want foreign markets upon an equality with England. While 
our population from 1860 to 1875 increased 38 per cent. the cotton spin- 
dles of this country, in the same period, increased 82 per cent. Our 
capacity for production exceeds our consumption. Relief for this 
industry must come, not through tariffs, but it must come through 
exportation. We can mannfacture cotton goods as cheap as England 
can. France buys of England $15,000,000 of cotton goods yearly. 
Cotton cloths upon the counters of Paris beara higher price than they 
do in New York. We want France with her forty millions of popu- 
lation to compare our cotton goods with the cotton goods of England. 
We want France to make a comparison of qualities and prices, and 
then to join with this country in the removal of those prohibitions 
which exclude our goods from her markets. 

And what I have said, Mr. Chairman, with reference to cotton 
goods can be said of the products of other American industries. In 
the opening up of foreign inarkets to our manufactures we can revive 
many of our languishing and depressed industries and stimulate their 
further development. In thus stimulating and extending our pro- 
ductions, in the conversion of raw mantels into manufactured arti- 
cles, we give increased employment, and more remunerative employ- 
ment, to our labor. 

Now, the Paris exposition can aid us greatly in the attainment of 
these foreign markets. I will not dwell upon this point after the 
full and forcible statements which have been made by those who 
have preceded me. But the penuriousness which would exclude us 
from competition with other nations, and which would thereby ex- 
clude us trom foreign markets, is not in the interest of economy, 
neither is it in the interest of the labor and industry of the country. 

One remark further, Mr. Chairman. The United States cannot 
afford to retire from these competitive exhibitions. By means of 
these exhibitions the exact condition and the comparative merits of 

the inventive skill and industries of all the nations of the world are 
established. In the contest for improvements, in the struggle for the 
cheapeving of production and in the perfection of workmanship, the 
Awerican artisan must keep up with and in advance of the artisans 
of the Old World. In order to do this he must see and study the 
operations of his rivals. Thousands of earnest, thoughtful working- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


NOVEMBER 19 


Se 
men went to Philadelphia last year and there they saw and stna 
the best products of the most skilled workmen of other lands: ane 
they saw and studied the choicest specimens in the arts and aa there 
The result of this will be a gain of material wealth in new ap il oe 
and in improved methods, If we would secure and maintain en 
acy we must not exclude our people from these coupetitive 1... 
but give them the largest facilities for engaging in them. 

The sum named in these resolutions and recommende: 
mittee is very inconsiderablein comparison with the great advantae 
which, directly and indirectly, our industries are to reap from th... 
penditure. The people of this country, sir, will not begrudge an ~ 
propriation which furnishes to them so many opportunities for prof. 
able returns. P 

The amount proposed is small for the purposes indicated, Th 
appropriation has been cut down by the committee to the lowest yo. 
sible figure. Any further reduction as proposed by the gentle 
from New York [Mr. Cox] will cripple the commission and ceetens 
the attainment of the results which are so earnestly desired by tip 
farmer, the operative, and the business men of the country, ~*~ 

Mr. HARRISON. It is with very great regret and with great sur. 
prise that I find gentlemen on this floor opposing this appropriation 
Sir, how can any American refuse to meet France in her inviatioy t) 
us? How can one standing in this Hall, with that picture there a; 
your left, of a man considered by Americans to be the one who sh ui 
stand by the side of our chief, next to that of Washington, Oppose 
this bill? Sir, when we were in trouble, when it was doubtful if wo 
could sustain ourselves, when England was likely to have crushed 
out the energies of the colonies, it was France, coming here jn the 
name of her king, represented by La Fayette and represented by thou. 
sands of other Frenchmen and by the money of the French people, 
that helped us to sustain ourselves in achieving our independeice, 
Sir, the French people are a sensitive people, a courteous people, a 
polite people, and if we should refuse, for the consideration of tho 
few paltry dollars that it would cost, to accept this invitation, they 
would consider it a discourtesy not to be forgotten for a long period 
of years. Sir, not only should we do this as a duty towards those 
people in recompense to them for the courtesy they have paid us, as 
one of the means to show them how gratitude still keeps memory 
fresh, as a duty to those who befriended us in our great need, but 
we should do it as a duty to our own pecple, for every nation on the 
earth will be represented there, every nation in Christendom. Eng- 
land has already voted $400,000 to have her people properly repre- 
sented there, and if we should refuse to vote this $150,000 because, 
forsooth, some gentlemen say it will be to pamper the rich manufact- 
urer, we shall disgrace our nation. 

Sir, the rich manufacturer can go there at his own expense without 
Government aid; but the small manufacturers, the thousand manu- 
facturers of small means, cannot be represented there without the 
action of the Government. France says to us that she will admit no 
single exhibitor unless he comes under the governmental frank. They 
cannot get there except through the action of the Government. The 
men of Illinois, of Chicago, of Saint Louis, wishing to send some 
article of their manufactures to Paris, cannot do it without the aid of 
the Government. Without such aid, even if individual exhibitors 
would be received, the small manufacturer would be unable to go 
with his product; for he would have to trust it to a marine merchaut- 
ship, where it might probably be wholly destroyed. But if the Gov- 
ernment furnishes a ship to carry American goods, they will go over 
under the American flag, under the care of an American commis- 
sioner, will be taken care of at Havre, will be transported with care 
to Paris, and then be properly placed in the exposition; therefore 
it will be for the benefit and profit of the poor manufacturer rather 
than for the benefit of the rich and bloated manufacturer, as the gen- 
tleman from Indiana terms him. 

Sir, manufacturers are not very much bloated in this land to-day. 
Thousands are working at a loss. Thousands have been compelied 
to close their shops and mills. Every mill which closes takes bread 
from poor men and women. Every mill we enable to set running 
helps poor men, helps the farmer. Every avenue we open to the ex- 
portation of American manufactures helps the poor directly and the 
farmer indirectly. If by aiding our manufacturer to find a new 
market for his goods we will be giving food to hungry men and 
women, we will be putting garments on the half-clad. as 

Some gentlemen tell us they cannot vote for this; that it is not 
constitutional. Sir, there are men who will always wrap themselves 
in aniron mantle of strict construction whenever they want to play 
the rigid economist. Whenever men want not to doa thing it's 
easy to say that the Constitution forbidsthem. We have been doing 
things like these ever since the formation of the Government, and 
the right to do them has never been denied except when some ove 
wanted to object to them for certain reasons. One class meets 
us with the strict-construction objection. To that class I offer no 
argument. As old President Wolsey said, when the man cane to 
him and denied free agency : “ Let argument stop; you are out of the 
pale of argument; ” there is no use talking to such men. 

There is another class who oppose it on the ground of economy, 
and to that class I shall have something to say. There is another 
class still, represented by one individual who opposes it because It 
affords him an admirablé opportunity to make a brilliantly funny 
speech. To your economist, the man who opposes it because we 
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t ]0s- 
let 





1877. 


it afford it, let me say that we need this because we are poor in 
cant . 

: try; we . 
this « ae “nufactures. Look at the discrepancy between the exports 
od ot ee to France, to England, and to Germany. 
ot : a ir to England, of mowers and reapers, five hundred and sev- 
last yes 


We exported | archy, having put down the empire, France is struggling to maintain 


| 


need this because we want to extend our commerce | 


oty-three thousand dollars’ worth; to Germany, $348,000; and to | 


b eo. S115 ). 
France, $10 1851 when the first American mower cut the grass 
— Ne Park and that exposition did more to carry into England a 
he of the machinery of America than all the trade which we 
- succeeded in getting up in a decade of years. 

“As to the machinery of iron, we export to England to the value of 
aul oo7; to Germany, $463,000 ; to France, $19,111. Sir, we want 
this exposition in order that we may be able to put before them our 
vast machinery that they may learn how to compare it with that of 

tl . countries. In the matter of sewing-machines we exported to 
England to the value of $594,000; to Germany, $367,000, and to 
France, $07,000. We want this exposition so that our sewing ma- 
chines can be brought where the Frenchman can see them—see them 
when he is dressed in his gala-day clothes, and when he is disposed 


he is on his good behavior to all the world, and will feel disposed to 
like his visitors. ™ . ~~ 

Of wooden ware we export to England $91,000, to Germany $36,000, 
and to France $590. Of household furniture we export to England 
es, (M0, to Germany $30,000, and to France $13,000, Of our illuminat- 
ing oils England takes $2,424,000, Germany $350,000, and France 
sj27,000, Of bacon and hams England takes $30,577,000; France 


2419.000, Why is that? It is because England, through her inter- 


ourse with France is filling France to-day with cured meat from her | 


own colonies and from the stores we send to her, while she is taking for | twenty years. As a consequence of the exposition in Austria we are 


her own use meats from America. Wesend to England many millions 
of dollars’ worth of hams and cooked meats, and they are shipped across 
to France and sold there; we cannot sell them to France directly. 


Like the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. Hewitt, ] | 


| he r. 
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jump from one government to another. But all their changes in gov- 
ernment have been because deep down in the French heart there is 
an aspiration for liberty. And to-day, having crushed out the mon- 


her liberty. Yet America, the Republic which France helped to build 
up in the far west, fearful lest we might spend alittle money, is ready 
to deny France the privilege of having us there to represent our- 
selves. When the Frenchman shall learn that we have refused to 
participate in this affair he will shrug his shoulders. He may say, 
Americans are pretty good people, but their Government—ah, it is 
very ungrateful. 

Sir, we export to France $45,000,000 of our products annually. 
We import from her $57,000,000. If you take from this export our 
cotton, and which does not return to us manufactured, our exports 
sink to $20,000,000, $10,000,000 less than one-half of what we get from 

We export to England, exclusive of cotton, $184,000,000, and 
import from her $115,000,000. Thus our exports to England are 


| $70,000,000 more than our imports, besides our vast cotton exporta- 


| tion. 


l y { | and imports from her thirty-five million dollars’ worth. 
to look apou the commodities of foreign peop'e with kindness; when | 


| vastly more than she sells us. 


To Germany, outside of cotton, our exports are $37,000,000, 


Thus France takes from us less than half what she sells to us, 
while Germany takes about the same she sells us, aud England takes 
Surely we need to be brought into 
closer commercial relations with France; and do gentlemen think 
that our bonds will be tightened by treating her with discourtesy ? 
Of all nations on earth the French will be least disposed to forget 
such an act. They will feel it as a cut from the people who, of all 
others, should be polite, generous, and kind to them. 

The world’s fair in England brought the United States and Great 
Britain in closer proximity than our trading would have done in 


| to-day selling hundreds of thousands of dollars’ worth of farming 


Sir, | 
from my own town a hundred beeves are killed each day, to be cooked | 


and packed into cans for the English market. These meats are better | 
adapted to the economical French than tothe English. It is through | 


expositions such articles are brought to the notice of a people. 

And yet we are told here that we cannot expend $150,000 as a vast 
advert ising agency. Barnum, who advertises monkeys and elephants, 
las probably spent over half a million of dollars in advertising his 
show. 

Look a little further; we send England over ten millions’ worth of 
cheese per annum, and to France none. Yet there is every year sent 
from England to France vast quantities of cheese called English 
cheese, but in reality manufactured in New York, Ohio, and Lllinois, 
and taken over to England and called Cheshire cheese. We can get 
into the French market faster by these expositions than in any other 
way. 

I remember when I was at the world’s fair at London in 1851 every 
man was ready and anxious to be polite. 


others. And, showing their politeness, they were disposed to look 


kindly upon the wares as well as upon the manuers of other people. | 


I recollect one day standiug at the Ascot races; an intelligent-look- 
ing body of men at my side. My hat fell off, and one of them picked 
it up aud remarked to me, “I suppose you are a German.” “No,” I 
replied, “I am an American.” “What part of America are you 
from?” “I am from Kentucky.” “Why, you speak wonderfully 
good English.” [Laughter.] He was not aware until then that a 
Kentuckian could speak good English, [laughter,] and yet some of 
them can. 

That year Englishmen seemed to know no weariness in being po- 
lite; and yet they are not proverbial for being so. But the world 


was their gues!, and they examined his wares, rubbed their eyes in | 
At the Paris exposition we will be | 


wonder, and made purchases. 
regarded as guests; jealousies will not be aroused; our manufactures 
will be criticized as the property of guests and not of rivals. We 
will be able to make the most of conservatism which wraps the 
French mechanic and French merchant. We will do more to break 
up the discriminating tariff which excludes our products from her 
narkets than by years of diplomacy, by thousands of dollars speut 
on ministers and on consuls. 

It is through these great worlds’ fairs, these expositions, when the 


| economize. 





It was a time when the | 
people of the country exerted themselves to show their politeness to | 


utensils in that country which before were unheard of there. That 
exhibition gave an impetus to the whole range of American machin- 
ery in foreign countries. Yet we are told that we must not make an 
appropriation here for such an object because, as my friend from In- 
diana [Mr. HAMILTON] says, “the people are poor and cannot afford 
it.” His constituency, he says, have instructed him that he must 
Sir, true economy consists in preventing stealing, in 
preventing wasteful expenditures of the public money ; but it is not 
economy to refuse to do those things that will bring us into closer 
communication with the trading nationgef the world, which will be 
scattering cruinbs upon the waters to be gathered together a hundred- 
fold. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with great 
pleasure to the eloquence of my friend from Illinois, (Mr. HARRISON. ] 
He aiways furnishes the House with astrong speech, but not always 
with a sound constitutional argument. In looking back at the Cen- 
tennial debate I find that he there anticipates the constitutional 
question; and I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read one of the most 
eloquent passages I ever heard except that with reference to the 
Marine band. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HARRISON. The House will take it for granted that the 
speech is eloquent without having it read. 

Mr. COX, ot New York. I want it read—at least a sentence or two. 
It will not take very long. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

When the sun shall rise on the Foarth of July next and shall gild the hill-tops on 
the SaintJohn's aud the boom of the cannon is heard announcing the one hundredth 
birthday of our existence, as the sun shall roll on in his march of a thousand miles 
an hour and gun after gua shall catch up the detonation of the last gun, the natioual 


| anthem will swell, and, as it goes westward until reaching a line stretching from 


the far north to the extreme south on the Gulf of Mexico, one grand peal shall be 
heard, a peal of a thousand guns, rocking the very foundations of earth, echoed to 
the blue vaults of heaven, mingling its tones with the songs of the stars as they 
roll in their musical spheres, 
[Great laughter. ] 
Mr. MCKENZIE. 
left Kentucky. 


The gentleman composed that English after he 
[ Laughter. ] ; 
Mr. COX,of New York. One might suppose that that was written 


by the Secretary of State, Mr. Evarts; but it is not so. [Laughter.] 


| The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HARRISON] composed that Lnglish 
and spoke it; it was an argument in favor of the constitutionality 


people of the country are on their good behavior, when they are dis- | 


posed to hail the people of every other country in a kindly spirit, 


look at their wares and at their goods when they are taking a holi- 


day, and a good impression is made upon them; and then they go | 
home and compare them with those of their own people; aud, cow- | 


paring, they learn that they are better, and then purchase. 
way foreign goods get a foothold; in this way commercial exchanges 
are rapidly angmented, 

We are to-day able to compete with every other nation on earth 
ou the French soil. Yet we cannot do it because of that conserva- 
tism of the French character, and which those who are acquainted 
with them at all know to be one of their strongest characteristics. 
Of all the characteristics of the French people conservatism is the 
most lasting. They change less rapidly than any other people, ex- 
cept perhaps in their straggles for freedom, when they sometimes do 


In that | 


| ° 
| sylvania. 


; | were, on our side of the House with one remark. 
that jealonsies and rivalries are forgotten. They have the time to | 


of the measure. [Laughter.]} 

But, sir, I took the tloor for the purpose of closing the debate, as it 
What fell from my 
friend from Wisconsin [ Mr. homage and my friend from New 
York [Mr. Hewitt] as to Bessemer steel can well be answered by a 
reference to the contest we had here on the tariff in 1870, before they 
were members, and when an iron-monger by the name of Morrell, trom 
Pennsylvania 

A Member. Was it not Mr. Morr, of Vermont ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. No, sir; it was Daniel J. Morrell, of Penn- 
Iam perfectly familiar with the name and the man. He 
voted to put $44.80 per ton on Bessemer steel. We were told by our 
friend Mr. Hewitt, in the Centennial debate, that our country had 
saved $37,500,000 by the introduction of Bessemer steel into this 
country since 1367, and mainly through his own kind offices. The 
record on this subject shows that when the Centennial appropriation 


| was before Congress, on the 18th of January, 1574, it was urged that 
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Bessemer steel manufacture had been introduced into one establish- 
ment only ia this country. My colleague said that he had visited 
every private establishment in France and England that was open 
to him, and he was enabled to study the process then unknown to 
our metallurgists, and by the introductions which he was enabled 
to secure to our mechanical beginners to bring back the knowledge 
required for the successful establishment of this business. This re- 
sult may be briefly stated, as he said : 

That we have now ten first-class establishments for the manufacture of this 
steel, capable of prodacing tive handred thousand tons = annum; enough to 


supply the demand of the country; and that the price o steel rails, which was 


then $140 per ton, had then fallen to §65 per ton, making an annual saving of 
$37,500,000 per anuum. 


Thisstatement was repeated substantially to our committee in refer- 
ence to this measure to show the good results of such expositions. 
The gentleman did not tell us how much money had been taken by 
private duties and special patents on this Bessemer steel process by 
a few men up to the time when he was able to secure these millions 
of saving, or who got the money in the shape of bounties by our pro- 
tective duties and patents. I know that as late as 1871-72, when 
the tariff was under discussion, one if not two of the owners of this 


patented process were in Congress laboring to keep up the bigh tariff 
I remember that I then presented a petition | 


upon Bessemer steel. 
from Commodore Vanderbilt, asking that the tariff might be removed 
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| 


| 


| that the allowance to said commissioner-geveral for salar 


that he might make safe transit and cheap traffic upon his railroads. | 


I know that at that time the cost of Bessemer steel in Canada was 
the cost of common iron in this country for rails. 


TRON-MONGERING IN CONGRESS. 


I know that in our contest at that time, when Mr. Daniel J. Morrell, 
of Pennsylvania, one of the great capitalists who owned these pat- 
ents, offered his vote in this House to retain these exorbitant tariffs, 
in the interest of the few owners, I challenged his vote. Copies of 
the patents were then present in the House to sustain the challenge. 
The House allowed him to vote, but so flagrant was the indecency 
that when he again ran for Congress, even in a tariff district, his peo- 
ple repudiated him. 

Here is a statement of the facts then detailed and the proceedings, 
showing how shamelessly these iron-inongers bring their selfish ob- 
jects here for legislation : 

The first tariff on this steel was equal to $883 a ton in currency, or 
45 per cent. ad valorem. When the price of the steel was reduced to 
$130 from $150 per ton, ther® was a protection of $67 per ton. When 
in Europe it was redaced $50 per ton, or $35 in New York, the pro- 
tection was $22 per ton. The committee (Globe, May 3, 1870, page 
3202) proposed to put it at $44.80. A petition, signed by thirty-three 
leading railroad men, asked for it. Why they? Why, these twenty- 
three owned interests in the steel works. Among them, two mem- 
bers with patents. Yes, and they voted. They carried the vote—78 
to 63, when this scene occurred : 

Mr. Cox 


I rise to a point of order, and I make it with all respect to a member 
of this House 


My point of order is this, that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
Mr. Morrell] has voted on this question, and it bas been shown by the debate that 
«© is directly interested 
The CiainMaN, ‘The Chair cannot entertain that as a point of order. 
Mr. Cox. I move that the committee rise and report that fact to the House, 
with a view of having a decision of the House on the subject. 
Tho CuatnMasx. The Chair will announce the vote. The tellers reported—aves 
78, noes 63. So the amendment to the amendment is agreed to, and the question 


recurs on agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri, | Mr. Benja- 
min,} as amended 


Mr. Brooks, of New York 

The CuatemMan, What rule? 

Mr. Brooks, of Now York, 
tions in which they are interested 

Phe Cuatremax. Tho Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows 


* No member shall vote on any question in the eventof which he is immediately 
interested.” 


I demand the reading of the rule. 


The rule in reference to members voting on ques- 


Hundreds of millions of dollars were taken from our people by 


reason of the tariff on Bessemer steel. It was in the enhanced cost of 
transportation of the various products, foreign and domestic, which 
we used, It was a little scheme on the part of two members inter- 
ested in Bessemer steel. I had in my desk at that time the patents, 


whereby it appeared that Mr. Morrell, of Pennsylvania, owned an | 84 authorized to collect and prepare, as far as practicable and with as littl» jelay 


interest in the Bessemer steel process. I challenged his right to vote, 
as the record shows. I was supported at that time by the honorable 
Speaker of this House, the Representative from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. 
RANDALL,] who did not always agree with me on tariff questions. 
We could not get Mr. Daniel J. Morrell’s vote cut out. Jt was passed 
by a vote of 75 to 63. They got their Bessemer steel process, with a 
big tariff on it. They taxed the people through their patents and 
their tariff. Now we are told that expositions and exhibitions made 
the Bessemer steel cheap to this country! Why, sir, the spectroscope, 
and the thousand and one little things my friend learned abroad 
about Bessemer steel, did not lower the price of that article to the 
people of the United States; except this, that if he did lower it, bad 
legislation, challenged legislation, raised it so that our people were 
taxed hundreds of millions, 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate on this joint resolution is now 
closed by order of the House. The Clerk will first read the joint 
resolution, and then the subst#tute proposed by the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Cox,] and then the substitute proposed by the gen- 
tlemun from Indiana { Mr. HAMILTON] for that substitute. 


NOVEMBER 19, 


The Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Joint resolution in relation to the international industrial e 
in Paris in ise. 

Whereas the United States have been invited by the Republic of Pra 
part in a universal oxposition of the productions of agriculturc ant 
the fine arts, to be held in Paris in 1878: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senateand House of Representatives of the United States 
in Congress assembled, That said iuvitation is accepted, and that the v 
the several States be, and are heroby, requested to invite the people of tl 
ive States to assist in the proper representation of the productions of ov; 
and of tho natural resources of the country, and to take such further m 
may be necessary in order to secure to their respective States th: 2 
derived from this beneficent undertaking. 

Sec. 2. That the President be authorized to appoint a commission: r-renc 
represent the United States in the proposed exposition, and, under ti, : as 
direction of the Secretary of State, to make all needful rules and regulatmn. 
reference to the contributions from this country, and to control the expen.jye os 
incident to the proper installation and exhibition thereoof and to the preparatin, 
of the reports on the exposition; and that the President may also appoint cone 
additional commissioners, of whom five shall be practical artisan ‘eXperta ' 
shall be skilled representatives of commerce and manufactures, nine shall lo a. 
entific experts, corresponding to, and specifically assigued to report upon th. 
groups into which the exposition will, under the oflicial regulations. ix div ‘ 
and one to report upon the exhibition at large, and the general results ¢) 


xposition ¢ 


» Manulacture 


Mi Vantages to | 


p D y and personal exp a 
shall not exceed $5,000 for his whole term of office ; and the allowance of the tx 


additional commissioners for salary and personal expenses shall not exceed &| oo 
each, not including such clerical service as may be allowed by the commisai 
general; and that the President may appoint not exceeding one hundred a 
honorary commissioners, to report upon special subjects, who shall ser; 
pas : Provided always, That no person appointed by virtue of Uhis resolution « 
ave any pecuniary interest, directly or indirectly, in any article exhibited for 
competition, or act as the agent for any exhibitor. a 

Sec. 3. That the President be authorized, in his discretion, to assign one or; 
of the public vessels to transport to and from France, free of cost, the art 
which may be offered for exhibition by the citizens of the United States 
the several Departments of the Government which contributed to the con 
exhibition in Philadelphia may place under the control of the commission 
eral, for exhibition, such articles as shall be deemed desirable to make a proper 
collective exhibiton behalf of the Government of the United States; ana th. 
commissioner-general shall cause the same to be returned to the several Depart 
ments at the close of the exhibition; and the expeuses thereof shall be defrayed 
out of the moneys herein appropriated. 

Sec. 4. That in order to defray the necessary expenses above authorized, ; 
the proper installation of the exhibition, and the expenditures of the conn 
general made under the direction of the Seeretary of State, and with hi 
and not otherwise, there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any m 
Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $15 1,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary for the purposes herein specitied, which sam 
shall be expended under tho direction of the Seeretary of State. 

Sec. 5. That it shall be the duty of the Soccretary of State to transmit to Con 
gress a detailed statement of the expenditures which may have been incurred 
under the provisions of this resolution. 


les 


and 
and 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox. ] 
The Clerk read as follows: 


substitute of the 


Joint resolution in relation to the international industrial exposition to be held in 
Paris in 1878. 

Whereas the United States have been invited by the Republic of France to tak 
part in a universal exposition of the productions of agriculture, manufactures, and 
the ine arts, to be held in Paris in 1574: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senateand House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That said invitation is accepted, and that the governors of 
the several States be, and are hereby, requested to invite the people of their r 
spective States to assist in the propor representation of the handiwork of our art 
isans and of the natural resources of the country, and to take such further 1 
ures as may be necessary in order to secure to their respective States the advan 
tages to be derived from this beneficent undertaking. 

Sec. 2. That, in order to enablo the people of the United States to participate in 
the advantages of said universal exposition, the sum of $59,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary for the purposes of said exposition, is hereby appropriate: out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be placed under the 
direction and control of the Secretary of State, to pay such expenses or salaries as 
in his discretion will carry out said objects ; and said Secretary shall appoint such 
commissioners and employ such experts, artisans, and agents as in his judgment 
shall carry out the objects herein expressed: Provided, That no other or further 
sum be paid than the sum herein appropriated. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the commissioners and agents who may be 
appointed under this joint resolution to transmit to Congress, through the Depat 
ment of State, a detailed statement of tho manner in which such expenditures 
are hereinbefore provided for are made by them, respectively, and make such other 
reports - to said exposition as, in the judgment of the Secretary of State, may be 
required. 

Src. 4. That the Commissioner of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, instract: 


sas 


d 


as possible, suitable specimens of the agricultural productions of the several States 


| of the Union for exhibition at the Paris exposition, and that he take such measures 


and employ such oflicers in his department as he may think proper; and that for 
this purpose there be placed under his direction and control the further sum of 
$50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary for said purposes ; which sum is 
hereby farther appropriated out of any moncy not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr.CONGER. Mr. Chairman, is it necessary to propose an amend- 
ment for the purpose of getting the floor to speak ou that substi- 
tute? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment already pending to that 
substitute. 

Mr. CONGER. I should like to hear the amendment of the geutle- 
man from New York read. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has just been read by the Clerk. 

Mr. CONGER. I saw the gentleman’s name in the printed 7. 
tion as having presented this as his amendment; bat, sir, I conciuce 
that must have been a mistake of the printer and the am: ndment 
which has just been read was not the amendment of uy ii iend —_ 
New York. [Laughter.] I desire to know from him if the printed 
amendment which his name precedes is his amendinent ! 
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Mr. COX, of New York. I proposed the amendment as a substitute 
|. tn 6 ittee’s bill. 

as Py ONGER. ‘Lhe one just read? 

Mr. Ce )X. of New York. Yes, sir. I propose to vote for that amend- 
sont. 1do not propose, however, if that amendment is adopted, to 
= ' mit myself to vote for the joint resolution. 

7 Mr. CONGER. Mr.Chairman—— | 

The CHAIRMAN. Discussion is not in order on that amendment. 
The first amendment in order is the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana, (Mr. HAMILTON, ] which will now be read. 

Mr. CONGER. I supposed this was being read by paragraphs for 
amendment in committee, and that we could amend as we go along. 
] now move to strike out the last word of the amendment just read. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I should like to say to my friend just 


his—— 
"ae CONGER. I wish first to have my right to the floor settled. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I propose to vote for that amendment, 
but 1. do not propose if that amendment is adopted to commit myself 
to the committee’s resolution. : F 

The CHAIRMAN. The joint resolution was committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, together with a substitute and an amendment 
to that substitute in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. KNOTT. We cannot hear a word that is being said. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. The Chair 
desires to stute that the joint resolution was committed to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, together with a substitate therefor submitted by the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox,] and also an amendment to that 
awendment in the nature of asubstitute submitted by the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. anne These three propositions were re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union and 
are first to be disposed of, or rather the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HAMILTON] is first to be disposed of before any 
other amendment can be received 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to discuss this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not the one before the committee now, as 
the first question before the committee is the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana to the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to amend the first proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. Nothing is in order except a vote on the amend- 
ment to the amendment, which has first to be disposed of. The dis- 
cussion, as the Chair has already remarked, has been closed by order 
of the House. 

Mr. CONGER. Do I understand the five-minutes discussion has 
been precluded by any action of the House ? 

The CHAIRMAN. We have not yet reached the five-minutes dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. CONGER. 
amended and discussed as they are passed over in the reading. The 
reading that has just taken place is, as I understand, by unanimous 
consent. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk has already read the joint resolution 
reported from the committee and the substitute offered therefor by 
the gentleman from New York,[Mr.Cox.] Those, together with the 
substitute offered by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HAMILTON, ] 
were committed to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. The House limited the debate on them to four hours, and 
that time has now expired. No discussion is now in order on this 
amendment, nor is any other amendment in order until the House has 
disposed of the amendment to the amendment submitted by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. HaMitton.] When that is disposed of, 
it will be in order to move further amendment. 

Mr.CONGER. Allow me tosay a word. The amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Indiana is a substitute for the resolution of 
the gentleman from New York. The rules permit the amendment to 


All the amendments and propositions can only be 


the prior proposition before the substitute is voted on or acted on. I | 


wish to amend the proposition of the gentleman from New York before 
we act on the substitute which I think is within the rule. 

Mr. CLYMER. As I understand it—— 

Mr. CONGER. I propose to amend the proposition, for which a 
substitute is offered by the gentleman from Indiana, before action on 
that subject. I believe the rule authorizes that. 

Mr. CLYMER. I desire to ask a question, and it is this: Is not the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana an amendment in the 
second degree to the original proposition ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in the second degree. 

Mr. CLYMER. We cannot go beyond that at present. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, that isso. We have first to dispose of the 


amendment of the gentleman from Indiana before any other amend- 
ment can be received. 


Mr. CONGER. Oh, no. 
Proposition of the gentleman from New York before we are called 
upon to vote on the substitute of the committee. 

Mr. ( LY MER. I suggest the proposition of the gentleman from 
New York is in the nature of an amendment to the joint resolution 
of the committee, and the amendment of the gentleman from Indi- 
ava Is an amendment in the second degree to the original proposition, 
and we cannot go beyond that. 

The CHAIRMAN. * The Chair will state to the House that the use 


VI——35 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| if adopted. 


I make the point we may first perfect the | 





- -— 

245 

of the word “substitute” does not change the nature of the ease. It 

is simply an amendment to the amendment in the nature of a substi- 

tute, and the first proposition before the conimittee is the amendment 

of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HaMILToN.}] When that is dis- 

posed of, the Chair will recognize the gentleman to move a further 
amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. Are not these propositions, before the vote is taken 
upon that, subject to the five-minutes debate ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that these three proposi- 
tions were committed to the committee and general debate was lim- 
ited upon them. 

Mr. CONGER. Ido not ask for general debate. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. CONGER. 1 insist on my right to debate under the five-min- 
utes rule. 

Mr. SWANN. IT call the gentleman to order. 
consideration of the amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the amend- 
ment submitted by the gentleman from Indiana is subject to debate 
under the five-minutes rule. He will recognize any gentleman who 
desires to favor it for five minutes and then any one who desires to 
oppose it for five minutes. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to favorthe amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will first read the amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Let us proceed to the 


Substitute for the amendment of Mr. Cox, of New York, the following: 
Joint resolution in relation to the international industrial exposition to be held 


in Paris in 1878. 

Whereas the United States have been invited by the Republic of France to take 
part in a universal exposition of the productions of agriculture, manufactures, and 
the fine arts, to be held in Paris in 1478: Therefore 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That said invitation is accepted, and that the governors of 
the several States be, and are hereby, requested to invite the people of their re- 
spective States to assist in the proper representation of the handiwork of our arti- 
sans and of the natural resources of the countey, and to take such farther measures 
as may be necessary in order to convince the people of France of the continued 
friendship of this Government toward their couutry and the interest we take in 
their enterprise. 

Sec. 2. That the President of the United States may, at his discretion, appoint 
one commissioner-general to represent the United States in the proposed exposition, 
eight skilled artisans, and seven scientific experts, whose duty it shall be, if they 
accept the appointment under the provisions hereinafter mentioned, to visit, ex 
amine, and report upon the exhibition and the results thereof; and he may also 
appoint fifty additional commissioners, to report on special subjects. None of such 
persons so appointed shall receive any salary or compensation other than the honor 
which will accrue to them from their position by reason of such appointment. And 
it is hereby expressly provided that ne money shall be paid out of the Treasury of 
the United States for the purpose of erecting buildings, placing vessels at the dis 
posal of persons having goods for exhibition, for salaries, or for any purpose what- 
soever connected with said Paris exposition. 

Mr. CONGER. I believe I am recognized. Mr. Chairman, I was 
inadvertently led into saying I supported the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. I think 1 am justified in saying—— 

Mr. HAMILTON. Can this debate go on after the time for which 
debate was allowed has passed? I understand that if I do not desire 
to speak on it the other side cannot speak against it. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to speak for it. [Lanughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan has the floor. 

Mr. CONGER. [hope this will not come out of my time. 

I . 

I propose to make some remarks—and I cannot scarcely tell how it 
comes in here—in opposition to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana. I find the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana is so 
directly opposed to that of the gentleman from New York that I may 
well support his amendment instead of opposing the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York. I could scarcely believe, and I call 
the attention of the gentleman from New York to it—-I could scarcely 
believe from the gentleman’s speech, when I heard his amendment 
read here and Jooked into the bill and saw his name was aflixed to it, 
or preceded it, as his amendment—I could hardly believe it was pos- 
sible, after hearing the gentleman’s speech on the constitutionality of 
making any appropriation at all for such a purpose, that could be his 
amendment. [Laughter. } z 

Mr. COX, of New York. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. CONGER. Not now—in the next five minutes. [Laughter.] 
Now, the gentleman convinced me, or came as near doing it as it is 
possible for any man to convince me against my will, (laughter, ] it 
was entirely unconstitutional to appropriate ufoney of the people of 
the United States for any such purpose as this. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will vote against my own amendment 


Mr. CONGER. If the gentleman, in the recollection of all the 
witty things he says, can remember what position he did take on 
that constitutional question, will he tell me whether I am right or 
not? 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
ment—— 

Mr. CONGER. Not in my five minutes, 

Now, another proposition the gentleman made leads me to believe 
that he must be mistaken about this being his amendment. He said 
there was no need whatever for an appropriation of Government 
funds for carrying on such an exposition as this, because private en- 


I will say to the gentleman, if my amend- 
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terprise had always been adequate to it and private enterprise would 
always be adequate to it. I find by this amendment that the gentle- 
man was wrong in both of those propositions. His printed resolution 
shows him to be wrong. And I donot know whom totrust: whether 
to trust the gentleman from New York in his resolution or to trust 
the gentleman from New York in his speech. At any rate he limits 
the constitutional right of this Congress to appropriate any money 
at all to two-thirds. He appropriates $100,000, and he claims that 
that is constitutional and that is legitimate. The bill of the com- 
mittee appropriates $150,000, My friend from New York goes the 
constitutionality of it two-thirds, but does not go it any better. 
{ Laughter.] I make these remarks to draw out my friend and have 
him tell me, and tell this House, and tell the country whether the 
constitutionality depends on the difference between $150,000 appro- 
priation and $100,000, It seems to me that if it is constitutional at 
all it is constitutional for $50,000 more. So it seems to me. 

But I am equally confused by another proposition. ‘The gentleman 
from New York says there is no need of an appropriation because the 
wealthy manufacturers and producers of this country, if we will let 
the matter alone, will contribute, as they always have contributed, 
money enough todo for the honor and the glory and the interest of the 
United States all that is necessary. If they will contribute nothing 
when we appropriate $150,000, does the gentleman so far depreciate 
the magnanimity of these private citizens as to think they will stand 
between $100,000, his proposition, and $150,000, the committee’s prop- 
Where does the gentleman range his constitutional provi- 
sions and within what limits does he circumscribe the patriotism and 
the magnanimity of the private subscribers? Is he going to draw a 
line between $100,000 and $150,000 ? 

As regards that portion of the gentleman’s speech in which he 
referred to the pop-corn and the hot-corn, that [ can understand. 
{Laughter.] His unkind flings against the old champion and ere- 
while leader, the weary and worn man who has returned from the 
pop-corn expedition, 1 cannot understand. I leave it for him to 
settle with his venerated chief the flings he has cast upon him in re- 
gard to his efforts abroad to secure harmony at home and bring pop- 
corn to its normal condition. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COX, of New York, obtained the floor. 

Mr. CONGER. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. COX, of New York. I cannot yield. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not ask the gentleman to yield. I have made 
these remarks that he may explain the discrepancy between his speech 
and his resolution. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will state, in answer to the gentleman 
from Michigan, that even if these amendments are indorsed and put 
in the bill we do not necessarily vote for them when the question 
comes to be on the final passage. Perhaps that will cure the gentle- 
man’s little trouble about the constitutional question. In other words, 
if the House adopts the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, 
that ends my amendment and ends the committee’s bill. If, however, 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana{ Mr. HAMILTON] fails, 
then as the next best thing I offer an amendment which I will vote 
for; but if the committee adopts it I do not propose to vote for it in 
the House. Is that clear to the gentleman from Michigan ? 

Mr. CONGER. I suppose so. 

Mr.COX,of New York. I did not suppose the gentleman wasso much 
obfuscated by this corn debate but that he could understand some- 
thing. [Laughter.] 1 propose, then, when the question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment of my friend from Indiana, to vote for it. It 
is a very common mode of legislation; and if that amendment fails— 
although I think it should be adopted in preference to the bill of the 
committee—and if gentlemen on that side and this side then choose to 
vote for my amendment, they may do so. They may not have the 
same constitutional scruples as myself and the gentleman from Mich- 
igan, and may adopt my amendment and save $50,000, the difference 
between $100,000 and $150,000, I think my friend from Michigan 
will beable tocipherthat ont. [Laughter.] If that is done, we can 
save something. We will save all these commissioners and agents and 
things. And so, when we shall have given $50,000 to Mr. Evarts for 
various purposes of the exhibition, we will then do justice to the West 
and South and will give the Commissioner of Agriculture, General 
Le Due, achance and provide him with experts who have beep at all 
the exhibitions for years back. We will enable him to make a cred- 
itable display of our agriculture, the great interest of our land. 

Mr. CONGER. Then the gentleman says he will vote against the 
bill? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I said so in my speech: the committee's 
bill, and my own if adopted. 

Mr. CONGER. That answers my inquiry. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Of course it answers it. 
see it but the gentleman himself. 

Mr. CONGER. I see it inyself, too. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask the 
gentleman to make equally clear the reason for his attack on his old 
tile-leader, and then I shall be still further satisfied. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Chairman, no man in the House re- 
spects Governor SWANN more than I do. I never knew him but to 
love him. [Laughter.] I am the last man in this House to attack him. 

Mr. CONGER. I refer to another governor nearer home. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 


osition ? 


Every one can 
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Mr. COX, of\New York. Oh! [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that several 
desire to offer amendments to the original text of the biil, The 
desires to state that such amendments are in order before a yor, 

. . . . ue 5 
taken upon the substitute, and he will recognize such gent F 
; a g 
desire to move to amend the original text of the bill. 

Mr. KNOTT. Is that in order? Is it in order to offer amend 
to the original text until it is read by paragraphs? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in order now. The Clerk has on], real 
the first section of the joint resolution. oft 

Mr. KNOTT. He read the whole joint resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is mistaken. He read the gy). 
stitute of the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Cox,] but he has oyiy 
real the first section of the joint resolution. ches 

Mr. SPARKS. Then we are tounderstand that amendme: 
offered to the first section of the joint resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. Amendments are in order to the first section 

Mr. CORLETT. I offer the following amendment : 

Insert the words “and Territories " after the word “ States ” 
respectively. 

I presume that itis hardly necessary for me to say anything in refer- 
ence to the nature of this amendment. The first section of the joint 
resolution provides that this invitation shall be extended to the voy 
ernors of the several States of the Union to participate in this exsosi- 
tion. I presume it was an oversight on the part of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs that they neglected to provide that the same jy. 
vitation should be extended to the people of the Territories through 
their governors, and for this reason I offer the amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the second section of the joint resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 2. That the President be authorized to appoint a commiassioner-general to 
represent the United States in the proposed exposition, and, under th 
direction of the Secretary of State, to make all needful rules and revulations j: 
reference to the contributions from this country, and to control the expenditu 
incident to the proper installation and exhibition thereof, and to the preparation 
of the reports on the exposition ; and thatthe President may also appoint twenty 
additional commissioners, of whom five shall be practical artisan experts, { 
shall be skilled representatives of commerce and manufactures, nine sh 
scientific experts, corresponding to, and specifically assigned to report u 
nine groups Into which the exposition will, under the official regulations, be divided 
and one to report upon the exhibition at large and the general results thereof 
that the allowance to said commissioner-general for salary and persoual exp 
shall not exceed 85,000 for his whole term of office; and the allowance of tho tw 
additional commissioners for salary and personal expenses shall not exceed 21.00 
each, not including such clerical service as may be allowed by the commission 
general; and that the President may appoint notexceeding one hundred additio 
honorary commissioners, to report upon special subjects, who shall serve with 

may: Provided always, That no person appointed by virtue of this resolution shall 
1ave any pecuniary interest, directly or indirectly, in any article exhibited for 
competition, or act as the agent for any exhibitor. 

Mr. MCMAHON, I move to add to the section just read the fol- 
lowing: 


gentleman 


ler 
PCIE as 


nt 
ht 


its may be 


in lines 4,5, and 9 


And not more than one commissioner entitled to compensation nor more t! 
of the honorary commissioners shall be appointed from any one State or Ter 


I have no remarks to make, sir. I think that amendment explains 
itself. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I offer the following amendment: 

Amend section 2as follows: 

Strike out “twenty” in line 8, and the words “additional commissioners" in the 
ninth line, and insert “one commissioner from each State and Territory ;" and stirke 
out all of line 18 and all of 19 to and including the word “ and,” after the word “sal 
ary,” and insert “and the allowance of the additional commissioner from ea 
and Territory shall be allowed a salary not to exceed $1,000 each, including per- 
sonal expenses.” 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I suggest to the gentleman that he insert tle 
word “ Territories ” after the word “ States.” 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I am willing to co that. I am in favor of it. 

Mr. MILLS. I would suggest to the gentleman that he also add 
the words that “the appointments from each State or Territory shall 
be made by the governor thereof.” 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I think I will accept that amendment. 

Mr.FORT. Thatcannot be done; the appointments must be made 
by the President. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, this is a matter of very great 
importance and we ought to treat it carefully and heedfully. We 
ought not to spend the time of the House in mere amusement; We 
ought to use the time of the people for another purpose. We have 
been amused, but we have something else to do here beyond amuse- 
ment. 

Are we anation? Are weofany sort of consequence? Do we care 
anything for our national reputation? If we do, it is our daty to 
make proper provision that our nation shall be properly represented 
at what will be the greatest fair the world has ever seen. I think 
that every State and every ‘Territory should be represented there. lt 
will make no difference in the amount of the appropriation, for the 
expense will be paid out of the $150,000 appropriated by this jot 
resolution, and then when every State is represented by a delegate 
who can speak for her, coming from her midst and knowing all about 
her industries, we shall be prepared to represent properly the States 
composing this Union. . ‘ 

Why should this not be, and why should we not go there with sucha 
delegation, such a representation that our whole country can be repre- 
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sented and represented properly? Isay that we are in duty bound as a 

; as the great republic of the world, to see that this country is 
eer te yresented there. When the nations of the globe come up 
prope y Davis and look for the Stars and Stripes, if they look for them 
er ane we not be ashamed of ourselves that we have been so 
cs: vas » penurious, that we could not afford to send a delegation 
mien pean this great Republic? Icertainly should be ashamed 
— ‘ Sir, when the nations of the earth gather together there, let 
es ale and Stripes float with the flags of other countries. Let us 
satheee with such adelegation and in such a manner that a new luster 
will be added to the stars and new beauty to the stripes. 

sir, would do this in the interest of the laboring-man ; not for the 
rich man alone, but for the poor man as well. Iamtired and sick of 
hearing the argument made by some here, an argument which is in- 
tended to antagonize labor and capital. This is in the interest of 
every class of our people, if we will but do that which will benefit 
the poor man the most: extend our works abroad, obtain new mar- 
kets whieh will make work for our people and enable our great man- 
ufacturers to hire laborers and to pay them. 

[Here the hammer fell.] ¥ 

Mr. MONROE. Ihave but a word or two to say upon this amend- 
ment. I have myself no objection toa very liberal treatment of this 
exposition and to a very liberal appropriation for it. But the com- 
mittee thought it necessary to fix the amount at a sum where it would 
meet the approval of the House. If I understand the amendment of 
the gentleman from Michigan, (Mr. ELLSwortu,] there are two ob- 
jee tions toit. In the first place, he has accepted the suggestion that 
these commissioners shall be appointed by the governors of the sev- 
eral States, which would interfere with the general plan of the joint 
resolution that places the appointing power in the hands of the Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I do not propose to accept that suggestion. 

Mr. MONROE. ‘Fhen that objection is removed. The other objec- 
tion is that it increases the amount of appropriation provided for by 
the joint resolution. 

Mr. POTTER. And increases it indefinitely. 

Mr. MONROE. Yes; indefinitely, as my friend suggests. I doubt 
if it is wise for us here to undertake to increase the number of offi- 
cers, the number of salaries, and the amount of expenditures. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Do I understand the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
MoNROE] to oppose the amendment providing for the appointment of 
one commissioner or representative from each State and Territory ? 

Mr. MONROE. I oppose what I understand to be a proposition to 
increase the number of salaried officers, for it seems to me it would 
be unwise for us to undertake to increase the amount of expense. 

The question was then taken upon the ameudment of Mr. ELLs- 
worTH ; and upon a division—ayes 21, noes not counted—it was not 
avreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. Is it in order to move to strike out the enacting clause 
in order to get a test vote of the committee upon this resolution ? 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is in order. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I make the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that if the motion is carried 
it will be equivalent to rejecting this joint resolution by Committee 
of the Whole. 

The motion of Mr. MILLs was not agreed to; there being upon a 
division—ayes 86, noes 133. ; 

Mr. STEELE. I move to further amend this pending section by 
striking out the words ‘‘ five shall be practical artisan experts, five 
shall be skilled af nay ae a of commerce and manufactures,” and 
inserting in lieu the following: 

Three shall be practical artisan experts, three shall be skilled representatives of 
commerce and manufactures, and four shall be practical agriculturists. 


I find in the preamble of this joint resolution the following : 


Whereas the United States have been invited by the Republic of France to take 
part in a universal exposition of the productions of agriculture, manufactures, 
and fine arts, to be held in Paris in 1878. 

Now, strangely enough the Committee on Foreign Affairs have re- 
ported a joint resolution which entirely ignores the great agricultural 
interests of this country. Which of these practical artisan experts 
or these skilled representatives of manufactures and commerce are 
supposed to understand the great industrial interests of the country 
as represented by the Agricultural Department? Not one of them. 
And unless that interest is represented specifically, I will vote against 
the whole joint resolution, for it will be an outrage upon the agri- 
culture of the country. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Previous to the suggestion of the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. STEELE] I drew up an amend- 
ment to insert in the phrase “ five shall be skilled representatives of 
commerce and manutactures,” the word “agriculture” before the 
word “commerce,” 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, bat the trouble with that will be that you will 
have agriculture and commerce all mixed up, and we know the power 
and influence in this country by which agriculture will not be recog- 
nized. I want the agricultural interest distinetly and unequivocally 
provided for, so that the commercial gentlemen of the country can 
have no hole out of which to escape. 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. STEELE, it was 
agreed to, 
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, Mr. PEDDIE. I move to amend by inserting after the word “ pay,” 
in the twenty-fourth line, the following : ; 

. That in order to more fully utilize and render the Paris exposition of real value 
to our American inanufacturers, ten mechanics and artisans shall be sent to Paris 
to attend said exposition ; said mechanics and artisans to be selected for their su 
perior inventive skill, intelligence, and worth, from our various workshops; so 
that American industry may reap real, practical benelit from said exposition. 
And that said mechanics and artisans shall be under the control of the commis- 
sioner-general ; the expense to be paid from the exposition appropriation, not ex- 
ceeding $4,000, and the time not to exceed two months 


Mr. Chairman, this amendment, you will perceive, is to aid the bill 
so that we may receive real, practical benefit from it. Our mechanics 
and artisans would thus have an opportunity to see the great prog- 
ress made by the manufacturing industries of other nations, and 
thereby we should be better enabled to compete with foreign coun- 
tries in the markets of the world. I trust that these workingmen 
will receive consideration on this occasion. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HANNA. I move to amend section 2 by striking out the clause 
beginning with the word “and,” in line 5, and ending with “ expo- 
sition,” in line 8; also by striking out the clause beginning with the 
word “ that,” in line 15, and ending with “ general,” in line 21. The 
language I propose to strike out is the following: 

And to control the expenditures incident to the proper installation and exhibition 
thereof, and to the preparation of the reports on the exposition 

‘ * ‘ e e rs 

That the allowance to said commissioner-general for salary and personal expenses 
shall not exceed 35,000 for his whole terin of office ; and the allowance of the twenty 
additional commissioners for salary and persoual expenses shall not exceed $1,000 
each, not including such clerical service as may be allowed by tho commissioner 
general. 





The purpose of this amendment is to’ strike ont so much of this see- 
tion as undertakes to provide a number of new officers with salaries 
from the Government. With this amendment I am willing to vote 
for the section. As to the third section, Iam in favorof the Govern- 
ment of the United States detailing the necessary number of vessels 
to transport, free of charge to the exhibitors, articles contributed to 
the exhibition by those who actually manufacture them. But, sir, 
I will not vote for any bill that proposes to create a commissioner- 
general at $5,000 and twenty additional commissioners at $1,000 each ; 
because I greatly fear that whatever sum we might appropriate for 
such officials would be expended upon a lot of tlunkies, so that the 
people would derive no benetit from the appropriation. My pur- 
pose in offering the amendment is to test whether this committee is 
prepared to strike out the provision for one five-thousand dollar offi- 
cer and twenty one-thousand dollar officers. I will go as far as 
necessary in providing that the Government detail a suflicient num- 
ber of vessels to enable the exhibitors to transport to the exposition 
all articles of home manufacture, but I will not vote to encourage 
a profligate expenditure, which I fear would be incured by sending 
abroad a class of gentlemen who would thus be enabled to make 
the trip at the expense of the Government, while the people would 
not be profited. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I am not specially 
charged with the management of this bill by the Committee on For- 
eign Afiairs; but I venture to suggest (and I know my motives will 
not be misunderstood) that, owing to the fact that the voice of our 
able and honored chairman [Mr. SWANN] cannot be heard over this 
Hall in the noise and confusion always prevailing here, some member 
of that committee, other than myself, should so far have charge of the 
bill, under the direction of the chairman, as to indicate to this Com- 
mittee of the Whole the opinion of that committee upon the various 
amendments offered here. Without some such arrangement I greatly 
fear we are drifting upon a sea of random amendments, where the 
bill itself will founder. 

I understand it has been conclusively demonstrated at all these 
expositions that there must be some central authority located some- 
where in order to avoid the very confusion and chaos which over- 
whelmed us at Vienna. The general design of this bill as adopted 
by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, after hearing many gentlemen 
of experience in these matters who came before it, was to leave this 
authority in the hands of the President, the Secretary of State, one 
commissioner-general, and twenty assistant commissioners, whoshould 
be in constant communication with the State Department. It was 
advised by many whom the committee believed best competent to 
judge that this number was much too large, or that a smaller body 
would be more efficient, but the committee felt and the Secretary of 
State advised that the commissions should be distributed so far as 
practicable among the various industrial and scientific classes, the 
object being to obtain men of experience and efficiency, and not to 
distribute favors among politicians or localities. 

Some of the amendments already adopted I fear are ill advised, 
while that in regard to the Territories and the one selecting repre- 
sentative agriculturists are eminently proper. I will say to the 
gentleman from Indiana who has just taken his seat [Mr. HANNA] 
that I hardly think either the President or the Secretary of State 
would be likely to select “flunkies” to serve on this commission; at 
least I think I know that they have no such purpose in view ; but, on 
the contrary, it will be their aim to select men of the highest charac- 
ter and widest experience in their various vocations, specialties, and 
professions to serve both as official and honorary commissioners. 

Now, sir, is $5,000 too much? Qn the contrary is it not but a mere 
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pittance for a man capable of supervising such an enterprise as this 
and properly representing us abroad? And the small sum of $1,000 
all agree will barely pay the transportation expenses of the other 
commissioners out ne back, while the honorary commissioners get 
nothing. In the name of republicanism and the poorer classes of 
this country, and in the name of men of real brain power who devote 
all their genius and energy to science and the various industrial pur- 
suits in which they engage, but who do not accumulate fortunes as 
arule, 1 protest now and forever against that class of legislation 
which assigns men to official positions without pay, thus barring out 
the poor and leaving the rich only to fill stations of honor and trust. 
It is anti-republican, and it is a kind of penuriousness which I do not 
believe the people of this country will ever care to adopt. 

I would not, sir, assume to arrogate to myself to say what the Com- 
mittee of the Whole shall or shall not do with this bill; I know it to 
be the very province of such committee to amend and perfect it. 
But I greatly fear if these promiscuous amendments come into the 
bill without due consideration we shall find our work jumbled and 
confused and ourselves defeated in the very object we have in view ; 
and I therefore urge some snch arrangement as I have suggested. 

Mr. KNOTT. I move the committee rise. 

Mr. MONROE. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will with- 
draw his motion until we take a vote on the pending proposition. 

Mr. KNOTT. I insist on my motion, 

The motion was agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union having, according to order, had under con- 
sideration the Union generally, and particularly the joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 48) in relation to the international industrial exposition 
to be held in Paris in 1878, had come to no resolution thereon, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed without amendment a 
bill of the House of the following title: 

A bill (HL. R. No. 1265) authorizing a change of the name of the 
ship Samuel G. Reed, 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. ATKINS, by unanimons consent, the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of a bill (H. R. No. 1521) to provide for deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending Jane 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other pur- 
poses ; and the same was recommitted to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

REPAIR OF NAVAL 

Mr. SHELLEY, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy inform this House what naval vessels 
have been put under repairs since the Ist of March last, with the name, and cost 
of the same to date, and the amount which will be necessary to put them in sea- 
going condition. . 

And then, on motion of Mr. LUTTRELL, (at four o’clock and forty 
minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned, 


VESSELS. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petition of F, A. Lee, for compensation for 
property taken by the United States Army—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. CHITTENDEN: The petition of 44 presidents of national 
banks and others, against the passage of the bill for the adoption of 
a silver-coinage currency to an unlimited extent as the bimetallic 
legal money of our country—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. CORLETT: Papers relating to the establishment of post- 
routes from Rock Creek to Fort Fetterman, Wyoming Territory. and 
from Rock Creek, Wyoming Territory, to Big Horn Post, Montana 
Territory—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads., 

By Mr.CRAPO: Memorial of Alexander Sutorius, late captain Third 
United States Cavalry, for re-instatement as captainof cavalry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A paper relating to the establishment of a 
post-ronte from Quaker City to Freeport, Ohio—to the Committee 
on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Papers relating to the claim of Clara H. Flower 
for compensation for property taken by the United States Army—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GUNTER: The petition of J. N. Carpenter, paymaster 
United States Navy, for compensation for property taken by the 
United States Army—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HALE: The petition of L. J. Thomas, to be refanded the 
valneof certain postage-stamps stolen from him while postmaster 
at Eden, Maine—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KETCHUM: The petition of Mrs. Eleanor N. F. Meeds, for 
compensation for services rendered the Committee for the District of 
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Columbia, of the Forty-third Congress, by her late husban, 
Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. KIDDER: The petition of W. C. Hinkley and 53 
legalize a certain survey of Oscar E. Rea, Dakota Territor 
Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of William Johnson, fo, 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. a 
By Mr. SCHLEICHER: The petition of 8. C. Slade and other 
the establishment of a United States consulate at t} cae 

Paso, Mexico—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STEWART: The petition of Anne C, Livingston, for , 
pensation for damages to property seized and used by the United 
States autborities—to the Committee on War Claims. ~ oe 

Also, the petition of William W. Spaulding and other ¢ 
Du Luth, Minnesota, for a grant of land to the Saint Louis Ri 
Improvement Company to aid in the improvement of the 
River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Anson Northrup for a grant of land, or other 
relief, for valuable services rendered the United States during th 
Indian troubles in Minnesota—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of E. Anderson and others, of Du Luth, Minm die 
for the erection of a light-house at and the improvement of the harbor 
of Grand Marias, on Lake Superior—to the Committee on Commerc 

By Mr. THORNBURGH: The petition of W. F. Frasier, for reljo¢ 
on account of injuries received during the late war—to the Commit. 
tee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. WADDELL: The petition of Joseph R. Royal, keeper of 
the light-house at Cape Lookout, North Carolina, and Joseph Royal 
and A. T. Guthrie, his assistants, for compensation for services rep- 
dered in keeping said light-house—to the Committee of Claims, 

By Mr. WATSON: The petition of the select and common councils of 
Erie, Pennsylvania, and 1,000 citizens of said city, for the purchase 
of land and theerection of asuitable building thereon for the United 
States court and government offices in said city—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of N. 8. Clark, for compensation for 
services rendered as a messenger in the Doorkeeper’s department, 
House of Representatives, from March 4, to May 5, 1877—to the Com- 
mittee of Accounts. 
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IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, November 20, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, in response to the resolution of the Senate 
of the 6th instant, directing “ the Secretary of the Interior to fuar- 
nish the Senate with copies of all reports made under and in pursu- 
ance of the twentieth section of the act of Congress entitled, ‘An act 
to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the 
Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government 
the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,’ ” &c. 

Mr. THURMAN. Perhaps no order had better be made for the 
printing of those reports. They are very voluminous. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No order will be made to print. The 
communication will be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of William L. Washington, of 
Robertson County, Tennessee, praying the passage of a bill for the 
relief of the estate of William B. Lewis, deceased, allowing compen- 
sation for property taken aud appropriated by the United States 
authorities during the late war; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of General 
Robert Patterson, Hamilton Disston, jr., George W. Childs, E. Long- 
streth, William Sellers, and others, of Pennsylvania; General Imbo- 
den, of Virginia; Nathan Appleton, of Boston, Massachusetts; William 
Proctor, of New York; William Doane, of Cincinnati, Ohio, and other 
eminent manufacturers and underwriters of the United States, pray- 
ing Congress to provide promptly by a liberal appropriation to enable 
our citizens to make a creditable display of American industry at the 
Paris exposition; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. s 

He also presented a memorial of the select and common counci's 
of the city of Erie, Pennsylvania, and of several hundred citizens of 
that city, in favor of au appropriation by Congress for the erection 
of public buildings in that city; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pablic Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. DORSEY presented the petition of W. A. Locke and others, of 
Arkansas, praying for the establishment of a mail-route from Pexar- 
kana to Rocky Comfort, in that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. - 

He also presented the petition of F. M. Sanger and others, citizens 
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ee 
f Fairview Creek, Indian Territory, praying for the establishment 
7 4s post route fr m Muscogee to Fairview, in that Territory; which 
te referred to the same committee, vie F s 
"ie GORDON. I present the petition of Lizzie Dickson, admin- 
‘etratrix of the estate of Archibald D. Palmer, deceased, praying 
7 yensation for cotton seized by United States forces during the 
j rayne In this case there has been an adverse report; but new 
evidence has come to light, and I move that the papers be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Claims on that new evidence, with the 
wtition I now present. oi ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the petition set forth the new evi- 
dence according to the rule? 

Mr. GORDON. Yes, sir. “y . ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition, with the papers on file, will 
be referred to the Committee on Claims. ao 

Mr. CONKLING peesnte’ a memorial of the National Board of 
Trade, in favor of the repeal of the laws inhibiting American regis- 
tration to foreign-built vessels; which was referred to the Committee 
) ‘ommerce, 
Onin, CONKLING. There have been sent to me proposed amend- 
ments to the bankrupt law, and, as part of them, what is called the 
frame of a joint resolution. I believe I shall not violate the rules of 
the Senate if, without introducing these as a bill, I ask leave to pre- 
set them as a memorial and move their reference to the Committee 
ov the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. OGLESBY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 259) to revive and extend the provisions 
of an act approved June 8, 1372, granting the right of way through 
the public lands of the United States to the Pensacola and Louis- 
ville Railroad Company, of Aiabama, reported it with amendments. 

THE POLARIS EXPEDITION. 


Mr. WHYTE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred a resolution looking to the printing of additional 
copies of the narrative of the North Polar expedition by the United 
States ship Polaris, to report the same back with the following sub- 
stitute, which the committee recommend the adoption of : 

Resolved. by the Senate of the United States, (the House of Representatives eoncur- 
ring.) That the narrative of the North Polar expedition by the United States 
ship Polaris be printed, and that 2,250 additional copies be printed, of which +00 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 1,200 copies shall be for tLe use of the 
House of Representatives, and 250 copies for the use of the Secretary of the Navy. 


I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the resolution now. 

There being ne objection, the Senate proceeded to the consideration 
of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Printing. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MITCHELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8S, No. 330) explanatory of section 1889 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States and to ratify and contirm certain 
territorial legislation, and for other purposes ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 

introduce a bill (S. No. 331) to establish an educational fund, and to 
apply the proceeds of the public lands to the education of the people ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 
_ Mr. BOOTH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 332) authorizing the extension of letters- 
patent to the heirs of Benjamin F. Rice, and for other purposes; 
ee was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
atenta, 

Mr. BOOTH. 1 desire to say that I introduce the bill by request. 

Ihave not examined it and know nothing about it. 
_ Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 333) for the relief of Thomas J. Choate, Erastus 
Foster, Milton Ladd, Clarence E. Haney, William A. Hill, Kneeland 
F. Huckaby, and William Blackburn, late privates Company F, 
Third Regiment Arkansas Cavalry Volunteers; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No, 334) for the relief of William Bowlin; which was 
—_ twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs, 

Mr. McPHERSON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 335) to provide for cheap 
transportation of freight between tide-water on or near the Atlantic 
Ovean and the Ohio and Mississippi Valleys; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 336) for the relief of Nathaniel Me- 


ay; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. MORRILL asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 337) for the relief of Thomas H. Halsey, pay- 
master, United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GORDON asked, an: by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 333) to remove the political disabilities of J. 
H. Carter, of South Carolina; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WHYTE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 339) for the relief of William Bowen, of the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. SARGENT and Mr. DORSEY submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them to the deficiency bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 

On motion of Mr. WHYTE, it was 

Ordered, That the heirs of Robert Hall have leave to wit>draw their petition and 
papers from the files of the Senate upon leaving copies thereof with the Secretary. 

On motion of Mr. MCPHERSON, it was 


Ordered, That permission be given to withdraw from the files of the Senate the 


bill for the relief of Nathaniel G. Smith, and papers relating thereto, upon leaving 
copies with the Secretary. 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of the claim of Mrs. Susan Partee bo taken 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. KIRKWOOD, it was 

Ordered, That the papers on file in the office of the Secretary of the Senate in tho 
matter of the claim of the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad Company for 
the refunding of cer'ain internal-revenue tax paid by said company be taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PRINTING OF A BILL. 

Mr. BOOTH. I offer the following resolution : 

Resolved by the Senate, That five hundred copies of Senate bill No. 300 be printed 
for the use of the Senate Committee on Patents. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BOOTH. I ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 
I will state, for the information of the Senate, that this bill modifies 
the law of patents in many very important particulars. It has ex- 
cited a great deal of interest, and the demand has exceeded the num- 
ber printed for the use of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This resolution requires unanimous con- 
sent. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Grorcr M. 
ApaMs, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint 
resolution (S. R. No. 6) fixing a site for the equestrian statue of Gen- 
eral Greene. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President : 

A bill (H. R. No. 902) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1873, and for other purposes ; 
and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1265) authorizing the changing of the name of the 
ship Samuel G. Reed. 

INDIAN CITIZENSHIP. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further business of the 
morning hour, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumes the 
consideration of the unfinished business of yesterday, being the bill 
(S. No. 107) to enable Indians to become citizens of the United States. 
Amendments in committee are inorder. Are there any amendments? 
The Chair hears none. The bill will be regarded as reported to the 
Senate. Are there amendments in the Senate ? 

Mr. WHYTE. I hope the Senator from Kansas will make some 
explanation in regard to this bill before it is put to a vote in the 
Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Was the Senator present yesterday when the mat- 
ter was under discussion ? 

Mr. WHYTE. I was, but I did not think that the Senator from 
Kansas then snfficiently indicated the purpose of the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. On what points does the Senator desire to be 
advised ? 

Mr. WHYTE. In the first place there can be no doubt that this 
bill is a new departure from the policy of the United States Govern- 
ment in the naturalization of Indians. Prior to the adoption of the 
fourteenth amendment, I have no doubt of the constitutional power 
in Congress to naturalize Indians. They were considered aliens and 
foreigners to our Government. We made treaties with them, as we 
do with foreign governments. They therefore came under that clause 
of the Constitution which allowed Congress to pass laws making a 
uniform system of naturalization to apply to all persons of foreign 
birth. 

I am not about to make a speech upon this subject, but Ido not 
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desire to vote upon the bill with my views, without hearing some- 
thing from the gentleman having it in charge. 

Naturalization, as I understand it, is a proceeding by which the dis- 
abilities of foreign birth are removed. If the Indians for whose ben- 
efit this bill is introdaced are living now within the borders of any 
State, are subject now to the jurisdiction of the United States, having 
been born upon the soil of the United States, do they not become 
citizens of the United States under the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution? Has not 
them citizens of the United States? Does it not apply to them just 
nation of persons of color? 
any naturalization law? 


If that is the case, where is the need of 
If on the other hand they are 
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owing allegiance toa foreign power and need naturalization, then the | 


bill isan anomaly and it ought not to be passed by the Senate of the 
United States. Naturalization contemplates expatriation ; it con- 
templates the renunciation of all allegiance to every foreign power ; 
it contemplates the annihilation of all the bonds which bind the citi- 


zen or the subject to the foreign government. Can aman be natural- 


ized 


this bill, hold interests in a foreign tribe with whom we make treaties, 


recognized as treaties in the past legislation, whatever may be the | have been treaty relations established with these nations or 


rule now since the act of 1871, I think it was, which determined that 
we should not in the future make treaties with Indian tribes. 

Mr. EATON. And called treaties in the bill. 

Mr. WHYTE. And called treaties in our rules adopted this very 
year as the rules governing us in executive session. Certain treaties 
we are to consider in executive session in secrecy ; others we can con- 
sider in publie, but they are recognized as treaties still. 
can come into a court of the United States and through the power 
of this naturalization law clothe himself in the garb of a citizen of 
the United States, and yet hold an interest in the rights and property 
of a foreign tribe of Indians, is an anomaly in the legislation of our 
country; and I am surprised that my friend the Senator from Kansas 
does not appreciate our difficulty and seek to enlighten us upon this 
subject. Can it be possible that a Canadian Indian can come into 
our courts and be naturalized under this bill, and yet hold interests 
in his tribe across the line that divides us from the British posses- 
sions? 


Mr. President, I do not wish to discuss this subject. I cannot un- 


and become an American citizen, and still, as is contemplated by | 


That aman | 





| this new citizen of the United States shall have all the rio} 
that amendment to the Constitution made | S 


| can he let him sever his connection with the Indian tribe, ; 
as it applied to the African—and I use the term “African” asa desig- | 
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Mr. THURMAN. That means that he is no longer 
that sovercignty or quasi sovereignty ? os 

Mr. INGALLS. That is the theory of the bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then I ask the Senator how we 
with our treaties, nearly all of which—certainly al) of 
treaties—provide that the annuities shall be distributed amon« th 
members of the tribe; and, as the Senator provides in this bill t 


& member 


can get a 
the Old 
P 
would have if he had remained a member of the Indian tribe, hox 
ar be " 
longer a tribal Indian, but become a citizen of the United Sta : ; 
yet in the face of such treaties say that he shall have all the priy 
leges that belong to a member of that tribe in annuities, lands ay 
everything else ? ; 
Mr. INGALLS. In response to the inquiry made by the Se 
from Ohio I will call his attention to the fact that the s, 
Court of the United States in a series of decisions commen iw 
1831 and running down to 1870, when the Supreme Court decided } 
case of the Cherokee tobacco, the uniform opinion has been ma 
tained that the United States have the right of absolute soversjen:. 
over all the Indians within their jurisdiction. Sothat, whether ther, 


* . 7s . organi 
zations, yet the Congress of the United States have a right to enae 


laws in direct opposition to those treaties and in abrogation of tly 
treaties, the question being merely, as the court say, one for the co 
science of the legislators, not going to the right of Congress to] 
the law. 

The principle is now too well established to permit contradict 
that, whatever may be the treaty relations between the Governmeys 
and the nations of Indians, whatever may be their present condition. 
whether their political functions have so dwindled away that tl, 
have become incapable of any form of self-government, the author- 
ity of the United States to legislate for them in any manner what- 
ever is absolutely undeniable. That is the condition in which thy 
Indians are now left by the latest decisions of the Supreme Court, 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator name a case in which the Sy 


1 


preme Court has decided that Congress can set aside a treaty made 


me 


| with the Indians? 


derstand the principle upou which the bill is based; and therefore I | 


was glad when my friend the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] 


called the attention of the Senator from Kansas yesterday to the bill | 


and asked its explanation. My own doubts I wanted to be relieved. 
Those doubts became greater and the obscurity was more obscure 
when the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] pointed out to us 
the glaring difficulty in the way of the adoption of such a bill as this ; 
and IT hope my friend from Kansas will now explain the doctrine, 
now explain that theory of the law of naturalization which he seems 
to have possessed himself of, which allows a man, without throwing 
off all allegiance, without denying all connection with a foreign 


Mr. INGALLS. 

Mr. THURMAN. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
it is held that— 


I will. 
I should be glad to have the name of the eas: 
I will refer the Senator to 11 Wallac 


, O16, in wh 


Congress is constitutionally competent to extend the laws of the Unit 
at once over every Indian tribe within the Territories, if not within tu 
the Union, even though treaties may guarantec to individual tribes comp! 
perpetual political independence ; the breach of faith involved being m 
possible conscientious scruples on the part of legislators, but not for judici 


| nizanee, 


country or a foreign power, to come into the courts of the United | 


States simply because he has been living a civilized life and been 
able to support himself, to obtain the rights of citizenship without 


even showing that he is attached to the principles of the Constitution | 


of the United States or understands its operation. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr, President, the Senator from Maryland labors 
under the disadvantage of not being familiar with the provisions of 
this bill. Ile imagines that, after an Indian has availed himself 
of the opportunities offered by it, should it become a law, taken 
the oath to support the Constitution of the United States before a 
court having jurisdiction to administer that oath, because he may re- 
tain certain property rights, therefore an anomalous condition of 


aflairs will immediately arise, not contemplated by the Constitution | 


or the laws of the United States. I have yet to learn, Mr. President, 
that if a German or an Englishman org Frenchman expatriates him- 
self and becomes a citizen of the United States under the naturaliza- 


tion laws, he by that act renounces all property that he may have | 


acquired by inheritance or purchase in the country of which he was 
formally a citizen. 
take, that this bill is unconstitutional because the Indian when he 


becomes a citizen may possibly retain property rights in the tribe or 
The Senator will observe that 


organization which he has abandoned. 
in the amendment proposed by the committee, at the close of section 
1, the language is as follows: 

And any transfer, alienation, or incumbrance of any interest he may hold or 
claim by reason of bis former tribal relations shall be void. 

Therefore, in contemplation of this bill, whenever the Jndian be- 
comes a citizen of the United States his political relations to the 
organization to which he may have formerly belonged are at once 
terminated. 

Mr. THURMAN. 
right there ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THURMAN. I now understand the Senator to say that, if an 
Indian becomes a citizen of the United States under this bill, he 
ceases to be a member of the tribe to which he had belonged. Is 
that his interpretation ? 

Mr. INGALLS, I hold that his political relations to that tribe, so 
far as they can be defined, are formally terminated. 


Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question 


| toward the Indian tribes, no matter what may have been the former 


That is the substance of the latest decision of the Supreme Court 
upon the question of the relation of the United States Government 
treaty relations between those powers. 

I do not, however, profess to claim, Mr. President, that this sub- 
ject is free from difficulty. The whole Indian question, as the Sen- 
ator from Maryland has said, isan anomalous one, and that condition 
has arisen from the contradictory attitndes that have been from time 
to time assumed by the Government of the United States toward the 
various Indian tribes under their control. Asa matter of history, 


| there never was any Indian policy, properly so called, during the 


It therefore is a rather remarkable objection to | 


| was known as the Indian intercourse act. 
| the idea of the seclusion or sequestering of all the Indians upon 


| They were to be governed by agents, while the autonomy ol 
tribes was ifot to be disturbed. 


colonial period or during the early history of our country. ludian 
exigencies were met as they arose. It was not until 1817, when the 
difficulties arose between the State of Georgia and the Cherokees, 
that this subject first began to engross the attention of the American 
»cople as one that demanded systematic treatment. In 1825, when 


| Mr. Monroe was President, the then Secretary of War, Mr. Calhouu, 


devised what may be regarded as the first methodic Indian policy of 
this Government. He submitted a bill to Congress that embraced a 
plan of two general reservations for Indians, one in the Northwest 
that was to be occupied by the Iroquois and Algonquin tribes, and 
the other in what is now known as the Indian Territory which was 
to be inhabited by the Apalacbian tribes. This system, devised by 
Monroe and earried into effect by Calhoun as Secretary of War, 
became finally and fully operative in 1834 by the passage ef what 
That system embraced 


reservations. Those reservations were to be remote from settlement 
and of sufficient extent to enable them to pursue the chase or to fo!- 
low stock-raisivg or agriculture as their inclinations might promp* 


+} 
yue 


This system that was adopted and remained in force since 1334 has 
become, by the progress of western civilization, utterly iinpossibie “y 
continue longer. It received its first blow when the Mormons nie 
their hegira across the plains and interfered with the reservations of 
the Indians in the Northwest. Subsequently the discovery of gold in 
California, which attracted hundreds of thousands of eager specuia- 
tors and adventurers upon the Pacific slope, destroyed the autonomy 
of the tribes on that portion of the continent. Then the great polt- 
ical emigration toward Kansas and Nebraska in 1855 and [856 agam 


| interfered with the system which had been adopted and broke up 
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the tribal reservations of the Indians in the interior. The destrne- 
tion of the reservation policy was rendered complete by the con- 
struction of the Pacific : sae as 

these Indians apart from the influences of civilization thereafter ab- 
eolutel¥ impossible. There is now no portion of the American conti- 
tin which the various Indian tribes can be sequestered in accord- 
ance with the policy advanced by Mr. Calhoun, under the adminis- 
tration of President Monroe. Ad 

[bat being the case we are confronted by a proposition of practi- 
eal statesmauship: What shall we do with these Indians? There are 
three hundred thousand human beings brought continually in con- 
tact with an aggressive white population in various portions of our 
country. The miners of Montana and Idaho, the inhabitants of Cali- 
fornia and Colorado, in the Black Hills and the San Juan country, 
everywhere men are restlessly penetrating where Indians have hitherto 
heen secluded, and the question confronts us, what course shall we 
take with the Indians? The late bloody wars and the expenditure 
of blood and money we have been compelled to endure, the perils to 
which the western frontiers are continually exposed, all demand an 
answer to this question and compel us to attempt some method of 
solution. 

Mr. President, there are three things that are trne with regard to 
the Indians. They must either be secluded upon reservations where 
they can work out their own destiny, which I have shown to be prac- 
tically impossible, or they must be citizenized, or they will be ex- 
terminated. Oneof these three things must be done; and I regret to 
see Senators attempting to present some fantastic or sentimental ob- 
jections against this scheme when they propose nothing better in its 
stead. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs have given the matter very se- 
rious consideration. This same bill was reported by the committee 
two years ago favorably and was placed on the Calendar, and the ac- 
tion of the Senate was invoked. It has been again acted upon favorably 
by the committee, with such amendments as in theirjudgment would 
couduce to the favorable accomplishment of the plan that they pro- 
pose; and, unless some Senator has some particular objection that is 
practical and pertinent, I sincerely hope that we may have a discus- 
sion that will result in the adoption of the bill and enable us to try 
the experiment whether or not the Indians can be safely citizenized 
or whether they must be ultimately destroyed and obliterated from 
the face of the earth. 


nen 


I do not anticipate any practical difficulty in tfe operation of the | 


bill. The tribal relations of a large portion of the Indians are prac- 
tically atanend. In the Indian Territory there are about ninety- 
seven thousand civilized Indians, embracing the Cherokees, Creeks, 
Chickasaws, the Choctaws, and Seminoles, who have settled habita- 
tions, who wear the garb and costume of civilized men, who have 
their own language, laws, and literature and schools, and who are in 
every way, judging by the ordinary standards, competent to admin- 
ister their own affairs and to participate in the administration of 
government. What objection there can be to allowing those Indians 
the opportunity afforded by this bill to become citizens, to avail 
themselves of the protection of its laws for the enforcement of their 
rights or for the redress of their wrongs, I do not understand. So 
far as regards what are commonly called the blanket or wild Indian 
tribes, there is no danger that any one of them can become a citizen 
under the provisions of this bill unless he has made much greater 
advancement than we are led to believe any of them has reached, 
unless it may be possibly Chief Joseph or Sitting Bull. 

I therefore hope this bill will not be captiously criticised, but that 
Senators will recognize it as an honest attempt and effort on the part 
of the committee to solve a very diflicult and dangerous problem. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have been quite unfortunate either 
in making the objection which occurred to me when this bill was 
read yesterday clear to the mind of the Senator who has it in charge 
or in understanding clearly his answer to the objection. The objec- 
tion is not that the bill undertakes to confer citizenship upon Indians. 
It is a grave question whether that is not already done by the opera- 
tion of the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution upon every 
Indian born upon the American soil. But undoubtedly that doubt 
may be removed by a special act of Jegislation, whether the Constitu- 
tion does or does not confer that citizenship. The objection is not, as 
the Senator from Kansas seems to suppose by his remarks this morf- 
ing, that the person so declared a citizen is not required to part with 
the property which appertained to him before he became a citizen. 
Is is true, as the Senator says, that it was never heard that the Ger- 
man or Frenchman or Irishman who possessed property before his 
naturalization was required to part with it afterward. The objec- 
tion to the bill is this: that after you have made the Indian a citizen 
you still claim the right to regulate by the laws of the United States 
the property which he possessed before he was a citizen and the 
property which he acquires afterward by laws specially applicable 
to him because of his race. : 

Now, suppose a bill were introduced enacting that any homestead 
aeqaired by a German or French or Irish naturalized citizen should 
not be alienable for five years after he acquired it; suppose a law 
Were proposed that no negro should be permitted either to sell or ac- 
quire any property which he owned before the fourteenth amendment 
conferred citizenship upon him, by an enactment peculiar to him. 
In other words, the bill contains this vicious principle: au assertion 


Railroad, which rendered the seclusion of | 





of a claim by Congress to regulate the property rights and the right 
to contract and deal with other citizens, of one class of American 
citizens because of their race. 

Now, if it be true that the Senator is right in thinking that the 
discreet management of the Indians justifies such a principle of leg- 
islation as applied to them, it is equally true that if there happen at 
any time to be amajority in Congress of persons who think thatthe laws 
which in many Southern States were enacted from 1366 to 1368 applica- 
ble to the lately enfranchised African are required by a like discretion 
and policy, they may under the Constitution enact provisions of ex- 
actly the same character. Now, the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution says that “no State shall make or enforce any law 
which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the 
United States;” and it has been held by the Supreme Court unani- 
mously that that provision prevents any State from conferring upon 
any one class of citizens rights to engage in commerce or to hold 
property which are not open equally to all classes of citizens. And 
does the Senator understand that that right which was prohibited 
by the fourteenth amendment to every State in the Union still ex- 
ists in Congress ? 

The objection, as I beg the Senator to observe, is not to his pelicy. 
It is not that the bill undertakes to leave previously existing prop- 
erty untouched. It is to the assertion of this broad and most dan- 
gerous principle—a principle against which the great political con- 
tests of recent years have been waged—of the right to make special 
enactments applicable to particular persons after they become cit- 
izens, by reason of the race of those persons, which are not applica- 
ble to other citizens of ether races. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I am sorry that the Senator from 
Kansas seems to think that the criticisms upon his bill which have 
been uttered by Senators are of a captious nature. 

Mr. INGALLS. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I said I hoped there 
would be no captious criticism. I did not say there had been such. 

Mr. THURMAN. Iso understood the Senator at any rate, and I 
am very glad to be corrected, because I am quite sure that I had no 
such spirit in what I said, and I have heard nothing from any other 
Senator that indicated such a spirit on his part. On the contrary, I 
said that it was with great reluctance that I undertook, when I had 
just heard the bill read for the first time and knew nothing of it be- 
fore, to dissent from the conclusion at which a committee of this body 
after a careful consideration had arrived. I have paid some little 
attention to the bill, though, since the adjournment yesterday, and 
unless some difliculties in my mind with respect to it can be removed 
I shall feel bound to vote against it. 

In the first place, Mr. President, there is no necessity for this bill 
in order to enable an Indian to become naturalized. I know of noth- 
ing in the naturalization laws that excludes him from naturalization. 
If he is not already a citizen, as I hold that every man is who does 
not belong to a tribal organization by force of the fourteenth amend- 
ment itself, which, so far as citizenship is concerned, does operate 
per se—if he is not a citizen becanse of his belonging to some organ- 
ized tribe, to use the very language of this bill, then he can become 
a citizen under the naturalization laws as they now stand. He could 
not until those laws were amended by striking out the word “ white;” 
but that word being stricken out, if my recollection is right, he can 
become a citizen, unless he is excluded by those laws. 

I need not take up the time of the Senate in reading the naturali- 
zation statute. It is sufficient to say that the word “ white,” which 
was contained in the old naturalization law, was left ont of the 
revision. How it came to be left ont Ido not know. The Senator 
from California [Mr. SARGENT] once called the attention of the Senato 
to the fact that it was in the laws that were in force on the Ist of 
December, 1°73, and therefore ought to have been in the Revised 
Statutes; but somehow or other it got out of the Revised Statutes, 
so as to leave naturalization open not simply to the African, who had 
been specially provided for before, but to John Chinaman and to 
every Indian in the whole length and breadth of this country not 
belonging to a tribal organization. How that thing happened to bo 
done, I refer any one who wants to know to the very interesting 
speech made by the Senator from California, and which may be found 
in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of that day. 

There is no necessity, therefore, for this bill in order to enable an 
Indian belonging to an organized tribe to become a citizen of tho 
United States. The object of the bill then must be something else. 
It may be said that its object is not only to let him become a citizen, 
buf’to secure to him all the advantages, all the rights, all the priv- 
ileges that belong to a member of that tribe of Indians, just as much 


| as if he had never ceased to be a member of that tribe, and that seems 


to be the object of this bill. 

I have said that that conflicts directly with almost every Indian 
treaty that is to be found in our book of treaties. Take the aunnities, 
for instance ; they are to be distributed among members of the tribe. 
Very well, according to this bill you may get one-half of the tribe to 


| renounce their allegiance to that tribe, as they must do to become citi- 


zens of the United States, cease to have anything to do with the main- 
tenance of the tribal organization, cease to contribute in any way to 
the support of the tribal organization, and yet they are to have all 
the benetits they would have if they had never severed their connec- 
tion with it. 


Let us see how this would work in the Cherokee country. There 
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is a regular government down there, a president, a legislature, a 
supreme court and other courts, and there are taxes levied just as they 
are in any State of this Union for the support of that government. 
Now, sir, you proceed to exempt one-half of them, we will say, by 
making them citizens of the United States under this bill, from any 
tion to that Indian government, from any allegiance to it, from 
any obligation to support it whatsoever—to give them the privileges 
of citizens of the United States, which the others do not enjoy, and 
at the same time you say the immense sums of money or property or 
the like belonging to that tribe in its tribal capacity shall be dis- 
tributed to these nen just precisely as if they had never severed their 
connection with the tribe. It seems to me that that is a flagrant 
breach of the treaties. 

It will not do to answer, as the Senator from Kansas has done, that 


subjec 


tobacco case, that the Congress of the United States by law might 
violate or set aside a treaty. What the Supreme Court said in that 
case in regard to a treaty applies, as the Senator will see if he will 


look at the case, as much to a treaty with a foreign power as it does | 


toatreaty with an Indian tribe. It recognized the fact that we all 
know that any party to a treaty may, if it sees fit and for a sufficient 
consideration, refuse to execute that treaty. We may make a treaty 
with Great Britain to-morrow, and public considerations may require, 
nay, it might be that the very safety of the country would require 
that we should refuse to execute that treaty. We may do so. What 
then follows? Simply that we are liable to ber in equity, according 
to the law of nations, in any damages that she has sustained by our 
refusing to keep our plighted faith. That is all there is in regard to 
the Indian treaties. We may if we see fit refuse to execute them. 
We may refuse to vote any money to pay annuities. We may thereby 
give no annuities tothe Indians at all. We have the power to do so; 


but if we do so, in equity in morals, we are bound to make them 
That is all that that case decides; nothing more, 


compensation, 
nothing less. 

Mr. President, that being the case it is no answer to say that we 
may, that we have the power to, violate the treaties we have made 
with these various tribes; that we may refuse to execute them; that 
we may take property that belongs to the tribe and give it to some- 
body else, The question to be answered is, ought we to do it? Isit 
right todo it? Is it right according to the plighted faith of this 
nation to do it? These are the questions, and I do not see that it can 
be answered that it is right or that it ought to be done. 

Now, Mr. President, lam apprehensive that this bill, if it should 
become a law, might give a little trouble. I think of that chief to 
whom the Senator referred, Sitting Bull, or as the French would call 
him, Bauf Asseyant, should happen to come over on to this side of the 
line, (and our commissioners to him do not seem to have been as suc- 
cessful in toling him over toe this country as certain other commission- 
ers were in toling Packard’s “niggers” away from his legislature,) 
and if one of his braves should become a citizen of the United States 
and should then claim a part of the annuity that belonged to Sitting 
Bull and his band, I fancy Sitting Bull would say to Lim, not exactly 
in the words but exactly with the idea: 


Under which king, Bezonian ? speak or dic. 


Under King Sitting Bullor King Ratherford? I fancy there would 
be a great deal of trouble with these American citizens of Indian 
descent in Sitting Bull’s camp; and I think there would be a great 
deal of trouble down in this very Indian Territory if a set of adven- 
turers and philanthropists down there could persuade one-half of the 
nation to become citizens of the United States, while the other half 
remained true to tleir tribal organization; at least lam afraid to 
make the experiment as yet. 

These are some of the reasons which induce me to oppose this bill 
at this time. I want more light on it. I do not say the time may 
not come, I do not say that it is not desirable that it should come, 
when what shall be left of the Indians shall be civilized enough to 
become citizens of the United States and be absorbed in the great 
body of our population. As to most of them I have no such hope. 
They stand a savage race in the presence of a civilized race, the most 
energetic and remorsel@ss race that ever knew civilization; and his- 
tory teaches us but one lesson in such a condition of things, and that 
is that the savage race becomes extinct. Extinction is just as cer- 
tain in reference to this race as the revolution of this globe on its 
axis. It is only a question of time. But I grant that while they do 
exist we are hosel by every principle of honor and philanthropy 
and common mercy to treat them with as much kindness as we pos- 
sibly can; and I do think that above all things we are bound to keep 
our solemn treaties with them so long as they deserve to be kept. 

Mr. President, I will not trouble the Senate with any further re- 
marks upon this bill. I hope the Senator from Kansas will not think 
it his duty to press the bill to a vote at this. session. 
may go over, that we may have more light upon it; but if he shall 
feel it to be his duty to press it, I for one must vote against it. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, [had not examined the bill presented 
by the Senator from Kansas until yesterday evening. It opens a wide 
ticld for thought and investigation, demanding serions consideration 
and the exercise of the broadest powers of statesmanship. It is in fact 
a departure from the course we have pursued toward the Indian tribes 


| 
| 
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| character as this, not only affecting the Indians themselves } 


| new policy is adopted, and in giving it that consideration we 


| civilized tribes—the Cherokees, the Chickasaws, the Chocts 4 . 


| tion at this point for one moment ? 
the Supreme Court said by a majority decision, in the Cherokee | 


| by being on the committee that has charge of that branch of t 


vias 
fecting the people of the United States who are now citizens it. : 
to me the measure should receive deliberate consideratio ! 


bef 


| look at the treaties which have been entered into by the United Star, 


Government with these various tribes of Indians. — 
I limit the inquiry for the present to the five civilized tp), 
they are called, because although this bill is not limitea a oe 
Seminoles, and the Creeks—it is true in fact that they are a oe 
Indians who are at all competent or qualified under any state of 
case to become citizens of the United States, ; 
Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator from Texas permit an interry, 
If he had been as familiar wis), 
Indian matters as I have been compelled to be for the last fo; : 


ite of the 


if Vears 
lic business, he would learn that this bill is no new departure Thy 
facts are not precisely as he states them; but, on the contrary 4), 
United States both by law and by treaty stipulation have dy», 
the last ten years admitted quite a large number of entire tribes ¢° 
citizenship, including the Kickapoos, the Shawnees, the Delaware 
the Pottawatomies, the Indians of Blanchard’s Fork, and a very Jaro, 
tribe in Michigan, numbering I believe between six and seyey ¢) 
sand people. So that it is no experiment and no departure f; 
policy heretofore established by the Government. 

Mr. MAXEY. The departure to which I referred is the ecreatiy 
of an Indian into a citizen of the United States. 
parture. 

Limiting this inquiry, as I stated, to those Indians who are by yir. 
tue of education and civilization, and by having adopted the habits 
and manners of civilized people in some sort qualified to become citi- 
zens of the United States, to wit, the five tribes residing in what js 
ordinarily known as the Indian Territory, can we take this step at 
this time safely in view of our treaty obligations with those people? 
It is perfectly well known that the five nations to which [ refer, 
owning as they did large bodies of lands partly in the States of Ten- 
nessee, Georgia, Mississippi, Alabama, and Florida, gave up all their 
rights and passed into the country west of Arkansas, ordinarily 
known as the Indian Territory, by virtue of a contract. That con- 
tract with the United States Government was in substance and 
essence this, “If you wili yield to the United States Government 
your rigbts in tlt territory east of the Mississippi we will give to 
you this country west of Arkansas so long,” as the treatics say, and 
the Indians required that te be put in—* so long as grass grows aud 
water runs.” 

The United States made these treaties with those tribes as nations, 
and those lands to-day stand patented by the United States Govern- 
ment in the name of these several tribes of Indians to whom I have 
referred. ‘They hold that property in community. No member of a 
tribe hasa right under the treaty to any especial portion of that coun 
try. All that land is occupied in community, and an Indian who de- 
sires te open out a farm in any one of those nations has a possessory 
right to so much of the land as he may cultivate, and also the law 
prohibits any person from settling within one quarter of a mile of 
the outer boundary of his improvement. When he dies his posses- 
sory right passes to his heirs ; but if he and his family abandon the 
nation, his rights of possession lapse, and this property passes again 
into the community property of the nation. Now, this bill provides 
that the man who becomes a citizen of the United States woder the 
bill has a right to have his share severed from the common domain 
of the nation and set apart to him. How are you going to do that? 
The land is held in community. It is held under a grant from the 
United States Government. If the Indian claims to have his portion of 
that land severed from the common domain of tle nation to which he 
belongs, he must do it by proceedings instituted somewhere. Like any 
other holder in common, he must by the decree of a court obtain the 
right of severance, and what is the result of that? Your treaty 
gives it to the nation as a nation, as an entirety, not to individuals. 

Sir, you may look at the messages of President Monroe and Presi- 
dent Jackson, and the reports of that able and distinguished man, 
John C. Calhoun, when he was Secretary of War, and everywicre 
from the time we began those treaties with those people 5 ; 
find that Congress and the whole country were asked to observe the 
most implicit, honorable faith in all their dealings with them, to stan l 
squarely by the treaties which had been made with them. If, then, 


om thy 


That is a new de- 


ou 


| the United States Government has made a treaty with these }» ople 


| as a nation and has granted land to them as a nation, and they b 


rll 


| that land asa grant to them as a nation, can this Congress wit be or 
| violation of faith come in and say, We will take part of the land 


I hope that it | 


| his land separated from the Indian grant of land in community, 


which we have already grauted to you asa nation, and we will sever 
it from the common grant and give it toanindividual? 
Again, if it can be done at all it must be done by a suit institutes 


for that purpose, and the result is that every man who wants to Fe 


7 ; : ; “ ! 
| becomes a citizen, must institute a suit, and you thns pile on to that 


| nation just as many suits as you make citizens. 


| sas—either to take these people and put them inside of the reserva 


It occurs to me that 
endless litigation will result from this provision. It may be that you 
have to do one of the three things named by the Senator from Kan- 


for the first century of our existence. In a matter of such a grave | tions, as he has said, or to exterminate them, or to make citizeus of 
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You must adopt one or the other of the modes; but would it 
them. Youm | a i , s i 
ot be better, would it not be wiser, if you go into this business of 
ae ing citizens out of Indians, that the tribes themselves should be 
frst consulted in regard to the matter, and especially in view of the 
f et that we are in treaty relations with them ; and, second, should it 
al he limited to those who by virtue of their education and advance- 
went in civilization would probably be the ones upon whom the right 
of citizenship should be conferred? The Senator says that there are 
come ninety-odd thousand people in this magnificent Indian Terri- 
large enough to make a State; and a splendid State it would 
make, too. It may be possible that it isin the inexorable logic of 
coming events that that Territory will have to come in as a State; 
Lut it does seem to me that when the honor of this country is con- 
cerned DDOCK. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? It 
eeems to me that the Senator from Texas is arguing upon a wrong 
basis when he assumes that the provisions of this bill are applicable 
only to the Indians he names in the Indian Territory. There are at 
least four tribes of Indians in my State on reservations, among all of 
whom there are intelligent Indians who would gladly receive the 
benefits to be derived from the passage of this bill, and to whom it 
would be well on every considerat‘on of sound policy to extend the 
rights and privileges which are proposed by the bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. The argument of the Senator from Nebraska is only 
an enlargement of the argument I was using myself. The point 
which I was making was, that the law should be limited to those 
who are sufficiently intelligent to avail themselves of its benefits 
and to make good citizens. If there are more than five tribes, then 
the bill should embrace those others which, like these five tribes, are 
sufticiently advanced to enjoy the privilege of American citizenship. 
Rut, sir, when you come to talk about making citizens of Sitting 
Bull, and Chief Joseph, and Shacknasty Jim, I beg to be excused. 
I do not want any of that class of men citizens in this country. They 
are not qualified for it. 

Recurring to the point I was making at the time the Senator from 
Nebraska interrupted me, it may be that this Indian Territory will 
ultimately have to come in as a State. We find outcroppings here, 
in both Houses, showing that the point is to make a territorial form 
of government; and if that territorial form of government is adopted 
it is precedent to the establishment of a State; and when they come 
in as a State they will come in like any other State. The citizens of 
each State having allthe privileges and immunities of citizens of the 
several States, nothing could prevent citizens of the United States, 
in the event that that Territory should come in as a State in the 
Union, from going into that country ; because a citizen of this Union 
under our Constitution has a right to go where he will into any other 
State, and, when he gets there, to enjoy all the privileges and immu- 
nities of a citizen of the State to which he goes. 

This is one of those grave questions about which I do not pretend 
to say my mind is sufficiently made up as to what would be my ulti- 
nate course; but it is such a great problem that I for one prefer it 
should pass into the next session, so that we may investigate this 
matter thoroughly and do what is right and proper for ourselves in 
view of our plighted faith, and do what is right and proper for these 
Indians. 

Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, the Senatorfrom Kansas[ Mr. INGALLS] 
seemed to treat the objections which I made as not having any force 
in them at all and as captious rather than otherwise; and intimated 
that my acquaintance with the bill was such that I did not appre- 
ciate the view which he entertained. I am obliged to the Senator 
from Kansas for his opinion of my industry and diligence in attempt- 
ing to acquire a knowledge of bills pending in the Senate. I rather 
think I do understand it, but I do not understand it exactly as he 
would like me to understand it. Who supposed that I thought for a 
moment or that what fell from my lips gave anybody the right to | 
suppose that I thought, because a man was naturalized who had been 
an Irishman, he divested himself of his property in Ireland? I said 
nothing of the kind, and nothing of the sort was squinted at. I spoke 
of the interest that the Indian after he had become a citizen still 
retained in his tribe under this bill; that is to say, obtained the ben- | 
etits which the Government of the United States gave to his hostile 
or peaceful tribe, 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Maryland entirely misappre- 
hended my remark, I used the case of the expatriated German, or 
Irishman, or Frenchman merely as an illustration, because the cases 
seemed to me to be parallel; not that the Senator from Maryland said 
piheys nn gave me reason to believe that he supposed anything 

of the kind. 
: Mr. WHYTE. TI beg the Senator’s pardon. 
intimated that I had taken such a view. 

Mr. INGALLS. I used it merely as an illustration of my own. 

Mr. WHYTE. I did say that it was irreconcilable with the doc- | 
trine of naturalization tft any man after being naturalized could 
have a divided allegiance or a divided interest in the political organ- | 
ization from which he came after he had been inducted into the 
political organization to which he went. 

Mr. INGALLS. I fully agree with the Senator there. 

Mr. WHYTE. Very well. Then this bill is vicious upon that | 
ground. The Indian receives a part of the annuity given to his tribe | 
aiter he becomes a citizen of the United States. 


tory, 


I thought that he had 





Mr. INGALLS. 
remark there? 

Mr. WHYTE. Not in the slightest. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator does not seem to understand that the 
annuities to which this bill refers arise from bonds and other securi- 
ties which are already held in trust for the tribes as a vested right 
secured to them by the United States. The bill does not refer to an- 
nuities hereafter to be granted by the United States. 

Mr. WHYTE. I understand it perfectly. 
a tribe asa tribe. That is the idea of it. 
vidual Indians who compose the tribe. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Indian individuals get it. 

Mr. WHYTE. Of course they get it. So do British pensioners 
get from the British government pensions; and who would propose 
that a British pensioner should become a citizen of the United States 
and still draw his pension from Great Britain? Would not that be 
an anomalous condition ? 

Mr. INGALLS. The case is not parallel. 
not pay the pension. 

Mr. WHYTE. That is perfectly true; but the case is parallel from 
the fact that he gets his pay from the organization which he leaves. 

Without continuing that line of remarks, I say it was contrary to 
the policy of the United States to naturalize Indians up to the time 
when the fourteenth amendment was adopted. I do not agree with 
my friend, the Senator from Obio, [Mr. THURMAN,] in supposing 
that leaving out the word “ white” in the naturalization law has 
anything to do with the naturalization of Indiaus. In an opinion of 
the Supreme Court, which I know is not much respected by some 
people, but an opinion which I have always respected—I allude to 
the opinion in the Dred Scot case—the Chief Justice, in speaking of 
the naturalization of Indians, uses these words: 


Would it disturb the Senator if I were to make a 


It is an annuity paid to 
It is not paid to the indi- 


The United States does 


Congress might, aa we before said, have authorized the naturalization of Indians, 
because they were aliens and foreigners. 
So they were at that period of time. 


But, in their then untutored and savage state, no one would have thought of ad 
mitting them as citizens in a civilized community. And, moreover, the atrocitiea 
they had but recently committed, when they were the allies of Great Britain in 
the Revolutionary War, were yet fresh in the recollection of the people of the 
United States, and they were even then guarding themsclves against the threat- 
ened renewal of Indian hostilities. No one supposed then that any Indian would 
ask for, or was capable of enjoying, the privileges of an American citizen, and the 
word “white” was not used with any particular reference to them. 


Therefore, the use of the word “white” had nothing to do with 
the naturalization of Indians. They could have been naturalized 
because they were aliens and foreigners, and if Congress had, in the 
exercise of the power conferred by the Constitution, provided forthe 
naturalization of Indians, it would have been all right. But, Mr. 
President, a change came o’er the spirit of ourdream when the adop- 
tion of the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution took place. 
That provided for the case of all Indians as well as descendants of 
the African race who were born within the confines of a State and 
were subject to the jurisdiction of the laws of the United States. [t 
applied to them, and beyond all question, by the legislation of Con- 
gress, Congress has considered that there are to-day Indians citizens 
of the United States, made citizens by the adoption of the fourteenth 
amendment. 

Look at the act of March, 1871, which evidently recognizes certain 
Indians as citizens of the United States; and of course it means 
those Indians living within the contines of a State, and applies to 
those Indians in the State of Kansas to which the Senator from Kan- 
sas yesterday referred. See the language of the law: 

No agreement shall be made by any person with any tribe of Indians or indi- 
vidual Indians not citizens of the United States. 


Contemplating, therefore, that there are Indians citizens of the 
United States, and they could not be citizens of the United States 
except by the operation of the fourteenth amendment. There was 
no other power to make them such. This law therefore contemplates 
that those Indians born within the contines of a State, subject to the 


jurisdiction of the United States laws, become, by the operation of 


that clanse of the Constitution, citizens of the United States. 

Mr. HOWE. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion on 
that point? 

Mr. WHYTE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOWE. Undoubtedby there are those of Indian birth who are 
citizens now under our laws, not by the operation of that clause of the 
Constitution. There is one wholes tribe in the State of Wisconsin, 
very small to be sure, who have been citizens for more than a quarter 
of a century—for more than thirty years. A member of the tribo 
has twice represented his district in the Legislature of the State. 
There is another tribe, a large portion of which was made citizens in 
1843, the Stockbridge Indians; and the Senator from Kansas just 
now alluded to portions of other tribes that have been made citizens 
under other laws. 

Mr. WHYTE. They were made citizens of Wisconsin by the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin. 

Mr. INGALLS. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOWE. They were made citizens of the United States by the 
laws of Congress 

Mr. INGALLS. 

Mr. WHYTE. 


And by treaties. 
Then I stand corrected. 
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Mr. ALLISON. They were made citizens by treaties. 

Mr. WHYTE. Treaties recognizing them as citizens if they go 
through a certain process. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Treaties saying that they may become citizens of 
the United States by complying with certain conditions. 

Mr. INGALLS. As this bill does. 

Mr. WHYTE. Not making them citizens by any treaty of the 
United States, but requiring them to go through a certain process to 
become citizens of the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. No process is required except to comply with cer- 
tain conditions of the treaty. Iwill read one provision. 

Mr. WHYTE. Very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave here a provision relating to the Sioux tribes, 
comprising over forty thousand Indians, in a treaty made in 1868, by 
which any one of this tribe may become a citizen of the United States 
by complying with certain conditions of the treaty. Even Sitting 
Bull, who is a member of this Sioux tribe, could have become a citi- 
zen of the United States under this treaty of 1868, made by General 
Sherman without any law whatever. The language of the treaty is: 

And any Indian or Indians receiving a patent for and under the foregoing provis- 
ion shall thereby and from thenceforth become and be a citizen of the United States, 
and be entitled to all the privileges and immunities of such citizens, and shall at 
the same time retain all his rights and benefits accruing to Indians under this treaty. 

Mr. WHYTE. That is since the fourteenth amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not at all. 

Mr. WHYTE. Yes; in 1268, since the fourteenth amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. In 1866, 

Mr. WHYTE. This treaty was made since the fourteenth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. INGALLS. No; I speak of the date of the treaty. 

Mr. WHYTE. Ido not care if it is; they were citizens anyhow. 

Mr. ALLISON. Under the treaty of 1368 the Pottawatomies be- 
came citizens of the United States by complying with certain pro- 
visions of that treaty. 

Mr. WHYTE. Very well. 
again in 1866. 

Mr. INGALLS. 

Mr. WHYTE. 1 think it did. 

Mr. INGALLS. The fourteenth article of amendment was ratified 
according to a proclamation of the Secretary of State, July 28, 1568. 

Mr. WILYTE. It was ratified by the States all through 1566 and 
1867. 

Mr. ALLISON. There are numerous treaties recognizing the right 
of Indians to become citizens by complying with certain treaty pro- 
Visions, 

Mr. WHYTE. The objection to this bill then is that it gives the 
Indian as a foreigner (and of course he must be a foreigner) an advan- 
tage over any other foreigner coming here, because he does not have 
to renounce his allegiance to the tribe; he does not have to renounce 
his connection with the tribe. The bill enables him to become a cit- 
izen without any renunciation and to retain all his interest in the 
tribe which he leaves. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Will the Senate agree to 
the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole? Is a separate 
vote demanded upon any of these amendments? 

Mr. INGALLS. As I understand, the amendments made as in Com- 


mittee of the Whole were those reported from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ring in those amendments. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 18, noes 20. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate refuses to concur. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think the Senate docs not refuse to concur. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There are 18 in the affirmative and 20 
in the negative, as reported by the Secretary. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think we had better have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONKLING addressed the Chair. 

Mr. WINDOM. Let the amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole be reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be reported, being 
those of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and none other. 

The Curer CLerk. The first amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole was in line 3, after the Word “Indian” to insert the 
words “above the age of twenty-one years.” 

The next amendment was to insert at the end of the first section 
of the bill the words: 


The fourteenth amendment applied 


Oh, no. 


Those only. The question is on concur- 


And any such Indian shall be entitled to his distributive share of all annuities, 
tribal funds, lands, and other property the same as though he had maintained his 
tribal relations; and any transfer, alicnation, or incumbrance of any interest he 
may hold or claim by reason of his former tribal relations shall be void. 

The last amendment was to insert the following as section 2: 

Src. 2. The title to lands acquired by any such Indian under the homestead laws 
shall not be subject to alienation or incumbrance, either by voluntary conveyance 
or the judgment, decree, or order of any court, for a period of tive years from the 
date of the patent issued therefor. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, all Senators should no doubt be 
ready, when a vote is proposed, to vote intelligently upon the ques- | 
tion presented. 1 have not voted at all thus far on this bill, and, 
because of a want of that readiness which, as 1 say, every Senator | 
should no doubt possess, I judge that I am not alone in lacking | 


| floor. 


some preparation about this bill, because, when a few mo, 
I accosted one of the most eminent jurists of this body 
remark about Paschal’s Annotated Constitution, he thon rit I 
speaking about Pascal’s Provincial Letters, and went off \ it! 
moral suggestions on that subject which seemed to me very a 
indeed to the interests of these Indian tribes. Howeye; or ‘en 
assume that I am the only Senator not sufticiently instructed t 
— the questions which arise under this bill, It may by 
10wever—and I rose chiefly to say—that some exense * oa 
found in the ignorance which prevails with me, from the seman “ 
rapid progress which this bill has made, no more rapid, no dou. 
than is proper; but I observe that it was introduced on the v3) 
October and was reported back on the Mth of November, and is now 
before the Senate. No doubt that has given time to ey rybody ‘N 
look at it and to know about it—certainly time but for other a 
which have oceupied a good deal of the attention of the Senate ‘| aa 
not ready, for one, either to vote upon the bill or to conclude in a 
own mind what is a correct solution of two or three questions oh A 
have been presented in the debate ; and, nnless the Senatoy whe ee 
it in charge thinks that it is important just now rather than at vn 
other time not far off to act upon the bill, I wish he would 
to stand over. 

I have been making diligent search to find a case decided by | 
Supreme Court. Iam quite sure lam not mistaken about there jy 
such a case ; but with access to no other books except those that Pe 
lay my hands on, and not being certain of the title of the case, I hay, 
not been able to run it down. I should like to read that case, | 
should like to have an opportunity to understand this bill a litte 
better than Ido. I hope the Senator will let it pass over, 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from New York, with that path, 
which is peculiarly his own, appeals to the friends of this bill to alloy 
it to go over for farther investigation. That same appeal bas been 
made regularly every year since I have had the honor of a seat in, this 
body. 

Mr. CONKLING. About this bill ? 

Mr. INGALLS. About this particular, identical bill. I introduced 
it at the first session I was here. It was referred to the committee. 
has been acted upon favorably without, I think, exception at every 
session of Congress, has been reported to the Senate, and gentlem 
have repeated time after time the statement that they had no | 
upon the bill and asked that it might be postponed for further inyes 
tigation. 

Mr.CONKLING. Now will the honorable Senator allow me one word 

Mr. INGALLS. With great pleasure. 

Mr. CONKLING. Shall I understand him to say that year aft 
yeara bill has been before the Senate and received its approva 
which contained, for example, this provision—— 

Mr. INGALLS. -The approval of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ah! I misunderstood the Senator. [understood 
him to say “the approval of the Senate.” Shall I understand that 
the Committee on Indian Affairs has year after year approved a | 
containing this provision : 


nts age, 
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And any such Indian shall be entitled to his distributive share of all annuities 
tribal funds, lands, and other property, the same as though he had maintained bis 
tribal relations ; and any transfer, alienation, or incumbrance of any interest he 
may hold or claim by reason of his former tribal relations shall be void ! 

Have we ever had that ina bill before, proposing to segregate these 
Indians; to cull out such as choose to come, to make them citizens, 
to clothe them with what I used to hear called in the Senate the sov- 
ereignty of an American citizen, and then to provide as is provided 
in the language I have read? The Senator knows how it is. Ido 
not deny it; but I should like to know whether we have had that be- 
fore in such a bill ? 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from New York seems to be laboring 
under the impression that this bill compulsorily confers citizenship 
upon Indians. 

Mr. CONKLING. Not at all. 

Mr. INGALLS. The fact is that it simply permits Indians who 
have the requisite qualifications for citizenship voluntarily, if they 
so desire, to exercise the option of terminating their tribal relations 
and becoming citizens of the United States. That is all there is of 
this bill. 

In regard to the particular provision to which the Senator from 
New York has alluded, I can only say that that includes a suggestion 
made by the Senator from lowa [ Mr. ALLISON ] in the committee at the 
session when this bill was reported. Whether it had or had not been 
before the committee in previous years, I cannot now say; but it ap- 
pears to me, in view of the action that bas heretofore been taken, that 
when this subject has been repeatedly before the Senate and referred 
to committees and reported upon after investigation, it certainly 
ought to be acted upon and disposed of by the Senate; and, while I 
have no objectio.. to the bill lying over fg the purpose of investis- 
tion, I believe the fact to be that nobody will investigate it, and that 
the only light that is thrown upon the subject, so far as the general 
Senate is concerned, arises from the debates that are held upon tho 
Therefore I think we ought to proceed. I say frankly I do not 
care whether the bill is voted up or voted down; but we want to be 
discharged from the consideration of a subject that is urged upon our 
attention at every session of the Senate. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I wish to say to the Senator from Kansas that 
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J am exactly in the condition of the Senator from New York in regard 
sthis bill. While I have an inclination to support it, and may do 
- when 1 look into the bill more than I have done up to this time, I 
hall be constrained to vote against it now. I have not examined it 
x ith that care which its importance requires. In fact, I have been 
otherwise engaged during this discussion and have heard but very 
little of it. Still I feel inclined to support some such measure as I 
understand its general features, but the provisions of this bill are 
such that I must vote against it now, although I may vote for it after 
[have examined it. ; ; ; 

Mr. INGALLS. I think the bill had better be disposed of at this 
time. Let the Senate vote it up or vote it down. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, before I vote to concur or to non-con- 
cur with this second amendment, which I understand was agreed to 
in the Committee of the W hole, I wish the Senator from Kansas 
would be good enough to explain to me how this individual right in 
{he common property which is to survive the citizenship of the indi- 
vidual Indian is to be measured out and sct off to him. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is a matter for subsequent legislation. The 
contingency may never arise. No member of the tribe may ever sep- 
arate himself or avail himself of the privileges of this act. In case 
he should do so, and make application to Congress for farther legis- 
lation to establish his rights, then we can decide that question. 

Mr. HOWE. Then all that amendment means, if I understand 
the Senator, is that if any Indian is bold enough to ask for citizen- 
ship and to get the judgment of some court decreeing him the right 
of citizenship, and take his chances of getting an act of Congress 
which will set off to him his interest in the tribal property, such a 
man can move under this bill, and nobody else can. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator desires my individual opinion to 
him about that matter, I willstate that Ido not think any right will 


exist by whieh any person availing himself of the privileges of this | 


bill could maintain any action whatever for partition of the tribal 
funds or tribal property. 

Mr. HOWE. I understand the Senator to say so; but on the con- 
trary he not having any remedy in the courts would have to come to 
Congress. 

Mr. INGALLS. He might come to Congress. 

Mr. HOWE. Would he not be obliged to come to Congress or aban- 
don all interest in the tribal property ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I cannot answer the question. 

Mr. HOWE. I cannot answer it, and I really shall have to enroll 


myself among the number of those who want time for consideration | 


and time for consultation. It is suggested, very pertinently I think, 
that the bill should be recommitted to the committee, and that they 
should consider the subject until they can tell us how this right 


which rides on the face of the bill is actually to »e measured out and | 
secured to the individuals. I would either take off the rider or pro- | 


vide some way in which he could maintain his seat in the saddle. 
Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, I am in the condition of the 

Senator from New York. There are many things about this bill into 

which I should wish to look much more thoroughly than I have been 


able to look this morning. It involves many difficult questions. We | 


are treading upon dangerous ground. Without further investigation, 
if compelled now to vote, I should feel constrained to vote against 
this bill; and yet I am in favor of the policy cf making citizens of the 
Indians as fast as the progress of civilization renders it proper; but 
in my view it is much better to make tribes by name, who have at- 
tained a sufficient degree of civilization, citizens by act of Congress, 
as tribes, than to adopt this policy of allowing individuals to step par- 
tially ont of their tribes and become citizens, yet retaining their rela- 
tions to the tribe; for such I understand to be this bill. I can never 
vote fora bill which shall make them citizens while they retain their 
tribal relations and their duties and obligations to obey the peculiar 
laws of those tribes. The condition of the Indian at any rate is suf- 
ficiently anomalons, but under this bill it would be still more so. I 
should hardly know how to define the status of an Indian under this 
bill. I searcely know how to define it under the law as it stands now. 
1 wish to know whether the Indian is to be an entity or a nonentity, 
ora part of both. I think he should be one or theother. He should 
either be a citizen oran Indian. He should either be a citizen of the 
United States, acknowledging the laws and the obligations of a citizen 
under the Constitution and laws of the United States, or he should 
be an Indian, acknowledging the force of the Indian laws and the In- 
(lian jurisdiction and all his duties under his tribal relations ; but this 
bill mixes him up in such a manner that no man can define under what 
law he stands. So at least it strikes me. 

; Now, I agree with much, I may say all, that has been said by the 
Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Massachusetts, both of 
whom, I think, have mentioned objections here which to me are in- 
superable. The Constitution has been referred to, the fourteenth 
amendment, a8 possibly making all these Indians citizens of the 
United States. While I have not carefully examined that question, 
as it came up in this sudden manner, without suflicient time to 
examine it, I will give at once what seems to me the true reason why 
they are not citizens merely by virtue of this provision of the Consti- 
tution. The provision is: 

_All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the jurisdie- 
lon thereof, are citizens of the United States and of the State wherein they reside. 


My reason for holding that Indians keeping up tribal relations, ree- 
ognized as tribes by treaties with them on the part of the United 
States, are not citizens is that the United States has not asserted any 
jurisdiction there, or, if it has, it is but a qualified one. It has con- 
ceded to those Indian tribes with whom it has made treaties a juris- 
diction peculiar to themselves, a jurisdiction in fact to govern them- 
selves within certain limits by their own customs and laws. They 
are not, therefore, within the completo jurisdiction of the United 
States; and hence I agree with the Senator from Ohio that the mo- 
ment an Indian’s tribal relations cease to exist, when he becomes civ- 
ilized, lives as white people do, discarding the obligations of his tribe 
and his tribal relation, he is a citizen of the United States by virtue 
of that provision, but not till then. 

This bill does not require the Indian, in order to obtain the rights 
of citizenship, even to renounce his tribal relations, but it allows 
him to retain all those tribal relations and many of the advantages 
which result from those tribal relations. It allows him to retain all 
his interest in the annuities, all his interest in the lands and other 
property, without limitation. I should see no objection in certain 
cases to allowing him to retain some of those rights which had be- 
come vested in him as an individual; as, for instance, where head- 
rights have been granted to individuals of a tribe, as private prop- 
erty of the Indian himself; these I should see no objection to his re- 
taining ; but, after he has renounced his allegiance to the tribe, I 
seo no propriety in allowing him to retain his rights in annuities to 
be paid to the tribe. 

But there is another objection. This bill provides equally for all 
the Indians of the United States, the most savage as well as the most 
civilized. Some of the provisions of the bill might operate well 
enough in certain stages of civilization, where the Indians as tribes 
or individuals have reached a considerable degree of civilization, 
and yet it might operate very badly among other tribes where slight 
| or no progress has been made in civilization. ‘The bill is universal, 
applying to all. 

I only suggest these considerations in addition to some which have 
already been suggested by other Senators. My main object in speak- 
ing at all was simply to show that I am not prepared to vote intelli- 
gently on this bill as it now stands without further examination and 
further consideration. I therefore agree with those who believe the 
vote ought not to be taken upon the merits of the bill at this time. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, not having had the benefit of full 
information as to the particulars of this bill and not knowing ex- 
actly the meaning of it now, I am extremely anxious that it should 
be postponed until Tecan get time to look into it further. There aro 
several provisions of the bill looking to the acquirement of home 
steads by Indians, and also to the payment of annuities, which I do 
not understand; and I fear its effeet will be, whether it was tho 
intention or not, to destroy the rights that the Indians now have in 
the Indian Territory. It seems to be an endeavor to settle them in 
severalty, and thereby to vest all the lands in that Territory in the 
United States free from the use of the government of the Indians. I 
understood our policy has been to settle all the-wild tribes in the 
| Indian Territory as rapidly as possible, and to use it as a sort of com- 
mon ground whereupon to endeavor to teach them the arts of civil- 
ization. 

There is another matter, to me a serious one, that is involved in 
this bill. When the Indian title is once extinguished in the Indian 
Territory and individual Indians obtain lands in severalty and they 
own their homesteads, the bulk of the lands will then be found to 
have been already given away to railroad corporations. I have the 
charter of one of them before me. The charter of the Atlantic Pacilic, 
(and the Missouri, Kansas and Texas has similar provisions,) after 
giving the right of way, says: 


The United States shall extinguish, as meee as may be consistent with public 


we and the welfare of the Indians, and only by their voluntary cession, the 
ndian title to alllands falling under the operation of this act and acquired in the 
donation to the toad named in the aet. 


Sec. 3. That there be, and hereby is, granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad 
| Company, its successors and assigus, for the purpose of aiding in the construction 
of said railroad and telegraph line to the Pacitic coast, and to secure the safe and 
speedy transportation of the mails, troops, munitions of war, and public stores, 
over the route of said line of railway and its branches, ev alternate section of 
public land, not mineral, designated by odd numbers, to the amount of twenty 
alternate sections per mile, on each side of said railroad line, as said company may 
adopt, through the Territories of the United States. 

Then it provides for the company getting other lands if any of them 
are pre-empted. I do not want any step taken, without thorough in- 
vestigation, that will give to these great corporations alternate sec- 
| tions for twenty miles ou each side of the line through the Indian 
Territory. If we propose to use that Territory for gathering in the 
Indians that are now wild and semi-civilized, | want to keep it for 
that purpose instead of giving it for the purposes for which these 
charters were granted. I want a little further time to see how far 
this bill atfects those provisions. [haveno ideathe gentlemen framing 
the bill had their attention called to this. If it does not have that 

effect, one of my serious objections will be removed; but I would 
like to look at it a little further before I arm compelled to vote. 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like very much to ask the 
honorable Senator from Kansas one question it regard to the text of 
the bill in the first section, which he says has been before the com- 
mittee for a great many years and has received the approbation of 
| the Committce on Indian Affairs. That is why it is that the com- 
i mittee in the case of these Indians adopt an entirely different policy 
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as to what is required from what is adopted in the case of a foreigner | tion; it is matter of privilege and of the highest priy 
born out of he jarisliction of the country who asks to be naturalized. | therefore, of course, in order to move at any time to take j 
The German is obliged to prove to the satisfaction of the court— may be that to-morrow morning will be as good atime as ¢! Sy 
That for five years he has behaved as a man of good moral character, attached could select for that purpose. On the contrary it may be th : 


to the principles of the Constitution of the United States and well disposed to the | thing may come from the other Honse or something m 
good order and happiness of the same So 
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in the morning which would incline a majority of the Senate pa 
The Indian, however, is only to prove that he has adopted * the | not the mover of the resolution, not to take it up to-mo: row 
habits of civilized life ;” not “all the habits,” but only one of them. | Therefore J suggest to him, unless he sees something to be oais, 
Now, what habits of civilized life are the ones which it is exnected | a matter which isof such importance as this, by taking it gs 
the Indian will have adopted? It is not expected that he will be of | that it may be the unfinished business, that it would be betc. 05 
good moral character. It is not those habits which involve good | it lie over under the rule which requires it 89 to lie upon the ? = 
moral character according to the bill, and it is not attachment to the objection, which 1 do not like to make against the Sen itor Stes 0 
principles of the Constitation of the United States or good disposition I think that would be better, for the reason that the aes 
toward its good order and happiness. Now, why should the natu- | unexpected, as I had no idea myself that it was to be made: 
ralized Indian stand ona different footing in that respect from any pose the chairman of that committee had no idea that it was t he 
other naturalized citizen in the judgment of the commi tee ? made; and a number of Senators who are not here. My eye cates 
Mr. COKE. Mr. President, in view of the importance of this bill | falls upon the seat of the Senator from Vermout who sit. — 
I trust the Senator from Kansas will consent that it be made the | [Mr. Epmunps]. 


thor 


i] x 
L 380 Near me 
Ile is absent to-day; several other Senators 


. . . are 
special order for some future time and from day to day. I should | absent. He is out of town, I am told, and will be here to-m rr . 
It may be that he and other Senators who are absent wonld be yor 


like myself to have some further information in regard to the bill 
before I « an vote on it os 5 : glad to be heard, at least to vote upon the question of takin , > 
Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Texas, in view of the great im- | resolution to discharge the committee. If it is taken up to-nivht 
portance of the subject involved, and of the numerous interesting | and becomes unfinished business, one stage of it is passed hes cat 
questions that have been raised in connection with the disenssion of | no notice having been given, | am inclined to think that ther ay 
this bill, and of the great desire for light which has been evinced by | tion will be expedited as much by allowing it to lie over wutil to. 
Senators on all sides of the Chamber, suggests that the further con- | morrow morning, when we have had one day’s notice that it is to ic 
sideration of this bill be postponed to a day certain. Under the rules | presented, as by asking unanimous consent to proceed with it pow 
of the Senate, I believe that course can be taken; and, in deference to | for there must be unaniimons consent. A single objection, und rt ° 
the wishes of those Senators in whose judgment I have so much confi- | rnle, of course carries it over, it being a resolution; and I think the 
dence and in whose ardent desire to devote themselves to the thorough | Chair ruled on a previous occasion that it was one of those resol) 
and exhaustive consideration of the Indian question I believe, [shall | tions to which the rule applies enabling a single Senator to have t 
consent to that disposition being made of the bill, provided it can be | passed over. 
fixed for an early day in December. I would suggest for the consid- The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
eration of the Senate the 10th day, that being the second Monday | from New York that all motions to discharge committees lie over 
after the meeting of the reguiar session. With that understanding— | according to the rules. 
which I suppose can be readily obtained—I shall assent to the sug- Mr. CONKLING. So I inferred from a previous observation I had 
gestion made, and ask the Senate to agree to that disposition. heard fall from the Chair. As I say Ido not mean to interpose ay 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the suggestion of | objection myself. The chairman of the committee that it is proposed 
the Senator from Kansas that this bill be made the special order for | to discharge is here. If he does not make the objection certaiuly jit 
the 10th day of December next? The Chair hears none, and it will | is not for me to doit. I make only the suggestions that I have made. 
be the special order at the close of the morning hour on that day. Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I have not intimated any desir 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. for a vote on this resolution to-day, because it is obviously proper 
Mr. SARGENT. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- that the Senate should have notice of such a resolution ; that is to 
tion ef excoutive business. say have notice that it is pending ; and if it is taken up now it will 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- | € the untinished business to-morrow, and the Senate will have liad 
eration of executive business. After fifty-two minutes spent in ex- | # full day’s notice that it will be ander consideration to-morrow ; ant 
ecutive session the doors were re-opened. then, if there should he any other business that ought to have pr 
Se ; | th 7 cedence over this motion or resolution, a majority of the Senate can 
eee SENATOR FROM SOUTH CAROLINA. postpone it and proceed to the consideration of that other business 
Mr. THURMAN. I offer the following resolution : So, then, there is nothing lost to anybody by making it the unfinished 
Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be discharged from | business for to-morrow. Being a question of privilege it ought to be 
the consideration of the credentials of M. C. Butler, of South Carolina. disposed of with reasonable diligence, and that is alllask. I ought 
I ask that this be taken up now, so as to go over as the unfinished | to be taken up and considered and determined, unless there is some 
business for to-morrow, other matter of public concern that ought to take precedence of it. 
Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator’s suggestion prevails and this is | If there should be any such matier a majority of the Senate will un- 
taken up to-day and comes up to-morrow as the unfinished business, | doubtedly postpone this and take up that more important business 
I should like to inquire of the Chair whether the interpretation given | So I can see no injury to any one by taking up this resolution now. | 
to the rule will fasten this resolution upon the Senate until a con- | put it in the form of a resolution so that there may be no question 
clusion be reached. about it, and that it may go in the Journal properly. There can be 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The portion of the rule to which the | no injury or prejudice to anybody or advantage in any way by taking 
Senator alludes relates to the presentation of credentials. it up now so that it may be the unfinished business for to-morrow. 
Mr. CONKLING. Then shall I understand from the Chair that Before 1 take my seat, I wish to say one word in vindication of my 
that rule would not operate to keep this resolution necessarily before | course in offering this resolution. I have done so with unfeigned 
the Senate to the exclusion of other business? reluctance, because I am aware of the sensitiveness with which such 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It would not in the opinion of the Chair. | resolutions are oftentimes regarded by committees. They are apt to 
Mr. THURMAN. The Senator will allow me to refer him to the | think that the introduction of such a resolution is a reflection upon 
rule, the committee, and others sometimes sympathize with that sensitive- 
The presentation of the credentials of Senators-elect and other questions of | ness; but underthe circumstances of this case I have felt it to be my 
privilege. duty to ask the Senate to consider this question, and I beg their 
I take it, it is not simply the “presentation of the credentials” but | indulgence while I state what are the facts which induce me to make 
“other questions of privilege” that the rule gives precedence to. The | this motion. 
Senator from New York is entirely right in saying, what I certainly The State of South Carolina has had but one Senator on this floor 
believe, that this motion is a question of privilege. since the 4th day of March last. The credentials of General Butler 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair does not doubt that at all, but | were presented to the Senate at that session, and referred to the 
he refers the Senator from Ohio for response to the question propounded | Committee on Privileges and Elections. Although the March session 
by the Senator from New York, to the latter clause of the rule which | lasted some time, no report was made upon those credentials. At 
governs the question of credentials. the present session, as is in the recollection of us all, it was determ- 
Mr. CONKLING. The Chair is clearly right. ined that the credentials of General Butler went back to the Cou- 
Mr. THURMAN. 1 do not contest that. mittee on Privileges and Elections; and I thought from what was 
Mr. CONKLING. Iam an intrader in the discussion, as I see the | said then that that committee would speedily report, not only upon 
chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elections is here, and | his case, but also upon the case of Eustis. Now, five weeks have 
I only say to him that I am getting a little information for my indi- | elapsed, and we have no report. I shall not go into the merits of the 
vidual benefit. The consequence of the motion made by the Senator | case; I shall not inquire to-day whether General Butler or Mr. Cor- 
from Ohio diminishes somewhat in the presence of the announcement | bin is the Senator-elect from the State of South Carolina; but this I 
made by the Chair; because if taking up this resolution was to assign | think I am authorized to say, that as far as I have been informed 
it a fixed place before the Senate all the time until the conclusion of | there is no controversy whatever in these two cases about any ques- 
it, it might put other busiress in a very awkward position, and Iam | tion of fact. The facts, if I am not misinformed, are all in the ree- 
very glad to find that the Senate is not threatened with that danger. | ord; they all appear in the proceedings of the Legislature of the 
But as I am on my feet I venture to make a further suggestion. | State of Sonth Carolina, or what either party claims to be the Legis- 
The Senator from Ohio is well warranted in saying that this is a | lature, so that there is no necessity, as far as I am informed, to g0 
question of privilege; it is something more than a privileged ques- | outside of the record to learn the facts. I am further informed (and 
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he information is not correct I hope to be corrected) thatit is not 
i ode ire of either of the contestants for the seat to go outside of 
th rec rd and take testimony aliunde. If this be the case, if my in- 
the rece i ) 
formation 18 correct, 
that the commit 


» facts. 
tals the be Constitution upon those facts that should govern our 
action, is a question for debate in the open Senate ; and although we 
> rht be aided even upon a qnestion of law by the report of a com- 
er a yet these questions are really so familiar, the constitutional 
ee in reference to the election of Senators and the act of Con- 
She regard to the election of Senators are so familiar to the mem- 
9 of this body, that no very great light, if any light at all, is 
likely to be shed upon them by the report of a committee. — 7 

Now, then, if the facts are as I have stated, here is a case in which 
all the facts are upon record, in which there is no controversy about 
the facts at all, it does seem to me that the sooner we get it into the 
Senate the better it will be, and that it is not in the slightest degree 
disrespectful to the committee, if that committee have other engage- 
ments that do require the taking of testimony and that do occupy 
their time, that we should relieve them from the consideration of a 
case Which requires no taking of testimony, but which can be decided 
in open Senate &s well as they can decide it in a committee-room, 

I beg leave with great respect to make a further suggestion. Here 
are three vacant seats in this body, two from the State of Louisiana 
and one fromthe State of South Carolina. One of those seats from 
Louisiana bas been vacant for twenty-two months; that isto say, it 
has been unocenpied for twenty-two months. The credentials of Mr. 
Eustis were presented twenty-two months ago. The report that was 
made on them went upon the rround, as far as we can infer any 
ground from it, and certainly the remarks of the chairman of the 
committee went upon the ground, that the only objection to the seat- 
ing of Eustis was that Pinchback had been elected and that there 
was no vacancy when Eustis was chosen. But the Senate overruled 
that, and held that Pinchback never had been elected, and in so doing 
ruled that the body that assumed to elect Pinchback was not the 
Leyislature of the State. And yet for twenty-two months has that 
State been kept out of representation on this floor. Now, can it be 
consistent with the character of the Senate, and with justice to a 
State, with justice to the gentlemen who come here presenting their 
credentials, with the commonest principles of justice that there should 
be further delay ? 

I do hope that the Senate will view it in this light and, let the de- 
cisions be what they may, that they will at least decide. I do not 
ask them in this resolution to decide that Mr. Butler is chosen Sena- 
tor from South Carolina. I ask that the committee be discharged 
from the consideration of his credentials. Any one who believes Mr. 
Corbin to have been elected can make a like motion in his case and 
thus the whole case will be before the Senate; and all I ask is that 
the Senate will hear and decide. 

We have been five weeks in session. Our average sittings have not 
amounted to an hour and a half aday. There has been more time 
given for committee work than I ever knew given before in five 
weeks of a session of the Senate; ay, I undertake to say more than 
ever was given in any five weeks since the Senate had an existence. 
Not only that, we have adjourned over time and again one day, two 
days at a time; and now, sir, when this Senate might have had all 
the time that could have been asked to consider this case of Butler, 
all the time that would have sufficed to have considered it over and 
over and over again, and to consider the case of Eustis in like man- 
ner, and to consider Corbin’s case—when we have adjourned day after 
day after sitting from half an hour to an hour and a half, and gone 
our Way enjoying ourselves in this beautiful weather, going to the 
theater at night as some of the Senators do, and some of the others 
going to the horse-races [laughter]— while that has been the case one 
State has been wholly unrepresented in this body and another has 
been but half represented. It does seem to me, without intending to 
wound the feelings of any one, without intending to arraign any Sen- 
ator, that this thing is a reproach to the American Senate, and it ought 
not further to exist. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I do not understand, Mr. President, that al- 
though in the first instance the question of the admission of a Sen- 
ator to a seat on this floor may be a question of privilege, it there- 
fore results that a motion to take his case from the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections to which it has been referred is a question 
of privilege. I think it is not. And in answer to what the Senator 
from Obiv has said with reference to the committee of which I am 


to him and to the Senate that I do not think any member of that com- 
tmittee who knows what its action has been and what its work has 
been will stand up here or anywhere else and assert that that com- 
mittee has been guilty of tardiuess or neglect. 


The Senator from Ohio has seen fit to allude to the fact that he— 


if the facts are all matters of record, no report | 
tee could make, be it in favor of Butler or be it in | 

rot Corbin, or be it against them both, could prevene a discus- | he had made a report on this case, I should have been attending to 
ion f the case in the Senate ; for the Senate will decide for itself | 
a ese facts, and the business of a committee is mainly to ascer- | 
— What is the law upon those facts, what are the pro- | 


| 


| 








-— = 


reer 
ededd 


Mr. WADLEIGH. I so understood my friend, but I assure the 


| Senator from Ohio that while he was attending horse-races and at- 


tending theatres the Committee on Privileges and Elections was hard 
at work in attending to its duties. 
Mr. THURMAN. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that if 


it and would not have gone to the horse-race. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. The Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
like most of mankind, are able to consider only one thing at a time. 
Before the question as to whether this case should be taken from the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections had been settled by the Sen- 
ate, the case of Kellogg and of Spotford had gone to the committee 
had been taken up by the committee and was under consideration. 
That being the position, the committee did not see fit and have not 
seen fit to lay down that case and take up another. They have pro- 
ceeded as diligently as they possibly could with the consideration of 
the case which had come into their hands and which they were con- 
sidering at the time the Senate decided that the committee should 
not be discharged from the consideration of this case. They did 
deem that it would not be respectful to the Senate and would not be 
proper for them to proceed to the consideration of the Eustis case or 
of the Butler case while the question was still undetermined as to 
whether that case should be considered by them or not. But the 
Kellogg-Spofford case had been referred to them, they took it up, it 
was under consideration; and I say here to the Senator from Ohio 
that from that day to this the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
has not been rewiss in the performance of its duty. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, I think that the anxiety of certain 
Senators to take this case of Butler from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections is measured and produced by the fact that the decision 
of the committee, the work of the committee, in reference to the 
other case is approaching its termination anditsresult. I do believe 
that the work of the committee upon the Kellogg-Spofford case will 
soon be closed; that instead of the committee taking further testi- 
mony none will be necessary ; and that in a few days, at farthest in 
one or two days, the committee will be prepared to decide that case. 
It seems to me, in view of that fact, the ominous anxiety that is ex- 
hibited here to take from that committee a case which they have not 
yet had time to consider is at. least suggestive that there is some- 
thing in the case which will not bear the scrutiny of the committee. 

Mr. President, who is there on this floor who knows the facts in the 
Butler-Corbin case? Has it not been the fact that when that case 
went to the Committee on Privileges and Elections the members of 
the Senate supposing that the committee would report the facts have 
neglected to inform themselves as to the essential facts in the case ? 
I can only speak for one, and I say to the Senator from Ohio that I 
myself have not examined the qyestions in the case of Corbin and 
Butler so far as to be able to for.n any intelligent opinion whatever 
as to which of those two contestants I should vote for; and I submit 
to him whether it is possible for the Senate to proceed intelligently 
upon the questions in that case at so early a period as to-morrow, 
when he seems determined that the Senate shall proceed to act upon 
it. I do not know how it may be with him; I do not know how it 
may be with those who have anticipated that this motion was to be 
made. I do not know how it may be with those who in caucus have 
determined that this motion should be sprung upou the Senate, and 
pushed to an instantaneous or an almost instantaneous consideration. 
They may have, perhaps, in view of what they knew was to come, pre- 
pared themselves for the consideration of this case, and for its intel- 
ligent discussion ; but upon the other side of the Senate, where it has 
been supposed until now that this case was to remain until a report 
of the facts, involving the questions of law, could be made, I ven- 
ture to say that scarcely any one of the Senators has prepared him- 
self for discussion, or taken pains to ascertain the facts in the case ; 
and hence I say, that this motion of the Senator from Ohio is unjust 
to one side of this House at least. 

I might say further, in behalf of the committee of which I am chair- 
man, that there is not any disposition to delay this case or any other. 
That committee has worked hard. It has perforined, I believe, its full 
duty; and I can say here that in my judgment its work upon the 
Louisiana case, which was the first taken up by it for consideration, 
is nearly at anend. I hope, Mr. President, that the committee will 
be allowed to report upon this case, or at least that the one side of this 
Chamber nay be allowed to devote to it the time and the attention 
which hitherto they have not given to it on account of a belief, which 
perhaps might be well founded, that it would be considered by a com- 


| mittee, and that they would receive from that committee the infor- 
| mation which is not now in their possession. 


I beg his pardon; that certain members of the Senate had found time | 


— leisure to gratify their tastes in attending the theatre and horse- 
aces, 


Mr. THURMAN. I was one of them. (Laughter. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Before this discussion proceeds further, 


, | the Chair wishes 
how chairman and its action upon these election cases, I desire to say | 


Mr. WADLEIGH. And I state here that I feel it my duty to object 
to the consideration of this matter at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over under the rule. 
The Chair was about to make the inquiry whether the resolatiou 
would be regarded as being before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask leave, before this matter goes over, to make a 
suggestion, not upon the merits of the resolution, but upou the ques- 
tion of order; in regard to its being a question of privilege. If there 
is no objection, I desire to call the attention of the Chair—and I sup- 
pose it will not be necessary to decide it at the moment—to this coa- 
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sideration: Undoubtedly, when the credentials of a member are pre- 
sented, the question of making up and completing this body is a ques- 
tion of the highest privilege; but when that question has once re- 
ceived a disposition by the Senate, as for instance postponement toa 


day certain, laying on the table, or commitment to a committee, then,’ 


as I understand, it is the settled law of all parliamentary bodies, the 
British House of Commons, the other branch of Congress, that it 
ceases to be that privileged question. 

What is a question of privilege? It is a question which warrants 
one member of a legislative assembly, against the will of all the 
others, to require it, on his sole motion, to lay aside the business in 
which it is engaged and take up the business brought to its atten- 
tion by him. If in the last half hour of a session which is by the 
Constitution to end on the 4th of March, the Senate be engaged on 
an important appropriation bill, if this be a question of privilege, 
any one Senator can compel the Senate to lay aside that bill and take 
up the question, hear him at his election and all other Senators at 
their election in debate upon it, and deal with it. Now, can it be pos- 
sible that claims to seats in parliamentary bodies, after they have 
once been presented, after they have been referred to an appropriate 
committee, still hang over those bodies, putting them into the power 
not merely of a minority but ofa single member, throughout the rest 
of their legislative life? In the House of Representatives, where 
the same considerations precisely apply as in the Senate, there are 
sometimes forty or fifty disputed election cases. In that body the 
struggle for the floor or to defeat questions which the body has de- 
termined to take up is a very important part of the parliamentary 
movements which there prevail. Now, is it credible that any mem- 
ber of the British House of Commons or that any member of the 
American House of Representatives has it in his power, after an 
election case has once been sent to a committee, to come in and re- 
peat the motion twenty times over every day, if he chooses, “ I move 
to discharge the committee from that case and proceed with it in the 
Ifouse ?” Is it credible that that can be the rule of the Senate ? Now, 
I understand, with great submission to the Chair, that when the 
credentials of a member have been presented and the Senate has dis- 
posed of that question, either finally or by putting it in order for far- 
ther disposition by commitment to a committee, other motions in 
regard to that matter cease to have the high privilege which the 
original proposition possessed, 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I suppose the objection of the 
Senator from New Hampshire is temporarily withdrawn—he can re- 
new it again—and, as we have listened to an argument from the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, I beg three minutes to say something inreply. 

I do not care the value of that pencil, [holding up a lead-pencil, } 
for my preseut purpose, whether this is a question of privilege or not. 
‘The resolution was one that I could offer. I did offer it. It has been 
received ; it has been discussed ; and it will come up some time or 
other, I hope, before I die for discussion in the Senate and for decis- 
ion; and, therefore, I am very indifferent whether it is a question 
of privilege or not. I think I can give very good reasons why it 
is a question of privilege, but I am very diffident upon all questions 
of order. Ihave discovered that in this Senate no man is qualified 
to speak on questions of order unless he has served an apprenticeship 
in the House of Representatives, and a pretty long apprenticeship 
too. I have observed that Senators who have never had that privi- 
lege do not know anything about questions of order; and, as it is 
more than thirty years since I hada little time in the House of 
Representatives, all that I learned then I have wholly forgotten. 
| Laughter. ] 

Mr. CONKLING. Did you know it then? [Laughter.] 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not think I did, [laughter,] for I never had 
any taste for questions of order; and, as I have said so often in the 
Senate, this is the pleasantest body in the world because we do busi- 
ness here as a set of gentlemen and do not trouble ourselves much 
about questions of order, except now and then when my honorable 
friend from New York wants to flank some one, and then he puts in 
a question of order. I do not care about this matter, whether it is a 
matter of privilege or not; though, if it shall become necessary here- 
after, I shall endeavor to show that it is a question of privilege. 

Now, one word in reply to what is said by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, the chairman of the committee. He tells us that the 
committee has not had time to examine these questions because the 
committee felt itself charged first with the examination of the Spof- 
ford-Kellogg case. How the committee ever came to such a con- 
clusion as that I am at a loss to determine, for the Kellogg case was 
no more referred to the committee than was Eustis’s case. The ruling 
of the Chair, supported by a vote of a majority of the Senate, held 
that the reference of the Butler case and of the Eustis case at the last 
session took them over to the committee at this session, so that they 
stood first referred. Here, then, is the case of Eustis, that was referred 
twenty-two months ago, the first case of vacancy, a vacancy occurring 


before either the vacancy in South Carolina or the other vacancy in | 
the State of Louisiana, before the vacancy that Spofford or Kellogg 
is entitled to fill, or before the vacancy that Corbin or Butler is enti- 


tled to fill. I should have thought—perhaps it is owing to my little 
judicial experience—that the case first on the calendar was first to be 
taken up. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I can tell the Senator from Ohio why it was not 
taken up first, if he wants to know, 
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Mr. THURMAN. I should be very glad to have any lig} 
I wish it to be understood that I am not arraigning the ¢ 
all. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I want to answer the query that the 
from Ohio raised as to why the Eustis case was not take 

Mr. THURMAN. Very well. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Betore the committees were organized at +) 
present session of the Senate, the Senator from Ohio, if | a er 
mistaken, made a motion that the Committee on Privileges and } _ 
tions be discharged from the further consideration of the Eustis ca z 
When the Committee on Privileges and Elections had their first a 
ing that motion was pending in the Senate and undecided i th, 
committee thought it would hardly be a decorous proceeding to - 
ceed with the consideration of that case while there was a — “a 
pending in the Senate, and especially while that motion was pending 
at the instance of the Senator from Ohio to discharge the connnittee 
Consequently they proceeded to take up the Kellogg-Spofford ease 
and that was done, I will say, by the unanimous consent of al! tj); 
members of the committee. ' 

Furthermore, they all agreed—if I am permitted to refer to wy, t 
took place in committee, which I admit is not exactly in order; 
was the unsnimous opinion of democrats and republicans in the em. 
mittee that it was not exactly the proper thing to do to take up the 
Eustis case while that motion was pending; and since then the vom. 
mittee, as suggested by the chairman, has been proceeding from day 
to day, meeting almost every day in the forenoon and some days jn 
the afternoon after the Senate adjourned, with the consideration o¢ 
the Kellogg-Spofford case, until now, as stated by the chairman of the 
commi. cee, it is in that situation which will enable us, as we beliey, 
at least some of us, to dispose of it before any great number of dy 
shall have elapsed. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, my astonishment ¢ greater 
the more I hear about these cases. On the first or second day of this 
session I moved to swear in Mr. Spofford. My motion was amended 
by providing that his credentials should be referred to the committee. 
Thatcarried. On the very same day, and as soon as that decision was 
made, I moved to swear in Mr. Eustis. At the same session of thy 
Senate, within two minutes after Spofford’s credentials had been re- 
ferred, I moved to swear in Eustis. I was met by the objection that 
his credentials were already before the committee under the rules of 
the Senate ; that the reference at the last session or the session before 
took them to the committee upon the organization of the committee 
at this session. The Chair so ruled; the Senate so decided. [| in- 
stantly then made the only motion I could make, and that was to dis 
charge the committee. After some debate, and after it had been said 
by more than one on this floor, or intimated, that there would be a 
speedy report in his case, I myself moved to lay my own resolution 
on the table, stating that in view of those facts I would let it lie upon 
the table, and that motion of mine was unanimously adopted. How 
this committee could think that that resolution of mine, which on my 
own motion had been laid on the table by the unanimous vote of the 
Senate, was any obstacle to taking up the case of Eustis and how it 
could have been disrespectful to the Senate for the committee to toke 
it up is past my comprehension. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That was not done, the Senator from Ohio will 
remember, until after the Committee on Privileges and Elections liad 
taken up the Kellogg-Spofford case. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly I am not mistaken. 

Mr. THURMAN. It was all done at the same sitting. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly not. 

Mr. THURMAN. The credentials of Spofford were referred tothe 
committee; my motion to swear iu Eustis was defeated, and then my 
motion to discharge the committee was made, and it was laid on the 
table, all at one session of the Senate. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If the Senator from Ohio will allow me, | think 
I can correct the error into which the Senator from Oregon has fallen. 
The motion of the Senator from Ohio was made on the second day of 
the session, which was the 16th day of October. The committee had 
no meeting until the 19th, as the published proceedings of the com- 
mittee will show; so that on the 19th all the cases were before the 
committee and all action on the part of the Senate in reference to 
them had taken place. My friend, the Senator from Oregon, is de- 
fective in his memory on that point. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will submit to the Senator from Delaware, 
whatever the record may show, if the question did not come up in 
committee and did we not all agree that, inasmuch as there was a 
motion in the Senate pending to discharge the committee from the 
further consideration of Mr. Eustis’s case, therefore we would not take 
up that case? . 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will say to the Senator very frankly that i! 
any such agreement was had it was a silent agreement, because | do 
not remember to have heard the question spoken of. It may have 
been, but I do not remember that the question was spoken of 11 com- 
mittee. At any rate, it came before the committee, and there was no 
question raised ; I concede all that; but the Spofford case was laid 
before the committee by the then acting chairman of the committee. 

Now, if the Senator from Ohio will indulge me, I desire to make a 
few remarks in regard to the action of the committee. — 

Mr. THURMAN. Let me make my suggestion ; it will take but 4 
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. If there were that reason for laying aside Eustis’s case there 
— ich reason for laying aside Butler’s, for there had been no 
v= a oie in regard to that to discharge the committee. 

‘ir, SAULSBURY. I now desire to say by the indulgence of the | 
sate that my connection with the committee has entailed upon me 
+. obligation to be at all times most courteous to the committee and 
es -action which may have been had in it; and, while Ihave been 
ae that unless there was action on the part of the committee in 
one to this case there would be some motion made in the Sen- 
= to discharge the committee, I have been very anxious that the 
comenittee should act and that no such motion should become neces- 
wary. And the committee is not ignorant of the fact, because it was 
advertised by a member of the committee that unless action was 
taken upon this particular case it would be brought to the attention 
of the Senate by a motion to discharge the committee. I am not re- 
vealing any secret that is unknown. I speak only of the action of 
the committee after the committee itself has published its proceedings 
in its journals. : : 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
? 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to make a very brief statement. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I just wish to ask a question in reference to the 
fact alluded to by the Senator. The publication to which the Senator 
refers, if I mistake not, contains the proceedings furnished to the 
eeveral members of the committee. No one else is entitled to them, 
as I understand. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. They are given outeverywhere. I am not dis- 
nosed to find fanlt with the committee; but after the chairman of 
that committee says that it has been diligent in the discharge of its 
duty, I must be permitted in his presence and in the presence of the 
Senate to say that in my judgment we have had ample time to have 
disposed not only of the Butler case and the Eustis case, but to have 
made all the progress which we have made in the Spofford case. Now, 
for one whole week preceding this day—— 

Mr. MCDONALD. I would ask the Senator from Delaware to give 
way to a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 1 wish to put the committee right, because I 
think the statement of the chairman, uncontradicted, unexplained by 
any member of the committee, would go out and make the impres- 
sion that we had been constantly at work on these cases when the 
published proceedings which I hold in my hand show that on last 
Monday a week ago I submitted a motion to take up the Eustis case, 
and immediately a motion to adjourn was carried, and from that time 
to to-day no meeting of the committee has been had where we could 
discuss the then pending motion; so that, in my judgment, we ought 
to have had these cases, the Butler and Eustis cases, reported back, 
and Lam sure we could have done it and made all the progress we 
have made in the case of Spofford. 

Several Senators addressed the C‘xair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no question before the Senate. 

Mr. McDONALD. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator give way for a moment 
to enable the Chair to lay before the Senate a communication ? 

Mr. MCDONALD. Certainly. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting a copy of a report of the Chief of 
Ordnance on the joint resolution of the House No. 37, authorizing the 
Secretary of War to issue certain arms to the Washington Light 
Infantry, of Charleston, South Carolina; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


mit 


Senate 


ACCOUNTS OF THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed as the select committee to inves- 
tigate the finance reports, books, and accounts of the Treasury Depart- 
nent, under the resolution adopted yesterday, Messrs. Davis of West 
Virginia, Beck, ALLISON, INGALLS, and CAMERON of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I move that the Senate adjourn. 7 


The motion was agreed to; and (at three o’clock and forty-one 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, November 20, 1877. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, | 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


METRICAL SYSTEM. 


_ Mr. MONROE. I take the floor for the purpose of moving to go 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union on the 
Paris exposition joint resolution. 
The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will yield, the Chair will take 
the present opportunity to present certain Executive communications. 
Mr. MONROE. I yield for that purpose, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Navy, in reply to a resolution of the 
House of Representatives of November 6, 1377, in relation to the met- 
rical system of weights and measures in governmental transactions, 
&e.; which was referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. ; 

FOUR PER CENT. BONDS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimons consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the House asking for information relative to the negotiation 
of the United States 4 per cent bonds; which was referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE IN ARTICLES OF WAR. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a communication 
from General Hancock, suggesting a change in the one hundred and 
fourth article of war; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Aflairs. 

METRICAL SYSTEM. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimons consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Postmaster-General, in relation to the metrical sys 
tem of weights and measures ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. FIELD, by unanimous consent, asked leave of gbsence for the 
rest of the extra session. 

Mr. BISBEE, by unanimous consent, asked leave of absence for 
one day. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, by unanimous consent, asked leave 
of absence for ten days, on account of important business. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, in regard to these leaves 
of absence, if all those who wish to go away from the House shall ask 
and obtain leave of absence for that purpose 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. CONGER. Ido not say I object to these, but I shall object 
hereafter to the granting of further leave of absence until the ques- 
tion of adjournment of this session has been dejermined by the two 
Houses. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair must consider the gentleman in 
future as objecting to the granting of leave of absence, 

Mr. CONGER. I shall object hereafter to the granting of any 
leave of absence until the question of adjournment has been deter- 
mined by the House. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, then, by unanimous 
consent, leave of absence has been granted in the cases just indicated. 
SITE FOR STATUE OF GENERAL NATHANAEL GREENE. 

Mr. EAMES. LI ask the gentleman from Ohio to yield to me to call 
up Senate joint resolution No. 6, fixing the site for the equestrian 
statue of General Greene. 

Mr. MONROE. I yield for that purpose, if it gives rise to no 
debate. 

Mr. EAMES. It requires no appropriation, as that heretofore made 
covers the entire expense. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection the joint resolution will 
be taken from the Speaker's table and considered as having been read 
a first and second time. 

Mr. EWING. I object to the consideration of anything not in 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asked for information, but no one 
responded, 

Mr. EWING. I failed to hear what it was abont. 

The SPEAKER. Perhaps the gentleman was not listening, or was 
not in the Hall. 

Mr. MONROE. If there is to be any discussion in reference to this 
proposition, I must decline to yield. 

Mr. EAMES. It cannot possibly give rise to debate. I do not 
think when the resolution has been read there will be found a single 
gentleman who will object to it. 

Mr. BEEBE. Let the joint resolution be read. 

The joint resolution, which was read, provides that the statue of 
Major-General Nathanael Greene, ordered by Congress, be erected at 
the intersection of Maryland and Massachusetts avenues. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. EAMES moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION. 

Mr. MONROE. I yield now to the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. 
PRICE. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to present a 
memorial of the Yearly Meeting of Friends of the three States of 
Indiana, Illinois, and lowa, in reference to international arbitration, 
which I ask be referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
ordered to be printed, and also that it be printed in the Recorpb. 
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There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
The memorial is as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 


Your petitioners, members of the Society of Friends, residing in the States of 
Indiana, Illinois, and Towa, in a yearly meeting now assembled, feel it a duty to 
respectfully invite your attention to the subject of international arbitration as a 
rational, just, and Christian mode of adjusting differences between nations. 

There was a time in the past when man met his fellow-man in single combat for 
redress of some real or imagined wrong, but civilization remands such cases to the 
jurisdiction of civil law, and we believe that in all cases of national grievances the 
‘administration of law would be more just, speedy, and effective than war, with its 
horrors, desolation, and waste of life 

As the altimates of war are peaceful treaty stipulations, itis our desire, in which 
a large number of our enlightened fellow-citizens unite, that the rules of jurispra- 
dence be the only resort for redress that our great and, we may almost claim, pat- 
tern nation shall appeal to. There is a majesty in right that leads to a peaceful 
victory over oppression and wrong. We ask you to further these ends by appro- 
priate legislation, and to extend, at such time as may seem to you most suitable, 
an invitation for the co-operation of other nations. 

Desiring the blessing of Heaven to crown all your Christian efforts, we are your 
friends 

Sicned on behalf and by direction of Illinois Yearly Meeting of Friends, held in 
Putnam County, Lilinois, the 17th to the 20th of ninth month inclusive, 1877. 

JONATHAN W. PLUMMER, 
(52 Lake street, Chicago, Llinois,) 
CAROLINE LUKENS, 
(Hoopeston, Ilinois.) 
. Clerks. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee Jiad examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same : 


An act (H. R. No. 902) making appropriations for the support of | 


the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1278, and for other pur- 
poses; and 


An act (1H. R. No. 1265) authorizing the changing of the name of | 


the ship Samuel G. Reed. 

LOUISIANA CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—ACKLEN VS. DARRALL. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio, presented the compiled and canvassed returns of 
the election for member of Congress in the case of Acklen vs. Darrall, 
from the State of Louisiana, held on the 7th day of November, 1876; 
which were referred to the Committee of Elections. 

CLOSING DEBATE. 

Mr. PAGE. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill for refer- 
ence merely. 

Mr. MILLS. I also ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill for 
reference to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HALE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. MONROE. As the regular order of business is demanded I 
move to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
to consider the Paris exposition bill. Pending that motion I move 


that all debate under the five-minutes rule in connection with section | 


2 be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. SAYLER. I hope my friend will let me introduce a bill for 
reference to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MONROE. Iam asked by gentlemen all around me to yield, 
but as the regular order has been demanded I cannot do so. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I trust the gentleman from Ohio will extend the 
time to twenty minutes. 


Mr. MONROE. I think ten minutes is enough. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move to amend by saying twenty minutes in- 
stead of ten. 

Mr. MONROE. As Iam asked by several gentlemen around me to 
muke it twenty minutes I will so amend my motion. 


The SPEAKER. The question will be so put to the House. 
Mr. MONROE, 


without debate. 
The SPEAKER. That will follow as a matter of course. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. MONROE moved to reconsider the vote by which the debate 


was closed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


PARIS EXPOSITION OF 1878, 

Mr. MONROE. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. SPRINGER in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
joint resolution (H. R. No. 48) in relation to the international indus- 
trial exposition to be held in Paris in 1878. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all debate in committee 
has been closed in twenty minutes on the second section and all 
amendments thereto. 

The Clerk will read the pending amendment moved by the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. HANNA. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 2 by striking out the clause beginning with the word “and,” in 

line 5, and ending with “exposition,” in line 8; also by striking out the clause 

beginning with the word “that,” in line 15, and ending with “ general,” in line 21. 
The words proposed to be stricken out are as follows: 


And to control the expenditures incident to the proper installation and exhibition 
thereof, and to the preparation of the reports on the exposition. 
. . . o . * . 


And after that all amendments shall be voted on | 


I now move the House resolve itself into committee. | 
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That the allowance to said commissioner-general for salary and persor 

shall not exceed $5,000 for his whole term of office ; and the allowance of th yn 
additional commissioners for salary and personal expenses shall not ¢ the tw y 
each, one including such clerical service as may be allowed by the femme 10x 
general. ’ issiouy 


Mr. MONROE. I have only to say that the amendme: 
the head and hands of the bill. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to say anything further on t] 
subject. Last night I unfortunately did not sit within earehe .: 
my friend from Chicago, (Mr. HaARRISON.] On looking at th 
this morning I find this extraordinary definition : 

Yet we are told that we must not make an appropriation here for such an o 
because, as my friend from Indiaua |Mr. HAMILTON] says, “the people 
and cannot afford it.” Tis constituency, he says, have instructed hi 
must economize. Sir, true economy consists i 
wasteful expenditures of the public money, &c. 
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Now, I wish to read from Worcester first : 
Economy. Thrifty management; frugality in the use of money, time, and labor 


I need not read the whole of the definition. 

I also desire to read from Webster : 

Economy. Thrifty and frugal housekeeping ; managing without loss or wast, 
frugality in expenditure ; prudence ; a disposition to save ; a just economy, Ke 

Now, sir, you doubtless remember the old story of the attorney who 
requested the judge to permit him to read from Blackstone in order to 
show how little Blackstone knew of law. [Laughter.] I read from these 
twoold fogies to show how little Webster and Worcester knew of ecoy 
omy ; how little they knew of the English language ; that language for 
the use of which my distinguished friend from Chicago was so high}, 
| praised by an English gentleman. “‘ Ajust economy!” The gentlema: 

says “true economy consistsin preventing stealing.” Wonderful defi. 
nition! Hereafter not only will my friend be known as a great homo: 
ist, but as one of the greatest philologists of the land; and whey 
ever they get out a new edition of the English dictionary in London 
they will send to Chicago, to the district from which my friend 
| comes, in order that be may assist them with his wonderful detiyi- 
tions of words in the English language. 

“True economy consists in preventingstealing!” Sir, I hold my hand 
on my wasteful friend’s shoulder—I do not mean the gentleman from 
Georgia [laughter]—and say to him “you are spending too mue! 
you are too extravagant, you must economize.” Why, he will turn 
and say, “Do you understand the meaning of true economy? The 
distinguished philologist from Chicago says it means preventing 
stealing. Iam not stealing. Really, 1 am preventing stealing, for | 
am throwing money lavishly abroad.” 

Does the gentlemen from Illinois propose to pay the commissioners 
who are to be appointed in order to prevent them from stealing? Is 
it his desire to pay our manufacturers to place their wares abroad in 
order to prevent them from stealing? Is such the economy he has 
promised to his people? Such his idea of true economy? 

When he talked to his constituents on the stump about economy 
did he mean that the Government should prevent stealing by throw- 
ing money lavishly abroad? Is that the economy and reform be pro 
poses? Mr. Chairman, let us have a new dictionary. Let us under- 
stand these terms. People will ask us when we go upon the stump, 
What do you mean by economy? Do you mean economy according 
to Webster's definition or Worcester’s definition or according to that 
of the gentleman from Chicago? Why, sir, it is most astounding— 

Mr. CONGER. I rise to a question of order, There is so much 
confusiot that we cannot hear the gentleman’s remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. 
tee will come to order. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I would prefer not to be interrupted by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan. I do not like to be interrupted even if the 
House dloes not hear me. I am speaking to my constituents, and not 
to the House at all. [Langhter and cries of “Louder!” “ Louder!”] 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to hear what the gentleman is saying 

Mr. HAMILTON. Those interruptions in the midst of a genile- 
man’s remarks often have the effect of throwing him entirely off his 
balance. Ido not propose to be thrown off mine. 

As I have never been inflaenced by any speeches made upon the 
floor of this House, and as I never knew of any one to be so inilo- 
enced, 1 have hesitated heretofore to encumber the Record simply 
that I might show my constituents that I could assist in piling up 
the expenses of the House by long speeches. But I desire that my 
constituents may know that I am endeavoring to carry out their 
wishes. KS 

Mr. Chairman, I will cease that portion of my argument if it be 
/an argument. Another gentleman stated that this question should 
| not be treated ina ridiculous light. I regret, sir, that 1 did not suc- 

ceed in pleasing that gentleman. 1 suppose I should not have spoken 

to the comic but the tragic view of the question. A distinguished 
| American poet says in his beautiful poem of Sandalphon as he de 
| scribes the angel of prayer listening to the prayers which ascend — 
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From the hearts that are broken with losses, 
And weary with dragging the crosses 
Too heavy for mortals to bear. 


And he gatbers the prayers as he stands, 
And they change into flowers in his hands. 
lnto garlands of purple and red. 
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ae Oh, let us believe in a laud where those who have been bur- 


dened by 






















Dragging the crosses 
Too heavy for mortals to bear ; 


those who here on earth saw their children crying for bread and were 

ompelled to give them a stone; those whose little homsteads have 
oa swept away from them and who have seen their wives turned 
upon the cold charity of the world, may, like the poor man who had 
jis sores licked by the dogs at the rich man’s door, when they leave 
their earthly tenements, be enfolded in the arms of the omnipotent 
Father and receive some recompense for the misery, the suffering, 
the sorrow and agony which they have endured in this world. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. LUTTRELL and Mr. HANNA rose. : 

Mr. MONROE. I ask for a vote on the pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hanna] has 
been recognized. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. HANNA. I renew it. 

I do not rise for the — of creating amusement. That is not 
my purpose and never has been my habit. I am acting in good faith 
in what I do, and therefore I hope members will give me credit for 
pot attempting to weary their patience. : 

My purpose is to strip this section of so much of it as provides for 
the payment of $25,000 to twenty-one gentlemen. It does not rob the 
Executive of the appointment of any of these persons to these several 
positions; but it leaves the positions in the nature of those to be 
sought for as posts of honor. In my judgment there are quite a snffi- 
cient number of citizens of the United States who would gladly 
accept these positions who are well qualified to discharge every duty 
imposed ; who will not ask to be reimbursed for their services out of 
the National Treasury to the amount of $25,000. 

The views which I entertain with reference to this section are in 
harmony with what is proposed in the subsequent section, to wit, 
that the Government of the United States shall go to the length of 
detailing vessels in sufficient number to carry all the products to 
France which the exhibitors may desire to exhibit. But I do progest 
against making these positions paid positions. I do protest agatnst 
setting aside, out of this $150,000, $25,000 to go into the hands of 
twenty-one men. This section also provides for the appointment of 
one hundred additional persons who shall serve without pay. You 
have one hundred who will gladly accept those positions, and I say 
that youcan get twenty-one more equally competent who will accept 
the posts without pay. It would be more to the credit of this Gov- 
ernment if we can find one hundred and twenty-one men to represent 
us at this exhibition without compensation from the National Treas- 
ury than it would be to pay twenty-one of them $25,000. 

And, in my judgment, when you strip this section of this objection- 
able feature and then pass the third section, which isliberal, and as lib- 
eral as any honest exhibitor can ask, you accomplish the purpose and 
all the purposes that any honest exhibitor desires to accomplish. But 
let us strip from this joint resolution anything that seems to provide 
places for certain favorites; because, disguise it as you may, it will be 
charged that positions have been created by Congress simply to provide 
places for favorites. There isno necessity for it; we can accomplish 
all that is needed by striking this out, and more effectively provide 
for the public interests than by robbing the Treasury of $150,000. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I offer a formal amendment. Ido not know, 
Mr. Chairman, that I can throw any light or any sense upon this sub- 
ae But I feel perfectly confident that my colleague [ Mr. Cox, of 
New York] can make a speech in favor of this joint resolution far 
more effective than the one he made against it yesterday, and more- 
over that it is possible for him to condense such a speech in favor of 
the bill within the limit of two minutes of time. I will try to sug- 
gest to him how to do it. 

Our treaties with France are defective radically. They remind us 
almost of the dark ages. I take one example to illustrate many. We 
all of us heard yesterday several allusions made in this House to the 
article of cotton cloth. Well now, Mr. Chairman, the people of this 
country have learned how to make better cotton cloth than any other 
people on the face of the earth. They have learned to perfect the 
manufacture of cotton cloth so as to absolutely suit the wants of the 
great French nation; but not a yard of American cotton cloth can go 
to France, because by our treaties and the treaties between France 
and England the article is excluded. 

Now, I say to my colleague from New York [Mr. Cox] that to send 
to this great exhibition our achievements in making the best cotton 
cloth in the world, and making it cheaper than anybody else can 
make it, is worth $150,000. How can it be worth it unless we send it 
to this oe exhibition at Paris? Let the mass of the people of 
France or whom this material is designed discover that the Ameri- 
-— people are able to manufacture this article better and cheaper 
than any other nation, and the treaty between France and Great 

—_ and between France and this Government will perish. 
wean 1 am not in favor of this Government going into this sort of 
ae I am opposed to all sorts of subsidies on the part of the 

vovernment. I would, if I had had charge of this subject six months 
ago, have given notice to the country that not one cent from the 
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this sort without wasting the money appropriated. 
$100,000 will be, at least, as efficient as $150,000; but I have endeav- 
ored to show, in the case of one single article, that we cannot ignore, 
as Representatives of the American people, in this particular exigency 
and under the existing circumstances—we cannot ignore it wisely nor 
judiciously. 
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Treasury of the United States would be appropriated for these pur- 
poses ; but the circumstances now surrounding us are such that inas 
much as the money can be appropriated, we are called upon to give 
it. It is too late for private enterprise to take up the subject and 
carry it through effectively. 
appropriate $150,000, and I would reduce the amount to $100,000. 


I concede that it is not necessary to 


lt is almost impossible for the Government to conduct a business of 
I believe that 


I withdraw my amendment. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I renew the amendment. I have, Mr. Chair- 


man, but a very few remarks to make in regard to this appro- 
priation. I think that we all agree that the products and manutact- 
ures of this Government ought to be exhibited at this great interna- 
tional show. Ido not know that there is any objection to it; but 
the question here is whether the Government shall appropriate any 
money to defray the expenses. Now, the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HANNA] is that these men who 
may be appointed to go there shall go at their own expense, and not 
at the expense of the Government. 
rulein Indiana, butthat is not the way in which we do business in New 
York. 


Well, that may be a very proper 


If we employ men to do certain business we pay them, and 
we pay them a just compensation. 
Now, the gentleman says to us that this is an honorable position, 


and therefore that gentlemen can afford to accept it without any 
compensation. Grant you, sir, that it is an honorable position; but 


is it more honorable to go to this fair in Paris than it is to come 
to the House of Representatives of the United States? Now, I ask 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HANNA] how many men in this 
House would come here, provided we had to come for nothing and 
find ourselves. 

I think that patriotism belongs exclusively neither to New York 
nor to Indiana. We here ask to have our pay. 

Mr. KILLINGER. We take it in greenbacks. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, and we take it in greenbacks, as my friend 
says. And we can pay these commissioners in greenbacks, which will 
be well enough, for they will be as good as gold in a few days. If 
we are going to send representatives to Paris, let us make the best 
selection we can make in this country, and, instead of compelling 
them to go without compensation and to pay their own expenses, let 
them receive a reasonable remuneration. That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. BEEBE. For one I am opposed to the proposition involved in 
this joint resolution to pay any commissioner. I hold that commis- 
sioners competent to discharge their duties can be obtained without 
compensation. 

Mr. MONROE. I rise to a point of order; that debate is not now 
in order. 

Mr. BEEBE. I desire to have a letter read that bears upon this 
proposition. 

Mr. MONROE. The Committee of the Whole have no power to ex- 
tend the time for debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate has not yet expired. 

Mr. BEEBE. My colleague who has just taken his seat [Mr. Pat- 
TERSON ] is mistaken as to the position of New York upon this matter, 
I cite him to the fact that the Legislature of the State of New York 
refused to pay its commissioners to the Philadelphia exhibition. I 
ask that a letter that I send to the Clerk’s desk be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Newsvuneu, N. Y., October 20, 1877. 


DEAR Str: We, as manufacturers located in your district, desire to ask your in- 
fluence in securing, for the international exposition at Paris next year, the appoint- 
ment of Mr. George W. Sillcox as honorary commissioner from this State. Mr. 
Sillecox was at the Vienna exhibition in 1873 as honorary commissioner, and in the 
time of their greatest confusion was selected and served as secretary to the general 
commission with Mr. Shultz, and afterward with Mr. Garretson, to the very close, 
and afterward made special reports which were duly published by the Government 
with great credit to himself as well as to the country. His extensive experience 
for a number of years past with exhibitions in Europe, and his knowledge of the 
languages as well as his thorough knowledge of the manufacturing interests of the 
Pnited States, firmly convinces us that his services would be invaluable to all 
classes of manufacturers in this country. Mr. Silleox will not accept a paid 
commission, but we have information that satisfies us that he would accept an 
honorary one. Hon. Jackson S. Shultz, of New York City, and Hon. Andrew D. 
White, of Cornel] University, both unite in stating that Mr. Sillcox was the main 
dependence in briaging our exhibits at Vienna out of chaos. Mr. Silleox retarned 
from Paris last month and sails again for that city in November, and we are eonti- 
dent that no more competent or fitting representative can be selected to look after 
the manufacturers’ interests at the coming Paris exposition than he, and we shall 
esteem it as a great favor if you can assist in bringing about this appointment. 

We are, dear sir, very truly yours, 
CHADBORN & COLDWELL MFG. CO., 
By L. M. SMITH, Secretary. 
Hon. Grorce M. Beene, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time fixed by order of the House for debate 
upon this section has expired. 

Mr. MONROE. Let us have a vote. 

The question was upov the proposition of Mr. HANNA, to amend 
section 2 by striking out the clause beginning with the word “ and,” 
in line 5, and ending with “exposition,” in line 4; also by striking 
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NOvEmErr 2) 


Caner eeee e er ee ee an i 


ont the clanse beginning with the word “that,” in line 15, and end- 


ing with “ general,” in line 21, as follows: 


And to control the expenditures incident to the proper installation and exhibition 


thereof, and to the preparation of the reports on the exposition. 
. . * * . * * 


That the allowance to said commissioner-general for salary and personal expenses 
shal! not exceed $5,000 for his whole term of ollice ; and the allowance of the twenty 
additional commissioners for salary and personal expenses shall not exceed $1,000 
each, not including such clerical service as may be allowed by the commissioner- 


general. 


The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. Hanna; and 


upon a division, there were—ayes 57, noes 101. 
Before the result of this vote was announced, 
Mr. WRIGHT called for tellers. 


The question was then taken upon ordering tellers ; and there were 


29 in the affirmative. 


So (the affirmative not being one-fifth of a quorum) tellers were 


not ordered. 

The amendment accordingly was not agreed to. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. 
after the words “the President may also appoint twenty additional 
commissioners,” the words: 
. Provided, That no two of said commissioners shall be appointed from any one 
State. 

Mr. WILLETS. Was not a similaramendment adopted yesterday 
on motion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. MCMAHON ?] 

Mr. LUTTRELL. 
appoint ail of these commissioners from one Siate, if he sees fit. 

Mr. WILLETS. I ask that the amendment adopted yesterday be 
read. 
The amendment moved by Mr. MCMAHON was read, as follows: 


And not more than one commissioner entitled to compensation nor more than 


five of the honorary commissioners shall be appointed from any one State or Terri- 
tory. 


Mr. LUTTRELL. I do not understand that the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio—— 

Mr. EDEN. Is debate iu order. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 


The question was then taken upon the amendment of Mr. Lut- 
TRELL; and it was agreed to, upon a division—ayes 114, noes 47. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I move to amend by inserting after the words 
“ five shall be practical artisan experts” the following : 

One of whom shall possess scientific and practical knowledge of the production, 
refining, and use of petroleum. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. THOMPSON ; 
and upon a division there were—ayes 17, noes 70. 

No further count being called for, the amendment was not agreed 

to. 
Mr. LUTTRELL. I move to further amend by striking out the 
words “and that the President may appoint not exceeding one hun- 
dred additional honorary commissioners to report upon special sub- 
jects who shall serve without pay,” and to insert in lieu thereof that 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the governors of the several States shall nominate and the President may 
appoint two honorary commissioners from each of the several States; and the 
President may appoint twenty-four additional honorary commissioners, among 
whom there shall be at least one resident of each of the Territories of the United 


States, which said honorary commissioners may report upon special subjects and 
shall serve without pay. 


Mr. MONROE. So far as I am authorized to speak, I am willing to 
accept that amendment. 

Mr. BANKS and others. No; do not accept it. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I understand that most of the members of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs are in favor of this amendment. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I move to amend the amendment so as to add to 
the section that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

And provided further, That in case the authorities of any State or Territory 
shall appoint a commissioner or commissioners to represent the interest of such 
State or Territory at said exposition, said commissioner or commissioners so ap- 
pointed shall have the same status in the commission as the honorary commissivn- 
ers provided for herein, but shall not be entitled to either pay or compensation owt 
of the money hereby appropriated. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. 


own. 
The question was taken upon the amendment as modified, and upon 
a division there were—ayes 78, noes 84. 


Before the result of this vote was announced, Mr. Banks called for 
tellers. 


Mr. HUBBELL, 


I accept that amendment as an addition to my 


I wish to make an explanation. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I wish to withdraw my amendment. I offered it 
as a substitute for the amendment of the gentleman from California, 
(Mr. Lutrrett,] and to be added to the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment cannot be withdrawn now, as 
it has been accepted by the gentleman from California [Mr. Lut- 
TRELL] and made a portion of Lisamendment. The question is upon 
ordering tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr, LuTTRELL and Mr. MONROE were 
appointed. 








I move to further amend section 2 by inserting 


I understand that the President is at liberty to 








The committee again divided ; and the tellers reported th 
were—ayes 105, noes 102. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. FORT. I move toamend the amendment by inserting aft 
words “shall serve without pay,” the words ‘or other expense oe 
United States.” There is nothing in the bill as it stands to pro, bi 
the payment of expenses to these men. poemibis 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BANNING. I move to amend section 2 by 
9 and 10 the words “practical artisan experts,” 
practical mechanics.’ 


The amendment was not agreed to; there being ayes 3 
counted. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 3. That the President be authorized, in his discretion, to assign ene o 
of the public vessels to transport to and from Franco, free of cost, the articles cr 
may be offered for exhibition by tho citizens of the United States; and that rr ewe 
eral Departments of the Government which contributed to the centennial ex! it tis 
in Philadelphia may place under the control of the commissioner-ceneral for ex i 
bition, such articles as shall be deemed desirable to make a proper collective ¢ hi : 
on behalf of the Government of the United States; and the said commissi _ 
gencral shall cause the same to be returned to the several Departments at ede 


of the exhibition ; and the expenses thereof shall be defrayed out of the mo: 
herein appropriated. je 


at the re 


striking out in lines 
and inserting “ three 


2, noes not 


1 


No amendment was offered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 4. That in order to defray the necessary expenses above authorized and for 
the proper installation of the exhibition and the expenditures of the commissioner. 
general, made under the direction of the Secretary of State and with his approval 
and not otherwise, there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $150,000. or 
s0 much thereof as may be necessary for the purposes herein specified, which 
shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary of State. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I move pro forma to amend this section by 
striking out the last word. I have nothing to say as to the merits of 
this particular section, but I wish to state that during the investiya- 
tion of this subject by the Committee on Foreign Affairs there ay- 
peared before us a citizen of Chicago, Mr. John C. White, a most 
intelligent gentleman, who has resided in Paris for many years, doing 
business there. He has no “ax to grind ;” he is.not connected with 
any project by which his expenses in going to the exposition shal! 
be Paid; but the information which he gave the committee was so 
interesting and so thorough that I asked him to put upon paper some 
of his thoughts upon the subject. I hold in my hand a letter written 
by him in compliance with that request, and 1 desire to have it read 
as a part of my remarks. I will add that the writer is vouched for 
by the gentleman from Chicago [Mr. ALDRICH] as a most estimable, 
worthy gentleman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


sWlu 


WasuINGTON, November 14, 1877. 

Dear Sir: In accordance with your request, I respectfully offer the following 
statement: 

The French people are determined to make the exposition the grandest of mod 
ern times, and their display will be a complete index of the resources, arts, manu- 
factures, and industries of France. 

Great Britain will be fully represented, and she is deing all in her power to 
make a showing that will establish greater favor for her exports in the markets of 
the world. She is now sapplyiog a great portion of Europe with agricultural 
implements and is the medium for the sale im Europe of the products and meats of 
her colonies. 

Nine-tenths of the meats, hams, and canned goods of American exportation sold 
in the French markets come to France through Eogland. While the exportation 
of meats to England has increased some $6,000,000 in one year, the direct exporta- 
tion to France does not, I believe, exceed $200,000 in the year. ‘The direct exporta- 
tions to France and Italy ought to be $1,000,000 a month. American fresh meat can 
be safely carried over the Atlantic, and it can be sold at a profit, and yet below 
French beef, in the markets of France. The canned and pressed meats are admir- 
ably adapted to the wants of the economical French people, and also to the wants 
ofthe army. The trade in hams ought to be $2,000,000 a year at least. It is but a 
few thousand. American cheese, bacon, oysters, and lard are seldom to be found 
in France. American toys and novelties would be legitimate exports to Europe, 
while the trade in agricultural implements ought to be threefold greater than it is. 
The French are the most conservative business men in the world. They make 
haste slowly, and in introducing to their notice goods and articles of sale it is neces- 
sary to give them ample time to reflect on and study their value and importance 

The English dealers are close by, (the Channel only divides them,) and they watch 
jealously every attempt of competitors for the French trade. 

English manufacturers are to-day manufacturing agricultural implements sold 
in the French markets as ** American" goods. Eugland is monopolizing a trade in 
meats that legitimately belongs to our country, and she is doing her utmost to 
—— America at the exposition in order to retain her supremacy in the Frencli 
markets. 

By a proper and efficient representation America could and would firmly estal- 
lish a permanent and immensely valuable trade with France and the other Euro- 
pean countries. 

The knowledge to be obtained at the exposition will be of incalculable value. 
The country that pays off a great war debt with its own money and whose people 
su uently offer a8 much ready money as would pay off the major portion of the 
debt of our country, when the city of Paris asked for a loan, is an inviting tield for 
investigation. The labor-and-wages question, cost of living, the habits and cus- 
toms of the people, the causes in detail of the marvelously successful career of tho 
French people, are all of vital interest to our country. The relations of employer 
and employé are also an interesting problem. ted 

I believe the true or perfect history of all these facts has never been submitte« 
to the American people. s , 

In the arts and sciences our country will gain usefal and practical information ; 
while, in practical mechanics and the manufacture of cloths, silks, and ot “t 
fabrics for which the Old World is famous, our country will have the benetit o 
thorough inspection and comparison. f 

In conclusion, I beg to say that the exposition offers the grand get ne 0 
introducing and establishing an increasing trade with Europe in the aforemen- 
tioned specialties, and it will be a cheap and sure medium. If America is not re} 
resented, the field is left to Great Britoin and her colonics, and they will reap what 
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ose. France, England, and Italy will have exhibits repre- 
America is certain a to the civilised world, and America cannot cal 
seuling every oughly and efficiently toexamine those exhibits. While interest and | 
atl rd Sea that our country be represented at the exposition, courtesy, sym- 
— “(ad sentiment Will not justify declination to participate according to the | 
yrility and strength of our country. 
se Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


y INGE 

Ton. J. We nities on Foreign Afairs. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. MAYHAM. I move to amend this by striking out the fourth sec- 
tion, 1 offer this amendment for the purpose of expressing to the 
House and to the country, 50 far as I may reach it, my unalterable 
opposition to this method of subsidizing individuals. I believe that 
this exposition would be fully sustained and the United States would 
do itself entire credit if the matter were left to private enterprise. 
I do not believe the American people are so dead to their commercial 
interests as not to provide adequately for a proper representation of 
their industries in a foreign country upon such an occasion as this, 
when the suitable presentation of their products will give them such 
advantages in the markets of the world. It seems to me that in pro- 
posing to appropriate public money for such a measure as this we un- 
derrate the business enterprise of our people. - 

jut, apart from the reflection which would be cast upon American 
industry and enterprise by the passage of this resolution, there are 
other objections. One is the invidious and unjust discrimination as 
it appears to me in favor of a few individuals, while the masses will 
be entirely unrepresented. It seems to me that by taking one man 
from the city of New York, if you please, and pensioning him as 
commissioner-general with a salary of $5,000, you will displease five 
hundred men who would be willing to go there without compensa- 
tion and spend their time for the purpose of presenting their com- 
nodities. 
But this is not all. There is underlying this whole subject a con- 
stitutional objection which my friend from Illinois [Mr. HARRISON] 
seemed yesterday to underestimate. I happened to be one of that 
class of individuals on this floor who believe in the strict construc- 
tion of the Constitution. I do not believe that my certificate as a 
member of this House made me a trustee at will of all the popes 
of the people of the United States. I believe I have no right to ex- 
ercise the taxing power here except so far as it is delegated in the 
Constitution. It is my conviction that when we undertake to exer- 
cise that power in the absence of an express warrant we do ourselves 
and the country great injustice. And, sir, the condition of the coun- 
try will not justify such a measure as this. The people of the United 
States are to-day anxiously longing for the time when they shall be 
able to redeem their solemn promises, their sacred pledges, and fear 
the approach of the time, however remote, when they must, redeem 
their plighted faith. 

As bearing upon the constitutional question I send to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read an extract from a decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, made in 1874, in which this question is incidentally 
referred to, if not directly discussed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the property of the citizen, 
and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid private enterprises 
and build » rivats fortunes, is none the less a robbery because it is done under 
the forms of law and is called taxation. This is not legislation. It is a decree 
under legislative forms. Nor is ittaxation. A “tax,” says Webster's Dictionary, 
“isa rate orsum of money on the person or property of a citizen by gov- 
ernment for use of the nation or state.” Taxes are burdens or charges imposed by 
tho Legislature upon persons or property to raise money for public purposes. 

. * . * *. * *. 




































JOHN C. WHITE. 


We have established, we think, beyond cavil that there can be no lawful tax 
which is not laid for a public pu It may not be easy to draw the line in 
all cases 80 a8 to decide what is a public purpose in this sense and what is not. 

. . * . . * 


But in the case before us, in which the towns are authorized to contribute aid by 
way of taxation to any class of manufactarers, there is no difficulty in holding that 
this is not such a public pu as we have been considering. If it be said that 
a benefit results to the local public of a town by establishing manufactures, the 
same may be said of any other business or pursuit which employs capital or labor. 
The merchant, the mechanic, the innkeeper, the banker, the builder, the steamboat- 
owner, are equally promoters of the public good and equally deserving the aid of 
the citizens by forced contributions. No line can be drawn in favor of the manu- 
facturer which would not open the coffers of the public treasury to the importa- 
nities of two-thirds of the business men of the city or town. 


Sir, believing the views expressed by the Supreme Court just read 
are applicable in principle to the question involved in this bill, I 
cannot consistently with my views of duty vote for this appropria- 
tion of the people’s money to promote the pleseure or aggrandizement 
of twenty-one citizens who may be selected by the President. I ap- 
[aoe to gentlemen on this side of the House to pause before they vote 

*0,000 of the people’s money to be used by the President and Sec- 
retary of State in pensioning partisans for service rendered in polit- 
ical contests, 

The country cannot at this time of financial depression and distress 
afford to establish any more sinecures to be supported at the public 
expense. I shall therefore vote against this appropriation. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised at the arguments 
Which have been used to-day against the passage of this bill, and 
particularly by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HAMILTON.] This 
great Government proposes to participate in the Paris exposition. 
Arguments are being used here in opposition to this bill which were 
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from the lower walks of life deprived of this honor. 
afford to accept the honor. 
wealth, with all its majesty in the presence of the world, as the gen- 
tleman proposes, shall not pay our representatives at the Paris expo- 
sition! 
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used very earnestly and repeatedly to the appropriation which was 
made last year for our national exposition at Philadelphia. There 
were those then who predicted that the people would disapprove of 
the congressional action then proposed; aud yet it is history, sir, that 
no vote was ever passed by Congress which received so full an in- 
dorsement by the people as the vote we gave when we appropriated 
the sum of money necessary to hold our national exposition. Not 
even from Indiana, not even from the State from which the gentle- 
man himself hails, came any disapproval of our vote to celebrate our 
national anniversary. 


Mr. HAMILTON. May I ask the gentleman whether he forgets all 


the editorials throaghout the length and breadth of the State of In- 
diana against any appropriation of money on the part of this Gov- 
ernment for any such purpose f 


Mr. DUNNELL. I cannot yield to the gentleman from Indiana 


now. I say that from one end to the other of the country there was 
an approval of our act on that occasion. 


Mr. HAMILTON, 


Name the paper in Indiana that approved it. 
Mr. DUNNELL. 


I cannot yield. Nowhere can we find anything 


but approval of that act on our part celebrating the national anni- 
versary. 


Mr. HAMILTON. I beg leave to differ with the gentleman; I pro- 


test against his remarks. 


Mr. DUNNELL. There is no one who can fully tell how much our 


national exposition has had to do with the present encouraging as- 
pect of our financial affairs. 
do with our daily increasing exports? In reply to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Hanna] who spoke this morning against giving 
compensation to these men who are to be sent out as our commis- 
sioners, I simply wish to say that I deem such a proposition dishon- 
orable to this House and dishonorable to the country. 
tend, Mr. Chairman, in too many instances, to secure the appointment 
of a class of men whom we do not desire to recognize in this Govern- 
ment of ours. 


Who can tell how much it has had to 


It would only 


Mr. HANNA rose. 
Mr. DUNNELL. I will not be interrupted now. I want the gentle- 


man to understand that in the United States very many of the very 
best men we have in science are the poor men of the country. We 
have thousands of men to-day who are skillful men, magnificent ar- 
tisans, scientific men, and many of them are poor men. 
themselves skillful by their toil, their privations, and their personal 
suffering. 
flunkies; that is the word I think he used. 
class of representatives who would not represent our institutions. 


They made 


The gentleman would have us get your rich men, your 
Then you would have a 


Mr. HAMILTON. Whom would the gentleman appoint? 

Mr. DUNNELL. The gentleman would have those skillful men 
They cannot 
The American Republic, with all its 


It is unworthy of us. 
The aristocrats of Europe have always insisted that members of 


Parliament and other legislative bodies should serve without pay, 
while the liberals have always insisted that they should be paid, so 
that merit, though coupled with poverty, should not be ignored or 
refused recognition. The argument of the gentleman is undemo- 
cratic in its teachings. 
out of the honor of representing a government which has no aris- 
tocracy. 


The poor yet worthy man should not be shut 


We as a nation are not unable to give compensation to men who 
go there to represent us. The gentleman would not have those go 
there who are the poor professors in our colleges. He would have 
them stay at home. 

Mr. HAMILTON rose. 

Several MEMBERS. Order! order! 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota refuses to yield 
to interruption. 

Mr. DUNNELL. He would have us take up somebody like the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, who, perchance, has wealth, and can atford to 
go to Paris without compensation. Let us legislate for the poor man 
and talk less about the people. [Applause. } 

[Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to amend the amendment by striking out all 
after the word “that.” 

Mr. Chairman, I have been somewhat surprised and disappointed 
by the course of this debate. I am unable to conceive how an Ameri- 
can should fail to vote for this measure unless it is because of the ex- 
tremely parsimonious recommendation of the committee. And yet, sir, 
there are many gentlemen upon this floor, for whom I have the pro- 
foundest respect, who fail to find this measure constitutional and 
who, for other reasons, are unable to give their support to this bill. 
The gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HaMILTon,] I think it is, invokes 
the genius of poetry and the inspiration of the better land in order, 
I suppose it must be, to sustain himself against the pangs of his con- 
science for opposition to so meritorious a measure. 

Now, sir, what is an international exposition? Is it not, sir, a 
gathering in one spot, for the examination and criticism and mutual 
improvement of the whole human race, of the highest trophies of 
art, of industry, of science, and of letters; of all that the various 
forms of civilization have developed on earth; the examination of 
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the specimens of all improvements, of the illustrations of all prog- 
reas; the evidence of all advancement of the race, of the mastery 
of man over nature, and more, and most of all, over himself? An 
international exposition brings all nations and tongues in close con- 
tact with each other and renews the long-suspended throb of brother- 
hood in the heart of mankind. 

There is no spot from the dawn of time where human nature has 
met in one grand family reunion except in the modern invention of 
an international exposition, and here it is that the human family is 
renewing the ties and the emotions that bind in one blood all the 
tribes of the earth. Now, sir, the French people have decided to call 
an international exposition, a family reunion of the whole human 
race on the silvery banks of the Seine, amid the gardens, the groves, 
and the fountains, the monuments, the palaces, the refinements and 
all the material and esthetic wealth of Paris—Paris, sir, which is 
the capital of culture and beauty of science and of song; the very 
elysium of the highest development of humanity down to the present 
hour. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if this exposition be held who will be there? 
Why, sir, first and foremost of all will be France herself, our ally in 
the times which tried men’s souls; the one generous and almost affec- 
tionate power which saved us by her own blood in the very hour and 
article of death. Yes, sir, and there by your side stand Washington 
and La Fayette looking down with indignant silence upon this, as it 
appears to me, unseemly wrangling over $150,000 which we want to 
appropriate to defray the necessary expense of a partial return for 
the immortal courtesies of the Revolution. France will be there; 
France, the queenliest of nations, of whom it has been said that she 
“marches at the head of humanity with the banner of intellectual 
supremacy in the one hand and the torch of liberty in the other,” 
who makes war for noble sentiments and peace that she may secure 
them. Yes, sir, France, the irrepressible spirit of whose people has 
broken down the fortresses of feudalism and of priestcraft and of 
kingeraft, and has upon their ruins erected the foundation of a new 
order of things, wherein liberty and law shall be established —— 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, was recognized and yielded his time 
to Mr. BLatr. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wassaying, Mr. Chairman, that a new order of things 
shall be established ; and it shall carry liberty not only throughout 
France, but, aided by the sturdy champions of Anglo-Saxon freedom, 
shall spread the blessing of order, of peace, and of law all over this, 
world. 

For one I never think of that magnificent French people without 
invoking ten thousand blessings upon beautiful, glorious France. 
And France, sir, has invited all mankind to the lap of her beauty 
and to the home of her power. 

And, sir, Great Britain will be there, our former antagonist; but 
Great Britain is pow the foremost champion of civilization on the 
face of the globe, Of her Mr. Webster has said that her mornin 
drum-beat follows the sun in its course and encircles the earth wit 
its unceasing roll. Yes, sir,Great Britain will bethere; Great Britain 
whose white-winged palaces and floating though iron-bound Gibral- 
tars have made the watery waste populous and splendid as Venice in 
her prime and converted the solitudes of the seas into the hiding-places 
of her power, she will be there with all the productions of her art 
and her industry, the latest and the highest trophies of her cunning 
fingers, and her unsurpassed achievements in matter and in mind, 
with the supreme results of all her allied and subject powers gath- 
ered from every part of the known world, all of them competing for 
the commerce and tribute of twelve hundred millions of men. 

Germany will be there with the highest creations of that sublime 
Teutonic intellect; the selectest productions in all the realms of 
human activity of forty millions of men whose personified power, 
seated upon the throne of Europe in the halls of Berlin—if I may 
borrow a bold allusion now— 


Shakes his ambrosial curls and gives the awful nod ; 
The stamp of fate, and sanction of the god. 


Italy will be there; her genius redeemed and emancipated; her 
cheeks radiant with the immortality of eternal Rome and the glory 
of classic years, while the marvelous productions of her chisel and 
brush with the rising grandeur of her happy, industrious, progressive, 
because liberated people, will challenge mankind to the battles of 

weace, even as of yore her legions trod victorious on every acre of the 
inhabited globe where pasted the foot of the Aryan race. 

And, sir, Russia willcome. Hereighty millionsof men by their repre- 
sentatives will be there; that formidable and overhanging popula- 
tion which is yet destined to rule the eastern hemisphere with iron or 
with love. Her most superior minds will watch eagerly and craftily 
for every thought and product which she can make of use in the civ- 
ilization of her half-savage multitudes, all hastening the era of her 
inevitable sway. 

And we may hope and expect to see every nation of the globe as- 
sembled at that exhibition. We will behold the magnificent civili- 
zations of the Orient, coeval in their origin with time and rich with 
barbaric pearl and gold—China and Japan, and India and Egypt, 
aud Ethiopia and Persia, and Turkey and Greece; ay, sir, Greece, 
the beloved of the gods, the home of the orator, of the poet, of the 
statesman, and of the freeman, the cradle of republics, and the holiest 
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of holies to the scholar forever; and Palestine—Palestine the birt) 
place of the Redeemer of men, where the angels sang— e — 


When Jordan hushed his waves and midnight still 
Watched on the holy towers of Zion hill, 


The reviving people of Palestine are stirred by the spirit of } 

ken a > lik —* ler 
sacred past, and they will journey, like the wise men of the 
toward the western star, which shall blaze in loving light over tj. 
enchanted capital of France, where shall be gathered the highest 
earthly fruitions of the labors and bitter griefs of our incarnate Gog 

Yes, sir, and the nations of the west will be there. Brazil, led \)y 
her enlightened Emperor, who purchased at our centennia) ‘exhibj. 
tion $300,000 worth of the fabrics and inventions of America for the 
improvement of his people; and Chili and Pera and Mexico and 
Canada and Australia and the far isles of the sea—every nation wi|| 
be there represented in its corporate capacity, except, it may be— 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HAMILTON. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have not trespassed much upon the time of this Con. 
gress or the former one, and I hope I may be permitted a few moments 
longer to finish my remarks. 

Mr. CLYMER. I ask that by unanimous consent the time of the 
gentleman be extended. : 

Mr. HAMILTON. I will yield to the gentleman if I can obtain the 
floor again after him. 

Mr. SPARKS. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Indiana is recognized. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understood the gentleman from Indiana had the 
floor and yielded to me? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. May I ask the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire a question ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to be permitted to close my remarks, and | 
shall be then happy to answer any question. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The gentlemun has been telling us who will 
be there ; now will he tell who won’t be there? 

Mr. BLAIR. I was about to add that. I will come to that point 
directly, if I am not interrupted. I was saying that all nations wil! 
be there, represented in their corporate capacity, except perhaps 
Columbia, the nation which we claim to be “ the land of the free and 
home of the brave ;” the daughter of freedom, delivered by France— 
she perhaps will not be there. Columbia, the cradle of the freedom 
of modern times, and the very nation to whose fireside the peoples of 
the world hastened only one short season ago to congratulate her 
upon the sublime consummation of her centennial year. And yet we 
say we will not goif it costs us $150,000. This supreme Yankee uation 
declares that she will not go at all if it is to cost $150,000, 

The gentlemen who oppose this bill upon constitutional principles 
have sojid ground to stand npon; if their logic be sound, they have 
something to justify themselves in the position they hold. But as- 
suming that we can constitutionally vote this appropriation, as we 
have voted for scientific explorations in the north and explorations 
in the south, and a great many scientific expeditions and expendi- 
tures, it seems to me the very height of absurdity that we should 
hesitate over an appropriation of $150,000 to carry out this great 
enterprise. I trust we shall vote the full amount unanimously, and 
appropriate the amount named by the committee in this joint reso- 
lution, for nothing less than that can answer the purpose. I believe 
that we onght to appropriate $500,000 without debate, in order to 
carry out our share in this great exhibition, with due reference to 
the dignity and honor of the country and with proper respect to 
France. 

I hope, sir, that the amount appropriated by the committee will 
not be further redaced, but that we shall pass the bill without essen- 
tial amendments and with no diminution of the amount agreed upon 
by the committee as reported to the House; for we should remember 
that the committee has considered this matter more than we, and 
that all may be wasted by an insufficient appropriation or an incon- 
gruous and disjointed plan. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Will the gentleman state how much this appro- 
priation will be to each man, woman, and child in the United States? 

Mr. BLAIR. About one mill; I tried this morning to make the cal- 
culation, but my ideas were so large that I could not bring them 
down s0 as to definitely determine the sum. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Does the gentleman know any man, woman, or 
ebild that is not willing to pay his share? 

Mr. BLAIR. Idonot. The people of my own district would sooner 
pay this amount than to see the appropriation for this exhibition, ou 
our part, so whittled down to the point of a threadbare parsimony. 

Mr. POTTER. I yield the floor to the gentleman from Indiana, 
(Mr. HAMILTON. ] 

Mr. HAMILTON. I first desire to address my remarks in answer 
to the gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. DUNNELL, ]—— 

Mr. SPARKS. I rise toa point of order. I submit that the gentle- 
man from New York [ Mr. ee has already yielded his time. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Dh, that is all right. I do not like these inter- 
ruptions ; they embarrass me and take me off my feet, for I am a very 
modest man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HAMILTON ] 
is speaking in the time of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Porrer. | 

Mr. HAMILTON. I repeat that I desire first to address my remarks 
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to the gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. DUNNELL.] If he had read 


the numerous newspapers published in the State of Indiana, he would | 
ne 


ot find one solitary editorial in one newspaper, republican or dem- 
oa tie, that did not denounce the giving away of the money of the 
a ople for the purpose of celebrating the centennial of our Repub- 
tie s eiladelenie. Let him read more especially those newspapers 

wublished in my district. : a ; 

The Government will send to this exposition at Paris men clothed 
with the commission of the United States who are rolling in wealth. 
Why, Mr. Chairman, they will send men like the gentleman standing 
near me [pointing to Mr. HEwIrr, of New York,] clothed with the 
authority of Government, and pay all their expenses, when they them- 
selves have means ample to pay their expenses a hundred times over, 
and then not feel it; men who have incomes larger than the whole 
capital of most if not all the other members of this Honse, : 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I rise to a point of order. I submit 
that it is against all the rules of order for any member of this House 
to point his finger at another and refer to his private income. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I take back the finger part. I always try to be 
courteous, and I take it all back. Now, sir, there has not been a soli- 
tary commissioner appointed to any one of these expositions by the 
United States Government who could not have paid five times the 
amount and over The very idea of paying men of wealth to go over 
there and have aglorious time drinking champagne underneath mahog- 
any tables! [Great laughter.] I want to be distinctly understood—I 
know exactly what Iam talking about—many of those who went to 
the Vienna exposition not merely drank champagne with their legs 
under mahogany and marble tables, but also did drink champagne 
until they themselves were under the mahogany, to the disgrace of 
the country. At least such is the rumor. 

I propose now to address myself to the distinguished gentleman 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. BLatr.] I agree with him, so far as the 
simple facts that upon the silvery banks of the Seine are stately mon- 
uments, ay, grand monuments, erected at the expense of the people, but 
the terrible revolution came and hurled from the throne one of the 
most estimable monarchs who had ever sat there; for an oppressed 
land turned upon its oppressors. He was compelled to pay for the 
crimes of his ancestors. Versailles is a splendid monument, but it is 
a monument of the suffering and agony of the people. The fountains 
spout their tears ; and the trees along the grand avennes to which the 
gentleman refers rustle with their groans. Are we to send commis- 
sioners over there at the expense of our people in order that they may 
see these tears and hear these groans? 

“Who will be there?” the gentleman asks. Why, sir, I suppose the 
pyramids will be there piled one upon the other with the groans of 
an oppressed people! Let us appoint these commissioners-general at 
a vast expense to an already overburdened country to hear re-echoed 
from a distant past the accumulated misery and suffering of entire 
nations. 

(Here the hammer fell. » 

Mr. MONROE. I rise to make a privileged motion. I move that 
the committee rise forthe purpose of obtaining from the House an 
order limiting debate upon the pending section. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. MONROE. I cannot yield to any one. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRIRGER reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, pursuant to the order of the House, had had 
under consideration the joint resolution (H. R. No. 48) in relation to 
the internatonal industrial exposition to be held in Paris in 1878, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION. 


Mr. HAMILTON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same : 
_ An act (8. No, 289) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue a register and change the name of the schooner Captain Charles 
Robbins to Minnie; 

An act (S. No. 291) to remove the political disabilities of Charles 
W. Field, of King George County, Virginia; and 

A joint resolution (8. R. No. 6) fixing a site for the equestrian 
statue of General Greene. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to which 
Was recommitted the bill (H. R. No. 1521) to provide for deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 187%, and for prior years, and for other purposes, 
reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. No. 1526) to provide 
for deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Govern- 
ment for the tiseal year ending June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I move that this bill be committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union and ordered to be 
printed ; and I give notice that I shall ask the House to preceed to its 
consideration as soon as the pending bill in Committee of the Whole 


has been disposed of, provided this bill shall have been printed by 
that time, 
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The motion of Mr. SINGLETON was agreed to; and the bill was ac- 
cordingly referred to the Committee of the Whole, and ordered to be 
printed. 
PARIS EXPOSITION, 


Mr. MONROE. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of further considering the 
joint resolution in relation to the Paris exposition, and pending that 
motion I move that all further debate on the pending fourth section 
of the joint resolution be limited to two minutes. 

The question was taken upon the motion to limit debate; and it was 
agreed to. 

Mr. MONROE moved to reconsider the vote just taken on limiting 
debate to two minutes ; and also moved that the motiun to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The question was then taken upon the motion to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole; and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole resumes the con- 
sideration of House joint resolution No. 48,in relation tothe inter- 
national industrial exposition to be held in Paris in 1278. By order 
of the House, all debate upon the pending section is limited to two 
minutes. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I desire to say one word in regard to the pro- 
visions of this section 4. It seems to me that if we are legislating 
to-day for the people of this country we should make our language 
so short and so much to the purpose that the people may stand justi- 
fied in sending us here to do their work, and that we may then go 
home. What are we spending time here for? Is it not in order to 
benefit the people of this nation? And, if so, why not make this 
appropriation at once ? 

From every corner of this world all the great beneffts which have 
come to nations have come from an interchange of thought and feel- 
ing. What was it that made the cities of Nuremberg and Munich 
what they are, except that through the Oriental gateway the prod- 
ucts of Asia by the med‘um of carriage and caravan were received 
and produced in the face of Europe the change which never would 
have been produced but for the fairs held in those cities. And yet 
to-day we stand here doubting what we shall do in this case. 

Sir, this great people cannot afford to let such an opportunity pass. 
Let us “ bottle the tears and groans” of the laboring classes, to which 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HAMILTON] refers, and do some- 
thing so that we can bring home ideas and thoughts that will enable 
us to rise higher in the scale of civilization and invention, so that we 
may give the laboring classes that opportunity for work which shall 
really benefit them. The true interest of the citizen who belongs to 
this great Republic, the true interest of the man who possesses polit- 
ical virtue is this, that in the hour when his country had an oppor- 
tunity to display her productions, agricultural and otherwise, he will 
not lose that opportunity even if it should cost half a million dol- 
lars for the benetit that will accrue to us not only for the present but 
for all time to come. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, all debate on the pend- 
ing section is closed. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire simply to say, in response to what 
has been said by the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. HUMPHREY ]—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Further debate is not in order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Free cities and free trade went together. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the coummittee is upon the 
motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. MayHaM] to strike 
out the fourth section. 

The fourth section was read, as follows: 

Sec. 4. That in order to defray the necessary expenses above authorized, and for 
the proper installation of the exhibition, and the expenditures of the commissioner- 
general made under the direction of the Secretary of State and with his approval, 
and not otherwise, there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $150,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary for the purposes herein specified; which sum 
shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary of State. 


The motion to strike out was not agreed to; there being upon a 
division—ayes 88, noes 119. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I move to amend section 4 by add- 
ing that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


And out of suck amount the Commissioner of Agriculture is hereby instructed 
and authorized to collect and prepare, as far as practicable and with as little delay 
as possible, suitable specimens of the agricultural prodacts of the several States 
and Territories of the United States for exhibition at the Paris exposition. 


Mr. HAYES. As a substitute for the amendment of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Wurte] I offer the following: 


Except the sum of $50,000, which shall be expended under the direction of the 
Commissioner of Agriculture, who is hereby instructed and authorized to collect 
and prepare, as far as practicable and with as little delay as possible, suitable spec- 
imens of the agricultural productions of the several States and Territories of the 
Union for exhibition at the Paris exposition; and that he take such measures and 
employ such officers (including the four practical agriculturists as provided for in 
section 2) as he may think proper to carry into effect the provisions of this section. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I will merely remark 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 
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The amendment of Mr. Hayk«s to the amendment of Mr. WHITE of 
Pennsylvania was not agreed to. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Wire, of 
Pennsylvania, there were—ayes 81, noes 52; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Wate, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
MONROE were appointed. 

The committee divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 124, noes 37. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move to amend by striking ont “ $150,000,” as 
the amount of the appropriation, and inserting “ $50,000.” 

Mr. MORSE. I move to amend the amendment so as to make the 
appropriation $200,000 instead of $150,000. 

The amendment of Mr. Morse was not agreed to; there being— 
ayes 39, noos 138, 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WRIGHT, it was 
declared not agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Wricut and Mr. MONROE were ap- 
wointed. 

; The committee divided ; and the tellers reported— ayes 84, noes 126. 

So the amendment was not agreed to, 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move to amend by striking out “000” and$130, 
inserting * $75,000.” 
The question being taken, the amendment was declared not agreed 
to. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I call for tellers. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER. I call for a division of the question, so that a 
vote may be taken separately on striking out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to strike out and insert is not 
divisible. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read the next section, as follows: 

Sec. 5. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of State to transmit to Congress 
a detailed statement of the expenditures which may have been incurred under the 
provisions of this resolution. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out this section 
but Ido so only that Imay have an opportunity of expressing my 
regret at not being able to vote for this joint resolution. 

I am one of those persons who think that enterprises like this are 
not within the province of this Government. Indeed, according to 
my views, they ought not to be within the province of the Govern- 
ment. Such enterprises will, in my judgment, be better conducted 
by private effort and private combination than they can be con- 
ducted by Government. Only yesterday a leading merchant from 
the city of New York said to me— 


If Congress would do nothing about this Paris exhibition, and leave it to us, we 
would make a better exhibition than we shall have if this bill passes. 


But while for these reasons lam not able to vote for this measure— 
reasons which prevented me from voting for the Centennial appro- 
priation, although I had the strongest ties to draw me toward Phila- 
delphia—yet if there be any exposition in the world at which this 
Government should be represented when invited, surely it is this one 
at Paris. As my distinguished colleague [Mr. Hewitt, of New York] 
said yesterday, this Government owes more to France than to any 
other nationon earth. Yes, sir, she owes more to France than she per- 
haps ever can owe to any other nation, for we were indebted to France 
for the contributions of men and of money, and the moral and material 
aid which brought us successfully ont of the Revolution of 1776. From 
the beginning, that great and cultivated people have been the firm 
friends of the Amesican Government and the American people. Be- 
sides it should be remembered that we are indebted to France for her 
sale and cession to ns of that great territory west of the Mississippi 
to the ocean, the acquisition of which gave the feeble States of 
that time room to develop an empire. If there were therefore any 
place to which I could properly vote to send an exhibition of Ameri- 
can industry, Paris would be the place for which I would most cheer- 
fully vote. With these views, sir, I have voted against every amend- 
ment which would cut down the meager appropriation this reso- 
Intion proposes to make, which, if an appropriation were proper in 
itself at all, I should think ought to be increased rather than reduced. 
But with the convictions I entertain as to the power and true policy 
of this Government, I shall be unable when the vote comes to be 
taken upon the passage of the joint resolution to support it. I with- 
draw my amendment. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I move to amend by adding to the fifth 
section the following : 


Together with all reports called for under section 2 of this resolution, which 
reports shall be prepared and arranged with a view to concise statement and con- 


venient reference. 

It is not my purpose to make a speech on this amendment. I pro- 
pose it as a practical suggestion, the propriety of which is conceded 
by gentlemen on both sides with whom I have conversed. I simply 
submit it upon its merits for a vote. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee rose informally ; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, a message in writing from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his 
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secretaries, who also announced that the President had a 

signed a joint resolution (H. R. No. 38) authorizing the 
Rey. John Poisal, D. D., late chaplain of the House 
tives, for time of his service as such without takin 
scribed by law. 


Pproved and 
Payment of 
of Representa. 


£ the oath pre- 
PARIS EXPOSITION. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union res 
session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs npon the 
amendment submitted by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
TON] to the substitute of the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. 
The proposition of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the substitute of Mr. Cox so as w read as follows : 

Whereas the United States have been invited by the Republic of France to take 
part in a universal exposition of the productions of agricaltare, manufactures, a1 d 
the fine arta, to be held in Paris in 1878: Therefore, = 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
in Congress assembled, That said invitation is accepted, and that the ¢ 
the several States be, and are hereby, requosted to invite the people of their ro. 
spective States to assist in the proper representation of the See of our 
artisans and of the natural resources of the country, and to take such further 
measures as may be necessary in order to convince the people of France of the con. 
tinued friendship of this Government toward their country and the interest we take 
in their enterprise. 

Sc. 2. That the President of the United States may, at his discretion, appoint 
one commissioner-general to represent the United States in the proposed expositi on 
eight skilled artisans and seven scientific experts, whose duty it shall be, if they 
accept the appointment under the provisions hereinafter mentioned, to visit, ex. 
amine, and report upon the exhibition and the results thereof; and he may also 
appoint fifty additional commissioners, to reporton special subjects. None of such 
persons so appointed shall receive any salary or compensation other than the honor 
which will accrae to them from their position by reason of such appointment. And 
it is hereby expressly provided that no money shall be paid out tt the Treasury of 
the United States for the purpose of erecting buildings, placing vessels at the dis. 
posal of persons having goods for exhibition, for salaries, or for any purpose what. 
svever connected with said Paris exposition. 
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Mr. CONGER. I would like to move an amendment to this propo- 
sition. 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment wonld be in order except to the 
text of the substitute submitted by the gentleman from New York, 
{Mr. Cox.] The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, 
HAMILTON] is in the second degree, being an amendment to an 
amendment, and therefore no amendment to it is in order. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to amend section 2 of the substitute of the 
gentleman from Indiana by striking ont in the eleventh line the 
words “ by reason of such appointment.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
is an amendment in the second degree, and no amendment to it is in 
order. 

Mr. CONGER. I understand that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana is propésed as a substitute for the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is an error in the printing, as the Clerk 
informs the Chair. The proposition of the gentleman from Indiana 
is offered as an amendment simply. It would be in order, however, 
to move an amendment to the substitute of the gentleman from New 
York, which for present purposes is to be regarded as the original 
text. 

Mr. CONGER. Then there is no opportunity whatever to amend 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from Indiana ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his amendment. 

Mr.CONGER. In the eleventh line of the second section strike out 
the words ** by reason of such appointment.” 

Mr. Chairman, I have but a word to say on that proposition. The 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HAMILTON ] has restricted these com- 
missioners from receiving any salary or compensation except honor. 
eee. And now the gentleman would restrict them in the ex- 
tent of the honors they are to receive. The economy of the gentle- 
man goes further than that of his illustrious uncle. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WRIGHT. Is debate in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not limited except under the five- 
minutes rule. 

Mr. WRIGHT. When I offered my amendment a short time since I 
wished to debate it, but was denied that privilege. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was to section 4, on which the House had 
closed debate. ; 

Mr. WRIGHT. I am not complaining that the gentleman has the 
floor to debate his amendment, but merely wish to know whether we 
should have any opportunity on this side of the House to reply. 

Mr. CONGER. The Chair will notice what time has been taken up 
by this interruption, and not take it out of my five minutes. I say, 
then, Mr. Chairman, and I call the attention of the country to the 
fact—— 

Mr. EDEN. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, that this 
amendment is not in order. I understand it is an amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, which is itself an amend- 
ment to an amendment, and consequently an amendment beyond the 
second degree cannot be received. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has entertained the amendment and 
the gentleman will proceed. E 

Mr. CONGER. IL again request the Chair to take notice of the ime 
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taken up by = interruption, and not charge it against my five min- 
. aughter. 
ao 5 2 f mh with all the economical views of the gentleman 

I indiana he would put into his amendment a restriction upon 
—_ “ honors [laughter] these citizens might receive which I 
= * he ‘has done. He has provided they shall receive no salary and 
a ompensation other than the honor which will accrue to them 
»* Ses position, and that too “by reason of such appointments.” 
oe shter. J Is not that a shameful restriction upon the rights of an 
Sen citizen to gain honor if he can by his intelligence, by his 
yersonal appearance, (laughter, } by the credit with which he repre- 
sents the country at the exposition of a foreign nation? 

Why should the gentleman restrict the honor to such as arises from 
“gneh an appointment?” [Laughter.] It may not be much honor 
to be appointed to this place with the empty honors. { Laughter. } 
Let the American citizen go there, and let him gather around him 
the glory and the honor which he is able as an American citizen to 
gather there from other sources than because he has been appointed 
by the governor of a Territory. [Laughter.) It is not very impor- 
tant, but then he touches the national honor, sir. [Great laughter. } 
It infringes upon the prerogatives of an American citizen; and it is 
left tome by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Monror,] who from 
some unknown cause has assumed the direction of this bill, (laugh- 
ter,] simply, if I remember aright, because somo gentleman of this 
House inadvertently yesterday requested somebody to take charge of 
it—[laughter]:—my friend from Ohio, generous as he always is—and 
] do not know but perhaps he is a member of this committee, [laugh- 
ter |—has assumed to take direction of this ; and yet on a proposition 
which may be carried by this House he has so far forgotten the in- 
terest and dignity of the American citizen that he aliows this propo- 
sition to come before the House without offering to strike out this 
restrictive clanse upon the gaining and accumulating of honors by 
American citizens. (Laughter.] Sir, it is not for me to dwell upon 
it. [Laughter.] Ohio, the grand State of Ohio, expected more from 
the gentleman. [Great laughter.} 

Mr. MONROE. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of 
limiting debate on this substitute. [Laughter.] 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that, pursuant to the order of the 
House, the Committee of the Whole had had under consideration the 
special order, being the joint resolution (H. R. No. 48) in relation to 
making appropriations for the international industrial exposition to 
be held in Paris in 1878, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. MONROE. I move the House go into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of continuing the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution in relation to the Paris exposition; and, 
pending that motion, I move that all debate on the substitute be 
limited to five minutes. 

Mr. BEEBE. I move that all debate on both substitutes be limited 
to five minutes. 

Mr. MONROE. I will move, then, that the debate on all pending 
amendments be limited to five minutes. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I move, Mr. Speaker, that the debate be limited 
to one minute, as I think we have heard enough already on this sub- 

ect. 

_The SPEAKER. The question will first be put on the longest 
time. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Is not my amendment in order? 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Ohio to limit 

debate to five minutes, as that is the longest time, will be first put 
fo the House, and if that be voted down, the question will recur on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri. 
_ Mr. FRANKLIN. Too much time already has been taken up in 
idle discussion upon this measure. The whole country is waiting 
anxiously for us to act upon the repeal of the resumption law, and 
yet two whole days have been taken up in the consideration of this 
Paris exposition matter. We are ready to vote on the repeal of the 
resumption law, and 1 hope this will be disposed of at once, so we 
may proceed to that question and respond affirmatively to the earnest 
and anxious and just expectation of the people. 

Mr. HALE. The proposition to close abate applies to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HAMILTON. ] 

_The SPEAKER. It applies to the substitute of the gentleman from 
New York as well as to the substitute of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HALE. I did not understand that it applied to the substitute 
moved by the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Cox.] 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move that the debate be extended to ten 
minutes in order to give a chance to the gentlemen on the other side 
to be heard. 

Mr. WRIGHT. No, let the debate be limited to five minutes. 

_The SPEAKER. The question will be first taken on the longest 
time, which is ten minutes. 

The motion of Mr. Cox, of New York, limiting debate to ten min- 
utes was agreed to. 

. Mr. MON ROE moved to reconsider the vote by which debate was 
— and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. MONROE. I now move to go into committee. 
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Mr. CONGER. Is it in order to reconsider that motion ? 

The SPEAKER. The motion has not yet been agreed to, but the 
gentleman can reach his object by voting against it. 

The motion w2s agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself intoCommittee of the Whole 
(Mr. SPRINGER in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
House j-int resolution (H. R. No. 48) in relation to the international 
industrial exposition to be held in Paris in 1878. 

The CHAIRMAN. By erder of the House all debate on the pend- 
ing amendments has been closed in ten minutes. The question first 
recurs on the amendment to the amendment moved by the gentleman 
from Michigan, [Mr. CoNGER.] 

Mr. CONGER. At the request of many gentlemen I withdraw that 
amendment. [Laughter. ] 

The question next recurred on Mr. HAMILTON’s amendment. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I demand a division. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HAMILTON and Mr. MONROE were 
appointed. 

Mr. FRYE. I understand the question to be on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana to the amendment moved by 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Which is an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute for that proposition. 

The committee divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 166, noes 4. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question next recurs on the amendment, as 
amended, of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox. ] 

Mr. COX, of New York. I give notice that I shall ask for a vote in 
the House on my amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. What is the question ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is on the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York as amended by the substitute of the gentleman from In- 
diana, [Mr. HAMILTON. ] 

Mr. MONEY. Why, we have just voted on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. COX, of New York, demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Cox, of New York, and Mr. Monrog 
were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 99, noes 124. 

So the amendment, as amended, was disagreed to. 

Mr. HAMILTON. If it be proper, I now give notice that in the 
House I shall demand the yeas and nays on my amendment. 

Mr. MONROE. As the amendments have been disposed of, I move 
the committee rise and report the joint resolution to the House, with 
the amendmen's agreed to. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under consid- 
eration the joint resolution (H. R. No. 48) in relation to the inter- 
national industrial exposition to be held in Paris in 1872, and had 
directed him to report the same back with sundry amendments. 

Mr. MONROE. I demand the previous question on the joint reso- 
lution and the amendments reported from the committee. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I wish to say a word. My substitute has 
been cut out by some acute arrangement, and I hope the demand for 
the previous question will not be seconded, so I may obtain a vote on 
it in the House. [Laughter.] I know the House is for it, and I wish 
to secure a vote on it. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Yon told us how to do it last night. 

Mr. ELAM. How far will the previous question extend? 

The SPEAKER. To the engrossment of the joint resolution. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 125, noes 99. 

So the previous question was seconded, 

Mr. COX, of New York. I demand the yeas and nays on the pas- 
sage of the joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Honse has not yet reached that point. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I merely give notice now. 

The main question was then ordered to be put. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Is it in order to call the yeas and nays on 
ordering the main question to be put? 

The SPEAKER. It is now too late ; it would have been in order. 

Mr. MONROE moved to reconsider the vote by which the main 
question was ordered ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
tion. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. HALE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to withdraw it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I withdraw it, and will ask for the yeas 
and nays on the passage of the joint resolution. 

The amendments reported from the committee were severally agreed 
to without division, with the exception of the following, on which a 
separate vote was asked : 

Tn lines 21, 22, 23, 24, strike ont the following words : 

And that the President may appoint not exceeding one hundred additional hon- 
orary commissioncrs te report upon special suljects, who shall serve without pay 


I demand the yeas and nays on that mo- 
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And insert in lieu thereof the following: 

And the governors of the several States shall nominate and the President may 
appuint two honorary commissioners from each of the several States; and the Pres- 
ident may appoint twenty-four additional honorary commissioners, among whom 
there shall be at least one resident of each of the Territories of the United States; 
which said honorary commissioners may report upon special objecta, who shall 
serve without pay or other expense to the United States: And provided further, 
That incase the authorities of any State or Territory shall appoint a commissioner 
or commissioners to represent the interests of such State or Territory at said ex- 
hibition, said commissioner or commissioners so appointed shall have the same 
status in the commission as the honorary commissioners — for herein, but 
shall not be entitied to cither pay or compensation out of the money hereby appro- 
priated. 

Mr. HALE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. POUND. Is it in order to ask for a division of the question ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to ask for a division of the vote 
on an amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 148, nays 113, not 
voting 30; as follows: 


YEAS—Mesars. Atkins, Banning, Beebo, Bell, Benedict, Bicknell, Blackburn, 
Bland, Blount, Boone, Bouck, Boyd, Bragg, Brentano, Brogden, Buckner, Burdick, 
Cabell, John W. Caldwell, Candler, Cannon, Carlisle, Chalmers, Alvah A, Clark, 
Jobn B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cobb, Col- 
lina, Cook, Covert, Samuel S Cox, Cravena, Crittenden, Culberson, Cummings, 
Cutler, Davidson, Horace Davis, Joseph J. Davia, Dibrell, Dickey, Durham, Eden, 
Fickhboff, Elam, Ellis, John H. Evins, Ewing, Felton, Finley, Forney, Franklin, 
Faller, Garth, Gause, Gibson, Giddings, Glover, Goode, Gunter, Hamilton, Harden- 
berch, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Harrison, Hart, Hartridge, Hartzell, 
Hatcher, Hayes, Henderson, Hooker, House, Hunton, Frank Jones, James Taylor 
Jones, Keightley, Kenna, Kimmel, Knapp, Knott, Landers, Lathrop, Ligon, Lock- 
wood, Luttrell, Mackey, Maish, Manning, Martin, Mayham, McKenzie, McMahon, 
Mills, Money, Morrison, Morse, Mu!drow, Muller, Price, Pridemore, Quinn, Rea, 
Reagan, Reilly, Americus V. Rice, Riddle, Rebbins, Roberts, Robertson, Ross, 
Samp.on, Sayler, Scales, Schleicher, Shelley, Singleton, Slemons, William E. Smith, 
Southard, Sparks, Springer, Steele, Stenger, Strait, Throckmorton, Tipton, Richard 
W. Townshend, Tucser, Turner, Turney, Vance, Waddell, Walker, Walsh, War- 
ner, Harry White, Alpheus 8S. Williams, James Williams, Jere N. Williams, Albert 
S. Willis, Benjamin A. Willis, Wilson, Wood, Wrizht, Yeates, and Young—143. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Bacon, Bagley, John H. Baker, William it. Baker, 
Ballon, Banks, Bayne, Blair, Brower, Bridges, Briggs, Browne, Burchard, Cain, 
W. P. Caldwell, Calkins, Camp, Campbell, Chittenden, Claflin, Rash Clark, Cole, 
Conger, Jacob D. Cox, Crapo, Danford, Deering, Denison, Dannell, Dwight, Eames, 
Ellsworth, Errett, Field, Foster, Freeman, Frye, Gardner, Garfield, Hale, Hanna, 
Harmer, Benjamin W. Harris, Haskell, Hendee, Henry, Abram 8. Hewitt, Hum- 
Ea. Hungerford, Hunter, Ittner, James, John S. Jones, Jorgensen, Joyce, Keifer, 
<etebam, Killinger, Lapham, Leonard, Lindsey, Loring, Marsh, McCook, Me- 
Gowan, MeKinley, Mitchell, Monroe, Morgan, Neal, Norcross, Oliver, O'Neill, 
Overton, Pacheco, Page, Patterson, Peddie, Phillips, Pound, Powers, Pugh, Rainey, 
Randolph, Reed, William W. Rice, George D. Robinson, Milton 8, Robinson, Ryan, 
Sapp, Shallenberger, Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, Starin, Stewart, John W. Stone, 
Joseph C. Stone, Swann, Thompson, Thornburgh, Amos Townsend, Van Vorhes, 
Wait, Ward, Watson, Welch, Michael D. White, Willits, Andrew Williams, Charles 
G. Williams, Richard Williams, and Wren—113. 

NOT VOTING-@ Messrs. Aiken, Bishee, Bliss, Bright, Bundy, Butler, Caswell, 
Darvall, Donglas, t Newton Evans, James L. Evans, Fort, Hazelton, Henkle, Her- 
bert, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hiscock, Hubbell, Kelley, Lynde, Metcalfe, Phelps, 
Pollard, Potter, Sexton, Smalls, Stephens, Martin IL. Townsend, Veeder, and Whit- 
thorne —30, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made : 

Mr. GARTH. I desire to state that my colleague from Alabama, 
Mr. Hewitt, is absent on account of sickness. 


Mr. FORNEY. My colleague from Alabama, Mr. HERBERT, is ab- 
serton account of sickness. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to dispense with the reading of the names. 

There was no objection, and the reading of the names was dis- 
pensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the joint resolution, as amended. 

Mr. DURHAM. I ask for the reading of the engrossed joint reso- 
lution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s demand is premature. The joint 
resolution has not yet been ordered to be engrossed. The question is 
now on ordering the joint resolution to be engrossed, as amended, and 
read a third time. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

Mr. MONROE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DURHAM. I now call for the reading of the engrossed bill. 

Mr. BEEBE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. When 
the joint resolution comes up for its third reading, would it then be 
in order to move that it be recommitted with instructions ? 

The SPEAKER. It would, but the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BEEBE ] is not recognized for that purpose. The Chair is obliged to 
recognize the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. MonRoOE,] who has risen to 
call for the previous question on the passage of the bill. But the 

entleman from Kentucky asks for the reading of the engrossed bill. 
hat is in order. 

Mr. MONROE. I move that the House do now adjourn; and on 
that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 4, nays 253, not vot- 
ing 34; as follows: 

VEAS—Mesars. W. P. Caldwell, Culberson, R , and Shelley—4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Atkins, Bacon, John i Baker, William H. Baker, 





Ballou, Banks, Banning, Bayne, Beebe, Bell, Benedict, Bickne — rl 
Biand, Blount, Boone, Bouck, Boyd, Bragg, Seeainan, — Blackburn Blair, 
Brogden, Browne, Buckner, Burchard, Burdick, Butler, Cabell] Cain, I hr *. Briggs, 
well, Calkins, Camp, Campbell, Candler, Cannon, Carlisle, Chalmers, (| = weld 
Claflin, Alvah A. Clark. John B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark. jr f Henden, 
Clymer, Cobb, Cole, Collins, Conger, Cook, Covert, Jacob D. Cox a Missoari, 
Crapo, Cravens, Crittenden, Cummings, Cutler, Danford, Davidson. ee 1S. Cox, 
Joseph J. Davis, Deering, Denison, Dibrell, Dickey, Douglas, Dunnell D Davis 
Dwight, Eames, Eden, Eickhoff, Elam, Ellis, Ellsworth, Errett John 'H urbam 
Ewing, Felton, Field, Finley, Forney, Fort, Foster, Franklin, Freeman Fry Eving 
ler, Gardner, Garfield, Garth, Gause, Glover, Goode, Gunter, Hale. i Fal. 
Hanna, Hardenbergh, Harmer, Benjamin W. Harris, Henry R. Harris ioe 
Harris, Harrison, Hart, Hartridge, Hartzell, Haskell, Hatcher, Hayes Teny. 
Henderson, Henry, House, Hubbell, Humphrey, Hungerford, Hunter. Hunt, ndee, 
ner, Frank Jones, James Taylor Jones, John 8. Jones, Jorgensen ree k. Itt. 
Keightley, Kenna, Ketcham, Killinger, Kimmel, Knapp, Knott,’ Lander — 
ham, Lathrop, Leonard, Ligon, Lindsey, Lockwood, Loring, Lynde, Mackey x Ap. 
Manning, Marsh, Martin, Mayham, McCook, McGowan, McKenzie, Mck ee 
McMahon, Mills, Mitchell, Money, Monroe, Morgan, Morrison, Morse “Mut ~ “ys 
Muller, Norcross, Oliver, O'Neill, Overton, Pacheco, Page, Patterson, Pel’ 
Phillips, Potter, Pound, Powers, Price, Pridemore, Pagh, Quinn, Rainey a’ 
dolph, Rea, Reed, Reilly, Americus V. Rice, William W. Rice, Riddle. eye” 
Roberts, Robertson, George D. Robinson, Milton S. Robinson, Ross Ryan, — 
son, Sapp, Sayler, Scales, Shallenberger, Singleton, Sinnickson, Slemons, A. fle, 
Smith, William E. Smith, Southard, Sparks, Springer, Starin, Stecle " Ster oe 
Stewart, John W. Stone, Joseph C. Stone, Strait, Swann, Thompson, Thornbur rt 
Throckmorton, Tipton, Amos Townsend, Richard W. Townshend. Tucker, Tur 
ner, Turney, Vance, Van Vorhes, Waddell, Wait, Walker, Walsh, Ward. W sone 
Watson, Welch, Harry White, Michael D. White, Whitthorne, Willits, Alph: 
S. Williams, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, James Williams, Jere ¥ 
Williams, Albert 5. Willis, Benjamin A. Willis, Wilson, Wood, Wren, Wri ht 
Yeates, and Young—253. . _— 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Aiken, Bagley, Bisbee, Bliss, Bright, Bundy Caswell 
Rush Clark, Darrall, I. Newton Evans, James L. Evans, Gibson, Giddings, Hay r 
ton, Henkle, Herbert, Abram S. Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hiscock, Hooker 
James, Kelley, Luttrell, Metcalfe, Neal, Phelps, Pollard, Schleicher, Sexton, Smalls’ 
Stephens, Martin I. Townsend, Veeder, and Richard Williams—34, . 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

During the call of the roll, the following proceedings occurred : 

Mr. COX, of New York, (after the first name on the roll had been 
called.) I hope the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. Duruan] will 
withdraw his call for the reading of the engrossed joint resolution, 

Mr. DURHAM. I withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no discretion to stop the roll-call, 
The yeas and nays have been ordered and the call of the roll has com- 
menced. 

Mr. MONROE. I made the motion that the Honse adjourn, to ac- 
commodate my friend from Kentucky [Mr. DurHAM] who wanted to 
see the engrossed joint resolution. In the course of half an hour he 
can see it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest that by unanimous consent the call of 
the roll can be dispensed with. [Cries of “ Regular order!” ] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request for unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Kentucky be permitted to withdraw 
his demand for the reading of the joint resolution, and that the call of 
the roll be dispensed with, the motion to adjourn being also with- 
drawn. 

Mr. CONGER. I object. 

Mr. MONROE. Let the roll-call go on. 

The call of the roll was then proceeded with and completed. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The reading of the engrossed bill is demanded. 

Mr. DURHAM. I withdraw that call. 

The joint resolution was then read the third time by its title. 

Mr. MONROE. I ask the previous question on the passage of the 
joint resolution. : 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

Mr. MONROE moved to reconsider the vote by which the main ques- 
tion was ordered; and also moved that the motion to,reconsider bé 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. se 

= ELAM. I ask for the yeas and nayson the passage of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I rise to a privileged question. Here is an evi- 
dent attempt to control the action of members of Congress by a 
promise of influence in nominating the commissioners to the Paris 
exposition. Here it is written on the face of the bill itself. 

he SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I know that debate is not in order; but I have a 
——— on this floor and I consider this an insult—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. * 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 139, nays 125, not 
voting 27; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Aldrich, Bacon, Bagley, William H. Baker, Ballon, Banks, 
Bayne, Blair, Brentano, Brewer, Bridges, Briggs, Burchard, Burdick, Butler, ( ain, 
Calkins, Camp, Campbell, Cannon, Chittenden, Claflin, Rush Clark, Cole, Covert, 
Jacob D. Cox, Crapo, Cummings, Cutler, Danford, Horace Davis, Deering, Denison, 
Dunnell, Dwight, Eames, Eickhoff, Field, Forney, Foster, Freeman, Frye, Gardner, 
Garfield, Hale, Hardenbergh, Harmer, Benjamin W. Harris, Harrison, Haskell, 
Hayes, Hendee, Henderson, Henkle, Henry, Abram S. Hewitt, Hubbell, Hum- 
phrey, Hungerford, Hunter, Ittner, Jorgensen, Joyce, Keifer, Keightley, Ketcham, 

‘illinger, Kimmel, Landers, Lapham, Lathrop. Leonard, Lindsey, Lock wood, 
Loring, Luttrell, Marsh, McCook, McGowan, McKinley, Metcalfe, Mitchell, Mon- 
roe, Morse, Muller, Neal, Norcross. Oliver, O'Neill, Overton, Pacheco, Page, Pat- 
terson, Peddie, Phillips, Pound, Price, Pugh, Rainey, Reed, William W. Rice, 
Roberts, George D. Robinson, Milton S. Robinson, Ross, Ryan, Sampson. Sapp, 
Schleicher, Shallenberger, Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, Starin, Stewart, John W. 
Stone, Joseph C. Stone, Strait, Swann, Thompson, Thornburgh, Tipton, Amos 
Townsend, Van Vorhes, Wait, Walsh, Ward, Warner, Watson, Welch, Harry 
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D. White, Willits, Alpheus S. Williams, Andrew Williams, 
18, Richard Williams, Benjamin A. Willis, Wood, and Wren—139. 
tkins, John H. Baker, Banning, Beebe, Bell, Benedict, Bick- 
1d, Blount, Boone, Bouck, Loyd, Bragg, Brogden, Browne, Back- 
hell. John W. Caldwell, W. P. Caldwell, Candler, Carlisle, Chalmers, Alvah 
ne ae john B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, 
- are «. Conger, Cook, Samuel S. Cox, Cravens, Crittenden, Culberson, Da- 
Cobb a a th J. Davis, Dibrell, Dickey, Douglas, Durham, Eden, Elam, Ellis, 
vidson “Brine Ewing, Felton, Finley, Fort, Franklin, Faller, Garth, Gause, Gid- 
John y.. wver, Goode, Gunter, Hamilton, Hanna, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, 
=e i Hartzell, Hatcher, Herbert, House, Hunton, Frank Jones, James Taylor 
Ha ee S Jones, Kenna, Knapp, Knott, Ligon, Lynde, Mackey, Maish, Man- 
fea in Mayham, McKenzie, McMahon, Mills, "Money, Morgan, Morrison, 
ning, =a Potter, Pridemore, Quinn, Randolph, Rea, Reagan, Reilly, Americus V. 
Nien, dale Robbins, Robertson, Saylor, Scales, Shelley, Singleton, Slemons, 
Kicw am E. Smith, Southard, Sparks, Springer, Steele, Stenger, Throckmorton, 
2 a W. Townshend, Tucker, Turner, Turney, Vance, Waddell, Walker, 
wr bisiberee James Williams, Jere N. Williams, Albert S. Willis, Wilson, Wright, 
Whitt Foung—125 

Yeates, avy ING Messrs. Aiken, Bisbee, Bliss, Bright, Bundy, Caswell, Darrall, 
“jqworth, Errett, I. Newton Evans, James L. Evans, Gibson, Hart, Hazelton, 
ein lemith W. Hewitt, Hiscock, Hooker, James, Kelley, Phelps, Pollard, Powers, 
Sexton, Smalls, Stephens, Martin 1. Townsend, and Veeder—21. 


So the joint resolution was passed. 

During the roll-call, the following announcements were made: 

Mr. GARTH. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. Hewitt, of 
Alabama, is detained at his own room by sickness. If here, he would 
rote ** ad 
“he CAMP. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. Hiscock, is 
paired with Mr. Veeper. If Mr. Hiscock were present, he would vote 
Wr. O'NEILL. I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. KELLEY, 
is detained from the House by indisposition. If he were here, he 

ould vote “ay.” 

" we WILLIS of New York. My colleague, Mr. Biss, is detained 
from the House by sickness. If present he wonld vote “ ay.” 

The result of the vote was then announced, as above stated. 

Mr. SWANN moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


vhite, Michael 
oe Williaw 

NAYS—Messrs. A 
nell, Blackburn, Blar 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed a concurrent resolution provid- 
ing for the printing of a narrative of the North Polar expedition of 
the United States ship Polaris; in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House. 

METRICAL SYSTEM. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States : 
To the House of Representatives : 

In answer to a joint resolution of the Honse of Representatives, of the 6th in- 
stant, requesting the opinions of the heads of the Departments respecting the 


obligatory use of the metrical system of weights and measures, I transmit here- 
with a report from the Secretary of State. 
R. B. HAYES. 


WasnIncton, November 20, 1877. 


The message, with the accompanying report, was referred to the 


Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be 
printed. 


WASHINGTON LIGHT INFANTRY, CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a report of the Chief of Ordnance on the 
joint resolution (H. R. No. 37) to authorize the issue of arms to the 
Washington Light Infantry, of Charleston, South Carolina; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. LUTTRELL asked and obtained unanimous consent for the 
withdrawal from the files of the House of papers in the case of Will- 
iam H. Davis. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, asked and obtained consent for the 
withdrawal from the files of the House of papers in the case of 
Thomas Williams. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the House now adjourn. 

_ The motion was i to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
fifty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. CHALMERS: Papers relating to the claim of Abraham 
Bazinsky for property taken by the United States Army—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COX: Papers relating to the claim of John T. Neal, an em- 
ployé of the provost marshal’s department in 1861, for compensation 
= agalan received in the line of his duties—to the Committee of 

aims, 

By Mr. ELLSWORTH: The petition of citizens of Little Traverse, 
Michigan, for the building of a light-house at the mouth of Little 
Traverse Harbor, Michigan—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HASKELL: Papers relating to the claim of Isador Lewko- 
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witz, of New York, for property taken in New Orleans, Louisiana, by 
the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. ' 

By Mr. LYNDE: The petition of Frank Keating and others, for a 
reduction of the license fee for pilots, masters, mates, and engineers— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MAISH: Papers relating to the claim of Edmond Wolfe 
and others, for compensation for property destroyed by the United 
States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MANNING: The petition of Penelope Waldrop, for compen- 
sation for property taken by the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: Papers relating to the petition of John Thomp- 
son for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: Memorial of all the national banks of Philadel- 
phia, save one, and several savings and trust-fund companies, against 
the passage of the act authorizing the coinage of silver to an unlimited 
| extent as the bimetallic legal money of our country—to the Commit- 

tee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of Sally Rogers, for a pension—to the 
Committeee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. RIDDLE: The petition of G. D. Craige, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: Papers relating to the establishment of post- 
routes from Boone by way of Matney’s Store to Buffalo Cove, and 
from Wilkesborough to High Shoals, North Carolina—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SCHLEICHER: Papers relating to the claims of the heirs 
of Santiago de Leon, and of William Longnecker, for compensation 
for property taken, and for the use of property, by the United States 
Army—to the Committe on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS: The petition of Mary J. Rains, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWANN: The petition of John Dellinger, for a pension—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Papers relating to the petition of Dan- 
iel M. Page, to be credited, in the settlement of his accounts as an 
officer of the United States Army, with the amount certain articles 
stolen from him were worth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: The petitionof Steven T. Norvell, 
for pay while an acting second lieutenant in the Fifth United States 
Infantry in 1262~63—to the same committee. 








IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, November 21, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GrorGcr M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 48) in relation to the international industrial ex- 
position to be held in Paris in 1878; in which the concurrence of the 
Senate was requested. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President : 

A bill (S. No. 289) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue a register and change the name of the schooner Captain Charles 
Robbins to Minnie; 

A bill (S. No. 291) to remove the political disabilities of Charles W. 
Field, of King George County, Virginia; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 6) fixing a site for the equestrian 
statue of General Greene. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of John B. Dunbar, of Shaw- 
nee County, Kansas, praying for a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WITHERS presented the petition of Mary Byrd Dallas, widow 
of the late Commodore Alexander James Dallas, of the United States 
Navy, praying for an increase of pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DORSEY presented the petition of Benjamin F. Norwood and 
others, citizens of Howard and Sevier Counties, Arkansas, praying 
for the establishment of a mail-route from Mineral Springs to Ulti- 
mathule, in that State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GORDON presented the memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Charleston, South Carolina, in favor of an appropriation 
by Congress for the improvement of the Charleston harbor; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Samuel Noble, of Anniston, Cal- 
houn County, Alabama, praying compensation for cotton seized by 
the United States authorities during the late war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. WALLACE presented a memorial of the city councils of Erie, 
Pennsylvania, in favor of an appropriation by Congress for the erec- 
tion of a court-house and post-oflice in that city; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Hie also presented the petition of M. W. Mehl and others, of Erie 
City, Pennsylvania, praying for an appropriation by Congress for the 
erection of a court-house in that city; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 32) for the relief of J. M. Micow and others, 
have duly considered the same so far as it affects the case of Mr. 
Micow, and submit areport in his favor, with a substitute for the bill, 
and recommend that the substitute be adopted and the bill passed as 
thus amended. The report was ordered to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 340) for the relief of William F. Grove; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Ho also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 341) for the relief of Charles H. Mosely; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on the files relating to 
the case, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MAXEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 342) for the relief of Pha@be Henrietta Groes- 
beck; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8S. No. 343) to amend sections 649 and 714 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States in relation to the issues of fact 
in civil cases and retirement of judges; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 344) to provide for ascertaining and settling private 
land claims in certain States and Territories; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. MCPHERSON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 345) for the relief of Nathaniel G. Smith; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Oflices and Post-Roads. 

NANCY 8. LEDFORD. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 225) to repeal an act entitled “An act for the 
relief of Nancy 8. Ledford,” approved March 3, 1571. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMOS IRELAND. 


Mr. MERRIMON. I move to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (S. No. 99) for the relief of the estate of Amos Ireland, deceased. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. Itdirects the proper account- 
ing officers of the Treasury to adjust and settle the account of Amos 
Ireland, as captain of the light-vessel at Brandt Island Shoals, North 
Carolina, and allow to his administrator the sum of $208.33 for his 
services from January 1, 1861, until May 31, 1361. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear the report in that case read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Cock- 
RELL, from the Committee on Claims, November 8: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 99) for the relief 
of the estate of Amos Lreland, deceased, have duly examined the same, and submit 
the following report: 

Your committee find that during the Forty-fourth Congress a bill similar to the 
one now presented was introduced in the Senate and referred to your committee 
for examination and report, and your committee, on June 21, 1876, submitted to the 
Senate the following report, to wit: 

“ The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill for the relief of Mar- 
garet Ireland, widow of Amos Ireland, have had the same under consideration, 
and respectfully report as follows: 

Your committee find, from the evidence filed in the case, that Amos Ireland was 
loyal to the United States throughout the war; that he was employed under con- 
tract as keeper of the light-vessel stationed at Brandt Island Shoals, in North Car- 
olina, at a salary of $500 per annum, and that he performed service in that capacity 
from Decomber 31, 1860, to June 30, 1861, for which he received no pay. Your com- 
mittee addressed a letter to the Secretary of the Treasury, and received through 
him, from the Light-House Board, the information that Amos Ireland was em- 
ployed as keeper of the light veasel at Brandt Island during the year 1860, at a sal- 
ary of $500 per annum ; that the accounts of the superintendent of lights show that 
he was paid up toand including December 31, 1860; that no accounts were received 
from the superintendent during the year 1861; and, although the presumption is 
that some service was rendered, there is no positive evidence of the fact on file in 
this office, and that it is not known positively at what time light-house service 
was discontinued at the said station, as no direct order or instructions were issucd 
from the Light-House Office with reference thereto. Your committee find the re- 
ply of the Secretary confirmatory of the facts set forth in the evidence, as far as 
the records show anything in relation to the case, and are satisfied that the claim is 
a justone. In view of the tact that service was discontinued on all mail-routes on 
May 31, 1861, at which time all authority of the United States was suspended in 
North Carolina, your committee recommend payment only from December 31, 1860, 
until May 31, 1861, at the rate of $500 per annum, payable to the administrator of 
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the estate of Amos Ireland, deceased, upon farnishing satisfactory proof 
fication as administrator, and recommend the passage of the bil} as . 2 : 

The bill (S. No. 99) now before your commitice is a copy of the bill «. 
to the Senate as above stated. After a careful re-examination , 
committee concur in the facts and conclusions stated in the 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendme 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time 


qnal 

bill so re > rt 
ft the cas 
foregoing re » 


rt, and 


nt, ordere, 
» 40d passed, 
JAMES D. HOLMAN, 


Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid 
eration of the bill (S. No. 290) for the relief of James D. Holman o 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of th 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides for the payny ~ 
to James D. Holman, of Oregon, $25,000, in full for the value of hi 
improvements taken by the United States and included within the 
military reservation at Cape Disappointment, Washington Territor. 
Mr. CONKLING, Is there a written report in that case ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state, in answer to the Senator from Now 
York, that there is a written report which has been printed, and it 
is very voluminous, consisting mainly of copies of the opinions of to 
Judge-Advocate-General, the Secretary of War, the military som. 
mander in charge of the Department, aud so forth and so on. If woy\) 
take perhaps an hour and a half to read the report. If any explanatioy 
of the bill is desired, I think 1 can make it in a very few words so a3 
to be satisfactory to the Senate. 

I will state in this connection that the bill was carefully considered 
by the Committee on Claims of this body and unanimously agrou 
to by that committee, and I was instructed to report accordingly. Tho 
claim has been approved virtually by the Secretary of War. ‘All t.¢ 
legal points, I will say, have been decided in favor of the applicant 
by the Judge-Advocate-General of the Army, and that decision jas 
been approved by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. MERRIMON. What is the claim? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is the claim of James D. Holman for the 
value of his improvements, as a settler under the donation Jaw of 
Congress, included within the military reservation at Fort Canby, 
Washington Territory. F 

Mr. INGALLS. When was the property taken? 

Mr. MITCHELL. The property was taken in 1452. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Will the Senator from Oregon allow the 
bill to go over until Senators can have an opportunity to read th: 
report ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I do not like to vote for a bill of this kind 
without having had an opportunity to examine the report to see upon 
what it is founded. Twenty-five thousand dollars is a large sum of 
money to appropriate for such a purpose. 

Mr. MITCHELL. With the greatest pleasure I will consent to let 
the bill go over until Senators can have an opportunity of reading 
the report. 

Mr. DAVIS, of TIlinois. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


PARIS EXPOSITION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the joint resoln- 
tion (H. R. No. 48) in relation to the international industrial exposi- 
tion to be held in ‘Paris in 1878; and it was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move that the joint resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BECK. The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations is 
absent. On his motion, when the President’s message came in, all 
matters mentioned in the message were referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and I suppose the joint resolution should go to that 
committee. In the absence of the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, I hope the joint resolution will not be referred to any 
other committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine hear the 
proposition of the Senator from Kentucky ? 

r. HAMLIN. What was the suggestion ? 5 

Mr. BECK. I simply suggest that in the absence of the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations the joint resolution be not re- 
ferred until he comes in. I understand the Committee on Appropria- 
tions think it ought to go to that committee. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I should be very happy to have it go to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. se Be 

Mr. BECK. It is oneof the questions alluded to in the President's 
message, and the whole message was referred to that committee. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I withdraw the suggestion of reference to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. It properly belongs to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations ; but I shall be very happy to have another 
committee take it. 

Mr. BECK. I do not want it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let it go there. . 

Mr. CONKLING. I suggest to the Chair it had better lie until the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations comes in. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will not be referred for 
the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT subsequently said: This joint resolution 
has been read twice, and the Chair waits for a motion of reference. 


Titory, 


That is all I desire. 
The bill goes over. 
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Mr. BECK. The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations is 
1, WINDOM. If nobody else will make the motion, I suggest 
that it go to the Committee on Appropriations. I have not the slight- 
a choice where it goes, however. : : 

“Mr. EATON. I move its reference to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

“The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, (after a pause.) What is the pleasure of 

e Senate? : 2 : 
ti, CONKLING. There being apparently nothing pressing before 
the Senate, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The question being put, it was declared that the noes appeared to 

eve il. ad - 
Pie CONKLING. We had better divide. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I hope the motion will be withdrawn and that we 
shall have an executive session. 

Mr. CONKLING. _I withdraw it for that purpose. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Then I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After fifteen minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session, the doors were re-opened. 

EDWIN A. CLIFFORD. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 145) for the relief of Edwin A. Clifford. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It directs the proper accounting officers of the 
Post-Oflice Department to credit Edwin A. Clifford, postmaster at 
Evanston, Illinois, in his accounts as such postmaster, B545.03, being 
the value of postage-stamps, postage, and money-order funds stolen 
from the safe in the vault of the post-office at Evanston, on the night 
of February 27, 1876, without any fault or negligence on the part of 
the postmaster. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report accompanying that bill ? 

Mr. OGLESBY. Yes, sir. The bill has passed the Senate hereto- 
fore. It is a clear case, and one that I am sure the Senate will not 
spend mace upon. The report can be read again if the Senator 
wants to hear it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the report been read before ? 

Mr. OGLESBY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I suggest that the Secretary read the report again 
for the information of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Pap- 


pock, from the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads, on the 
19th instant : 


The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 145) for the relief of Edwin A. Clifford, having considered the same, unani- 
mously report thereon : 

It appears from the evidence before the committee that E. A. Clifford was post- 
master at Evanston, Illinois. On the night of the 27th of February, 1876, his office 
was entered by a gang of professional burglars from Chicago, (the entrance was 
effected by digging a hole through the wall into the vault,) who by the use of gun- 
powder blew open the safe and rifled it of its contents. The building was the oue 
rented for the use of the post-office. The loss consists in $98.51 in money-order 
funds, $546.57 in stamps and stamp-funds. The report of the special agent of the 
Department who examined the case discloses the fact that two of the robbers had 
been arrested up to the time the report was made. The robbers also took two drafts 
which had been drawn on New Yor‘, but up to last reports they had not been pre- 
sented for payment, and it is supposed that they were destroyed. The robbery 
does not seem to have resulted from any fault of the postmaster. 

It appears from the evidence that the Post-Oflice Department was notified of the 
barglary and loss of money and stamps, and that a special agent immediately iaves- 
tigated and reported as above. The committee are therefore of the opinion that 


the claim for $645.08 should be allowed. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REVISION OF THE PATENT LAWS. 


Mr. BOOTH submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Patents be authorized to have printed for the 


use of the committee 300 copies of the argument before the committee in relation 
Ww Senate bill No. 300. 


SENATOR FP 9M SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. THURMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the resolution I offered yesterday, if it is not the unfinished 
business, which I think it is. I make that motion. 

The V ICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks no motion is necessary. 
The resolution is before the Senate, and will be read. 

Che Chief Clerk read as follows : 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be discharged from 
the consideration of the credentials of M. C. Butler, of South Carolina. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, yesterday the honorable Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] undertook, in a speech of some length, to 
criticise the conduct of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
and to arraign that committee before the Senate and the country for 
a dereliction of duty. He put the query why it was that the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections had taken up the case of Kellogg 
aud Spofford, and thus postponed the consideration of the case of Mr. 


Eustis. I took the liberty at that time of interrupting him, stating that 
I should be glad to inform him why that wasdone. The Senator very 
kindly gave way; and I thenstated that the reason why the commit- 
tee had taken up the Kellogg-Spofford case in preference to that of 
Mr. Eustis was the fact that the day before the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections had its first meeting the Senator from Ohio himself had 
moved in open Senate to discharge the committee from the further 
consideration of the case, and that the motion was still pending in 
the Senate and undecided at the time the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections held its first meeting; and that the committee unani- 
mously, as I stated at the time, had concluded that it would not be 
decorous to proceed with the consideration of the case of Mr. Eustis 
while the motion of the honorable Senator from Ohio was pending in 
the Senate to discharge that committee from the further consideration 
of the case. 

At that point in my statement I was interrupted by the Senator from 
Ohio with the suggestion that I was entirely wrong in my facts, and the 
honorable Senator undertook to whistle me down by the statement 
that I was wrong from the facet that the motion he had made in the 
Senate todischarge the committee was upon his own motion laid on the 
table by the Senate on the very same day that he made it: and my 
honorable friend and colleague on the committee, the honorable Sen- 
ator from Delaware, [Mr. SAULSBURY,] came to the rescue of the 
honorable Senator from Ohio and asserted the same thing so positively 
that for the time being I thought I might possibly be mistaken. I 
find, however, on a reference to the RECORD that I was entirely right 
in all thatI said yesterday, and that the honorable Senator from Ohio, 
as well as the honorable Senator from Delaware, wasentirely wrong; 
and in justice to myself and the committee, and in justice to them 
and to the Senate and the country, I have thought it no more than 
right that I should this morning set the matter right by a reference 
to the Recorp itself. I find in the Recorp of October 19 of the 
present session, which contains the proceedings of the 18th of Octo- 
ber, the Senator from Ohio, in the early part of the sitting of that 
day moved that: 

The oath be now administered to Mr. Eustis, claiming to be a Senator from the 
State of Louisiana. 

A question of order was raised and discnssed at some length, as the 
Senate will remember, when it was finally determined by the Chair 
that the Eustis credentials were not before the Senate, but that they 
were before the Committee on Privileges and Elections by virtug of 
the rale of the Senate which carried them there without any new 
reference at the present session. That point being so decided by 
the Chair, the Senator from Ohio then made the motion that the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the case of Mr. Eustis, as will be seen from the 
following extract from the Recorp: 

The Vice-PresipENt. The construction placed by the Chair ufon the rule will 
be regarded as its construction. 

Mr. TuurgMAN. It follows then that my motion is out of order— 

Which was the motion that the oath of office be administered to 
Mr. Eustis— 

Now I move that the Committee on Privileges and Elections be discharged from 
the further consideration of the credentials of J. B. Eustis 

Mr. Epmunps. I rather think as every fizment is to be seized, as my friend 
seems very evidently to prove, that that motion will lie over until to-morrow. 


The Vic&-PRESIDENT. The motion will lie over under the rule, if objection be 
made. 


Mr. TuurRMAN. I shall ask to proceed with it to-morrow. I believe it will be thu 
first business in order. 


Mr. Epaunps. I should like to proceed with it myself to-day. 

Mr. THunMAN. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed wo ; and (at three o'clock and sixteen minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 

It would scarcely require any more evidence to show that the honor- 
able Senator from Ohio yesterday was entirely mistaken (to use the 
language that he yesterday applied to me) and that I was precisely 
and exactly right, and that the motion to discharge the committee 
was not laid upon the table, as stated yesterday by the Senator from 
Ohio, on the same day that he made the motion; but let us see a lit- 
tle further. On turning to the Recorp of the next day we find that 
a long debate ensued over the motion of the honorable Senator, quite 
an extended debate, as the Senator will now remember when I refresh 
his recollection, wherein the honorable Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
EDMUNDS] made quite a lengthy speech, quoting at large from the 
credentials, or alleged credentials, of Mr. Eustis. After the Senate 
had debated the matter for a couple of hours and after a suggestion 
had been made by the honorable Senator from Illinois (Mr. Davis] 
to the effect that he would like to have the committee look into this 
matter, then, on the next day, and not on the same day, the Senator 
from Ohio moved to lay his own motion on the table. On that day 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Davis] said this: 

Mr. President, I know nothing about this Louisiana controversy. I was a mem- 
ber of another branch of the public service at the time of the discussion in relation 
to the election of Mr. Pinchback and Mr. Eustis. Until the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. Epmunps] read the credentials of Mr. Eustis to-day I knew nothing about the 
election, for I had paid no attention to the subject whatever. For that reason I am 
not prepared to vote to-day upon the question of bis admission. The case waa 
referred last March to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. My friend on 
my left (Mr. Hoar] says it will be very soon reported upon. I would much rather 
have a report of the committee upon the subject, which is the usual way, se that 
we can see and examine the question fully. It is a legal question—parely a legal 


question. Ido not want to give any opinion upon it until I have investigated it 
farther. 
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In reply to my friend from Delaware [Mr. Bayanp} I will say that it would be 
taken as an expression of opinion upon the legal question if we voted now to have 
the committee discharged from this investigation. We are now but a few days 
advanced in the seasion, and the Committee on Privileges and Elections has had no 
opportunity to investigate the subject 

I voted yesterday not to refer Mr. Spofford's credentials to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, because that question was before the Senate, and it was 
no discourtesy to the committee to have the Senate to decide it. The question was 
before the Senate and the Senate could, in the light of events that have transpired 
recently, with which every one is acquainted, decide the subject one way or the 
other. 

After some further remarks by the Senator from Ohio and others, 
the Recorp proceeds to state : 

Mr. TavurMax. I will move to lay ft on the table. 

Mr. WapLEicn, Will the Senator let me say one word ? 

Mr. Tuveman. Certainly, I will withdraw my motion, that the Senator may 
make a speech. 


Then, after some remarks from the Senator from New Hampshire, 
(Mr. WADLEIGH :] 


Mr. THURMAN. I renew my motion to lay the motion on the table. 
. . . . * * 


The motion was agreed to. 


New, what does this all show, Mr. President? That in the zeal, 
the unparalleled zeal of the honorable Senator from Ohio to take this 
case from its proper place before the proper committee of this body, 
before it has been investigated, before they have had time to investi- 
gate it, and to bring it before the Senate for an indiscriminate dis- 
cussion and scuffle without any base of operations from which to 
operate, the Senator has entirely forgotten the whole hi y of the 
proceeding by which the case, upon his own motion, was imitted 
to the consideration of that committee. Why is it that this zeal, this 
new-born zeal, new-fledged, unparalleled zeal, should be manifested 
at this particular time by the honorable Senator from Ohio to take 
this case from the consideration of the proper committee and bring 
it before the Senate? Is there anything in the history of the pro- 
ceedings connected with this case that justities, in all fair dealing, 
this proceeding at this time? 

Why, sir, how long has this session continued? We have been in 
session now, counting the days we have necessarily not been sitting 
under the rules and courtesies and proprieties of the Senate, less than 
amonth. The Committee on Privileges and Elections were not or- 


ganized and ready for business until the 19th day of October. When 
they organized, what did they find before them on their table?’ We 
found the credentials of five different persons claiming to be ad- 
mitted as Senators of the United States from two different States. 
l’'rom the State of Louisiana we found the credentials of Mr. Eustis, 
of Mr. oe and of Mr. Kellogg; from the State of South Caro- 


lina we found the credentials of Mr. Butler and of Mr. Corbin. Was 
it to be expected that that committee could take up all these cases 
at once and@onsider them? And because they did not perform an 
act which was a physical impossibility, is that therefore a good rea- 
son why they should be discharged from the further consideration of 
a part of the business before them ? 

| have already shown in my remarks the other day, and by the 
RecorD this morning, why the case of Kellogg vs. Spofford, or Spof- 
ford vs. Kellogg, as you may please to call it, was taken up in prefer- 
ence to the case of Mr. Eustis. It was because there was a motion 
pending in the Senate to discharge the committee from the further 
consideration of the case of Mr. Eustis. That matter was considered 
by the committee a good reason why that case, although prior in 
order of time in so far as the date of the credentials was concerned, 
should be postponed and the other case was taken up, and as stated 
yesterday by the chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, and as must be and is known to every member of that commit- 
tee on both sides of the Chamber, from day to day almost every day 
since then that committee has been engaged in the consideration of 
the case of Kellogg and Spofford laboring as 1 believe no other com- 
mittee in this body has labored at this or any other session of the 
Senate, so far as that is concerned. 

We have met, as I have said, almost daily in the morning; we have 
met again in the afternoon. There is a standing order of the com- 
mittee now, if I may be permitted to refer to it, made several days 
ago, that we would meet every day until the further order of the 
committee immediately after the adjournment of the Senate. And 
yet will it be said that becanse we have not taken up the case of Mr. 
Eustis or the case of Mr. Butler or the case of Mr. Corbin, therefore 
an implied, nay, an express censure is to be cast by the Senate upon 
that committee? It seems to me not, It seems to me the adoption 
of the resolution offered by the Senator from Ohio would be an ex- 
press censure of the Senate upon the good faith, to use no stronger 
term, of that committee. 

What is the Senate to understand, what is the world to understand 
from the action of the Senate in adopting the resolution proposed by 
the Senator from Ohio? But one construction can be placed upon it; 
there will be but one construction placed upon it by the press of the 
country, by the people of the land; and that is this: that the repub- 
lican majority of that committee have been derelict in duty, that 
they for some purpose known to themselves have purposely delayed 
action upon this case of General Butler, that they by some kind of 
committee legerdemain, some kind of inside management of the 
majority of the committee, have been postponing action with refer- 
euce to this case. That will be the construction; that is the neces- 


sary legitimate construction, and the only construction to ye 
upon the action of the Senate in adopting the resolution. 
yesterday by the honorable Senator from Ohio. I subi , 
whether or not it would be exactly just. I appeal to him y te 
to his sense of justice and his sense of propriety and of rj cht “me : 
ally manifested by him in all bis conduct in the Senate, wheth os 
would be just precisely the thing to do at this particular tiny =a 

Now, I come to the other point of the argument of the Senator froy 
Ohio, which was to the effect that,even if it be true that the caes 
mittee have been hard at work on the Kellogg-Spofford case. ays. 
unable, therefore, to take up this case, that is a good and « 
reason why this case should be taken out of their hands and cone 
ered by the Senate; especially, says the Senator from Ohio, q... 
there is no dispute, when there is no controversy of fact, when there 
is nothing upon which the committee could act that would natury ; 
tend to enlighten the Senate or serve as a proper base of operation 
from which they could operate, so to speak. a 

Mr. President, I submit there is a controversy ; I submit to the hop. 
orable Senator from Ohio with all deference that there is a contro, 
versy and an important controversy of fact. And what is that ¢ 
troversy? These gentlemen come here with credentials from ty, 
different bodies in the State of South Carolina, each Claiming to by 
the Legislature of that State, and the question that the Senate has 
determine before it votes to admit either of these gentlemen 
which, if either, of these bodies was the Legislature of the State, 
South Carolina at the time of the election of these gentlemen, * 
not that a question of fact? Is the Senate, without the benetit o; 
the report of a committee, ready to take up that question of fact ay: 
decide it here in open Senate, as to whether the Mackey house or the 
Wallace house was the house of representatives of South Caroling? 
That is the question. There is no controversy, I believe, about the 
senate of South Carolina. They have never had but one senate, jy 
so far as relates to this controversy, in the State of South Caroling. 
I agree to that; but they did have two bodies claiming to be th. 
house of representatives of the State Legislature of South Carolina: 
the one was known as the Mackey house and the other was know) 
as the Wallace house. The Mackey house, in conjunction with tho 
senate, the conceded senate, the undisputed senate of that State, yy 
separate votes in each house, elected or attempted to elect (because 
I wish to decide nothing in advance) Mr. Corbin to the Senate of th: 
United States from that State; while, upon the other hand, the boils 
claiming to be the house of representatives in that State, known as 
the Wallace house, in conjunction with a few members of the senate— 
not the senate itself—met in joint convention and elected or at- 
tempted to elect General Butler. 

Here is a great controversy, a great question of fact to be decided 
by this Senate before they can vote intelligently upon this question 
as to which of these two gentlemen is entitled to his seat or as to 
whether either of them is entitled to his seat; because stranger 
things have happened than this. It might be determined on a care- 
ful investigation of the whole case that there was no legal house of 
representatives of the State of South Carolina, either when Mr. Cor- 
bin or when Mr. Butler was elected; and, if that should turn out to 
be the case, then neither of the gentlemen claiming seats here is en- 
titled to a seat. Everybody will concede that. If, upon the other 
hand, it should turn out that the house known as the Mackey house 
was the legal house of representatives of that State at the time the 
vote was cast for Mr. Corbin, then in so far as that question was con- 
cerned his clection would be good ; because, as I said, there is no dis- 
pute about the senate of that State. If, on the other hand, upon in- 
vestigation it should be ascertained that the Mackey house was not 
a legally constituted body, either because it did not have a suflicieut 
number to constitute a constitutional querum or because it was ot 
organized according to the forms of law, and if it should turn out 
that the Wallace house was a legally constituted body and hada 
constitutional quorum under the constitution and laws of the State 
of South Carolina, and that a quorum of the two houses of the W al- 
lace house, in the Senate, voted for Mr. Butler, then in so far as that 
branch of the case is concerned Mr. Butler would be entitled to his 
seat. Bunt do you not see that the more we Jook into this case the 
more it is apparent that there are important questions of fact to be 
determined by the Senate before any intelligent vote can be cast by 
any member of this body in reference to the seating of either of these 
gentlemen? Yet my honorable friend from Ohio would drag this 
case, as my friend from New York would say, with the beak and claw 
of senatorial power from the committee, and open up a discussion in 
the Senate in regard to questions of fact as wide almost as it is poss!- 
ble to imagine. 

But I have only referred, Mr. President, to very few of the ques 
tions of fact. The great question of fact to be determined is which 
of these two bodies was the legal house of representatives of the State 
of South Carolina; and, in order to determine that, a great many 
preliminary questions of fact must necessarily be decided. We want 
to know how many members in each of these two honses or bodies 
claiming to be the house of representatives of that State obtained cre- 
dentials from the returning officers of that State. We want to know 
the history of that proceeding. There is a controversy here, right at 
the threshold, in regard to certain parishes in the State of South Caro- 
lina: Edgefield and Laurens. 

It is claimed upon the one hand, by Mr. Corbin, that there was 1° 
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Ject : 
th : counties being elected, there were no persons from such parishes 
those ‘ 


ntitied to seats in any body claiming to be the Legislature of South | 
iin ,. On the other hand, it is claimed by General Butler that | 
nie an election in those two counties, and that, therefore, the 
ersons claiming to be elected were entitled to seats in the Legisla- 
— of the State of South Carolina. Do you not see that here is 
another great question of fact to be determined ? Can the Senate 
take up the evidence bearing upon these questions of fact and deter- 
mine them with any degree of satisfaction to themselves here? It 
<eoms tome not. What would be the proper thing to do? To per- 
mit the committee, as soon as they can—and to expect anything else 
of that committee, I submit to the honorable Senator from Ohio, is to 
plead for an act of injustice here, is to insist on something that is 
wrong, that will not stand the test of broad daylight—I say the | 
proper thing to do is to permit the committee to take up the case, as | 


soon as itcan be reached by a diligent exercise of duty upon the part 


there Was 


of that committee and its various members, examine these questions | 


of fact, decide them, apply the law, prepare a report in which a con- 
cise statement shall be made of the questions of fact and of the law 
applicable to the case, and then make a report to this body. That is 
the usual course, and anything else would be outside of the usual 
course. Anything else would be open to just and unfavorable criti- 
cism, | submit to the honorable Senator, and I submit to my colleagues 
on the committee on the other side of the Senate. For one I desire 
to say that from the time these credentials were referred to that 
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committee I have never labored harder in my life, never more dili- 
gently, to try to bring about the settlement of any case than I have 
done to bring about a settlement of these cases. It is my desire, and 
] believe it is the desire of every republican member of the commit- 
tee, to report on every one of these cases at the earliest possible mo- 
ment. I believe that we have made rapid progress in the Kellogg- 
Spofford case. I believe that we have progressed so far with that 
case that we will be enabled within a very few days to decide it, and 
to report to the Senate. As soon as that ‘is done there is nothing in 
the way to prevent us from taking up either the case of Mr. Eustis 
or the case of Butler-Corbin, and decide those cases and report them 
to the Senate. 

It is suggested that it is a great injustice to the State of South 
Carolina to deprive her of one-half of her representation upon this 


floor. I admit it, Mr. President. I admit that the same injustice has | 


been done to some of these southern States heretofore. We all know 


that for four years Louisiana has been knocking at the doors of the | 


Senate for representation. Instead of getting her full representa- 


ish the committees of the Senate; why we should inaugurate a new 
rule and new ideas and turn our backs upon all the practices of the 
Senate heretofore? Certainly not. 

The honorable Senator from Ohio said that the case of Butler and 
Corbin was before the committee at the special session. So it was; 
but how long was it before the committee or what opportunity had 
the committee then to consider the case? The committees were not 
organized at the last special session until the 8th day of March, as I 
believe the record will show, and the Senate adjourned on the 17th 
of March. In the mean time, the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions had taken up the case of Kellogg and considered it; therefore, 
there was no time for this case ; and it is unreasonable and unjust to 
refer to that as an argument why the committe saould be discharged 
now. My judgment is that between now and New Year’s Day—be- 
tween now and the holidays—the committee and the Senate can take 
up every one of these contested cases and decide them. I am only 
speaking for myself, however. That is my desire, and to that end I 
shall labor, for one; but I shall oppose with all the power I can com- 
mand this unusual proceeding, which would amount to an expressed 
censure upon the good faith of the committee, to discharge it from 


its consideration, and before they have had time, working night avd 
day, We may say, to take it up and consider it. 

; Mr. HILL. Mr. President, as I am a member of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, and shall, notwithstanding that fact, vote 
for the resolution offered by the Senator from Ohio, I think it is due 
to myself and to the Senate to give briefly the reasons which influence 
ine in giving that vote. I shall endeavor to do so without arraigning 
auybody, I think it wholly unnecessary to arraign any person in this 
(liscussion. If I believed that the motion made by the Senator from 
Ohio could be considered in fact or in intention a discourtesy to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections I certainly would not support 
it; but with my views of the facts involved in this controversy it 
does seem to me it is not only no discourtesy to that committee that 
this motion should be made, but it is proper in itself that the motion 
should be made and that it should be sustained by the Senate. 

Let us take the material facts, and upon the material facts I think 
there will be no controversy, for I can say with all due respect to 
the gentlemen on both sides that it seems to me the differences which 
have appeared to exist between them in the discussion thus far are 
neither material nor at all important. Nearly two years ago Mr. 
Fustis presented his credentials to the Senate as a Senator-elect from 
the State of Louisiana. At that time there was another claimant for 
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ion in those two counties, and that, therefore, no persons from that seat, one P. B.S. Pinchback. The credentials of Mr. Pinchback 
were already before the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and 
had been for a long period. The credentials of Mr. Eustis were alike 
referred to that committee. Subsequently tne Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections reported back, I believe, to the Senate all the 
credentials, but making a report solely upon the claims of Mr. Pinch- 
back, After considerable discussion it was decided by the Senate 
that he was not entitled to the seat. That left Mr. Eustis the only 
claimant for the seat in the Senate from Louisiana for the term com- 
mencing on the 4th of March, 1373. From the day of that decision to 


this there has been no contestant whatever for that seat before this 
body or before the Committee on Privileges and Elections. Mr. Eustis 


came here as elected by an undisputed Legislature, a Legislature 
disputed nowhere in Louisiana or out of Louisiana, disputed by no 
government, State or Federal, with no impediment to his admission 
save the claim previously that the vacancy which he proposed to fill 


had already been filled; and that impediment having been removed 
by the solemn judgment of the Senate, still Mr. Eustis was not ad- 
mitted. ~- 

At the called executive session in March last his credentials were 
taken from the table and referred again to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. That session of the Senate lasted nearly a month, 
and no report was made upon this case—still no contestant, still no 
dispute. On the contrary, the Senator from Indiana, now deceased, 
then the chairman of that committee, accompanied his support of the 
claims of Mr. Pinchback with the distinct and the repeated declara- 
tion, known to all men, that if Mr. Pinchback was not entitled to his 
seat, Mr. Eustis undoubtedly was. 

In view of these facts, when this session opened the Senator from 
Ohio, wisely and justly I think, made a motion that the committee 
be discharged, and that Mr. Eustis be sworn in. The Senate remem- 
bers the discussion on that subject. Upon a suggestion stated to the 
Senate by the distinguished Senator from Illinois (Mr. Davis] that 
he was assured by a member of the committee that the reference of 
these credentials again to the committee would delay the case but a 
few days, that reference was acquiesced in. 

I have shown you exactly the condition of the credentials of Mr 
Eustis of Louisiana. Nowasto the others. In December, 1276. there 
were two bodies in South Carolina, each claiming to be the Legisla- 
lature of that State. One body elected Mr. Corbin; the other body 
elected Mr. Butler. Immediately on the opening of the executive 
session of the Senate in March, each of these gentlemen presented his 
credentials to this body, and they were referred to the Committee on 


| Privileges and Elections. In January last there were two bodies in 
tion, she now has none; but, still, is that an argument why we | 
should jumble up the business of the Senate; why we should abol- 


Louisiana each claiming to be the Legislature of that State, and two 
persons each claiming to be the governor. One of thos@ bodies went 
through the form of electing Mr. Kellogg to a seat in the Senate for 
the term beginning on the 4th of March last. The other of those 
bodies went throughthe form of electing Mr. Spofturd, but that body 
did not then in January elect Mr. Spofford. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Not until April. 

Mr. HILL. That Legislature voted for several days but came to 
no decision. Mr. Kellogg, having received an election from his legis- 
lature, presented early in the special session his credentials, and those 
credentials were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. After the adjournment of the executive session of the Senate 
in March a history was enacted with which we are all familiar. I 
need only state the result of that history: It was that the two bodies, 
claiming to be each the Legislature of Louisiana, reconciled their 
controversies and differences, and made that reconciliation and set- 
tlement by recognizing the Legislature known as the Nicholls legis- 


| lature, and which Legislature was voting still to fill the vacancy in 


the Senate. Under that reconciliation, after the two bodies became 
merged into one and after there was a Legiskature in Louisiana which 
no man disputed, which no authority disputed, which all governments 


| and all people recognized, that Legislature elected Mr. Spofford, the 
the further consideration of a case that has been committed to it for | 


very persons composing the body of men claiming to be the Legisla- 
ture which elected Mr. Kellogg uniting in this Legislature and par- 
ticipating in the election of Mr. Spofford, and the great body of them, 
as many as fifty-nine, actually voting for Mr. Spotford himself. 

When this extra session of Congress assembled on the 15th of Octo- 
ber, or a few days after its assembling, the credentials of Mr. Spof- 
ford were presented, claiming this same seat from Louisiana which 
had been previously claimed by Mr. Kellogg, whose credentials wero 
already before the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
In this way all these credentials went to that committee, The Sen- 

ate will remember that when the credentials of Mr. Spofford were 

resented, a motion was made to swear him in without a reference. 

t was hoped that as everybody in Louisiana, that as every depart- 
ment of government in Louisiana, that as everybody on earth that 
we could know or hear of outside of this Senate was satisfied with 
the condition of things in Louisiana, was satislied with the settle- 
ment which the parties to those disputes themselves had made and 
which themselves were satistied with—it was hoped and believed that 
the Senate would recognize the peace which had at last come to that 
distracted State, and not seek to re-open those controversies, but 
would at once admit Mr. Spofford. In this we were disappointed, and 
his credentials, as 1 have stated, were referred. 
These credentials being all before the committee, what was the 


Sink sF oe 


The 


“ co ate 


4 
4 
* 


























































































































































































































































































































ae 

































































974 


natural and proper course for the committee to pursue? Clearly, as 
I think, to take up the credentials in the order of their date and refer- 
ence. I think that would have been proper. That would have 
brought the case of Mr. Eustis first before the committee, the case 
of Mr. Butler and Mr. Corbin secondly before the committee, and 
the case of Mr. Kellogg thirdly before the committee. 

On the first meeting of the committee on the 19th of October, I did 
not have the pleasure of being present. It so happened, being en- 
gaged in moving, that my mail did not reach me in time, and I did 
not receive notice, and I did not knew of the meeting of the commit- 
tee. Of what occurred, therefore, at that meeting on the 19th of Oc- 
tober I have no personal knowledge. I was informed by some gen- 
tlemen of the committee that an informal meeting had taken place, 
and that nothing was done except to invite Mr. Kellogg and Mr. Spof- 
ford to meet the committee on the next Monday, the 22d of October. 
I received the proper notice to be present at a meeting on Monday, 
the 22d of October, and I was present; and from that day forth I 
know all that has occurred in that committee. 

Mr. President, my opinion is, from what occurred on the 22d of Oc- 
tober, that the case of Spofford and Kellogg was taken up by the 
committee without objection from any quarter, and by general ac- 
quicsence I admit. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Georgia permit me to ask him 
whether his recollection agrees with mine that when the case of 
Kellogg and Spofford was taken up as the first case the parties in no 
other case had presented themselves before the committee ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. There was no objection to taking 
it up. 

Mr. HILL. I was not present when the Spofford and Kellogg case 
was taken up, aud therefore I am not sure that it was first taken up 
by consent on the 19th of October, when 1 was not present. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to interrupt the honorable Senator from 
Georgia, but my recollection is that when the committee met there 
was a motion pending before the Senate to discharge the committee 
of the Eustis case, and that that was still undisposed of. 

Mr. HILL. I think so. 

Mr. HOAR. And that in regard to the South Carolina case there 
was nobody who had made known his desire to be heard, and that 
we took up and proceded to act upon the first case that was ready, 
and went right on with it. 

Mr. HILL. My recollection is that on the 22d of October there 
was no one of these claimants before the committee asking to be 
heard on that day, except Mr. Spofford and Mr. Kellogg, as the Sena- 
tor has said. 

Mr. HOAR. We agree precisely in our recollection. 

Mr. HILL. I think the Senator will find that I shall state the 
facts with the perfect concurrence of all tho gentlemen concerned. I 
think the other gentlemen were in the room; I think I remember 
seeing them there, but they were not there, as I understood, asking 
that day to be heard. My recollection further is, if the Senator from 
Massachusetts will allow me, that Messrs. Kellogg and Spofford were 
there asking to be heard, because they had been invited by the com- 
mittee and the others had not been. , 

Now, I say frankly that when I met with the committee on the 
22d ef October I acquiesced in considering their case as far as we did 
consider it 

Mr. HOAR. The honorable Senator from Georgia will permit me 
at that point to interrupt him once more, 80 as not to bring it to the 
Senate again. My inquiry relates to the time when, as he says, the 
committee invited these gentlomen, that when the committee first 
met Mc. Kellogg and Mr. Spofford were ready, their readiness made 
known, and nobody else was there ready, and we took up the first 
case, 

Mr. HILL. My anderstanding is that when the committee first 
met on the 19th of October nobody was ready of these claimants ; 
and I will read the resolution—— 

Mr. WADLEIGH. May I ask the Senator from Georgia one ques- 
tion, if he did not understand that when the committee met on the 
19th of October it was unanimously voted to inform Mr. Kellogg and 
Mr. Spofford that they should present themselves on the next Mon- 
day and proceed with the Louisiana case ? 

Mr. HILL. I will answer that; I am going into that the next 
moment in answer to the Senator from Massachusetts. I was not 
there; but my understanding is that on the 19th of October none of 
these claimants was present and nobody was particularly demanding 
to be heard in preference to another; and it was for the committee 
to say who should be first heard, and accordingly the committee 
passed this resolution, which has been published and the obligation 
of secrecy removed : 

Resolved, That the chairman be saanarn® to notify William Pitt Kellogg and 
Henry M. Spofford to appear before the committee, if they seo fit, and state to the 


committees whether they desire to lay any and what evidence before the committee, 
and to be further heard in regard to their tide to the seat by them claimed. 


You see these gentlemen were invited ; they were selected by the 
comnittee. That was on the 19th of October, the very first meeting, 
and therefore Spotford and Kellogg were present on the next meet- 
ing, the 22d, in response to the notice of the then chairman of the 
committee, as ordered by the committee; and hence it is not proper 
to say, I submit, that the other gentlemen were not pressing thoir 
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claims when they were not invited and these were, 
issue between us on the facts. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me one questio , 
there? I do not wish to disturb him. I understand the ao right 
say that the proper thing to have done would have been to — Mo 
these cases in the order in which they were referred to the enn Gos 
Now, I want to read from the record a moment, page 445 wa 
journal of the Senate last year, containing the action at the o...” 
session, for the purpose of showing that the Kellogg case was ¢ 
referred, then the Corbin-Butler case, and then the Eustis an a 
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But there 18 no 


the Specia! 


. * * . 7 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution yesterday submitted } 
Mr. Biaing, directing that the oaths required by law be administered ww \ or 
Pitt Kellogg as a Senator from the State of Louisiana. Mian 

. * 7 7 * . 


Mr. Bayanrp having modified his said amendment, on the question to ar 
thereto, as follows, viz: Strike out all after the word “Resolved,” and in liew ¢ on 
insert “the credentials of William Pitt Kellogg, claiming to be a Senator fro » 
State of Louisiana, do now lie upon the table until the appointment o 
on Privileges and Elections, to whom they shall be referred.” 


That was carried by yeas 35, nays 29. That was the 7th of Mare} 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Oregon will excuse me. All th, bs 
really unnecessary forthe purposes of my argument. I am not maki» 
any issue on that. ° 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator will allow me. He has stated th»: 
it was the duty of the committee to take up these cases in the order 
in which they were referred. I want to show from the record thy 
that was the precise thing that was done; because the record shows 
further that on the same day the credentials of Corbin and Butler 
were referred in the same manner that the Kellogg case had bee) 
and then on the next day, March 8, upon the motion of the Senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. TuURMAN,] the credentials of Mr. Eustis were ro. 
ferred to the committee. 

Mr. HILL. That has nothing to do with what I am saying; and 
the Senator will excuse me; I will go on with my remarks, 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wanted to set the Senator right. 

Mr. HILL. I was going on to say that I am making no charge 
against the committee of wrong or impropriety in taking up the case 
of Spofford and Kellogg. At the same time I assert that they ough 
not to say that they did it at the instance of those two gentlemen 
when the others were not pressing their claims, for they were not 
pressing their claims more than the others, and the whole matter was 
with the committee. I say for myself that I did not in committes 
make any objection to this resolution inviting Kellogg and Spotford 
to present themselves to be heard, nor did I make any objection to 
considering that case for the purpose for which it was taken up to be 
considered on the 22d of October, and I will say frankly to the Sen- 
ate, so that it may see directly and clearly the issue between us, that 
when I went before that committee I was of the opinion that of the 
different claimants for the three seats, the claim of Mr. Spotford would 
perhaps be the shortest and the least disputed, and 1 supposed we 
could report on Mr. Spofford’s case in one hour. Why? Because it 
was historically known to every member of the Senate that the 
— of Louisiana had settled their own controversies ; that, as | 
1ave said, the very members of the different bodies in the two leg- 
islatures engaged in those controversies had settled them ; that the 
people of Louisiana had unanimously, with the exception of Packard 
and Kellogg, agreed to the fact of what was the true Legislature of 
Louisiana, and it was bootless, in my judgment, for the Senate to 
waste the time of the country in inquiring whether Kellogg’s body 
was a legal Legislature or whether the Nicholls body was the legal 
Logislature originally, when the Nicholls body and the Kellogg body 
and all the authorities and all the people in Louisiana agreed that 
the present Nicholls Legislature that elected Mr. Spofford was the 
legal Legislature of Louisiana. I will give to the gentlemen the 
credit of saying that the first judges I ever knew who have been in- 
quiring into the merits of a dispute after the dispatants themselves 
had settled it are living here. Ordinarily, when parties settle their 
own controversies, judges accept the settlement; and I was guilty of 
the mistake of supposing that I was a judge somewhat in this case, 
and I did not care to re-open the interminable Louisiana controversy, 
which had distracted the country and wasted Louisiana long enough. 
I was guilty of supposing and ae of believing that the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections would unanimously say, “ We 
will not re-open a settled dispute; we will not revive a conciliated 
controversy, but we will take this settlement as the people of the 
State have made it, and be satisfied with it.” If that had been so, 
there being no controversy on that subject, there being uo dispute 
about the Togality of the Legislature, there being no dispute about 
the constitutional qualification of Judge Spofford, the whole question 
would have been ended and the committee would have had nothing 
to do but to report a resolution that Mr. Spofford be admitted to lis 
seat. 

On the 22d of October, the first day that I met the committee, and 
the first real meeting of the committee, I offered a resolution to that 
effect, that we recognize and accept that settlement; but it was 
deemed best to hear first each of the contestants, and they were !0- 
vited to meet the committee and present their cases. They did pre- 
sent them in very elaborate arguments. Mr, Kellogg, through Judge 
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Shellabarger, presented his case on the 23d of October; Mr. Spofford, | understand, I insisted that we should take up Eustis first and Butler 


n person, presented his on the 24th of October ; and after these gen- 
ae were through—I am referring to this because it is all pub- 
fished now; Lam not detailing anything that occurred in committee 
that is not pablished—after these gentlemen had made their several 
statements, then the question recurred upon the adoption or rejection 
of the resolution which I had offered on the 22d of October, accept- 
ing the settlement of Louisiana as final, the result of which would 
have been immediately to report Mr. Spofford’s right to his seat 
After these gentlemen were heard the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts on the committee (Mr. Hoar] offered a substitute 
for my resolution. That substitute was in these words: 

Resolved, That it becomes necessary in determining the validity of an election of 
& nator, held in January, 1877, to inquire who were the lawfal Legislature at that 
time, and that no other authority is competent to determine that question for the 
Senate. 

That substitute was adopted in lieu of my resolution. Thereupon, 
as by the adoption of that substitute a majority of the committee 
declared their purpose not to abide by the settlement to which I have 
alluded, not to accept the adjustment which the people of Louisiana 
had made, and to which the very men who voted for Mr. Kellogg, as I 
have said, were agreeing parties, it became necessary to go into the con- 
troversy. Then the following resolution was offered by the Senator 
from North Carolina, [Mr. MERRIMON:] 

Resolved, That the committee proceed to examine and ascertain the substantial 
merits of the respective claims of Hon. W. P. Kellogg and Hon. H. M. Spofford to 
a seat in the Senate asa Senator from the State of Louisiana, and to this end to 
inquire particularly which, or whether either, of the two rival bodies claiming to 
be the Legislature of said State, in January and April last, was the true and lawful 
Legislature of said State. 


Mr. WADLEIGH. On what page is that? 

Mr. HILL. Page 56. Now, the Senate will see that by the adop- 
tion of these two resolutions the committee cut themselves loose 
from the quiet and safe anchorage in the harbor of peace which the 
people of Louisiana had made for them, and launched out their boat 
upon a broad and boisterous sea, the celebrated Louisiana sea of in- 
terminable controversy. It re-opened that whole question. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And that resolution was offered by the Senator 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. HILL. The first resolution was offered by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, resolving that it was necessary to inquire into those 
previous bodies. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I referred to Mr. MERRIMON’s resolution. 

Mr. HILL. His was only offered as a result after the committee 
had determined to go into the question, for here is the Senator from 


North Carolina voting for my resolution and voting against the reso- 
fi 


lation of the Senator from Massachusetts, thereby showing that he 
was opposed to re-opening this controversy. I say, therefore, that a 
majority of the committee, and here it is recorded five to three, re- 
solved not to abide by the settlement of the question that had been 
made by the State and people of Louisiana and by the very parties 
to the controversy, but did deliberately resolve to re-open that whole 
controversy and go over all those questions, of which the earth ought 
to be sick, about the Louisiana returning board, intimidation, fraud, 
violence, and everything else. 

_My friend from Delaware [Mr. SautsBury] offered at the same 
time a resolution to call for the original returns, and the committee 
laid that on the table. 

Here began the controversy. Upto this time we had acquiesced in 
the committee proceeding with the Spofford-Kellogg case as the first 
case. It was to settle the question whether the committee would 
accept the settlement which the people of Louisiana had made, or 
whether, disregarding that settlement, we would go back and investi- 
gate all the controversies in that State which had been so disastrous. 
If the settlement was to be accepted, as I said, we could report the 
case in an hour; if the settlement was not to be accepted, no man 
could tell when it would be reported. 

immediately on the very first opportunity, when the order was 
passed that the statements made by Judge Spofford and Mr. Kellogg 
should be printed, I moved in committee to take up the Eustis case. 
1 did it kindly, but I know the Senaters on the committee will bear 
me out that I stated then and there that, as it now appeared that 
the Spotford-Kellogg case was to be delayed, no man could tell how 
long, it was due to ourselves as a committee, due to the Senate, due 
to the understanding which I believed prevailed here when the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio in the Eustis case was laid on the ta- 
ble, that we should at once take up the Eustis case and dispose of it. 
That motion was made on the 25th or 26th of October, immediately 
after it was resolved to print the statements of Kellogg and Spofford. 
I think the order bears date the 26th : 


oa chairman was directed to have the proceedings of the committee published 
Se He contested cases of Messrs. Spofford and Kellogg, and to ask an order of the 


nate authorizing the same. 

W hen that was done I insisted that we should take up the Eustis 
rar and that we should then take up all the cases in their order; 
is, in the order of the election of the contestants. Eustis was 
1876.1 ‘rst; Butler and Corbin were elected secondly, in the fall of 
a i Kellogg was not elected antil January, 1877, and Spotiord was 
hesiek ted until April, 1877. Therefore, taking up these various cre- 

cntials in the order of their date, as the Senator from Oregon will 


575 


next. There were other reasons. Louisiana had no Senator upon 
this floor. Important nominations were pending for that State, and 
it was exceedingly important that she should have a Senator upon 
this floor; and as these other cases we believe to be short cases, as 
in one of them, as I repeat, up to that hour and up to this hour there 
has been no contestant—for no man from Louisiana stands here to 
deny the right of Mr. Eustis to his seat—— 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? Is not that a question before the committee that is undecided, 
whether or not a contestant for the seat of Mr. Eustis presents him- 
self to the Senate ? 

Mr. HILL. I say emphatically it is not before the committee. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Has it not been considered or raised before the 
committee ? 

Mr. HILL. I admit that the Senator from Minnesota has tried to 
get the committee to say 80; but nobody agrees with him, that I ever 
heard of, becanse there are no credentials before that committee for 
that seat but Eustis’s. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Has the question at all been passed upon and is 
the gentleman prepared to say that that question will not occupy as 
much time in determining as the present Spoiford ease is occupying 
much to his astonishment ? 

Mr. HILL. I say that it cannot unless the Senate, contrary to all 
legislative precedents, should re-refer the celebrated Pinchback ere- 
dentials; and I have not found anybody in the Senate willing to 
make a motion to re-refer them yet; certainly no motion has been 
made to re-refer them. I admit the Senator from Minnesota has 
alluded to them; I admit that there is a communication from Pineh- 
back on the subject, and I believe the committee unanimously in- 
structed the chairman to notify Mr. Pinchback that he had no cre- 
dentials before the committee, and that if he wanted his case con- 
sidered by thecommittee he must have a reference through the Senate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator will allow me, in regard to that 
expression my recollection is not jast as the Senator states upon that 
point, that the committee directed the chairman to reply to Mr. 
Pinchback that he had no case. 

Mr. HILL. I understood so. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The instruction was this 

Mr. McMILLAN. There was no instruction by the committee at 
all. - 

Mr. HILL. I did not say he had no case; I said he had no creden- 
tials. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think the Senator from Georgia has stated the 
case correctly. The chairman was instructed by the committee to 
notify Mr. Pinchback that he had no credentials before the commit- 
tee; that if he desired to have the case considered by the committee 
he must have his credentials referred to them. 

Mr. HILL. If a Senator has no credentials before the committee 
I do not imagine how he has a case before it. Iam not disposed to 
be critical ; [ may have said “ no case ;” I meant “ no credentials.” 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Pinchback, as I understood him, was in doubt 
whether his credentials were really on file in the Secretary’s office or 
whether they were before the committee under the new rules; but 
we advised him that under the new rules they were not before the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HILL. Yes; that is what I said. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct. 

Mr. HILL. Weconcur. There are no credentials for this seat be- 
fore that committee, and there have been nove since the Forty-fifth 
Congress assembled, or since the executive session of the Senate last 
March, except the credentials of Mr. Eustis. That is what I say and 
repeat; and it is the truth. 

Now, Mr. President, you will see where the controversy is in the 
committee. I concede the honesgy to the other gentlemen which I 
claim for myself. I have the kindest feelings for every member of 
the committee. I would not for any consideration intentionally mis- 
represent one of them. But as the chairman of the committee, the 
Senator from New Hampshire, correctly stated yesterday, he and those 
who agree with him hold that as the committee had taken up the 
Kellogg-Spofford case it must not take up any other until that is dis- 
posed of. There we join issue. We say that as soon as it was ascor- 
tained that the Spotford-Kellogg case required the taking of testimony, 
required delay, that moment we ought to have taken up the other 
cases and disposed of them. And I am compelled to concur with what 
was said by my friend from Delaware yesterday. I do think that we 
could have disposed of the Eustis case and the Butler case and have 
done all that we have done with the case of Spotford and Kellogg, for, 
while the committee has been industrious and vigilant, it is true 
nearly all the work has been done by the contestants themselves. 
They have written out their arguments, prepared their own state- 
ments, and presented them to the committee in written form, which 
have been printed; and I do not understand—if I am wrong I shali 
confess it—that a committee of this Senate charged with three sev- 
eral cases, contested seats, if you please, or claims to seats in this 
body, cannot with propriety in the discharge of its duties consider 
any number of the cases, not of course at the same moment of time, 
but during the same period of time. If anything should happen by 
which the committee on a given day cannot consider oue case, then it 
ought to take up another. That is the issue, We insist on our part 
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that the committee could have taken up the Eustis case and could 
have taken up the Butler case. The gentlemen on the other side in- 
sist that having taken up the Spofford-Kellogg case first they must 
go on with that until it is laid aside or disposed of, and then take up 
the others, and one at a time, as they say. 

Now, Mr. President, which is right? The right of a State to have 
her representation on this floor is a high sovereign right belonging to 
the State as a member of this Union. If that be true, then the obli- 
gation of every member of the Senate to see to it that that right be not 
unnecessarily denied, delayed, or postponed is the highest possible 
obligation that can rest upon a Senator on this floor. I put it to the 
Senate, is it right that a gentleman whose credentials are befure the 
committee, uncontested, undisputed, with not a single fact in issue, 
should be compelled to stay around this Senate Chamber and this 
city for months before his case is considered, because a case that is 
contested, a case that is disputed, a case about which there are issues 
of fact, happens to be taken up before him? Is an unlitigated case 
to be eompenes until a litigated case shall be disposed of ? It is not 
the rule of any court that I know of, and I do not think it is a proper 
rulein this body. I think that the committee being the organ of the 
Senate should manage all these cases, keeping in view the obligation 
to have every State represented on this floor as soon as possible. This 
is true very forcibly of the Eustis case, when you remember that it 
would be better to reject him at once than to keep him here waiting, 
neither admitted nor rejected; because if you reject him you simply 
notify the State of Louisiana to fill the vacancy. Louisiana thinks 
she has elected a Senator. You will not say whether she has or has 
not; and yet, refusing to say whether she has or has not elected a 
Senator, you keep him waiting. I think that is not right. While I 
concede to the gentlemen on the other side perfect frankness and a 
desire to do what they believe is honestly right, I differ with them in 
judgment as to what the committee ought to do in these matters. 

Il am not going, Mr. President, into the merits of this case; but I 
do say that I shall vote for the resolution offered by the Senator from 
Ohio, because, in my judgment, in the case of Butler there is nothing 
for the committee todo, There is not a single disputed fact in that 
case for the committee to find. I noticed the argument of the Sen- 
ator from Oregon. He says there are disputed legal questions. That 
is true tosome extent; and he says there are a great many facts neces- 
sary to be ascertained to know how to determine those legal ques- 
tions. Well, Mr. President, I take the responsibility of stating here 
what I believe the judgment of every Senator when he comes to ex- 
amine this case will aflirm, that there is not a single disputed fact in 
the case between Corbin and Butler—not one. I have their briefs, 


their statements of facts fully made out, as fully as the report of any 
committee could present them to this body; and I say here now that 
so far as I am concerned I am perfectly willing that the Senate shall 


decide the case upon the brief tiled by Mr. Corbin himself. That all 
the facts are brought out by the briefs of the two contestants, I think 
cannot admit even of a doubt. I do not believe that a single Senator 
on this floor can state a single fact now on which these parties are at 
issue. They differ in their conclusions. They ditfer in their legal 
propositions. They differ as to what constitutes a quorum of a house 
in a given case. They differ as to when a body is properly organ- 
ized. Those are, every one, legal questions and legal questions which 
rest for their solution on the facts presented by both parties and dis- 
puted by neither. 

What do you want the committee to find? Why delay the case? 
Why keep these gentlemen dancing attendance in the lobbies of the 
Senate for an indetinite period of time, because another case, in which 
there are disputed facts, in which there are issues, is now in consid- 
eration by the committee and they will not determine it or have not 
determined it? I think the committee manifest a determination and 
a desire to progress with the Spofford case as rapidly as possible. I 
bear them witness that I believe evgry member of the committee de- 
siresthat. Itseems tome so now; but I donot know, and Iam unable 
to say, and I would not venture to say before the Senate that the 
Spofford case can be reported upon in one day or one month or six 
months. I know sometimes we have seemed to be very near the end 
of the case, and something would then occur which has thrown us off 
as far as we had been. I do not know now and cannot tell whether 
we shall report it at an early day or not. But, sir, being thorougaly 
convinced as I am that there is no issue of fact between Mr. Corbin 
and Mr. Butler, that there is nothing for a committee to find which 
the whole Senate cannot as well find in the statements made by these 
gentlemen and printed and laid on our desks, I do insist that this 
Senate ought not to delay the consideration of the South Carolina 
case until the determination of the Spofford and Kellogg case. 

I will take occasion to say that the brief filed by Mr. Corbin seems 
to me to be a remarkably fair and candid brief. He states the facts 
in &@ manly and frank way, and lam sorry to say it contrasts in a 
striking manner with some other statements that I have seen from 
gentlemen. Mr. Corbin’s brief is a very frank one; it is a very full 
one; and I am sure the committee caunot find the facts more cer- 
tainly, more correctly, or more fully than he states them and as they 
are also stated by the other party; and taking the two briefs together, 
aud on points ou which they do not differ in the slightest degree, the 
facts which they both state, there is no difficulty in coming to a con- 
clusion upon the legal propositions arising. Ido not believe there 
wall be much difference in the Sonate upon the legal propositions, I 


think there can be, I am sure there can be, no difference a 

facts; I do not think there will be much difference on the lewal » the 
ositions; and I think all the Senate has to do is to take hold on 
case, look into it, and understand it in fifteen or twenty mit = 
and pass upon it. Certainly all the facts could be ascertained i,” 
day, because you have nothing but two well-printed briefs to mel % 

As to the other case, 1 will not discuss it. There is Jess — 
fact in Mr. Eustis’s case than any other. That is the case that | th of 
ought to have been passed upon at once. It appears to me that be 
has as good a right, as undisputed a right to his seat as any a 
on the Senate floor. I believe it is due to the State, it is due to send 
own obligations to the Constitution to pass upon these cases and a 
upon them promptly. pase 

Now, Mr. President, I have given you in brief my reasons 
ing for this resolution. I believe it ought to pass. I believe the 
Senate ought to take this case in hand. 1 believe it is no discourtesy 
to the committee. As one member of the committee, I am very wi\i 
ing to be relieved from making a report in a case where there are alt 
disputed facts and where there is really nothing to investigate; where 
the parties themselves, by their own printed statements, concur in 
all the facts and there is not a legal proposition that is not very 
simple. I call the questions submitted lega! propositions, but they 
are exceedingly simple. There is not a legal proposition in the Buys. 
ler-Corbin case that a member on this floor will pronounce difticy)t 
in the slightest degree, and the Senator from Oregon cannot state 
one. There is not a single proposition raised in this record which js 
not decided by the law and the precedents, and I believe the entirs 
Senate will concur in that fact. There being, then, no issue of fact 
and no legal proposition upon which there can be the slightest difi- 
culty, the parties themselves having filed printed briefs, in which they 
concur in every material fact, there being not a single dispute on 4 
single material fact, it does seem to me the Senate ought to take up 
the case and dispose of it. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, the question before the Senate 
is whether or not the Committee on Privileges and Elections shall be 
discharged from the consideration of the South Carolina case, that in 
which Mr. Corbin and General Butler claim the same seat in this 
body. Ido not see how the merits of the Eustis case or what tho 
committee has done in reference to the Eustis case have anything to 
do with the question before the Senate. If the case of Corbin and 
Butler is not such a case and has not been so treated as that, on the 
whole, it should be taken from the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, then this resolution should be defeated; and the question 
as to what has been done in the Eustis case and the question as to 
what the facts are in the Eustis case have nothing whatever to do with 
this case before the Senate. But the Eustis case is made a pack-horse 
upon which to load the burden of charges against the committee. 

Now, what has been the action of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections in reference to all these cases? In the first place, as to the 
Eustis case, the Senator from Ohio yesterday, with a great deal of 
warmth and indignation, charged that the Eustis case had been be- 
fore the Committee on Privileges and Elections twenty-two months; 
the Senator from Georgia has said that it has been before the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections nearly a year; and they would 
have you and this Senate suppose that Mr. Eustis had been pressing 
that committee, had been here, had been asking to be heard, and 
that his case had, in fact as well as in theory, been before that com- 
mittee all that time. What are the facts in regard to that case? It 
is true that Mr. Eustis’s credentials were presented. It is true that 
after they were presented, and almost as soon as they were presented, 
without asking for a hearing, without asking for the case to be taken 
up, without wishing it, as I know from his own statement to me, he 
left for Louisiana on private and important business which required 
his presence there and did not ask that that case be taken up at all. 
If the Committee on Privileges and Elections had taken it up in his 
absence then there would have been a cry that he was persecuted, 
then there would have been a cry that he was deprived of his rights, 
then there would have been a cry from the other side of the Chamber 
that in taking up that case in his absence, when he was necessarily 
detained away, they committed a gross injustice upon him. 

That was the way that case lay until the extra session last March. 
Wh at was done then? My friead, the Senator from Georgia, says, 
and he would give the Senate to suppose, that that case was before 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections for a month at that time, 
because he says that the Senate sat a month, and that the commitice 
had the case before it a month. But these cases were before that 
committee at the extra session only five working days. The commit- 
tee was not organized until the 11th, and on the 17th the Senate ad- 
journed. During that time the chairman of the committee, as is weil 

nown, was feeble in health; there was a — pressure of other 
business upon him and upon the members of the committee ; there 
was no pressure then to take up either of these cases that I am aware 
of; and the committee worked as diligently as under all the circum- 
stances any member of the Senate could ask of them. — 

Mr. HILL. I presume the Senator from New Hampshire will agree 
that I moved that the Eustis case be taken up in March, and could 
not get a hearing. : 

Mr. WADLEIGH. The Kellogg case was taken up in March, and 
the chairman of the committee prepared upon that a report going & 
the prima facie right of the claimant in that case. 
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Mr. HILL. Yes, the Kellogg case was taken up but only the prima 
> case Was considered, and as soon as that was disposed of I moved 
10 ke up the Eustis ease and could not be heard. 
“ WADLEIGH. My friend, the Senator from Georgia, gave the 
nate to suppose, a8 I thought, that the committee was derelict in 
io a ty in having that case a month before it and not taking action 
wt sie when the fact is that the committee under those circum- 
oe nce had the case before them only five days in which they could 

rh one of the six days being Sunday. How has it been at this 
aaa For I do not suppose that there is any member of the Sen- 
6 . ho expects that the Committee on Privileges and Elections is 
wing to sit and consider these cases in the vacation of the Senate. I 
fe not suppose that anybody here proposes to charge the committee 
with being derelict in the performance of its duty because not being 
ordered to do so they do not sit in the vacation and have hearings and 
try causes. At this session the Kellogg-Spofford case was the first 
referred to the committee. It was referred on the 18th of October. 
4 meeting was immediately called to proceed with the business upon 
the 19th of October. When the committee met that morning it was 
vet undecided whether or not the Eustis caso was going to them at 
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all. It was so stated ; and it was agreed unanimously to take up the | 


Kellogg-Spofford case and consider that. It was voted to notify the 
contestants in that case to appear before the committee to be heard 
ou the next Monday morning. They did so appear. Mr. Kellogg 
came there with Judge Shellabarger as his counsel ; Mr. Spofford ap- 
peared in his own behalf; and they having prepared themselves for 
that hearing, Mr. Kellogg being here at full as much inconvenience 
as Mr. Butler or anybody else, the committee thought it was their 
duty to proceed with the consideration of a case where they had noti- 
fied the claimants that they would proceed ; and I say, as the Senator 
from Georgia has said, that the committee has been prompt and dili- 
gent in the performance of its duty in the consideration of that case. 

My friend the Senator from Delaware said that one week they did 
not sit; but the fact was that during that week a subcommittee of 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections was considering these 
questions with a view to ascertain upon what facts the parties could 
agree, 80 as to avoid the necessity of taking further evidence in the 
Louisiana case. That shows the reason why the full Committee on 
Privileges and Elections did not sit. 

The way the Kellogg-Spofford case stands to-day is this: By the 
efforts of the committee and by the diligence of the committee the 
two contestants have been led to agree as toevery material fact that 
would require further evidence to be taken in the case. They have 
agreed that the evidence now before the Senate shall be taken as 
applicable and as the only evidence to decide the case, and the com 
mittee and the Senate are spared the expense that would have been 
incurred by going to Louisiana to take testimony or sending there 
for witnesses and papers. 

It has been intimated here that a motion was made to send to 
Louisiana for the original returns, and it would seem to be intimated 
that it was a ground of complaint against the committee, because 
they voted down that motioh. Why did they do it? Because to 
send there would take some days; and my experience with those 
returns last spring taught me that it would take a week or ten days 
to examine them, and I did believe, and my belief was justified by 
the event, that the parties could be induced to agree upon all the 
material facts involved in the production of those returns without 
losing the time and incurring the expense of sending for them. 
They have done so, and that is the way the Kellogg-Spofford case 
stands. The agreement between the contestants was concluded last 
night, and the case is soon to be disposed of. It will be soon decided, 
because no further evidence is required, and all the material facts 
not in the evidence before the Senate have, as I have said, been 
agreed to. Ah, now, just as the committee is about to decide the 
Kellogg-Spofford case, in comes the resolution of the Senator from 
Ohio asking what? That the Eustis case shall be taken from the 
committee? Not at all. That the Kellogg-Spofford case shall be 
taken from the committee? Not at all; but, that the Corbin-Butler 
case shall be taken from the committee. Let me tell you, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and this Senate right here that General Butler has never been 
before the Committee on Privileges and Elections, nor to any mem- 
ber of that committee, so far as I know, to ask that his case be taken 
up. No intimation was ever given until yesterday that it would be 
taken up. It is true that my friend the Senator from Georgia pro- 
a to take up the Eustis case; but no member of the committee 

inted or whispered that the Corbin-Butler case was to be taken up. 
The committee has not considered it. It was not asked to consider 
it. Mr. Butler has never been there, that I am aware of, to ask any 
such thing. Mr. Corbin has been once or twice and asked it. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me a 
moment? I know he will a with me that when I proposed to 
take up the Eustis case as the first case, and it was determined to 
take testimony in the Spofford case, I stated that then the Butler case 
would come in its order; that we would take them in their order. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. That it would come in its order ? 

Mr. HILL, After the Eustis case. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Was that any intimation to us that before the 
-UStIS Case was decided, or acted upon at all, this case would be 
sprung upon the Senate, totally unprepared for considering the 
questions either of law or of fact involved in the case? Not at all. 
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In bringing forward this resolution, the Senator from Ohio asks that 
this case shall be taken from the committee on the ground that the 
committee has been guilty of neglect in regard to this case, when 
neither of these-contestants has ever asked that it shall be taken up 
by the committee, so far as I know. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If my colleague on the committee will allow me 
a moment, that there may be no misunderstanding, I will state that 
I have no doubt what the chairman of the committee says is entirely 
correct so far as concerns any application made to the committee. 
In justice, however, to both Mr. Butler and Mr. Corbin, I will state 
that while I was acting chairman of the committee they called on mo 
outside of the committee and made a joint request that the case be 
taken up by the committee as soon as it could possibly do so. I told 
them that so far as I was concerned I would endeavor to get an early 
hearing. But neither of the gentlemen ever appeared before the 
couunittee. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. So far as I am concerned, I never heard from 
either of the contestants any special request that their case should 
be taken up, nor the intimation that avy resolution of this kind would 
be offered in the Senate. Ido not think that General Butler believed 
that this committee was proceeding in such a way as to justify him 
inthisapplication. I do believe—and in stating that I will be frank— 
that this resolution is offered not because of any neglect of the com- 
mittec, not because he wauted his case considered prior to this time, 
but because at this time he believes there are certain reasons outside 
of the Senate, certain things outside of the Senate, which may give 
him some advantage which perhaps he has not had until now. It 
seems to me that is his reason; and one reason why I say that is 
because this resolution is offered in reference to the Corbiu-Butler 
instead of the Eustis case, and while the first has not been pressed 
the last has. 

The Senator from Georgia says, and he makes it a ground of com- 
plaint against the committee, that they did not consider what had 
occurred in Louisiana since the alleged election of Governor Kellogg, 
aS being evidence, and conclasive evidence which we could not ques- 
tion, as to whether or not the Legislature that elected Governor Kel- 
logg was the legal Legislature. In taking the view which the com- 
mi.tee did of that question, they looked at it as lawyers, and I 
believe they looked at it as statesmen. I was in Louisiana at the 
time when some of these events occurred. I saw an army parading 
the streets, I saw the terror in which the republicans of that State 
were put by the menace of armed force, the terrroism hanging over 
them night and day like that which brooded over Paris in the first 
revolution. I know that by force, armed force, a part of the Packard 
government was overcome. Having seen that, having felt that, 
knowing that, 1 could not be true to myself, I could not be true to 
the oath that I have taken here, with my convictions of my duty, if I 
should say that proceedings of that kind and the necessary result 
thereof, foreclosed the right of the Senate to inquire whether or not, 
when Governor Kellogg was elected, he was elected by the Legisla- 
ture which was then the lawful Legislature of the State of Louisiana, 
although before force and terroism and armed menace it has dis- 
appeared like the dew on the morning grass. 

But the Senator from Georgia says that there is no controversy in the 
Corbin-Butler case between the two contestants. I believe that to be 
a similar delusion to that which occupied his mind in reference to the 
Kellogg-Spofford case. I cannot so say, because I have had no time 
to examine the Corbin-Butler case; but I procured the brief of Mr. 
Corbin this morning, having glanced over Mr. Butler’s some time ago, 
and I have not had the time to ascertain from it what the real ques- 
tions in dispute are. It seems to me, however, upon such examination 
as Ihave made, that among the questions in dispute there is this: 
whether or not the election in certain districts or in certain counties 
in South Carolina was a fair and legal election, or whether there were 
such terrorism, such intimidation, and such violence brought to bear 
upon that election as to render it null and void. That I understand 
to be the main question at issue. I may be mistaken, but such is my 
apprehension from the examination which I have been able to make 
of the papers in my hand; and is not that, Mr. President—and I ask 
the Senate to answer—a question of fact? Does it not involve an ex- 
amination, perhaps a long examination, into facts? It seems to me 
that it does, because the question of intimidation, of violence, is pre- 
eminently and only one of fact; and that cannot be properly consid- 
ered by the Senate sitting as it does; it should remain with the com- 
mittee to be determined and to be reported upon, And I need not say 
to the Senate that that committee will report upon the questions 
involved in that case, and all others before it, what it believes to be 
in accordance with the law and the evidence in the case. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think a very brief statement will 
satisfy the Senate that it is not because of the delay made by the 
committee in determining the claim of Mr. Kellogg or Mr. Spofford 
to the seat for which they are contesting that this motion is made, 
but, on the contrary, it is because of the speed and diligence and in- 
dustry with which the Committee on Privileges and Elections have 
prosecuted that inquiry and the expectation of an immediate report 
and an early vote thereupon in the Senate that this attempt to pre- 
cede the action of the committee and of the Senate in that case by 
substituting a later case is made. 

Now, two or three things we may take for granted. First, the 
three cases which have been alluded to were fit and proper cases to 
















































































mete anon 











































































































* 


IME ye 2 


OFS ETON AE VE 


S's neat 
& eRe 


i tah 
ae an 


ET ya 


a geen 








































































































278 


be considered by a committee. There were disputed questions of | behind the settlement made in Louisiana and reopen th 
law, there were disputed questions of fact, and the question whether | tion, as that would perhaps take a long time and 


the parties were or were not agreed as to many important facts was | quently days when the committee could not be ac 


To | 


itself in dispute and required careful and anxious examination. 
that end the Senate unanimously, or nearly so, and after a considera- 
tion and understanding of the position of each case, determined to 
send all those cases to acommittee. The democratic members of this 
body overruled the desire of the distinguished Senator from Maine 
{ Mr. BLartnr] that they should be dealt with on facts of public his- 
tory known to all the Senators. It is therefore a gross and glaring 
inconsistency on the part of any gentleman who so voted then to un- 
dertake now to say that either of these cases is a case unfit for scru- 
tiny, unfit for examination by the committee, which is the eyes and 
ears of this body, to deal with questions of fact and law in the first 
instance. 

Another thing may be deemed to be so settled as to conclude gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the Chamber, if they can be concluded by 
any deliberate and solemn action of theirs in regard to an important 
public question; and that is that the action of the Committee on Priv- 
lleges and Elections, which determined the order in which these cases 
should be dealt with, and held that the Kellogg-Spofford case under 
all circumstances was the one which ought first to be taken up, was 
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| sure they will agree with me when I say that | 


a fit and proper action, for it was the unanimous action of the com- | 


mittee of which the honorable gentleman from Georgia is so distin- 
guished a member. 

Two things, therefore, are clear if the highest authority on this 
subject, the unanimous judgment, made with knowledge of the fact, 
of the United States Senate can make themclear: First, thatit was 
fit and proper that each of these three cases should be considered in 
the first instance by a committee and, second, that it was fit and 
proper as they st that the Kellogg-Spoftord case should be first 
considered. Now, what is the condition of that case? It was a case 
in regard to which undoubtedly there were many facts which had 
been in dispute before the people of the country, and the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections set themselves with so much industry 
and with so much efficiency to remove that difficulty that to-day we 
are informed by the honorable chairman of the committee that the 
parties in interest have agreed cither upon all the facts in dispute or 
upon all the evidence now in the possession of the Senate upon which 
those facts are to be found. The committee, I will state—and I do 
not know that it has been stated in this discussion—feeling the im- 
portance of an early settlement of questions which involve the title 
to seats in this body, voted the other day, before this question came 
up, to sit morningsand afternoons both; and it is the present stand- 
ing order of the committee that every day, ten minutes after the 
adjournment of the Senate, in addition to its morning session, the 
committee meet to proceed with this inquiry. 

The case, therefore, is in this condition : The arguinent of Kellogg 
and of Spofferd on all questions of iaw has been made} the com- 
mittee have discussed it among themselves; the evidence is all in, 
and now, the evidence being in and the jury ready to retire and de- 
liberate upon their verdict, the honorable Senators on the other side 
of the Chamber present themselves to ask suddenly to reverse the 
unanimous action of the Senate in which they took part, the unani- 
mous action of the committee in which they toek part, and with- 
draw these two other cases from the committee and put the Senate 
without light and without knowledge to the task of dealing with 
them. 

Sir, what is the reason of this? After listening to the long argu- 
ment made by the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. H1L,} I fail to dis- 
cover more than one single reason why he has so suddenly changed 
his opinion upon these two important questions of policy and of 
propriety of action. It is this, and I pray for a moment the atten- 
tion of the members of the Senate. 1 pray especially the attention 
of the distinguished jurist from Illinois, [Mr. Davis,] who has 
recently come to this Senate from another so distinguished sphere of 
duty, to the reason assigned by the honorable Senator from Georgia 
for changing and reversing the opinion upon which he had acted 
thus far. lt is the adoption by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, on my motion, of a resolution which I shall read. Ths 
sole reason in bis mind, so far as his long speech has indicated, for 
his remarkable change of front, the astonishment in his mind that 
any mortal man or mortal committee could have adopted this as a 
proposition of law: 


Mr. Hoar offered the following as a substitute : 


Resolved, That it becomes necessary in determining the validity of an election of 
Senator held in January, 1477, to inquire who were the lawful Legislature at that 
— and that no other authority is competent to determine that question for the 

nate, 

That is the astonishing legal ape enna of constitutional law 
which has so affected the usually clear intellect of the honorable 
Senator from Georgia. 

— Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me a mo- 
ment 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I certainly have expressed no astonishment at any con- 
stitational or legal proposition contained in the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. I was simply giving to the Senate the facts 
in the history of the case to show that when the committee resolved 
to go into an investigation in the Kellogg-Spofford case, and to go 
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we ought then to take up the other cases. =S 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, if gentlemen listened to him 
: ; : te ele ney do the honoral,, 
Senator from Georgia no injustice in the statement I have made "t. 
read this resolution himself and expressed his astonishment a ” 
action of the committee in adopting the resolution, which | re oe 
fully ask leave to read once more. Spect. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me again, I did not 
astonishment at any legal proposition in hts resolution, | 
astonishment that the committee should adopt that res: 
thereby reopen the settlement in Louisiana. 

Mr. HOAR. There was nothing in the resolution but a Je 
sition: 
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Resolved, That it becomes necessary in determining the validity of 


f leetios 
of Senator held in Jauuary, 1877, to inquire who were the lawfu/ Legidion a ; 
that time— wii aa 


Not who were particular membere, but “who were the lawful Levis. 
lature at that time ”— ” 


and that no other authority is competent to determine that question for the 
Senate. . 

And the honorable Senator from Georgia added with great fully, 8a 
and repetition his astonishment, as he now has said, that the Sena: 
should go behind the settlement of that question made by somebody 
down there, whom he calls the Nicholls legislature, wade after that 
date. In other words, what Constitution has the honorable Senator 
from Georgia been reading? What was it that he fancied he and we 
were to support when we took our seats in this body? As I under. 
stand it, the Senate is the sole judgo of the elections, qualitications 
and returns of persons claiming seats here. I have not found any. 
thing of the Packard legislature, or the Kellogg legislature, or of set. 
tlements made in the country, or of bargains, or of successful reyoly 
tions, or of mobs, or of any other authority, either legal, fraudulent, 
or forcible, except the Senate of the United States, which can deter- 
mine that question. 

If a legal Legislature in the State of Louisiana elected a Senator, 
that Senator is the property from that time forward of the whols 
American people. He becomes the Senator from Massachusetts, the 
Senator from Connecticut, the Senator from New York, precisely in 
the same constitutional sense and with the same constitutional fune- 
tions as he does the Senator from the State of Louisiana. There is 
but one authority—and that is the authority representing the entire 
American people—that can deal with the question; and it is not in the 
power of anybody to establish through force, or to consent through 
fear, or even to enact through a fancied or real sense of what public 
policy or public interest may require, anything which may distur! 
that solemn act of the lawful Legislature of the State, which can do 
away with its effect, which can annul its action, or which can take 
from this body its highest constitutional prerogative of determining 
upon the validity of that act. 

Now, sir, the committee adopted rightfully or wrongfully this prop- 
osition, which has so astonished the honorable Senator from Georgia, 
and they proceeded under it to bring the case to an issue, and the 
issue is nade up and the argument is over and the evidence is in by 
the consent of the parties, and nothing remains but the work of one, 
two, or three hours, which will be required to examine the evidence 
and to determine upon its legal and constitutional effect, and the 
further time which will be needed to report the result of that exam- 
ination by the committee to the Senate. 

The honorable Senator from Georgia says that that action of the 
committee ought to be laid aside and another case takex up, or that 
some other case once referred and decided by the Senate to be 4 
fit and proper case for reference onght to be withdrawn from the 
committee, because, as he understands, there is in that case no (is- 

uted question of fact. Ihave not read through the briefs to which 
* alludes. They are briefs of considerable length, raising a great 
many different questions—nice and interesting questions—which arise 
under the constitution of the State of South Carolina; but, as | un- 
derstand, they do put in issue one very important question of fact, 
and that a question of fact upon which the entire validity of that 
election in South Carolina may depend; and it is the question 
whether the election in the Edgefield and Laurens districts in the 
State of South Carolina was a fair, valid, free election, or whether 't 
was one the apparent result of which was brought about, as the 
constitutional board in the State of South Carolina held that it was 
brought about, by grave and serious public crimes ; and the further 
very serious question, what may-have been the relation to those 
crimes, if they were committed, of one of tho gentlemen who now 
presents himself claiming the seat as their result. I do not agree 
with the honorable Senator from Georgia that there is no questiot of 
fact in this case which admits or, at least, suggests the necessity of 
an inquiry by the Senate. I 

Mr. President, it was my pu I have spoken longer than 
intended—to move to lay the resolution on the table. 1 now make 
that motion. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts moves 
that the resolution lie on the table. 
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Mr. CONKLING called for the yeas and nays; and they were or- 
dered AAYARD. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts if he 
will object to withdrawing his motion if I give him the floor for the 
purpose of renewing it after I shall state my reasons for voting to 
vi harge the Committee on Privileges and Elections from the con- 
sideration of this case? ? 

Mr. HOAR. I will certainly accede to the request of the honorable 
Senator from Delaware with that understanding. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Delaware will pro- 


=. BAYARD. Mr.President,the Constitution of the United States 
provides in the most express manner that no State, without its con- 
sent, shall be deprived of its equal suffrage in this body. Therefore, 
when any State is found to be deficient in the just number of her 
representatives here, it becomes a question of the very highest priv- 
ilege to that State, and consequently of duty to her sister-States, to 
see that the Constitution in this most important respect is not vio- 
lated. To-day in the Senate of the United States we have three cases 
of vacant seats which have all been referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. One of these cases is two years old, and it 
has the additional feature of being an uncontested case. The case of 
Mr. Eustis, of Louisiana, has been two years before this Senate, and 
no one but himself has claimed the place to which his credentials 
propose to assign bim. 

There are two other cases, one from the State of South Carolina 
and another from the State of Louisiana. The case of Eustis, two 
years ago, was before the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
aud stands there to-day uncontested but unreported. Then come the 
other two, which are each six months old. It seems that the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections saw fit to take up for consideration 
the contested case of Kellogg against Spofford, and by their decisions, 
as has been disclosed in the debate of members of that committee on 
this floor, they have opened up considerations of testimony that 
necessarily took time in order for their investigation. 

Pending that, the case of Butler against Corbin being before it 
equally in point of time and being left undisturbed by the considera- 
tion of the Kellogg case, which for the purpose of taking testimony 
and arranging disputed facts no longer occupied the time or the 
thoughts of the committee, came naturally and properly up for dis- 
cussion. It has been sostated in debate and not denied that the facts 
in the ease of Mr. Butler and Mr. Corbin have been agreed upon and 
in print have been supplied to the committee who have simply to 
draw from those facts deductions of law. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the honorable Senator from Delaware pardon me 
for inquiring if I correctly understood him to say that that had been 
said and not denied f 

Mr. BAYARD. Il understand that the case of Butler and Corbin 
has been submitted upon printed arguments in regard to the facts of 
which there is no dispute. 

Mr. HOAR. If the honorable Senator will permit me, the brief of 
Mr. Corbin, which I have not read through but which I have in part 
read, contains assertions in regard to the legality and the criminal 
mgs in relation to an election in two districts, upon which 
1¢ claims the whole character of the two legislatures turned; and 
= anes are not admitted by Mr. Butler, as 1 understand, but are 

enied. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. And I will state to my friend,the Senator from 
Delaware, that I never before heard such a statement as he has made ; 
but I have understood that Mr. Corbin and Mr. Butler wanted to be 
heard before the committee. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There never has been any submission of the case 
before the committee at all. 

Mr. BAYARD. Perhaps, then, I have the advantage of the commit- 
tee that I have read Mr. Corbin’s argument and statement and also 
that of Mr. Butler, both Mr. Butler’s original statement and his re- 
joinder to Mr. Corbin; I am also informed it was the joint desire of 
those two claimants that their case should be disposed of upon the 
basis of the printed matters submitted for the consideration of the 
committee; and I was surprised to hear my respected friend from 
New Hampshire say that no application by Mr. Butler had been made 
to the committee that his case should be speedily heard. Mr. Butler 
is under the impression derived from his contestant that the applica- 
tion has been made, and that the committee had been strongly made 
aware of the fact that it was the urgent desire of these two parties 
that their case should be terminated and decided upon the contents 
of the papers submitted by them both. 

Bat, Mr. President—— 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I will state here that no such information has 
been given to me at all. I never heard until now that there was any 
such arrangement between the parties. 

Mr. BAYARD. Any statement of facts by the honorable Senator 
from New Hampshire to me is sufficient. He will not understand 
that I propose to discuss any question in the Senate without the 
fullest courtesy to him or any member of the committee; but I still 
say to him that it is the firm impression of this contestant that But- 
= and Corbin were both exceedingly anxious that their case should 
i disposed of, and disposed of according to the facts printed and 
aid before the committee ; and that Mr. Corbin had conveyed this 
Wish to the committee and had so informed Mr. Butler is a fact, and 
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I am therefore surprised, as I am sure Mr. Butler is, to learn that it 
never reached the ear of the honorable chairman. 

But, Mr. President, the question is, is this case, are these the cir- 
cumstances under which the Senate, using its power and high discre- 
tion that accompanies the possession of such power, will discharge the 
committee for the purpose of making a decision itself without their 
report? I remember long ago, during the tirst year or very shortly 
after [had the honorof a seat in this Chamber, a case of great impor- 
tance, demanding the gravest deliberation and consideration, being 
nothing less than the readmission of the’State of Texas into this Union 
of States aud her representatives to seats as eqaals on this floor, was 
brought before the Senate, and I remember well then how promptly 
it was decided and the action of the overwhelming majority, without 
one word and with scarcely one dissentient vote from the committee 
so discharged in the then dominant party in this Chamber. 

On the 15th day of March, 1570, a bill came from the House of 
Representatives readmitting Texas into the Union. It was referred 
at once to the Committee on the Judiciary, composed in large part of 
those distinguished members of this body who to-day compose it. 
On the 23th day of March, thirteen days after its committal, with 
two Sandays intervening, the 'yenorable Senator from Ohio, now the 
# Sherman,) and who was not a mem- 
ber of the Committee on x—nidiciary, moved “ that the Commities 
on the Judiciary be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill to admit the State of Texas with a view to immediate action.” 
The motion was submitted, and upon the objection of Mr. Vickers, of 
Maryland, one of the minority, it lay over foroueday. Even on that 
day a motion was made by a Senator from Pennsylvania, Mr. Cam- 
eron, t take up the question, but it was not done. On the day fol- 
lowing, the 29th of March, Mr. Sherman promptly brought up his 
resolution, and despite a call for yeas and nays and the evident iudis- 
position and opposition of the chairman of the committee, Mr. Truin- 
bull, of Illinois, by a vote of 39 yeas to 15 nays, the motion was car- 
ried and the bill was ordered before the Senate. 

The haste was so great that the original bill itself was not even 
produced. It was in the committee-room, and the fact being noted 
I find that I asked whether a single objection would prevent the 
present consideration of the bill. The Chair answered that it would, 
and I made the objection. Mr. Sherman replied—I read from page 
2272 of the Congressional Globe of that year : 

My honorable friend from Delaware probably does not understand it. The only 
question is whether the Secretary shall read from the printed copy or the paper 
down in the committee room. 

The haste was great enough to prevent even the official paper from 
being produced. Upon that I made my objection that it was a vio- 
lation, as L understood it, “‘ of allthe traditions of the body in respect 
to its method of conducting business” thus to deprive a committee 
without notice of the control of a subject which had been placed 
under their charge, and J will read the answer of the then Vice-Pres- 
ident, Mr. Colfax : 

It will not throw the bill over until to-morow— 

That is the objection I proposed to make. 

The committees of the Senate are subject to its instruction. All parliamentary 
bodies have the power of conirol over their committees, if they sce fit t exercise 
it. Whother rightly or wrongly, the Senate has exercised that authority in this 
case. The engrossed bill has just been received and is now before the Senate. 

And the Senate proceeded immediately and without debate and 
without the aid of a single member of the Judiciary Committee, by 
a vote of 47 to 11, having discharged the committee from further con- 
sideration of the case, to pass the bill and admit the State of Texas. 
And two days afterward appeared the two Senators, Messrs. Hamil- 
ton and Flanagan, and they were sworn in without objection, and 
continued during their respective terms here in the Senate. 

Mr. President, that was a precedent set by this body in the pleni- 
tude of its power under an overwhelming republican majority, upon 
bat a few days’ consideration of this most important subject, the 
restoration of a great community to political relations with the Union 
which had been so rudely broken and dissevered; a subject commit- 
ted to gentlemen high in confidence, high in political and party 
standing and personal character, and yet not one word then was 
uttered by any member of the committee of disrespect to them, of 
haste, or any unseemly disregard of their wishes or convenience; but 
in an interval to be counted by days, not weeks, they were dispos- 
sessed of their control over the subject, and the bill became a law 
without the vote of one member of that committee in assent. 

In the present case what have we? Texas was not a State in the 
Union according to the theory of those who legislated then in regard 
to the subject; she had not by their theory any right whatever to 
an equal suffrage in this body; and yet in that case there was 
great and sudden haste to readmit her Representatives upon this 
floor and to re-establish her as a State of the Union. In the present 
case what are the facts? Carolina is and has been since 1867 a Staie 
in this Union, and has had Representatives on this floor and an equal 
sufirage according to the forms of law in this body; but since last 
March she has been deprived of it. The last session continued from 
the 5th of March to the 17th; the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions were in charge of oe a longer time six months ago than 
was given by the Senate to the Judiciary Committee in 1570 to con- 
sider the readmission of Texas; and at the present session, com- 
mencing on the 15th of October, we find ourselves on the 21st of 
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but I ask him to withdraw it for g 


November and yet no step taken; not even, according to the state- 


ment of the honorable Senators who form the committee, the bare | moment. 


reading of the printed arguments and statements laid before them by 
the two contestants, who are both urgent to have their case settled 
upon what appears there. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not desire to suggest any point of contest ; 
I do not desire to suggest anything like discourtesy or disrespect to 
the members of that committee; but I do suggest to the Senate and 
the country the right of the State of South Carolina to have her equal 
suffrage on this floor, of which for six months she has been deprived 
without her consent. 

Gentlemen of the Senate, we hear daily appeals to our fellow-coun- 
trymen to stand by their honorable obligations; we hear daily calls 
upon the men of the South and West for their absolute and full per- 
formance of honorable obligation for the credit of our country. Is 
our national honor to be restricted to pecuniary obligations, or shall 
it not extend to that good faith which should pervade all men’s trans- 
actions and characterize all their affairs and dealings? With what 
face can it be that communities are deprived of their just rights on 
this floor, deprived of that equal suffrage in the Senate which the 
Constitution that we all have swo support makes it expressly 
our duty to secure tothem? With 6 can we exclude their 
representatives and in the same bre to their people and say, 
“Support at any cost the pecuniary gations and financial honor 
of your Government?” 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I should like toask my friend the Senator from 
Delaware whether in his opinion our duty now to admit Senators 
from Louisiana is paramount to our duty to ascertain who are the 
Senators ? 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator I suppose meant South Carolina; but 
it is the same thing whether it is Louisiana or Carolina. I consider 
that the Senate is to-day and the country is to-day in possession of 
that amount of knowledge which should thoroughly instract their 
consciences how to vote upon these questions. It is for the purpose 
of obtaining the decision of the Senate that this motion has been 
made. We consider that delay should not longer be permitted; and 
that even if it be the opinion of the honorable Senator from New 
Hampshire that longer time is still needed, that is a question in re- 
gard to which the majority of the Senate must decide—having al- 
ready as I conceive abundant information to warrant their coming 
to a decision. 

Sir, I spoke of this appeal to the sense of honorable obligation of 
all men throughout this land to stand together as one man wherever 
American credit or honor was concerned. I should feel it a reproach 
to express to my countrymen a doubt of such fidelity on their part, 
and I feel that when I have done, so far as I may, and the Govern- 
ment of the United States in all its branches has performed its full 
obligations by them, then comes the right of reproach in case there 
shall be any default, but not until then. 

Mr. President, this is a question not to be argued on mere techni- 
cality. I have not referred to the legal facts of this case nor touched 
upon the merits. I simply have asked for the decision; and I think 
1 have said enough and I think the country recognizes that there is 
in fact enough known of these transactions in South Carolina to war- 
rant the Senate in coming without further delay to a decision of this 
case. Honorable Senators from the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections have by their debates on this floor shown us that there are 
two parties in thatcommittee; I mean two sides of thought and opin- 
ion on this subject; that it is not the unanimous voice of this com- 
mittee that proposes to retain this case longer for its consideration ; 
and I submit that under this division of judgment in the committee 
itself the time has come when this y may, with justice to the 
committee, with all courtesy to the committee, in conformity with 
the usages of this body, in recognition of the existing state of facts in 
the country, come now to a decision of these contested-election cases, 
certainly of these two, in one of which, Mr. Eustis’s, there is no con- 
test whatever, and in the other, Mr. Butler's, where the facts regard- 
ing which contest may arise have been stated in writing and agreed 
to by both parties to the contest. 

For the elucidation of truth, for the investigation of testimony, for 
the taking of testimony to discover facts, of course time is required ; 
and while that is pending in the case of Mr. Spofford, I have nothing 
to say beyond pressing constantly upon the committee the justice 
and the necessity for speedy report. Where the reason has ceased 
to exist, the law ceases, is a maxim old and just; and so I hold in 
this case where all the reason that ever did exist for the delay before 
the Senate came to the vote has passed away, we are justified, and I 
trust a majority of the Senate will be found to-day declaring that 
we are justified in deciding on this case by the light of the facts be- 
fore them not disputed on either side by the two contestants. 

Mr. THURMAN, Mr. HOAR, and others addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield further? 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish the Senator would permit me to inquire 
whether the motion to lay on the table has been withdrawn, 

Mr. HOAR. I made the motion to lay on the table. The Senator 
from Delaware asked me to withdraw ifat he might state his views, 
with the statement that at the close of his speech he would see that 
I had an opportunity to renew it. 

Mr. BAYARD. I did; and I meant to yield the floor to the Senator 
that he should renew the motion if he desired to do so. 


Mr. THURMAN. Undoubtedly, 


Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I have never, in the eig 
of experience that I have had in this body, known a motion 
resolution or bill on the table made *by an opponent of th 
lution or bill until the mover of the resolution or bill had be 
heard in answer to the objections that had been urged against jt “I 
think it is the parliamentary usage that the mover of a resoluti 
shall, in familiar phrase, close the debate; not an absolute right - 
say that nobody is to speak after him, but that the opportunity shall 
be afforded him to reply to those who have objected to his resolution 
or motion ; and this 1s the first time in eight years’ experience 
ever I have known that right or privilege of the mover of a re 
tion interfered with by a motion to lay it upon the table. I desire 
to say something in reply to what has been said, but, if this motion 
is to be made to cut me off, then I must submit to my fate. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I had supposed that the parliamentary 
usage in regard to such matters applied to the mover of the principal 
measure, for instance a bill introduced. I did not understand that 
any gentleman who made any incidental motion in regard to a gen- 
eral subject, like the present motion to discharge a committee, was 
entitled to close debate on the question before that particular inci- 
dental motion could be disposed of. ButI accept very cheerfully the 
interpretation which comes from the great experience and authority 
of the honorable Senator from Ohio, and I certainly will not make 
the — — his intimation without his having an opportunity 
to speak. esire—— 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Ohio says that I sometimes 
rise to a question of order. I am compelled to rise to a question of 
order now. The proceeding of this day has been very extraordinary 
to those who have had no more experience here than has been mine, 
We have listened to altercations between Senators as to what took 
place in committee, as to what they said there in the unguarded con- 
versations of committees, as to what persons not of the committee at 
all said; and some Senators have been kind enough to inform the 
Senate, in the very words, and with the intonation and the emphasis 
what was saidin committee. Itsounded very strangely to my ears. [ 
had read in a number of books treating of parliamentary law the em- 
phatic disapproval which they had expressed of such practices. 

I had heard in the House of Representatives, as you have heard, 
Mr. President, oftentimes, some member betrayed into the inadver- 
tence of a passing allusion to something that had happened in com- 
mittee, and I had seen the supposed decorum of that body asserted 
very emphatically, and I had heard the allusion withdrawn and seen 
it stricken from the record. But here Senators have been holding 
high altercation as to what did or did not take place in committee. 
Afterward a Senator moves to lay this resolution on the table, en- 
tirely as I must think, with great deference to the Senator from Ohio, 
within the usages and propricties of the Senate, for never before did 
I hear that a member representing no committee, making no report, 
but of his own motion as a Senator introducing a resolution iuci- 
dental to asubject already in charge of a committee, and a resolution 
antagonistic also. therefore as a matter of jurisdiction drew to him- 
self those attributes which made him the mover authorized to close 
the debate as the organ of a committee is authorized to close a de- 
bate arising upon a measure which he has been charged to report. 
I say in the hearing of the older Senators that I never heard that 
claimed before during ten years while I have had the honor to serve in 
this body. If the honorable Senator from Ohio will cite an instance in 
which, in my presence or his, that has been held to be established 
by the usage or the courtesy of the Senate, I will bow, and bow in 
confusion, in the presence of such an example. : 

But, Mr. President, when this motion was made to lay this resolu- 
tion on the table, a Senator—I was that Senator—demanded the yeas 
and nays. The yeas and nays were ordered. The rule of the Senate 
declares that after that no Senator can withdraw that motion. No 
Senator has withdrawn it. No Senator, I think, will withdraw it, 
because it will be within the province of every other Senator to in- 
sist upon the observance of the rale, and I hope there will be found 
some member of the body who, in the language of parliamentary 
bodies, will demand that os House proceeding to execute an order 
ehall execute it. The order now being executed is to ascertain the 
sense of the Senate upon laying this resolution upon the table. The 
Senator from Delaware received unanimous consent, as matter of 
courtesy, to submit his remarks; but his remarks did not overthrow 
the rules of the Senate nor displace this substantive motion tolay this 
whole subject upon the table, nor the rile of the Senate which says 
that the yeas and nays having been ordered by one-fifth it is beyond 
the power of any Senator to withdraw the pending question. — 

Now, Mr. President, for one I want to see the sense of the Senate 
taken as early as possible upon what I may say, steadfastly avoiding 
entering into this debate, { must regard as the very extraordiuary 
motion, very extraordinary in point of time and circumstance, te 
dismiss from the consideration of this subject a committee which, 
according to the concurrent statement on all hands, has never yet 
considered and has never been able to consider 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order now. 
I understand the Senator from New York to say that the motion to 
lay on the table cannot be withdrawn, the yeas and nays having 
been ordered. Then he has no right to discuss my resolution. 
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Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, the Senator never was more right 
than he is now, and I take my seat. I congratulate him on his dis- 
oO THURMAN. The Senator is violating the rules of order him- 
self and stating a usage that I have never known to exist in the 

* oi CONKLING. Now, Mr. President, I call the Senator to order, 
for like other great reformers and teachers he is violating his own 
rule announced by himself. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The debate proceeds by unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate. 5 

Mr. THURMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. p : 

Mr. CONKLING. I hope not. Let us vote on this motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I ask the consent of the Senate to 
ascertain whether my obligation to the Senator from Massachusetts, 
who yielded me the floor for the purpose of submitting my reasons 
why I should vote for the resolution of the Senator from Ohio, has 
been fulfilled ? 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly it has. 

Mr. BAYARD. That is what I wish to know, because, if he desires 
to renew the motion to lay this on the table—— 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the obligation of the Senator from 
Delaware to me has been fulfilled perfectly in all respects. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion that the 
Senate now proceed to the consideration of executive business, upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ANTHONY, (when his name was called.) I am paired on all 
political questions with the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Ran- 
soM.] I suppose this is regarded as one of that character, and there- 
fore I decline to vote. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, (when his name was called.) I am 
aired on all political questions with the Senator from New York, [ Mr. 
‘ERNAN.] He and I agreed that we would select the Senator from 

Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] as umpire. If the Senator from Delaware 
will-say that a motion to proceed to the consideration of executive 
business is a political question, I shall decline to vote. 

Mr. CONKLING. Thisis all outof order. The roll is being called. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I vote nay. 

Mr. MAXEY, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with the 
Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Ferry, ] who has been called home. If I 
were not paired, I should vote in the affirmative. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG, (after having voted in the affirmative.) Iam 
paired with the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB,] and I wish to 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I desire, with the permission of 
the Senate, to withdraw my vote on account of my pair with the 
Senator from New York, [Mr. KERNAN. ] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The votes of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. ARMSTRONG] and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON] 
will be regarded as withdrawn, unless objection be made. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wish to take this occasion to say that my col- 
league [Mr. BLAINE] is paired with the Senator from Oregon, [ Mr. 
GroveR.] They are both absent. That pair, I suppose, will remain 
during the session. 

Mr, COCKRELL, I do not vote, because I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNpDs] and I see that others are not 


voting who are paired in the same way. We are paired on political | 


questions, and I presume, as the votes have been cast here, this 
would be considered a little political. [Langhter. } 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 29; as follows: 


Y EAS—Messrs, Bailey, Barnum, Bayard, Beck, Coke, Conover, Davis of Illinois, 
Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, Eaton, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, 
Johnston, Jones of Florida, Lamar, McCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Merrimon, 
Morgan, Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers— 


30 

cAAYS— Messrs. Allison, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
hatfee, Christiancy, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, Hamlin, Hoar. Howe, Ingalls, Jones 

of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews, Mitchell, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, 

Rollins, Sargent, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, Wadleigh, and Windom—29. 
ABSENT— Messrs. Anthony, Armstrong, Blaine, Cameron of Wisconsin, Cock- 


comand, F erry, Grover, Kernan, Maxey, Patterson, Plumb, Ransom, and 


So the Senate determined to proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business, 


THE SILVER DOLLAR. 


Mr. ALLISON. Before the doors are closed I ask leave to report a 
bill. The Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 1093) to authorize the free coinage of the standard silver dol- 
lar, and to restore its legal-tender character, report it with sundry 
amendments, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar 


ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota moves that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. WALLACE. Will the Senator give way until I can get leave 
to introduce a bill? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I do not yield. 

— VICE-PRESIDENT. it is moved that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

The question being put, a division was called for. 


oF RANDOLPH. Mr. President, are we in executive session or 
not 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. We are not. 
a motion to adjourn. 

Mr.GORDON. There are a number of us here who do not under- 
stand the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 31, noes 
23; and (at three o'clock and fifty minutes p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed. 


The Senate is dividing on 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, November 21, 1877. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SINGLETON. I desire to move to go into Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of the deficiency bill. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. SINGLETON. 


DESERT LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. LUTTRELL. I ask unanimous consent to present at this time 
resolutions of the board of supervisors of Kern County, California, 
relative to the desert-land act. And asa matter of interest to myself 
and my colleagues I ask that these resolutions be printed in the 
RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The resolutions are as follows: 

Whereas differences of opinion exist with reference to the merits of an act of 
Congress entitled ** An act to provide for the sale of desert lands in certain States 
and Territories,” approved March 3, 1877; and whereas in our opinion many unjust 
criticisms have been uttered against the said act, and believing it is our privilege 
to give expression to our estimate of the parpose to be attained thereby, we, the 
board of supervisors of the County of Kern, State of California, do resolve: _ 

i. That we va the object of said act as wise and beneficent and calculated to 
ad‘ greatly to the wealth, population, and prosperity of our county. 

2. That large tracts of land, ss twenty years ago by the Government 
officers of the United States, are néw lying vacant, unfit for cultivation or habita- 
tion, and are not likely to be entered under the pre-emption or homestead laws, but 
under the provisions of the said desert-land act may be reclaimed aad brought 
under cultivation, and thereby furnish homes for thousands of people, and add 
largely to the taxable property of the county. 

3. That a copy of these resolutions be furnished to the honorable Secretary of 
the Interior, to the honorable Commissioner of the General Land Office, and to the 
honorable Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

Indorsed : *‘ Filed November 8, 1877, F. W. Craig, clerk. Approved and ordered 
that within resolutions be spread upon the minutes, William Lightner, chairman 
of the board.” 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN, 88: 

I, F. W. Craig, county clerk, and ez officio clerk of the board of supervisors of 
Kern County, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a correct copy of the original 
resolutions now on file in my office. ’ 

Witness my hand and tho seal of the county court of said county this 12th day 


of November, 1877. 
[SEAL.] F. W. CRAIG, Clerk. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. BUCKNER. I rise toa personal explanation. Upon examin- 
ation of the Recorp this morning, I find that I am reported as ab- 
sent and not voting on the final poeaege of the joint resolution in 
relation to the Paris exposition which was passed yesterday by the 
House. I was here and voted in the negative. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that as it appeared to be 
probable there would be a close vote two tallies were kept by the 
clerks. The Chair is informed by the clerks that the name of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER] is not on either tally list of 
members voting. That shows the importance of listening to the roll 
of names when read by the Clerk. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WOOD. I desire to introduce a bill for reference. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] that he withdraw his motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole and allow the Chair to receive propositions 
for reference, &c., that may give rise to no discussion, 


I will do so. 





CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. SINGLETON. I will do so. 


GAS-WORKS IN TITE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. WOOD, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1527) providing for a general law authorizing any person or persons 
to establish gas-works in the District of Columbia under restrictions ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

REMISSION OF DUTIES. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, by unanimous consent, introduced a 

joint resolution (H. R. No. 49) in regard to remission of daties; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways 
aud Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT COLES. 
Mr. CUMMINGS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1523) for the relief of Robert Coles; which was read a first and 


second tume, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 


BANKRUPTCY. 
Mr. HEWITT, of New York, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1529) to amend title 61 of the Revised Statutes in rela- 


! 
tion to bankruptcy ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPKOVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. GIBSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 50) authorizing and directing the President to appoint a 
commission to provide for the improvement of the Mississippi River; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Levees and the Improvement of the Mississippi River, and ordered to 
be printed. 

TONES BAYOU. 


Mr. GIBSON also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1530) appropriating $7,500 to reimburse certain citizens of Louis- 
jana, who advanced that amount to the Government work of Tones 
Bayou; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be priuted. 

SYLVANUS SANDFORD. 

Mr. RYAN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1531) for the 
relief of Sylvanus Sandford; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EUGENE DURNIN. 

Mr. QUINN, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to Eugene Darnin the sum of 894.56, balance due him for services | 


for the month of October, 1877, in the Doorkeeper's department, and charge the 
same to the contingent fund of the House of Representatives. 


ACCOUNTS OF UNITED STATES ATTORNEY DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. BUTLER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (11. R. No. 
1532) to provide a method for the settlement and adjustment of the 
accounts of the attorney of the Uniféd States for the District of | 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
ROBERT PEYSERT. 


Mr. BRIDGES, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1533) for the relief of Robert Peysert; which was read a first aud 
second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WASHINGTON MARKET COMPANY. 


Mr. HENDEE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1534) to amend the act entitled “An act to incorporate the Washing- 
ton Market Company ;” which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

THOMAS T. STEWART. 


Mr. HENDEE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H.R. | 
No. 1535) granting a pension to Thomas T. Stewart, late private Com- 
pany D, Sixth Vermont Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WASHINGTON MARKET COMPANY. 


Mr. HENDEE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No, 1536) in relation to the affairs of the Washington Market Com- 
pany; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

SOUTH WASHINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HENDEE also, by auanimous consent, introduced a bill (H.R. | 
No. 1537) amendatory of the act to incorporate the Capitol, North O | 
street and South Washington Railway Company ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF HOUSE EMPLOYEES. 
Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire, by unanimous consent, submitted 
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the following resolution; which was referred to the 


Accounts: the Committee of 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, di . sy 
jam II. Prescott for services rendered in the engineer's Tama receed te pay Will 
months of April, May, and June, 1877, at the rate of $100 per month Gnring the 

Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire, also, by unanimous consent, sn} 
mitted the following resolution; which was referred to the Com . 
tee of Accounts: — 

Resolved, That Frank Augerer bo, and he is hereby, continu 
this House as a page during the present Congress, ~ od in the service of 

POST-OFFICE BUILDING AT SAN FRANCISCO, 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1533) to provide for the purchase of a site and commenen 
ment of a building for the post-office at Sau Francisco 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the C 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


nce- 
» California; 
ommittee on 


REBECCA SANDERS, 


Mr. ROBBINS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No 
1539) to pay arrears of pension to Rebecca Sanders, of North Caro. 
lina; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN F. FOARD. 


Mr. ROBBINS (by request) also introduced, by unanimous consent 
a bill (H. R. No. 1540) for the relief of John F. Foard; which was 
read a tirst and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MIAMI INDIAN LAND, KANSAS. 


Mr. HASKELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1541) to provide for the sale of the land of the Miami Indians in 
Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


FUNDING AND REDEMPTION OF UNITED STATES NOTES. 

Mr. HASKELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1542) to provide for the ponding and redemption of United 
States notes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Iask unanimousconsent tosubmita resolution, 

Mr. KNAPP. I insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. SAYLER. I understand that unanimous consent was given to 
the introduction of these propositions, and the gentleman has no 
right now to demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. There was no order made by unanimons consent. 
The Chair merely asked the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. SiInGLr- 
TON] to yield that these bills and resolutions might come in by unau- 
imous consent. 

Mr. SINGLETON. So farasI am concerned I have no objection. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. In regard to the resolution I wish to state—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot recognize the gentleman to 


| make any statement. The regular order is demanded. Does the 


rentleman from Illinois [Mr. KNAPP] waive that demand to allow the 


| resolution of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CRITTENDEN] to be 


introdnced ? 
Mr. KNAPP. I insist on the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] 
is recognized. 
ERROR IN ENROLLMENT. 


Mr. HAMILTON. I think I am privileged to make a report from 
the Committee on Enrolled Bills, which is authorized to report at any 
time. I find in an enrolled bill of last session an error. The error 
consists in the omission of two clerks of class 1. 

The SPEAKER. Is the error in the enrolled bill or in the law? 

Mr. HAMILTON. It is in the bill as it passed both Houses. — 

The SPEAKER. That is a law, and the error can only be remedied 
by the passage of a new law. © 

Mr. HAMILTON. The bill passed both Honses; and in the enrolled 
bill the amount of the appropriation is correct; but there is an onis- 
sion of two clerks of class 1. I respectfully beg leave to refer this 
matter again to the Committee on Appropriations, so that they may 
investigate and report to the House. eo 

The SPEAKER. This is not a privileged matter; it involves 4 
change of existing law. 

Mr. HAMILTON. But, Mr. Speaker, there has been an appropria- 


| tion made; and there is nobody to receive it. 


The SPEAKER. The error, whatever it may be, is in the law, which 
can only be changed by the passage of a new law. we 

Mr. HAMILTON. I desired toask the Committee on Appropriations 
to look into the matter and see whether these two clerks of class | 
should be provided for. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 1526) to provide for deficiencies In the appro- 
ptiations for the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1872, and for prior years, and for other purposes. I do not 
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ess: hat we should spend any time in general discus- 
we it nesear? T think that the debate under the five-minutes rule | 
sion 0 7 e ’ 

1 be ient. 
will be ONGER- I hope that the gentleman will not ask to cut off | 
the weneral debate at this time. If it should be prolonged too far, he 
can at any time move that the committee rise in order that the House 
may close debate. nb ead ai . | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi, pending the 
motion to go into Committee of the Whole, moves to limit general 
debate to what time? . . 

Mr. SINGLETON. Thirty minutes. : ; 

The motion of Mr. SINGLETON that all general debate in Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the deficiency appropriation bill be limited to 
thirty minutes was agreed to. ; ' 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and 
10 moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. ; 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to reserve all points of order. 

Mr. CLYMER, They have all been reserved. ‘ 

Mr. FOSTER. Before the House goes into the committee, Mr. 
Sneaker, I desire to report back from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions an executive document, and to move that the committee be 
discharged from its farther consideration and that it be referred to 
the Committtee on the Judiciary. , 

The SPEAKER. That requires unanimous consent, and as the gen- 
tleman from Hlinois insists on his demand for the regular order of 
business, the effect of which cuts off any other business than the reg- 
ular order, the Chair does not think he would be right in recognizing 
the gentleman from Ohio for any such report. 

Mr. FOSTER. But this is a report from the Committee on Appro- 

1ations. 

our. WADDELL. Is the proposition to limit general debate to five 

jinutes f 
‘ The SPEAKER. The House has ordered the general debate to be 
limited to thirty minutes. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. WriGHt in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under an order of the House the committee 
now proceeds to the consideration of a bill (H. R. No. 1526) to pro- 
vide for deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for prior years, 
and for other purposes, on which general debate has been limited to 
thirty minutes. The bill will be read for information. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I move to dispense with the first reading of the 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I will take a few minutes to explain the pro- 
visions of the bill. 

The first provision in this bill, Mr. Chairman, is for the payment of 
certain claims against the United States upon which judgments have 
been rendered. Some of them have been determined by the Court of 
Claims and no appeal has been taken, and otbers have gone te the 
Supreme Court and judgment entered by said court in favor of the 
claimants. We had a list of these judgments before us, and, as there 
are no appeals pending in the cases which we propose to pay, there is 
no reason existing why we should not pay them. When we come to 
consider that section of the bill under the five-minutes rule, if any 
further explanation is needed, it will be given by some member of 
the committee. It has been usual to make an appropriation in gross 
for the payment of judgments which might be rendered against tho 
United States. These appropriations have been made in advance. 
We failed to do so, however, at the last session of Congress, and 
these judgments are now in full force and unpaid, and it becomes 
- hg bog provide for them. This, I will state, is the main feature 
of the bill, 

The next is an appropriation for the Library of Congress. Those 
of you who have visited the Library have seen the accumulation of 
unbound documents there to be found. 

Mr. CALKINS. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Certainly. 

_ Mr. CALKINS. I wish to ask whether there is any claim involved 
in that paragraph where the time has not yet run for an appeal to 
the Supreme Court ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Not one, sir. 

Mr. CALKINS. The time has expired. 

Mr. SINGLETON. In every case. 

Mr. CALKINS. _I desire to offer an amendment to that section. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Wo have a letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury on the subject speaking specifically on that point. 

Mr. EDEN. I notice an appropriation is made for Thomas W. Kelly. 
It seems the judgment in that case was rendered in 1870, but I observe 
it is not in the estimate. I should like to have an explanation why 
it is included. 

Mr. SINGLETON, That was put into the list on account of a 
special letter from the Secretary of the Treasury recommending it 
should be done. 

To return to the Library appropriation. Those of you who have 
been in the Library of Congress must have noticed the accumulation 
oe which are yet unbound. It becomes 

be done or they will be fit for nothing but waste 


a 


of newspapers an 
necessary ; it shoul 
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paper. An appropriation has been asked for the purpose, and we 
have allowed $20,000 for binding these documents. If we intend to 
preserve them we must bind them. They are valuable as giving the 
political, literary, and scientific history of the times. 

The next paragraph is for indexing laws, documents, and debates 
of Congress. That work is in a state of forwardness and is deemed 
absolutely necessary, from the fact we have sixteen hundred volumes 
in the Library containing the political history of the country; and 
any gentleman who wishes to ascertain any fact in connection with 
that history and has had to examine tho index to each of thoso 
volumes must have felt the necessity of a general index to facilitate 
such examination. 

For the Treasury Department we provide a deficiency in this bill 
for fuel, light, water, &c., for public buildings, which have been rec- 
ommended by the Secretary of the Treasury as indispensable. 

It will be found upon looking over the bill that it is not necessary 
to make remarks upon each item mentioned in it, as they explain 
themselves. They have been estimated for by the Department and 
laid before us with explanations, afterward scrutinized by subcom- 
mittees, and there is no reason, we conceive, why they should not be 
allowed. 

We provide an appropriation for compensation to postmasters to 
the extent of $631,621.27, to supply deficiencies for the years 1876 and 
1877. The money is not to be taken out of the Treasury ; it has been 
already appropriated and stands to the credit of the Post-Office De- 
partment, and this is but a reappropriation, partly for the service of 
1876 and the balance for 1877. Although this amount, $681,681.27, 
was appropriated for the Post-Offico Department and has not been 
used, yet under an act of Congress all unexpended balances in any of 
the Departments at the end of each fiscal year are covered back into 
the Treasury unless otherwise provided by law. This fund therefore 
is reappropriated. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask my colleague to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My colleague speaks of this being a deficiency for 
the year 1876 and the year 1377. I want toask him if the deficiency 
for 1877 did not grow out of the new law in regard to the payment 
of postmasters, which was a matter of calculation and a good deal 
of it of conjecture, so that it was impossible to ascertain absolutely 
what the amount was. I ask himif the appropriation was not based 
on a calculation made by the Committee on Appropriations at the 
last Congress and by the Honse? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Yes, sir. The change in the law made it abso- 
lutely impossible for us to know exactly what amount should be 
appropriated. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And the deficiency for the year 1876 being a defi- 
ciency in the appropriation made by the Forty-third Congress makes 
up the larger portion of this item—does it not? 

Mr. SINGLETON. The larger portion of the deficiency belongs to 
1876, for which the Forty-third Congress provided, and not to 1877. 

Mr. EDEN. Can the gentleman from Mississippi give the amounts 
of the deficiencies for these respective years? 

Mr. SINGLETON. AsI have said the larger proportion of this defi- 
ciency occurred in the year 1876. It is an anount of something like 
$400,000. I have not the figures before me at this moment but I will 
get them, and when we proceed to the consideration of the bill under 
the five-minutes rule I will then answer the gentleman from Illinois. 
A considerable portion of the amount sought to be appropriated by 
this bill is to pay certam clerks and employés of this House under 
resolutions which have been passed fixing the amount, and we have 
no discretion about it; the House has already declared that these 
employés should be paid certain sams and we simply appropriate the 
amounts, as will be found by an examination of the bill. 

Mr. LEONARD. IL observe an appropriation to defray the expenses 
of delegates to be sent to represent the United States in the interna- 
tion postal congress. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the Ex- 
ecutive has been authorized to appoint these delegates? There is a 





provision in the bill providing for their pay. Is there any law pro- 
viding for their appointment? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Iam not certain whether there has been any 
law passed or not; but it is known to us that a few years ago we had 
just such a congress as this at Berne, Switzerland, and it was cou- 
sidered that very important results flowed from it to the United 
States. 

Mr. CLYMER. If my colleague will pores me, I will state in re- 
ply to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. LEONARD] that the con- 
vention held at Berne in 1874 adjourned to meet in Paris in 1575 on 
the same terms as those of the Berne convention. The President of 
the United States at that time was authorized to appoint commis- 
sioners to that convention, and under the same law it is provided 
that he can appoint commissioners to the coming convention. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. When was that law passed? 

Mr. CLYMER. The convention met in 1874. The law was passed 
prior to that. 

Mr. WADDELL. The appropriation for payment of postmasters’ 
salaries is to come from unexpended balances of appropriations for 
| deficiencies in the Post-Office Department. I understand that that 
does not touch the surplus fund left over for the star service. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Not at all, 

I come now, Mr. Chairman, to the appropriation under the head of 
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War Department for “collection and payment of bounty, prize- 
money, and other claims of colored soldiers and sailors.” In con- 
nection with the operations of the Freedmen’s Bureau there was an 
act of Congress which provided that these colored soldiers and sailors | 
should not be paid as white soldiers and sailors were paid. They 
were deemed to be ignorant and unlettered and it was found that in 
the collection of their bounties and pensions a great deal of fraud 
was practiced upon them. In order to prevent this, agents were 
appointed to hunt up these men, identify them, and see that the 
money was paid to them. Congress went so far as to pass an act 
declaring that the agents and attorneys employed for the collection 
of bounty, prize-money, &c., should only receive a certain amount 
for their services; but the law was evaded in a great many cases 
and very often these payments did not go to the beneficiaries at all, 
but fell into the hands of attorneys and agents. Congress deemed it 
necessary, therefore, in order to protect these colored soldiers and 
sailors, to have special agents employed to go out and hunt them up, 
and agencies for this purpose were established at New Orleans, 
Louisville, Kentucky, and at another point which I do not remem- 
ber at this moment. 

The Freedmen’s Burean, as you know, wasa failure, and every part 
and parcel of the law establishing it was repealed except that por- 
tion which relates to these agencies. It has been a great expense | 
to the Government to hunt up these colored soldiers and sailors, and 
it has not always resulted beneficially, although I think a great deal 
of good has been done by it. We propose now to appropriate $10,000 
for the purpose of winding up these agencies and to provide that 
hereafter bounty, prize-money, and other claims shall be patd to col- 
ored soldiers precisely as they are paid to white soldiers. We think 
the sum is ample for the purpose. 

Mr. BANNING. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BANNING. It is well known to all that while the payments 
were made by the Freedmen’s Bureau to the colored soldiers they were 
often robbed of what they should have received. Since the transfer 
to the War Department they have been very satisfactorily paid. 
There has been no complaint. They have got their prize-money and 
bounties, and all have been satisfied. Now the Department to which 
it is proposed to transfer this duty has, as I understand, already all 
the work it can do. The Adjutant-General’s Department has charge 
of and understands this matter, and I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Mississippi if there isany good reason for transferring the work from 
where it is now to another Department ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. None, except that it is a very expensive opera- 
tion for the Government to continue these agencies and we deem it 
altogether unnecessary. We think these colored men may be paid in 
future precisely as the white soldiers are now paid. 

I will state that the gentleman is mistaken in supposing that every- 
thing has been done under the new arrangement that should have 
been done. I confess that the state of affairs has been improved 
greatly, and that the celored soldiers and sailors have been benefited, 
and benefited very greatly by it. But notwithstanding all the facts 
of the case as to improved service, the agents have sometimes been 
untrustworthy, and instead of allowing any one else to plunder these | 
soldiers they have done it themselves. 

Mr. BANNING. It is now done under General Vincent, an officer 

of the Army who recsives asalary. I do not see how the expense can 
have been increased much, if any. And any benefit arising from 
this system is in favor of the colored soldiers, and not the white 
soldiers. 
* Mr. SPARKS. Mr. Chairman, that branch of the War Department 
that now has charge of this matter has three officers and is ranning 
in this business alone three Army officers, sixteen clerks, and six 
messengers, and are paying office rents and incurring other expenses 
to the extent of several thousand dollars; I forget the precise 
amount. The three Army officers of coffrse receive no extra pay, 
except mileage at the rate of eight cents per mile for going and 
returning. ‘Their business seems to be to bunt up these colored sol- 
diers for the purpose of paying their bounties to them; and this item 
of mileage is quite a considerable sum. Now this boreau has been 
running year after year, and waile I admit that it has done some 
good, that it has been efficient to a certain extent in the promotion 
of good and the prevention of fraud, yet, in my judgment, after a 
thorough examination of the whole matter, I am well convinced that 
the benefits derived have never been commensurate with the expenses | 
it has involved. 

The amount in hand or in course of adjustment to be paid ont for 
the coming year as I remember will be about $265,000, yet the de- 
mands upon the Treasury to pay the expense of running the machin- 
ery to make that payment will be perhaps $40,000. The thing is | 
playing out itself, and in my judgment, after running the present | 
year, giving time and opportunity to clear up and close up their | 
affuirs, it onght to be ended, and that is what we propose to do. A 
subcommittee consisting of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hae] | 
and myself in our report met their demands by suggesting an appro- 
priation of $20,000 for the coming year, or up to the end of the present 
fiscal year. With that sum we hoped they could pretty nearly if not 
quite clean up their afiairs and be able to turn over everything in 
their charge to the Department having charge of the payment of | 
bounties to white soldicrs. 








| nearly half a million dollars under this system 


| has done some good, and do not want to be severe 
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This bureau has always been a discrimination in favor of t) 
ored soldiers and against the white soldiers. We have ex; oh 
: er 


, and I think it aks 


fiscal year. I admit that it 


, ; in its denunciatio, 
and especially since it has been out of the clutches of that miseral 
é SeTabia 


Freedmen’s Bureau ; but in my judgment the good it has accor 
plished has never been in keeping with the expense of rannine i: 
and it onght to end as speedily as possible. I will say farther th ‘ 
at the last session of the Forty-fourth Congress the Comm ae 
Appropriations appropriated $15,000 with an understandine ios ie 
should close up the concern, and now it makes a demand for S mF " 
more as a deficiency, but we proposed to give them $20,000, vo, 00 

Mr. FOSTER. Twenty thousand dollars? 

Mr. SPARKS. Yes, sir. I mean to say that the subcommittee r 
ported in favor of $20,000 to the general committee, but it cut +) 
amount recommended by us down to $10,000. Now, while | one 
willing to give them the $20,000, yet I think they ought to be eo... 
pelled to close up at the end of the fiscal year, and bring it to an end: 
andif they cannot do this with the appropriation here made, let then, 
turn over all unfinished matters to the Department to which I have 
heretofore referred. And let us have an end, not only of the heel z 
men’s Bureau, but of all adjuncts or bureaus growing ont of it. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, the minority of the Committee o; 
Appropriations do not a to antagonize this bill with amend. 
ments. They deem it, however, just to themselves to say that 
some important instances we disagree with this bill. The bil! itseis 
appropriates about $1,500,000. This is the second deficiency bill, sir 
that this House has considered and passed. It is another illustration 
of the economy of a democratic House. One appropriated $2,250.) 
It is another illustration of the economy of the democratic House of 
last year, and of which we are to have many illustrations. I appre. 
hend that double the present amount of the deficiency will have to be 
appropriated before the next session of Congress closes for deticiencies 
of the last fiscal year. The minority of the committee feel that the 
appropriation for lights and fuel for the public buildings of the coun- 
try is not sufficient, and that it will have to be supplemented before 
the year closes with an additional appropriation or the lights of the 
public buildings of the country will be put out, as was the case a year 
or so ago. My own private belief, based upon a good deal of know!- 
edge of the operations of that bureau, is that this appropriation 
would result in a saving to the Government of $1,000,000. But, sir, 
our friends of the majority of the Committee on Appropriations saw 
fit to overlook this matter at this time. 

Mr. BEEBE. Did I understand the gentleman to ray that this is 
the second deficiency bill? 

Mr. FOSTER. Certainly. 

Mr. BEEBE. And that another appropriation bill of 
been passed ? 

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BEEBE. What was it for? 

Mr. FOSTER. It was for the naval deficiency. 

Mr. BEEBE. Did it not grow out of the fact that the money bere- 
tofore appropriated by Congress was misappropriated by the officers 
of the Navy Department. 

Mr. FOSTER. Not at all; there is a great difference of opinion 
about that. 

Mr. BEEBE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. FOSTER. I expect the gentleman to writhe over these things 
a great deal. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Does not the gentleman know that of the 
amount of which he speaks $560,000 is but a reappropriation of an 
amount appropriated Ta t year, and which was taken into account 
of last year’s appropriation ? 

Mr. FOSTER. That was one of the dodges of this House of the 
last session to cover up the amounts in the apprepriation bills. | 
exposed the fallacy of that heretofore. 

We appropriate exactly as much money as if we named the amount 
in dollars and cents. When the year closes the balance-sheet wil! 
show that we have expended for this purpose $680,000. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Does not the gentleman know 

Mr. FOSTER. Did not the gentleman himself—I presume he did— 


to end at the furthest at the end of this 


$2,250,000 has 


pey— 


| make a table last year (the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 


tions I am sure did) in which he showed that democratic economy 
had reduced the expenses of the Government $30,000,000 The books 
are closed, and they show less than $19,000,000 of reduction. Aud 
one of the ways in which the country was deceived was in this mat- 
ter of reappropriations. 

Mr. SINGLETON. One moment. Does not the gentleman know 
that there is each year in the appropriation bill a paragraph appro- 

riating, in addition to the income of the Post-Office Department, 4 
arge amount to make up the deiiciencies in the income of that De- 
partment? For instance, in the bill for the year 1877, about $6,000,000. 

Mr. FOSTER. I cannot yield further, unless my time can be 
extended ; itis nearly out now. Call it by whatever name you please, 
it costs the Government $681,000 to pay it. There is another matter to 
which I desire to call the attention of the House, and a thing which 
I believe, and the minority of the committee believe, would have been 
eminently proper to do at this time. That is the payment of com 
missioners to investigate the custom-houses of the country, and the 





1877 CONGRESSIONAL 


ee ee en TE 


var-frauds. These investigations were made by gentlemen of high 
eng® ster, one a republican and one a democrat in each city. Their 
aie gy been of immense value to the country, resulting in the 
a ee at least a million dollars annually in the expenses of 
™” _. the custom-houses and in the savings onsugar exported from 
nape tare I believe it would have been wise and proper at this 
a say these gentlemen for their services and expenses. 
wT = is another thing which I think it would have been especially 
anata do, and that is to make an appropriation for the completion 

f the State, War, and Navy Department. Thesum of $250,000 would 
} ible us to complete the building so that we could put the records 
a in unsafe places in places of safety, and also save to the country 
lane amount of rent annually. Possibly that appropriation may 
he made early enough in the next session to accomplish the purpose I 
desire. But in my judgment it would have been eminently wise to 
have made an appropriation at this time to complete that building 
as speedily as possible. ‘ wach 

j conclude by repeating what I said when I began, that the minority 
of the Committee on Ap ropriations do not propose to antagonize 
this bill by moving amendments to it. I have stated some of the 
leading things which we believe ought to have been incorporated in 
the bill, and with that we drop our opposition to it. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate has expired. The 
pill will now be read by paragraphs for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


COURT OF CLAIMS. 
Payment of judgments, Court of Claims: 


For the payment of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims, to wit: To 
Stephen Powers, $1,000 ; Marshall 0. Roberts and E. N. Dickerson, surviving trust- 
ees of Albert G. Sloo, $633,078.48; George W. Jackman, jr., $313.18; Edward Braden, 
$10,650.77; Horner and Benedict, $240; John Devlin, $10,000 ; John W. Monk, 
$185; F. Phisterer, $230.50 ; Thomas B. Briggs, $231.60; Warren R. Danton, $154.50; 
IL. S. Maloney, $61.50; John S. Bishop, $185.70; Joseph Stafford's administratrix, 
£175.80; W. W. Wood's administratrix, $152.70; C. F Sampson and others, $2°,808.75; 
J.C. Chance, $227.40 ; in all, $685,995.83 ; also, to Ch a Kinsinger, $1,500; Lewis 
Deutsch, for the use of Charles Wolf, $1,250; Joseph Snith, 35,000; James W. Mears, 
$75.52; in all, 7,825.52, with interest, at the rate of 5 per cent. upon said last four 
amounts, from dates of presentation for payment until paid, for which the sum of 
$570, or so much thereof as may be necessary therefor, is hereby also appropriated. 

To pay judgment rendered in favor of Thomas W. Kelly, May 15, 1870, $225. 


Mr. GARFIELD. I move to amend the paragraphs just read by 
striking out all after the words “for the payment of judgments ren- 
dered by the Court of Claims,” to the end of the paragraphs, and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the total amount here appropriated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state the amount to be in- 
serted. 

Mr.GARFIELD. Well, I will name the sum of $1,000,000. I do 
this because I think it ought to be done; in the second place in order 
that the gentleman in charge of this bill may explain why these para- 
graphs have been inserted in this form. 

As I understand it there has nevereen any attempt by Congress to 
revise the judgments of the Supreme Court of the United States ; for 
these are judgments, some of them perhaps affirmed by the Supreme 
Court, and wherever there has been no appeal and the time for an ap- 
peal has passed, then they are as much judgments against the United 
States as though they had been pronounced by the Supreme Court. 
The custom has always been to appropriate a gross sun: to pay the 
judgments of the Court of Claims. This attempt to pick them out 
man by man makes the House of Representatives a sort of revisory 
power over the judgments of our courts. 

Ido not know whether the amount named after each particular 
man’s name is or not the exact judgment which the court has ren- 
dered in his favor. For aught I know the Committee on Appropria- 
tions may have cut down or may have added to the amount contained 
in the judgment of the court. 

_lam speaking in no factious opposition to any part of this bill. 
One of two things is true: either the recitation here in this long par- 
agraph is exactly in accordance with the judgments of the court, in 
whi it is unnecessary, or it is a change from those judgments, 
in Whteh case it is wrong. I mean to say that we are bound to ap- 
propriate money to pay the judgments of the courts, where those 
judgments have passed the period for their Appeal, or where they 
have been appealed to the final court and have been affirmed. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I will. 

Mr. SINGLETON. If the gentleman will turn to the Book of Esti- 
mates, page 42, a L, he will find that we have followed the 
recommendation of the Department, and have not failed to appro- 
priate for any judgment; have made no discrimination, but have ap- 
propriated in every case, except that of the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company. In regard to that case, there is a note appended to the 
list of judgments to this effect : 

By stipulation, the judgment in favor of the Union Pacific Railroad Company is 
cata ae —— ees = the suit of the United States to recover 5 per 
court, district of ae company, pending in the United States circuit 
_ We are pursuing the same plan in specifying the amount of each 
Judgment to be paid that was followed in the last Congress. Be- 
sides, there is a further reason for making the appropriation in this 


ey Some of these judgments draw interest while others do not, 
e 


refore it was necessary to specify the amount to be paid upon | 
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each judgment. We have made no discrimination, but have taken 
all the judgments as they came to us. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I move pro forma to amend my last amendment 
by making the amount $1,100,000, upon which I wish to speak for a 
moment. My friend from Mississippi says that the Committee on 
Appropriations have followed strictly the Book of Estimates. I am 
glad to hear that; but the Book of Estimates may not be a correct 
transcript of the judgments of the court. We do not know that it is. 
There may have been errors of copying in the Treasury Department ; 
there may have been errors of printing. There are half a dozen pos- 
sible sources of error between the transcript of the record of the 
judgment and the appropriation in this bill. Hence we may by this 
form of provision make appropriations that do not satisfy the judy- 
ments. 

What we ought to dois what Congress has always done in this 
matter until the present time: appropriate a gross sum to satisfy 
judgments, allowing the respective amounts to be paid in accordance 
with the certificate of the judgment. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi says that last session the appropriation was made in the form 
proposed in this bill; but I remind him that last session we did not 
appropriate at all for the judgments of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. ATKINS. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio whether 
this whole subject, after being acted upon by the Court of Claims, is 
not remitted to Congress; whether all these claims do not have to be 
referred here for the action of Congress ? 

Mr.GARFIELD. Oh, no; my friend is quite mistaken. When the 
Court of Claims was first established it was the duty of the court 
merely to report recommendations to Congress; but now the judg- 
ments of that court are just as much judgments as those of the 
Supreme Court. 

{ Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SINGLETON. In response to what the gentleman from Ohio 
{[ Mr. GARFIELD] has said, I will simply remark that the correctness 
of the amounts which we propose to appropriate in payment of these 
judgments is verified by the records of the Court of Claims and the 
Supreme Court. Can there be any reason under these circumstances 
why we should not specify the amount that is to goto each judg- 
ment? Is not this much better than to make an appropriation in 
gross, which may perhaps be divided up improperly under a misap- 
prehension of the facts ? 

Some of these parties have appeared before us and are satisfied 
with the bill as it is. The clerk of the court has been before us and 
has verified (he correctness of the amounts. I see no good reason, 
therefore, why we should make an appropriation in gross. One strong 
reason against such a course is that some of these judgments under 
the statutes draw interest, so that it is necessary to compute the in- 
terest upon the judgment and appropriate for the amount of the judg- 
ment with interest added. 

Mr. GARFIELD. That computation of interest is the business of 
the court or the officers of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Well, sir, we deemed it to be our business. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I wish to ask the gentleman from Mississippi 
whether these judgments have not been certified from the Court of 
Claims ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. They have. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move pro forma to amend by striking out te 
last word. When the Court of Claims was first instituted, its duty 
was simply to report upon claims to be allowed by Congress, and then 
Congress passed the appropriation if it chose soto do. Afterward 
an appeal was allowed to the Supreme Court ; but the Supreme Court 
refused to entertain such appeals, on the ground that they were not 
commissioners of Congress. Then the law was alteredso as to give 
a general right of appeal in every case to the Government and to the 
claimant; and thereafter up to the present time the money appro- 
priated for judgments of the Court of Claims has been appropriated 
in a gross sum; for this reason: there is a provision of law that the 
Government may have two years if I remember aright+one year or 
two—in which to move for a new trial, after the right of appeal, 
which is limited to three months, has expired ; because there may be 
new evidence showing frand or wrong in the presentation of the 
claim. Now, if we appropriate these precise sums to the payment of 
these specific judgments, whether they are right or wrong, all that 
the jadgment creditor has to do is to go to the Treasury and get his 
money, notwithstanding the Government might desire to avail itseif 
of a motion for a new trial. But if the appropriation be made in a 
gross sum, then no judgment can be paid until there has been a cer- 
tificate to the proper office in the Treasury that no motion for a new 
trial is to be pressed; that the Attorney-General consents to have 
the judgment paid on the ground that he is going to take no farther 
action. 

There is one claim of $600,000; there are claims amounting alto- 
— to about $800,000. Now, 1 suggest whether it would not ie 

etter to make up a gross sum and appropriate it in this bill, decla 
ing that it is appropriated to pay judgments duly rendered by the 
Court of Claims from which no appeal has been taken. Then the At- 
torney-General would see to it that no judgment was paid that he did 
| not desire to be paid. 

Mr. POTTER. I wish first to ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GARFIELD] whether there is not some m'sapprehension in the com- 
mittee about his amendment? Gentlemen about me suggest that he 
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desires to have a fixed sum of $1,000,000 appropriated, which will ex- 


provided tor. 

Mr.GARIVIELD. I want to have appropriated the same aggregate 
sum precisely that the bill proposes to appropriate ; I do not want to 
change the amount one cent; but I want the appropriation made in 
gross so that it may take its course according to the judgment of the 
court as certified to the accounting officers of the Treasury. 

Mr. ATKINS. If the gentleman from New York will refer to par- 
agraph 1057 in his argument, it will settle this whole question. With 
his permission I will send it up to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have it 
read. 

Mr. POTTER. Very well; let it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Sec. 1057. On the ist day of every December session of Congress the clerk of the 
Coury of Claims shall transmit to Congress a full and complete statement of all che 
judgments rendered by the court during the previous year, stating the amounts 
thereof and the parties in whose favor they were rendered, together with a brief 
s\nopsis of the nature of the claims upon which they were rendered. And at the 
eur! of every term of the court he shall transmit a copy of its decisions to the heads 
of Departments; to the Solicitor, the Comptrollers, and the Auditors of the Treas- 
ury ; to the Commissioners of the General Land Office and of Indian Affairs; to the 


chiefs of bureaus, and to other officers charged with the adjustment of claims 
against the United States. 


Mr. ATKINS. That section of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States provides not only that the amounts, but the names of the par- 
ties themselves, shall be reported precisely in this manner. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand that section re- 
lates to the method of appropriation for the judgments of the courts, 
bot I understand it to require only a report of all judgments recovered. 
In regard to the appropriation for final judgments recovered, I under- 
stand the law to be as stated by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
At first the Court of Claims was a commission. It heard claims, it 
came to findings, it reported the findings to Congress, and Congress 
approved or rejected these reports as it saw fit; afterward it was 
thought expedient to change the law and to remit to the Court of 
Claims, with appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, the 
absolute determination of certain claims against the Government. 
When, therefore, such claims are decided and appealed to the Su- 
preme Court and the judgments in favor of claimants are there af- 
lirmed, or if no appeal be taken by the Government when the judg- 
ments of the Court of Claims become final, then they become of 
course the most sacred obligations of the Government. I remember 
to have beard Mr. Shellabarger, of Ohio, when speaking on this floor 
in reference to certain judgments on the cotton claims upon a question 
like this arising in an appropriation bill, say that the merits of such 
judgments did not admit of discussion in this House; that after the 
courts of the Government had passed upon claims against the Govern- 
ment and they became final, no form of obligation of the Government 
could be more sacred than that established by such judgments. In 
that declaration I agree. 

We have got in this country, and have had from the beginning, a 
system of examining claims against the Government by Congress. 
OF all systems in the world it is the worst. Under this system the 
claims most lobbied, the claims in reference to which the most influ- 
ence is used, the claims in respect of which the most deceit is prac- 
ticed, are the claims most likely to get through, while the honest and 
just claims which have nothing to recommend them but honesty and 
justice are, I fear, the slowest to get through. I wish that system was 
absolutely and wholly broken up. It has been given up in part, and 
in regard to a certain class of claims they are remitted to tribunals 
which sit for the purpose of determining them with open doors; 
tribunals not sitting as Congress does to determine them in secret 
committees and upon ex parte evidence, but to try these claims in open 
court, where witnesses are examined and cross-examined on oath, and 
the Government is heard, and justice gets the best chance it can have 
in this fallible world of ours of being done. In such cases, when the 
Government-has reserved the right of appeal and when after it has 
taken an appeal to the court of last resort the judgments against the 
Government are sustained, it is then time for us to treat the question 
involved as settled and the obligation of these judgments as binding. 

But I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
GARFIELD] to a reason for the unusual provision of this bill in pro- 
viding for these judgments seriatim. I understand the committee have 
put the appropriation in this form instead of the ordinary form of 
stating a gross sum in order that they might not include payment 
for a judgment in favor of one of the Pacific Railroad companies, which 
it is agreed in view of other accounts shall not now be paid; that is 
to say, there are certain judgments recommended by the Attorney- 
General's Office to be paid and those are the ones recited in this bill, 
and then in addition there is another judgment in favor of one of the 
Pacific Railroad companies which ought not now to be paid becartse 

the unpaid claims of the Government against that corporation, and 

that reason the committee has particularized the jadgments to be 
paid instead of stating a gross sum as heretofore. I ask the gentle- 
man from Mississippi in charge of this bill whether in this I am right 
or not, because if I am there seems to be no occasion for the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio. 
Mr. SINGLETON. AsI havestated several times already, interest 
is to be paid updn some of the judgments rendered by the Court of 
Claims and not upon others, and we have stated the provision as it is 


found in this bill, it being necessary to make the c 
ceed the appropriation required to meet the judgments intended to be | 


es 


n “tater” alculati 
again, there is a judgment which, by agreement, is not to — Then 


| a certain ones which -_ been recommended by the ie 
he Treasury s no ‘ i onsiderati r ; my 0 
| = Bea —_ t be taken into consideration or appropriated for 

Mr. POTTER. Therefore if this bill simply said we a 
gross sum of money, being the aggregate of the judgme 
by the Court of Claims, with that exception, we would have me 
one hand the wish of my friend having charge of this il] and ae 
other the wish of the gentleman from Ohio. on the 

Mr.GARFIELD. I did not hear what the gentleman said - 
it is almost impossible to hear anything that is said. : 

Mr. POTTER. I said that if this bill had said we 
much money in the aggregate for the purpose of paying judgment, 
to the persons named in the bill, that would obviate the diticnity f 
the gentleman from Ohio; but in paying a gross sum, as he fee 
without saying to whom particularly, we do not obyi 
culty of including the Union Pacific Railroad. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think that could be reached b 
a gross sum for the payment of other claims than th 
Pacific Railroad. 

Mr. POTTER. What objection does the gentleman from Ohio hays 
to what I have suggested ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. There has been one objection pnt in my hand 
within the last minute—a letter from the assistant clerk of the Court 
of Claims, saying there is an error in this bill in regard to the amend. 
ment. Here is a certified transcript of the seeanl showing that for 
the claim of Edward Braden there was a judgment on the 12th of 
February, 1877, for $10,653.77, while the appropriation in the bill is 
for $10,650.77, In other words, there is a mistake of $3 in the payment 
of that judgment. And if this bill passes in that way there stil] re- 
mains a littlesum of $3 due under this judgment which the committes 
by some clerical mistake or printer’s error has omitted. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER. The claimant who receives this $10,650.77 js 
a constituent of mine, and in his name I am willing to yield up the 
$3 provided he gets what is in the bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARFIELD. But that is not quite the way to do the business 
of the Court of Claims. 

{ Here the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. BUTLER. ] ; 

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw it. I simply desire to put in an amend- 
ment to which every one can speak. I have added up the whole 
amount appropriated by the bill and find it is $694,391.40. I propose 
tostrike outall after the word “claims” and insert the sum of $594,400, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Garricip]} 
accept that as a modification of his amendment ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. SPARKS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to direct the attention of the 
committee to the main argumeat involved in this discussion. Is it 
well that these appropriations should be in gross or by specific items? 
As it strikes me, Mr. Chairman, if these appropriations are made by 
specific items nobody can be cheated and the people will know how 
Congress is appropriating their money, but if it appropriates these 
sums in gross they will not know. Now, sir, I can conceive of a caso 
where there may be a variety of judgments in the Court of Claims 
and the Committee on Appropriations may not be desirous of paying 
all of them. Sir, it was so in this case. Here was a judgment in 
favor of the Union Pacific Railroad, and yet it was well known that 
that road owed the Government largely, and I believe some arrange- 
ment is made by which there may be an offset of judgment against 
judgment. Now, if we appropriate the sum of money in gross, as in- 
dicated by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. BuTLER, ] I ask 
you if it is not within the power of the Department having control 
of the money to pay that judgment to the exclusion of those we want 
to pay, and Congress wants to pay, and the country wants to pay! 

Hence, sir, I insist that these appropriations shall be specitic. Let 
the people know what we are paying in detail,and not the m TOSs 
amount. Especially, sir, is this necessary with respect to a GByegncy 
bill. In a deficiency you ought to know with precision what is to be 
given and what is nof?to be given. It is not an estimate, it is notan 
approximate ; it is detinite and fixed. And when your committee act 
upon these judgments and allow definitely the amount, let them come 
here and defend them, and let the House and the country know what 
is being done. Let us know what they are and nobody will be 
cheated. 

Mr. FOSTER. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. SPARKS. I will hear it. : 

Mr. FOSTER. Does the gentleman desire to have this House pro- 
tect the country from being cheated by the Supreme Court of the 
United States? : 

Mr. SPARKS. I desire to have the country protected as against 
appropriations of money from their Treasury, and to do that, when 
there are judgments against the Government, I want to tell the peopls 
that we pay the judgments due specifically, “to wit,” to John Jones, 
Richard on and John Doe, and let them know precisely when and 
how their money is appropriated. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I wish to ask my colleague on the com- 
mittee a question. 

Mr. SPARKS. I have but a moment. 
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The CHAIRM \N. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
h ‘ — 


from Indiana? 
Mr. SPARKS. 


toe EKER, of Indiana. My question is, whether or not, if an 


ation is not made for amounts specified by items in this bill, 
+ vill not work @ manifest injustice, arising from this fact that judg- 
re. since the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury was sub- 
u = to the House, have matured and are constantly maturing, so 
_ here are now claims before the Secretary of the Treasury which 
that revep away a portion of the money that we had specifically 


; olive for those judgments, some of which have stood for more 


ti SPARKS. Precisely, and I thank my colleague for the sug- 
ceation, It may very well be so. We propose to pay these claims 
“at are matured. Others are maturing. And if we do not specify 
with precision those that are to be paid the Department of the Gov- 
ernment having the money in their hands may choose to pay those 
that mature afterward. p 

Mr. Chairman, one word more with respect to the errors that we 
may commit here. If we make errors in our computations in the 
committee the House can correct them. The gentleman from Ohio 
Mr. G ARFIELD ] says he has a letter from somebody showing an error 
amounting to about $3.15. W ell, that secms to be a very small one 
+» favor of the Government. Errors generally are larger than that, 
and nearly always against the Government. But, as | said as to all 
errors of this kind, which can only be in computation, we have our 
remedy in the House. They can there be pointed out and corrected. 

(Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HALE. I rise to oppose the amendment. The fundamental 
opposition to this method of appropriating undoubtedly is in the 
mind of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] that it seems to 
he asserting a righteous power on the part of the House of Repre- 
sentatives over the judgment of our highest court. 

Now, let us see whether Congress is attempting to revise or to 
change in any way the judgments of the Court of Claims on appeals 
sustained by the Supreme Court, which become, undoubtedly, a debt 
due from the United States to the parties ; but it is a debt that can 
ouly be made by an appropriation of money by Congress. It has no 
more sacredness than a claim that an officer of the Government has 
fora salary fixed by law and for which he renders service, and every 
claim of that kind is put into an appropriation bill in detail. That 
js all that the Committee on Appropriations have done here. It has 
taken the judgments of the Court of Claims one by one, and hasappro- 
priated in terms exactly as the Court of Claims has provided. Now, I 
do not know why that claim of C. T. Samson and others for $8,800.75 
has any better right to be lamped with ten, fifteen, or twenty other 
claims in the appropriation bill than if they had a claim for anything 
else provided for by law. The Committee on Appropriations have 
not sought to revise, to upset, or to change the results arrived at by 
the Court of Claims. But in order that the claim may be followed 
out and that there shall be no question hereafter, but that every 
small claim should receive as much consideration as a large claim, 
hence we provide that the little claim of $155 shall be paid as well 
as a large claim of $500,000. That has been the foundation of the 
action of the Committee on Appropriations to carry out the law of 
the court, to carry it out unerringly, so that whoever gets a judgment 
shall get the money adjudged him, and until some different course 
shall be taken by the committee in the way of postponing claims or 
the elimination of claims which have passed the court it is not open 
to the imputation of interfering with the judgments of the court. 

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. ATKINS. This is a very simple matter, Mr. Chairman, and I 
desire to say but a word or two about it. That I may do so I renew 
the amendment. 

_ [concur with the gentleman who has just taken his seat. This 
is a deficiency bill, the object of which is to make appropriations to 
cover, so far as that class of cases is concerned, the judgments against 
the L nit States in the Court of Claims. Itis not a billto appropriate 
money for judgments to be obtained hereafter, if I may reply to the 





He is my colleague on the committee. I yield to 
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that the amounts adjudged by them be paid to the parties in whose 
favor the judgments are made. It is not proposed to take away any 
right from the courts of the country, but rather to aid the courts of 
the country by seeing that correct appropriations shall be made to 
the proper parties, and that they get them. One word more. We 
propose to continue the process of holding in the hands of Congress 
the right to make these appropriations, and not leave them to the 
court alone. 

Now, sir, I am the last man to impeach the integrity of any court, 
hot only the Supreme Court, but the Court of Claims or any other 
court in the country, I impeach the integrity of no court; but it is 
our duty to exercise the right, as Representatives of the people, as 
We are the taxing and appropriating power, it is our solemn duty to 
the people to see, acting in conjunction with the courts, that proper 
4ppropriations are made and that the proper parties get them. 
ont word further. If the proposition made by the gentleman from 

ulo (Mr. Foster] shall prevail in the House, then the power will 
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have passed trom the House to decide to whom the appropriation 
shall be paid. 


There was an item, which was rejected by the Committee on Ap- 


propriations, estimated for by the Treasury Department, proposing to 
appropriate to the Union Pacitic Railroad $512,032.50. I do not say 
that there is any design to have that amouct paid, but I do say that 


if you strike out this clause you will enable a portion of this appro- 
priation to go to them, and the Committee on Appropriations did not 


design that any of the money should go to them. 


Mr. FRYE. I desire to ask the gentleman one question. 

Mr. ATKINS. I will hear it. 

Mr. FRYE. Do the estimates show that this judgment in favor of 
the Union Pacific Railroad is nut to be paid? 

Mr. ATKINS. The estimate is submitted here. 

Mr. SPARKS. It is presented here as one of the estimates. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I desire to occupy the floor for one moment, 
and then I wish to close the debate on this paragraph. The judg- 
ments for which we have provided are judgments which have been 
rendered in the past and which have been lying over without pay- 
ment for a considerable length of time. Now, sir, if you make the 
appropriation in gross, what will take place? The Court of Claims 
is in session every day and judgments are constantly rendered, and 
possibly for large amounts; and if you make the appropriation in 
gross, what assurance have you that this money will not be paid 
upon judgments which are now being rendered day by day, and not 
upon those heretofore rendered? Why, sir, it is plain to my mind 
that we should make the appropriation specifically for individuals 
who have been waiting for months, and some of them for years, for 
their money, and that we should so frame the bill that other parties 
in whose favor judgments may be rendered subsequently shall not 
come in and take this appropriation. 

It seems to me that for their protection it is absolntely necessary 
that we should make this appropriation by items. If you were to 
make an appropriation of a large amount to cover judgments that 
may be hereafter rendered, that might all be well enough. But, as 
I understand the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD,] it is not proposed to enlarge the gross amount here appro- 
priated, and thus provide not only for judgments now in being bat 
for those which may be hereafter rendered. This is not his proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. BLAIR. Do these judgments bear interest and is an appro- 
priation made to pay interest? 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Only four of them bear interest. 

Mr. SINGLETON. And the clerk of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions has taken pains to calculate the interest up to the present time, 
and we have made allowance for the few days which may elapse be- 
fore these amounts can be paid. 

Mr. ATKINS. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. CLYMER. I renew the amendment. This question as to the 
mode in which appropriations should be made for the payment of 
judgments rendered by the Court of Claims is not a new one in this 
House. It has been long and earnestly discussed whether the appro- 
priations should be made in gross or should be made in detail for the 
several judgments. Formerly the practice was to make an appropri- 
ation of » gross amount to pay such judgments as might be rendered 
by the Court of Claims in the course of the fiscal year. The present; 
Committee on Appropriations has gone back to what we consider the 
better practice, and we have been led to do so by reason of a fact 
which came to our knowledge and which created the very deficiency 
we are legislating about to-day. A large sum of money was appro- 
priated in gross to pay judgments Of the Court of Claims. After that 
appropriation was made a judgment for an enormous amount was 
rendered by the Court of Claims, and presented for payment, and the 
amount so appropriated in gross was not large enough to satisfy that 
judgment, and a deficiency of over $600,000 was left upon that single 
judgment and a deticiency of the whole amount necessary to pay the 
other judgments. 

The Committee on Appropriations of this Congress, following the 





entleman from New York,(Mr. PotreR.] We have reserved in this | 
| the right of Congress to supervise these judgments, and to see | 





practice ofthe Committee on Appropriations immediately preceding, 
| have deemed it best to specify the name of each person for whom 
appropriation is made to pay the judgment of the Court of Claims. 
And if we had no other reason for that course, we have this very good 
one: that under the law, at any time within two years after the ren- 
dition of the judgment, it may be reopened on the ground of fraud or 
collusion. When an appropriation is made in gross to pay these judg- 
ments, you cannot open them. For instance, $2,000,000 are appropri- 
ated in Congress, and the money is parceled out by the disbursing 
officers of the Government, and no one can tell except the disbursing 
officers who receives the money. Now, if Congress shall specify that 
A B is to receive so much, C D so much, and so on, then the whole 
world will know who is to receive the money, and if there is fraud 
it is not covered up in an appropriation bill. Therefore, in order to 
the better protection of the Government, I can see that the practice 
followed in this bill is the better one. And this Committee of the 
Whole is to decide here and now between the two practices—the one 
making an appropriation in gross, and the other making appropria- 
tions iu detail. Certainly no injustice can be done to the Govern- 
ment by appropriating in detail, and a great injustice may be done by 
appropriating in gross. 
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Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. As I was on the snbcommittee of the 
Committee on Appropriations that had charge of the special matter 
now under discussion, I desire to state the principle which actuated 
that subcommittee in recommending to the full committee the mak- 
ing of this appropriation in the form reported to the House. 

We could see only two modes in which this appropriation could be 
made. One was by appropriating an amount iu gross for the purpose 
of meeting jndgments that had already been reported to the Secre 
tary of the Treasury, and also such judgments as from time to time 
during the fiseal year might be rendered by the Court of Claims and 
reported to the Secretary of the Treasury. If a gross sum was appro- 
priated there was a likelihood that it would be either too large or too 
small to meet the necessities of the case. 

In regard to this particular class of judgments it was shown to 
the committee that after having gone through the hands of the De- 
partment of Justice they had been certified to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and some of them had etood for nearly two years without 
any appropriation having been made to pay them and without draw- 
ing any interest, asthe judgment of the Court of Claims, some of 
them as the judgment of the Supreme Court of the United States 
under mandate to the inferior court to enter judgment in favor of 
the claimants. 

It was felt by the subcommittee that if the sum of one million or 
one and a quarter million of dollars was appropriated in gross there 
was danger that this meritorious class of judgment creditors who had 
been waiting for this long period of time for justice at the hands of 
the Government might be still further delayed by the presentation 


of new judgments which are being daily rendered by the Court of | judgment to be paid to Edward Braden $10,653.77. It seems ¢} 


Claims and certified to the Secretary of the Treasury by the Depart- 
ment of Justice; for unless the amount appropriated is large it might 
be entirely swept out of the Treasury by the holders of more recent 
judgments, who had greater convenience of access to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and thereby cause a continuation of the injustice 
which these parties are suffering. Viewing it in that light the sub- 
committee felt constrained to adopt the course they have adopted. 

There is another reason which operated on the minds of the sub- 
committee, a reason which has been alluded to by the gentlemen who 
have preceded me. We thought that this House and the country 
ought to know that every jadgment which has been certified by the 
Department of Justice and the Secretary of the Treasury to the House 
had undergone the scrutiny not only of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations but of the House of Representatives, in order that, if, during 
the period of two years from the time the judgment in any particu- 
lar case was rendered, there should be any suggestion that such judg- 
mout had been secured by fraud or by improper practice, the payment 
of that judgment might be arrested until the matter could be fully 
and fairly investigated. 

I do not wish to detain the Committee of the Whole by dwelling 
upon any other considerations that operated on the minds of the sub- 
committee and which seemed suflicient to the judgment of the commit- 
tee. ButI wishtosay thatin my judgment the fairand manly way isto 
pay these judgments in the order of their rendition, and not put it in 
the power of any Secretary of the Treasury, however honest and in- 
corruptible, to refuse payment of judgments that have stood for years, 
by absorbing for judgments of a younger date money appropriated in 
a lump. 

Mr. CLYMER. I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. FOSTER. I renew it, Mr. Chairman. Without discussing the 
question as to which is the better method of making these appropria- 
tions, I desire to call attention to the fact that this isa deficiency 
bill; and in this case I submit the‘committee has pursued the proper 
method, We have reported a deficiency appropriation for a certain 
number of judgments named; these the committee propose to pay and 
no others. We could not very well pay any others upon a deficiency 
bill. 

Mr. POTTER. I have listened to this debate with some interest, 
and gentlemen who have participated in the debate on both sides of 
the question appear to agree that judgments rendered by the court 
must be appropriated for. Whether an appropriation shall be made 
in a lump for these various judgments or whether the different 
amounts shall be stated seriatim is, I suggest, a question which it is 
not worth while to dispute about, and the bill had better stand as 
it is. 

Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. BEEBE. 
lowing: 


I withdraw my amendment. 
I move to amend by adding to the section the fol- 


Provided, That in no event shall any greater sum be paid to any claimant than 
shall be sufficient to meet the judgment rendered ; nor shall any judgment be paid 
until after the expiration of the time within which an appeal may be taken, unless 
the Government shall deem it inexpedient to appeal. 


Mr. SINGLETON. I oppose this amendment upon the ground that, 
under the law as it now stands, if this amendment were adopted, these 
judgments could not be paid before the expiration of two years. 

Mr. BEEBE. My amendment provides expressly that the judg- 
ment may be paid at any time if the Government shall deem it inex- 
pedient to appeal. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I will read for the gentleman’s information the 
provision of the statute on this subject: 


The Court of Claims, at any time while any claim is pending before it, or on ap- 
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peal from it, or within two years next after the fi 
on motion on bchalf of the United States, grant 
of any judgment therein, upon such evidence, 


nal disposition of such ¢} 
a ~ trial and 
cumulative or 

satisfy the court that any fraud, wrong, or injustice in the prem: 


to the United States; but untél an order is made staying the pa 
ment, the same shall be payable and paid as now provided by la 

It will thus be seen that under the law these ju 
paid unless a motion shall be made to stay th 
ground of fraud, wrong, or injustice to the Government 

Mr. BEEBE. There is nothing in my amendme : 
with the operation of the statute to which the 
tention. 

Mr. POTTER. But the amendment staysthe 
during the two years allowed for an appeal. 

Mr. BEEBE. Certainly it does not. I ask the Clerk to peag 
amendment again. =m) 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. BEEBE. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is objected that the ] 
of the amendment should be “to meet the judgment re 
interest” instead of simply the words “to meet the judgment ren 
dered.” I submit that if the judgment is one that bears interes: it ' 
covered by the language of the amendment. —" 

Mr. GARFIELD. It seems to be desired that my ame 
be withdrawn, and I withdraw it. This does not interfere at al) y;;) 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. Berge } : 

The amendment of Mr. BEEBE was not agreed to. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move to amend by inserting the word “ three” 
after the word “fifty” in line 15, so as to make the amount of t\p 


Aim, ma; 
Stay the payp : t 
therwise, as , 

88 has been ; = 
‘yment of a joi, 
a, Jadg 
judgments are to },, 
© judgment UPON the 


nt which interferes 
gentleman calls at 


payment of judgments 


4ancuage 
ndered w ith 


ndment shall 


. . at 
there has been an error in stating the amount of this judgment. | 


ask the Clerk to read a statement from the clerk of the Court of 
Claims. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Unrrep States Court or Ciaims, CLERK’s Orrice 
Washington, November 21, 1277 
The true amount of the judgment of the Court of Claims in favor of Edwar! 
Braden, rendered February 12, 1577, is for $10,653,77. 
(SEAL. } JOHN RANDOLPH 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims 
Mr. SINGLETON. There is no objection to that amendment. 
The amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 


Printing and binding, Library of Congress : 

For binding the arrears of books, newspapers, and other periodicals belonging 
to the Library of Congress, and for printing the new general catalogue, being a 
deficiency for the fiscal year 1878, $20,000. 

For indexing laws, documents, and debates of Congress, being a deficiency for 
the fiscal year 1878, $2,800. 

Mr. CRAPO. I move to amend by inserting after line 53, page 3, 
the following: 

To pay the commissioner for the revision of the statutes, under chapter fof the 
acts of the Forty-fonrth Congress, second session, the sum of $5,(00, one-half of said 
sum to bepaid when the manuscript has been delivered to the Government Printer 
and the balance upon the completion of the work. 


Mr. CLYMER. That amendment is subject to the point of order 

Mr. ATKINS. Yes, and I make the point of order upon it. 

Mr. CRAPO. An act was passed at the last session of Congress 
providing for the preparation of a new edition of the Revised Stat- 
utes, and that act provided for the appointment of a commissioner, 
and also fixed his salary. 

Mr. EDEN. I make the point of order that the amendment is not 
germane to the paragraph under consideration. 

Tbe CHAIRMAN. The Chair would ask whether there is any bill 
containing the same subject-matter now pending. 

Mr. CRAPO. It isin reference to the publication of the laws of 
Congress and follows the paragraph providing for the indexing of 
pablic documents. There is no portion ef the deficiency bill wher 
it can be inserted so well as here. 

The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair not to be germane. 

Mr. CLYMER. What was the amount provided for salary under 
that act? eo 

Mr. CRAPO. Five thousand dollars a year, and this simply appro- 
priates the sum provided for by the act of the last Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does this embrace the subject-matter pending 
in any bill before this House? 

Mr. CRAPO. It does, 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order, then, as an amendment, and 
the Chair rules it out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Salaries and traveling expenses of agents at seal-fisheries in Alaska: 4 

For one agent, —— per ——— i mee a mm, ei es oo nian 

an expenses , Alaska, 
py each car aaah ; = all, $7,770; being oe ciency for the fiscal year 187° 

Mr. YEATES. I move the following amendment: 


* Add after the word “ seventy-eight,” in line 71, on page 4, the c b 

For continuing the o tions under the direction of the United States Comm . 
sioner of Fish and Fisheries connected with the pro tion and distribution 5 
shad and other food fishes during the present year, $17,500, to be immed: 
ately available. 


Mr. EDEN. I make the point of order on that amendment. 


following : 
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at this extra session as there is for bringing up what is proposed in 
this amendment. There is an attempt, hurriedly, without examina- 
tion of the Committee on Appropriations, against its wishes, against 
its recommendation, to reappropriate $700,000 for the star service at 


_ YEATES. I ho not. : 
= } en I withdrew the point of order. 
= YEATES. I thank the gentleman, and now ask a vote. 
Mr. ai a- 


amendment was adopted. 


La Clerk read as follows : this time. It may be needed, but it should be considered when we 
ne! : have ample time to consider it 
- i t expenses for the Treasury Department: For wash. | 7 : ‘ . ‘ 
“pder the nen of ne, pe cotton-cloth, cane, ae akins, dusters,| Mr. WADDELL. Has the gentleman not had it considered in the 
ing towela, Dro * : 


ing WO™ Ive, matches, nails, oil, powders, sponge, soap, tacks, wall-paper, and Committee on Appropriations ? — 

a ther miscellaneoun ¢xpenses req re achinery. ccae rs! Rees at Magen a 4 a lr. The Gratinwen asks me if . a = res sonal 

ihe Department ; ant ; MA : eons | ered in the Committee on Appropriations. tell him it has been 

o SE TE et ee ee considered, and it was thought nom was not the time to bring it be- 
fore this House. 

Mr. WADDELL. I wish to ask the gentleman further, can this 
service be done in this tiscal year unless the reappropriation be made 
during this session of Congress ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I want to say to the gentleman that I believe it 
can. And, furthermore, I want to say this in regard to it: This is a 
surplus over the expenditure of the appropriation made for the 
year 1576. The Committee on Appropriations at that time sought to 
restrain the House, urging that the estimate was too much. In the 
conference committee the Postmaster-General said that this House 
had voted to him $1,000,000 for the star service more than he wanted, 
and then what was the result? Members came to him wanting addi- 
tional service, the argument being that if the money was voted the 


; bet aetna t aatteatea teas administration should establish the service. But the Department 
For compensation to PIeNe 20 1678, and June oa. lath the cams of 9681, 681.27 ie | did what they had aright to do; they exercised their discretion as 
the fiscal years enc , , " 3U, ’ ,681.2 


blers, : . . 
coors, ane and fixtures, alcohol, window-shades and fixtures, wire-screens, 
towels, ee 


pg towels, axes bellows, chisels, canvas, candlesticks, door and window | 
ing c ' 
o 





| 
| 
> ‘yells and bell-pulls, hammers, mallets, leather, gum, and other belting, 

\ ten tools, whetstones, wire, and zinc, and other a utely necessary ex- 
ao ee ing deficiencies for the fiscal year 1878, $5,000. 

Mr. WOOD. I wish to call the attention of the chairman of the 
ommittee toa grammatical error of some importance. In the ninety- 
wixth line, page 5, are the words: 
= And for repairs of machinery, baskets, spittoons, files, water-coolers, &o 


| presume it is not designed to repair spittoons, and therefore the 
word “for” should be inserted before “ baskets.” [Laughter. } 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


{i be appropriated out of any unexpended balances of appropriations for defi- to where they would put on the serv ice, and the result is that there 
ciencies in the Post-Office Department for the said fiscal years, has been leftérom that appropriation $700,000, : 
Mr. WADDELL. I move the following amendment to come in after | And now at this time, in this harried way, with this experience, it 
line 115, page 6. is sought to reappropriate this $700,000. Tor one, sir, I oppose it. 
“The Clerk read as follows: Soe. peste commen Ie cameaehat oat its near eo and 
ae nothing sbould be done with it until the committee has had time in 
Provided, aint the wapepente, ee sty ths oe apeigete: op made pa the cuales session to consider all the communications and all the 
perdi my settling accounts touching such service during the said year, be, | suggestions in connection with the service. The last Congress appro- 
and the same is hereby, appropriated for the same service during the current fiscal priated for this current year what they deemed enough. Gentlemen 
year. said then it was not enough; but we have the fact that $700,000 are 
Mr. WADDELL. Before speaking to that amendment and while | left over. I am not prepared, therefore, on a loose statement to say 
upon this paragraph, I wish to say that the deficiency here is a de- | that there is not enough money now at the disposal of the Depart- 
ficiency arising out of the law itself. It is an illustration of the fact | ment for this service. On the contrary, I tell the gentleman that Mr. 
that the system upon which postmasters’ salaries are paid is all | Tyner has staied to me that he will have an ample amount for this 
wrong. Previous to the act of 1874 postmasters were paid commis- | year. P ; 
sions on the amount of stamps canceled in their offices. _Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I desire to ask the gentleman from Geor- 
A Member. For fourth-class offices. gia a question. ' 
Mr. WADDELL. That was previous to 1874. According to the Mr. BLOUNT. I yield to my colleague on the committee. 
present system they are paid a commission on the amount of stamps Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. 1 wish to ask the gentleman whether or 
sold. Now the amount of stamps canceled in an office indicates the | not, after the Committee on Appropriations had fully conferred with 
amount of labor done inthe handling of mail matter. The amount of | the Postmaster-Geueral and his assistants on this subject, it was not 
stamps sold indicates nothing except the enterprise of the postmaster | their unanimous judgment that the appropriation now asked for by 
in speculation, the pending amendment was entirely unnecessary at this time ? 
A Member. And raseality. Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman is correct. I was not, however, on 
Mr. WADDELL. And it is suggested rascality is frequent. Under | the subcommittee, which had this matter in charge, and which is 
the old system, the canceling system, the postmaster was required | more familiar with it than I am, 





to swear to his account of stamps canceled, and if the sworn state- Mr. WADDELL. Will the gentleman allow me to say 

ment varied materially from the account current of stamps sold, the Mr. BLOUNT. [I yield to the chairman of the committee, the gen- 
diserepancy was at once discovered. Under the present system there | tleman from Tennessee. — , 

is no restraint on the amount of stamps sold. The postmaster may Mr. ATKINS. As chairman of the subcommittee I will say that 


sell as many stamps as he pleases provided it does not exceed the | the statement had reference to quite a different subject. :; 
amount of his bond, and he is not compelled to swear to his account. Mr. WADDELL. Ithoughtso. I thought the Postmaster-General 
It is the fault of the law, not the fault of the Post-Office Department | and one of his assistants could ndét go directly in the teeth of what 
or of the Committee on Appropriations. The two previous Postmas- | another had stated this very morning to me. : 
ter-Generals caaieieennal a return to the old law, and I presume the Mr. BLOUNT. I do not yield for a speech. If the Postmaster- 
same recommendation will be made by the present incumbent. If | General and one assistant view this inatter @ one way, and another 
the Government received the face value of the stamps sold, then any | assistant views it in another way, that certainly furnishes the best 
deticiency in the item of postmasters’ salaries would be balanced by | reason why we should wait. , gous: 
the revenues derived from the sale of stamps, but under this system Mr. WADDELL. But the chairman of the committee says it is 
such is not the case. I merely wish to say this much before speaking | not so. 

to the amendment I have offered, and I wish to give notice that the The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads will propose a change | hausted. : : 

of the law on that subject at the earliest proper moment. Mr. WADDELL. I move to strike out the last word. 

Now, sir, one word about the amendment which I have just sent to Now, sir, in reply to what has fallen from the gentleman from 
the Clerk’s desk. There was an appropriation for the star service by | Georgia, I want to say to him and to give notice to his committee 
the last appropriation bill. (I may state, as some gentlemen may not | right now, as a member of this House, that I have sometimes voted 
know what the starservice means, that it means the postal service out- | with the committee against my better judgment, because I wanted 
side of railroad and steamboat service.) There was an appropriation | to sustain them. But while I shall always be most happy to extend 
made, but before advertisements could be got out and contracts let, | every courtesy to them, I want the committee to understand, when 
the fiscal year expired, leaving a surplus of unexpended appropria- | they have had a proposition under consideration in their committee- 
tions. That surplus now remains in the Treasury and will have to be | room and they conclude not to report it favorably, if they have ex- 
covered back into the Treasury, unless reappropriated ; and it is the | pected to stop my mouth from offering amendments they are mis- 
urgent request of the Department and the needs of the country de- | taken. 
mand that this surplus should be reappropriated, that the star serv-| Mr. BLOUNT. I want the gentleman to understand that we do not 
ice should get the benefit of it before the expiration of the current | consider him bound in the slightest degree by our judgment. 
year. That will be the effect of the amendment which I have offered. Mr. WADDELL. I suppose not; bat for fear his remarks might 

{Here the hammer fell. have been misapprehended, I have said what I did. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, we are here, as is well known, con- That has been considered as a just amount by the Committee on 
vened for certain specific purposes enumerated in the President’s | Appropriations. They decided in their jadgment not to include it in 
message. We have expected to confine our legislation this session | the bill. There is need for this money, and I have the authority of 
very much to those purposes. It has been the wish and course of the | an officer of the Post-Oflice Department here for saying that they 
Committee on Appropriations to consider only such subjects as the | think this amount is needed and that they do want this appropria- 
public service requires they should consider at this time. There is| tion. I want the House to understaud that the Post-Otiice Depart- 
Just a8 much reason in bringing up any other subject of appropriation | ment could not get out the advertisements aud make the contracts 
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in time to utilize the appropriation made before the termination of 
the tiseal year. This appropriation was made for the extension of 
the star service; it has lapsed, and there it will lie unless the 
House now makes the appropriation. If the appropriation be not 
made now, but be made at the regular session of Congress, it cannot 
be utilized in time. I trust the House will vote for this amendment. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER. As the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 


WapbpELL] has referred to the star service I desire to give some | 


figures and to explain that this is an old sin and outrage against this 
portion of theservice. The Postmaster-General—I must go back for 
two or three years, but it will take but a few minutes—says the ex- 
penses for the fiscal years 1874~75 were increased 7 per cent. 
bat branch of the service on the frontier was the only branch of 
the service that was not increased; but was reduced $40,000 instead 
of being increased in an equal ratio with the other expenses of the 
Post-Oflice Department. 

The result of this reduction was a great decrease in the service and 
a general protest on the part of the people of the frontier. And, 
hearing and considering these protests of the people, Congress for 
the fiscal year of 1*75,~76, passed a suflicient appropriation to 
make good that deficiency in the service for the year before, and also 
allowed for the ordinary increase for the year to come. 

This liberal appropriation by Congress, which equalized this service 
with other branches of the service, was made so late that the adver- 
tisements could not get out in time for the contracts to be made, and 
the result of this was a surplus of $700,000 which lapsed into the 
Treasury. Mr. Tyner in the last appropriation bill proposed to re- 
duce the appropriation again $500,000 less than the "appropriation 
for the year before, and the House passed it and the result now 
comes to us in this deficiency. 

Mr. Tyner has now passed away from that branch of the Depart- 
ment, and whatever he says now about it has nothing to do with it. 
He now presides over a different branch of the Department; but the 
gentleman now in charge of this branch of the service says that they 
are greatly in need of money and cannot keep up the service without 
this appropriation. I call the attention of gentlemen to the fact 
that the new States, I mean all the frontier country, are increasing in 
»opulation in a greater ratio than any other portion of the country. 

sut they have always been discriminated against and there is an 
atempt to discriminate against them now. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I have been to the Post-Office Department to get 
increased service on certain country routes, and I find it impossible 
to get such increased service upon these country routes simply be- 
cause there is no money to pay for it. And so far from its being true 
that the oflicers of the Post-Office Department do not want this 
clause adopted, they expressly demand it. It is impossible to grant 
increase in the service upon the star routes without this appro- 
priation, and I deem it due to the country that this appropriation 
should be made available. Now, there are a number of applications 
for increased service, 80 much needed in my country, hanging on a 
thread and depending upon whether or not this appropriation will be 
made which is necessary for this service. Will not the House reap- 
propriate this unexpended balance to be used? I hope the amend- 
ment will be adopted and that this amount will be appropriated for 
the purpose of being used in that way. It has already been appro- 
priated, but it has not been used because the advertisements could 
not be issued in time and the contracts made to make it available, 
hence it lapsed into the Treasury. There can be no possible argu- 
ment against allowing this appropriation. ; 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Iam not at all an enemy of the star 
service, but a friend of it. I am not aware, however, from what 
little knowledge I have%f the subject, that the branch of the Post- 
Office Department which runs the star service has suffered very 
materially. I recollect very well, sir, the circumstances under which 
the appropriation of $700,000 lapsed and was covered into the 
Treasury. 

Mr.CLYMER. Not yet. It runs two years longer. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. It is not available, bowever, for present 
service. Now, Iam in favor of farnishing sufficient and complete 
mail facilities to all portions of the country; but I am not in favor 
of reappropriating this amount of $700,000 for this service without 
further consideration. While I would take or send the mails through- 
out the Territories and the new States, yet I need not say to gentle- 
men that nine-tenths of all the swindles, all the cheats in the Post- 
Office Department have been in connection with the use of money in 
the star-route service in the Territories, in Texas, and upon the Pacific 
coast. 

Mr. WADDELL. I wish this committee to understand that this 
surplus fund is proposed to be expended almost exclusively for the 
star service in the Southern States, which service has decreased 
below what it was in 1861. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. The amendment does not say so; you 
do not specify what routes the money is to be used for. I am op- 
— to giving $700,000 in a lump to answer the demands which I 
snow come from the great contractors on the long routes in the Ter- 
ritories to increase their service, jumping up $50,000 or a hundred 
thousand for an increase of a sin rie day in the week. If you want 
more money to supply the senate of the country with mails who 
ought to have them, then prepare your amendment so as to put the 
service where it ought to be increased, but do not throw it in a lump 
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| at the head of the Assistant Postmaster-General to be 
| an army of contractors on the long western routes who are al 
the lookout to get an increase of pay. I do not believe it i * ape 
have any of this legislation at this time. If any mone hee 
| priated, let it be $50,000 or $100,000 and not $700,000. 
|” Mr. ROBBINS. I withdraw my pro forma amendment 
Mr. MONEY. I renew it for the purpose of saying one or tina es 
on this subject. This appropriation has already been made nae 
| proposition of the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office 
| Post-Roads [Mr. WADDELL] is simply to utilize this sum for the = : 
etit of the star service, more especially in the Southern ate — 
| desire to read for the information of the Committee of tho Wh a 
| statement showing the relative condition of the star Service ; ae 
| pared with the other service : ~~ 


NOVEMBER 21, 


preyed Upon 


yis Teapp . 


+ and th 


The total transportation of the country has been increased 

fourteen years; but it has actually been decreased in the Sx 

| cent., and the total expenditures for the 
1861. 


nearly 30 per cent i, 
din vuthern States 2 per 
Star service in the South is less thay |, 

a in 


These routes in the South have suffered because the Postmaster 
General did not have time to get in bids for those routes. Tho enn. 
quence has been that the service has been withdrawn from routes : 
my personal knowledge. In my own district, a little hamlet cont ie 
ing six or seven stores and forty or fifty houses has been left enti), 
without mail service. I know of other places in the saine conditin; 
This amendment of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roaids i. 
simply to utilize the appropriation which has already been made fo, 
a specific purpose, and there is no reason which the members of th: 
Committee on Appropriations can submit why this should pot |p 
done. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from North Carolina, [ Mr. Ronarys 
by way of demonstrating the necessity for this appropriation, sy. 
that he went to the Post-Office Department and wanted addition.) 
service, and they told him he could not get it because they did not 
have the money. 

It has been my duty to come in contact with that Department for 
the last two years, and I know that is always the cry, not ouly of tho 
Post-Office Department, but of all the Departments. As I havealread; 
stated, during the year 1876 the very same argument was used to in- 
duce us to a aon money, and what was the result? That verg 
Department laughed at this House becanse we had been imposed upon 
by just such arguments as this, and had voted $1,000,000 more than 
was needed. 

Do gentlemen propose to adopt this rule in regard to all the appro- 
riations? Will they go into the Treasury Department, the War 
Jepartment, and all the other Departments of this Government, and 

take their statements of what money is required for the public sery- 
ice, and then come here and record those statements? For one, | aw 
not prepared to do that. 

No matter was more carefully considered by the Committee on 
Appropriations than the post-office appropriation bill for this very 
year and for the coming fiscal year. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Will the gentleman allow me one word? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I simply want to state this, and I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not for a speech; I thought the gentleman wanted 
to ask a question. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I want to make one remark. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I cannot yield for a speech. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Only a few words. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have not time. The gentleman will find the very 
same argument ringing in his ears if he sits here twenty years; the 
very same response will be made to members. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SCHLEICHER] says that Mr. Tyner 
has passed ont and is not at the head of the Post-Office Department 
He was for a long time in this House a member of the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and had charge of the appropriation bill 
for that Department. He has been at the head of the Department 
and has held other positions in the Department. I imagine there \s 
no other man in this city, perhaps no other in the country, who 1s at 
this time more familiar with the wants of the Department, and he 
has not recommended this appropriation. 

Gentlemen say that this appropriation has not all been consumed, 
because the contracts could not be made. No such statements have 
been made to our committee. This House is now informed of it for 
the first time by two or three gentlemen on the floor. The statement 
may be correct, but my opinion is that the fact is just the contrary. 
And this brings me back to urge upon the House that this very ditier- 
ence of opinion makes it proper that this money should not be mk 
priated at this time, but we should postpone our action until ful 
opportunity is afforded for consideration. ; 7" 

r. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose th 
amendment. Its purpose isto appropriate $700,000 for the star _ 
ice, by which is understood post-routes outside of steamboats anc 
railroad lines. In other words to carry the mail on horseback or by 
stage. The necessity of this has not been made apparent. The Post 
master-General neither in his written statement nor verbally, whea 
before the Committee on Appropriations, asked for this or any other 
sum for this object. It is fair to assume that if it had been a pressing 
want it would have been communicated to the committee or the House. 
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This large sum should not be acted upon hastily, on the spur of the 
ee and on an amendment offered by a member not of the com- 
pa roe if the appropriation is proper it can be granted at the regu- 
MLLee. 

Jar session. 


Mr, WADDELL. Will my friend allow me to tell him what the 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman for that 


Ne WADDELL. Time is of the very essence of this amendment. 
It does not make a new appropriation, but simply proposes to apply 
opey already in the Treasury to immediate service during the fis- 
= vear. The Department, under the existing law, cannot use the 
meney except for the year for which the appropriation was made. 
We want to have the appropriation available at once, so that it may 
he utilized during this fiseal year—between now and the Ist of July 
next. 1 have no doubt that the Committee on Appropriations at the 
regular session will provide for this appropriation, but we want the 
money made available now, so that the Department may put on this 
vice at once. 
war. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. The gentlemen has restated what 
he stated before. I gave him the benetit of his two speeches on this 
subject. I only wish to say in reply that the officers of the Depart- 
went who have had special charge of this matter do not agree with 
tbe gentleman, and I prefer to take the opinion of those to whom 
this question has been specially committed for inquiry. It is fair 
to suppose that the gentlemen in charge of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment understood their duties, and they have failed to indicate that 
this subject-matter ought to be provided for at the present session. 
Mr. ROBBINS. I merely wish to say to my friend from Georgia 
[Mr. BLounT] that, while we do not take what may be said-by gen- 


1877. 


tlemen in the Departments as an absolute guide to go by, it is very | 
well worth our while to listen to what they have to say as indicating, | 


perhaps, What it may be wise for us to do. But, Mr. Chairman, we 
ure not altogether dependent upon what is said at the Post-Oflice 
Department. This House has already acted upon this subject once. 
If | am not misinformed, this appropriation which we now want to 
make available was made heretofore with the sanction of Mr. Hol- 
man, of Indiana, who was recently at the head of the Committee on 
Appropriations. 
House; it has been placed at the disposal of the Post-Ofiice Depart- 
went for the improvement of the star service; but for want of time 
it has not been used. Now the question is whether this House will 
not authorize the Post-Office Department to do what the last House 
thought was proper to be done. I cannot see why we should not 
allow this money, which Congress has already appropriated, to be 
used for the purpose for which it was given. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I withdraw my pro forma amend- 
went. 

Mr. FOSTER. I renew it. Mr. Chairman, it is rather pleasant to 
me tosee these gentlemen on the other side now taking some of their 
medicine of “reform” which they were so fond of administering to 
others in the last House. All these gentlemen are excellent watch- 
dogs when the family is not around. 
this appropriation because it is of a nature that is very vicious. It 
is proposed to reappropriatea sum of money —nobody knows how much. 
It was through this vicious practice that the House and the country 
was so greatly deluded last year as to the amount of reduction made. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Just as it was in regard to the naval deficiencies. 

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman has 
not interrupt me. Now, I ask these gentlemen who are now squirm- 
ing (although they stood so sone to by the Committee on Appro- 


pevetione during the last Congress) to stand by that committee now. | 


‘here will be time enough in the future for the consideration of this 
question, We cannot atiord to appropriate $700,000 or $800,000 in 
this way ; for I understand it will take that much out of the Treasury. 
There are other things being neglected which demand prompter at- 
tention than this, I say to my friends on this side and on the other, 
let the Committee on Appropriations examine this matter at the next 
session, and probably the proper thing will be done. 

_Mr. JACOBS. Mr. Chairman, the benefits of the Government of the 
United States are probably felt more by the citizen through the Post- 
Office Department than in any other way. Now, I have been for 
some twenty-five years a resident of the Territories of the United 
States. Since coming on here at this session, I have been time and 
again at the Post-Office Department asking the extension of the 
postal service to communities of one hundred families that now have 
to go in some instances thirty miles for their mail matter. I am con- 
stantly told that the Department is willing to extend this service ; 
but that there is no money. 

The Territories are fast filling up, especially my Territory, and there 
are communities of from tifty to one hundred families in that Terri- 
tory with no mail service at all and who have to go from tifteen to 
thirty miles for their mail matter. The Department constantly tell 
me they are willing to extend to those communities the mail facili- 
ties of this Government bat there is no money for that purpose. I 
tind in the cities if they have to go some four or five blocks for the 


purpose of depositing their mail matter it is great cause of complaint, | 


and yet citizens of the Territories of the United States, who mostly 
ony have mail service once a week, have frequently to go from fif- 


This appropriation has been passed upon by the | 


[Laughter.] Now,I object to | 


ad his say, and I hope he will | 





| prived of the mail facilities we are entitled to in that region. 
| population goes only where mail facilities go; and as they follow 


teen to thirty aud forty miles to get their letters and papers, aud that | 
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because Congress refuses to make this appropriation for our citizens. 
Men who have gone out and taken possession of the northwestern 
portion of the Union and have held it against the claim of Great 
Britain, building up an empire there and laying the foundation of 
States yet to be, are to be denied these poor privileges for the want 
of a little money. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to respond in a few words 
to the statement made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Foster] 
during the general debate. An effort was made upon his part to 
charge upou this side of the House the whole amount involved in this 
deficiency appropriation bill, when he ought to have known, if he does 
not, that about $400,000 of that amount was occasioned by the legis- 
lation of the Forty-third Congress. I have before me the statement 
of the Assistant Postmaster-General : 

It is necessary— 

Says Mr. Tyner— 
that your attention should be called tothe deficiency which exists in the matter of 
the appropriation for payment of postmasters' salaries for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1377, amounting to $224,223.36, and likewise to the deficiency for a similar 
item for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1876, amounting to $397,391.01, for which no 
appropriation has been male. 

Now, sir, I submit that it is a little disingenuous for my friend to 
attempt to throw upon this side of the House, and upon the demo- 
cratic party, the responsibility of this deticiency, when he knew or 
ought to have known from the documents before him that within a 
fraction of $400,000 was a deficiency occasioned by the acts of the 
Forty-third Congress, and not of the Forty-fourth Congress. 

Then again it has always been customary, as the Post-Oflice De- 
partment has never paid its expenses, to make an additional appro- 
priation in order that we might have an efficient postal service. The 
last Congress made an additional appropriation to the income of the 
Post-Office Department. 

It was then provided, if the revenues of the Post-Office Department 
should be insufficient to meet the appropriations made by that act, 
then, the sum of $6,852,705, or somuch thereof as should be found neces- 


| sary, Was appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 


wise appropriate |, tu supply the deficiencies in the revenues of the 
Post-Ottice Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1876. It 
is a well-known fact, Mr. Chairman, that in making up the sum-total 
of expenditures for the fiscal year of 1877 this amount was added. 
It has been charged up against the demecratic party and against the 
Forty-fourth Congress. I wish it to be understood that we are not 
now making an additional appropriation, but that there is an unex- 
pended balance of that appropriation of the last Congress which we 
now propose to reappropriate ; and yet the gentleman would have us 
charged asecond time with the amount heretofore appropriated, which, 
not being used, is now only reappropriated. 

In other words, we gave the Post-Otlice Department this amount 
last year and charged ourselves with it; and because it was not used 
during the fiscal year 1877, we are now to be charged with it again, 
We have not drawn this sum twice from the Treasury, and, there- 
fore, should not be twice charged with it. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. SINGLETON. Inow move that the committee rise, in order. 
to terminate debate upon this paragraph. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope not, as I have not been heard. 

Mr. SINGLETON. If my colleague wishes to be heard, I will with- 
draw the motion. 

Mr. HOOKER. I renew the amendment. I understand, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the deficiency which exists in this particular, and which 
it is proposed by the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Wab- 
DELL] to add, grew out of this state of facts: I remember very well 
when the appropriation for the sapport of the post-otlice service was 
under discussion in the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress that 
it was suggested by my friend from Texas [Mr. SCHLEICHER] that 
the appropriation should be divided, aud there should be so much 
money appropriated for the star service and so much for the other 
service, and they did make such distinction, and required the money 
appropriated for this particular service, which was intended to give 
greater mail facilities to that region of country sparsely settled rep- 
resented by himself and others from the southwestern portion of the 
country, should be devoted to that special object. That amendment 
was adopted, but the money was not used which was specially appro- 
priated for the star service. On the contrary, there was great reduc- 
tion by the Department, in the exercise of its discretion, in the ex pendi- 
ture of that appropriation, while there was great increase in the other 
service. The purpose of the House then, and the object of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from North Carolina now, is to require this 
mouey, which was then appropriated and which was not used in the 
star service as directed by this House—it should be because of the 
want of time, it having passed too late in the session to publish adver- 
tisements and let out routes—that it shall be used now for the proper 
increase of the star service in those regions of the country which 
are 80 little supplied with mail service. 

If you wait until the regular session to make this appropriation 
you will probably make it late ia the session and we will still — 

Jur 


along the track of great lines of railway they will bring population 
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with them. But we do not so much want that the appropriation for 
this star service shall be increased as that the appropriation shall be 
so made that the Department shall not be able to divert it from the 
purpose for which the Representatives of the people have directed it 
to be made to establish lines on railroads, which are to be used in the 
interest of political parties. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is the gentleman correct in stating that money 
appropriated for the star service has been used to pay railroad com- 

vanies ? 

Mr. HOOKER. I think I am correct in this, that the money ap- 
yropriated to the star service has not been used and that the service 
been crippled for the want of its use,and that there has been 
expended for the other service more than was justified by the acts 
appropriating the money. I think I am correct in making that state- 
ment; and, if the money was originally appropriated for the purpose 
of increasing the star service and the Department has failed to use 
it for the reasons which have been stated repeatedly on this floor, is 
there any reason why it should not now be reappropriated and the 
Department required to use it ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not like to interrupt the gentleman, but per- 
haps he will permit me to say this: that if he knows that any of the 
money appropriated for the star service has been used for the rail- 
road service he would be doing the country a benefit by letting the 
House and the country know it. 

Mr. HOOKER. I will say that while the Department appears to 
use every fragment of a dollar appropriated for increasing the rail- 
roml and steamboat service, yet, for the reasons I have stated, it does 
not use the appropriations made by this House to increase the star 
service. We have aright to require that the appropriation shall be 
made so that the answer may no longer be given by the Department, 
We do not do this because there are no funds for the purpose. If 
this money has been once appropriated and has not been used for the 
reasons I have suggested, why should it not be reappropriated and 
applied to the purposes to which the House has directed it ought to 
be applied? 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. FENN. I ask that this amendment shall be adopted; that the 
pesete of the new States and Territories, one of which I have the 
10noer in part to represent, may have the amount of postal service 
they require. Iam living in the town of Mount Idaho, sixty-five 
miles from the city of Lewistown. There are surrounding me a pop- 
ulation of over two thousand in our county. From its county seat, 
Mount Idaho, there are two mail-routes extending to distant portions 
of the county. One of them, a hundred miles in length, has a week- 
ly service ; that is to say,a service once a week in summer and semi- 
monthly in winter. On the other route, weekly service, from Lewis- 
town to Idaho, we have a semi-weekly mail. It includes service of 
a military post, where there are two companies of troops, and yet we 
have but a semi-weekly mail; and when we go to the Department 
we are met by the statement that they must have more money before 
we can have more service, 

Mr. HASKELL. I move to strike out the last word. 

1 desire to say to the committee that in my State there are at least 
thirty or forty postal routes that we desire to have established to-day. 
I have in my possession at least a dozen letters from Colorado asking 
the same privilege and the same advantages. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
do not desire to indulge in any vicious legislation. I do not desire to 
ask of this body an appropriation of money that shall be charged by 
anybody as unconstitutional and wrong or dangerous. But 1 do de- 
sire that this committee should understand that upon our western 
border this matter of mail service is of infinite importance to us, and 
therefore if the members of this House can conscientiously vote and 
give us the appropriation asked for, and thus aid us in this direction, 
they will be conferring a lasting benefit upon our people. 

Mr. SINGLETON. wish to say, being a member of the Appropri- 
ation Committee and charged with the care of this bill, that I am no 
enemy of the star service. On the contrary, I would do anything I 
could to promote it, for the benefit of those portions of the country 
not adjacent to railroad lines. But here is a proposition to reappro- 
priate $700,000; and we find charges made by members upon the 
floor that money appropriated to the Post-Office Department has in 
some instances been misapplied. Now I ask is it good sense or good 
policy in this hasty way to appropriate $700,000 without examining 
into the matter? 

Mr. WADDELL. Iam sure my friend from Mississippi would not 
let the House be misled into the idea that my proposition is a propo- 
sition to appropriate $700,000 of the people’s money. I hope the gen- 
tleman will allow it to be understood that the money is lying there 
in such a position that the Department cannot use it, and that the 
object of my amendment is to reappropriate it. 

Mr. SINGLETON. That is well understood. A large part of the 
year, about one-third of it, is already past, and now, sir, I cannot 
see any necessity for appropriating $700,000 out of the Treasury 
of the United States, or reappropriating if the gentleman pleases, 
when the year is almost half gone. Weought to mature a system by 
which the star service should be given out to the several States in 
proportion to the population or to their necessities. We ought to 
define the system and restrict the Postmaster-General in such a way 
as that mail facilities shall be afforded to every part of the country. 
I will give my aid at any time to such a proposition. But I submit 
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that there is nothing in the condition of the Post-Office Do... 

at this time which would induce us to enmemetaen ~ eeremont 
of the money in the Treasury of the United States in such ie 
not knowing how or where it is to be used. 
too much of this bedy, without proper investi 
the matter. 

I do not believe that it would be wise to make this 
now. At the regular session of Congress we c 
wrongs and make the proper appropriations. I 
mittee rise for the purpose of closing debate. 

Mr. HOOPER. Are we not entitled to a vote upon the 
of the gentleman from North Carolina, [ Mr. WADDELL?} 

Mr. SINGLETON. Ido not propose to cut off a vote upon th: 
amendment, but simply to close debate. - 

The question was taken upon Mr. SINGLETON’s motion; 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly arose ; and the Speaker havin 
the chair, Mr. WRIGHT reported that the Committee of the Whole» 
the state of the Union had, according to order, had under eoneia. 
eration the bill (H. R. No. 1526) to provide for deficiencies in the ay, 
propriations for the service of the Government for the fisca) oom 
ending June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other purposes ‘end 
had come to no conclusion thereon. ' 

Mr. SINGLETON. I move that when the Honse resolves itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union and resumes 
the consideration of the deficiency bill, that debate on the pe 
paragraph be terminated in one minute. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion 
was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of resuming consideration of the deficiency bill. 

‘he motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. WRIGHT in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1526) to provide for deticiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. All debate on the pending paragraph is limited 
to one minute. 

Mr. CLYMER. In that minute I desire to say that the only source 
upon which the Committee on Appropriations depends for informa- 
tion in regard to this matter is the Post-Office Department. I hold 
in my band, in writing, from the Assistant Postmaster-General, the 
only recommendation given to the committee, and this appropriation 
is not ineluded in it. I hope that the Committee of the Whole will 
sustain the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ELAM. If the bill is not perfect, let it be recommitted and 
perfected. There is not in my district one-half the mail service that 
there was in 1361, and when we apply for additional mail service we 
are met by the statement that there is no money to pay for additional 
mail service. I hope that the bill will be recommitted to the com- 
mittee so that it may be perfected. 

The question was taken upon the amendment offered by Mr. Wap- 
DELL; and being put, there were—ayes 135, noes 57. 

Mr. PUGH. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CLYMER and Mr. PATTERSON were 
appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 118, noes71. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I give notice that I will ask for a yea-and-nay vote 
in the House upon this amendment. 

Mr. WADDELL. That will suit me exactly. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 

To defray the expenses of delegates to be sent to represent the United States in 
the international postal congress to be convened in the city of Paris, in France, in 
the spring of 1878, $4,000. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I offer the following amendment, to come 
in at the end of line 123: 

ALLOWANCE FOR REDUCTION OF WAGES. 


That there be appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated such sum as may be required to pay the services of laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Government in excess of the 
eight hours’ labor per diem provided by law. 


Mr. Chairman, this is not a new proposition. I think it was offered 
by my friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. BanKs,] and made a part of 
the annual appropriation, as will be found by reference to the Ite- 
vised Statutes, page 729, section 3689. 

It was a permanent annual appropriation, and on the 18th of May, 
1872, the allowance for the reduction of wages was adopted, as w ill 
be found in section 3738 of the Revised Statutes, which I ask the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEcTION 3738. Fight hours shall constitute a day's work for all laborers, work- 


men, and mechanics who may be employed by or on behalf of the Government of 
the United States. 


Mr. COX, of New York. The proposition does not require any dis- 
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wn: it is simply following the precedent already established. 
a propriation is not a large sum; I do not know how much, but I 
os ige nothing to labor. i i 
Mr SINGLETON. The proposition, it seems to me, has nothing 
storious about it. No estimate has been furnished to us touching 
—_ We do not know who the gentleman proposes to pay. 
We do not know how much or how little money his amendment pro- 
joses to appropriate. It does not indicate any specific amount. It 
sea not state Who shall adjust these claims or who shall settle them 
‘» to whom the money is to be paid. It seems to me to be so utterly 
indefinite that it should have no place in this bill. A 
Mr. COX, of New York. I am following the exact precedent set in 


q former appropriation bill, which was then satisfactory to both par- 


would gruc 


this matter. 


"ie SINGLETON. That may be true, and I have no doubt that 
come kind of estimates, some data were furnished to the committee 
npon which they could act. But here there is nothing of the sort. 
This is the first time I have had notice of any such appropriation. I 
do not say that upon a proper showing I would be opposed to make 
such an appropriation as this. But it does seem to me that it comes 
in very inappropriately to this bill. 

Mr. EDEN. I would like the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
to inform the committee what is the sum of money which this provi- 
sion would probably take from the Treasury; also whether it isa de- 
ficieney arising from any failure last year to appropriate a suflicient 
sum of money to carry into effect any law. I ask him for informa- 

on. 

7 Mr. COX, of New York. I cannot tell the exact amount that might 
be required by my amendment. I know this, however, that when 
these settlements took place before some $15,000 or $20,000 was paid 
tothese workingmen. I know that there are men now working on the 
new State Department building, at the White House, and in some of 
the navy-yards who are entitled to receive ten or fifteen cents a day 
each more than they have been paid; they should be paid more ac- 
cording to the law. There will be no trouble in making this settle- 
ment. It has been done before and it can be done again. The law 
is a permanent law, and an appropriation should be made to carry it 
into effect. I do not understand why gentlemen who are so anxious 
to make other appropriations should hesitate to make this appropri- 
tion for labor. I propose that the Government shall pay its laborers 
what they have earned under the law, according to their understand- 
ing of the contract. 

Mr.GLOVER. Allow me to ask the gentleman a question. It is 
whether these laborers are not working under a special contract for 
a longer period of time than eight hours a day, upon a specific agree- 
ment as to wages. I understand that the eight-hour law does not 
hx wages. 

And I wish to make this further remark if the gentleman wil in- 
dulge me; I want to say that this is a general proposition. A great 
deal is constantly being said here about labor, about the eight-hour 
law and the people who work under it. Now, those who work under 
the eight-hour law constitute a very small class as compared with 
the great body of the laboring people of the United States. I believe 
this whole principle is wrong. The mass of people of the United 
States who are laboring outside of this dahhens law are working 
from twelve to fifteen hours a day, and out of the results of their 
labor must come the revenues by which these eight-hour gentlemen 
are to be paid. 

Mr. COX, of New York. In answer to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. GLOVER] allow me to say that the Secretary of the Navy, 
in connection with the gentleman who has charge of the new State 
Department building, has recently so modified the hours of labor as 
to make a day’s work average throughout the year eight hours, to 
the satisfaction of the laboring-men ; they are entirely content with 
that arrangement. Even the men who work about the White House 
have appeared before the committees of this House by a committee 
of their number and some sort of an arrangement has been made 
with which they are content. 

I want, as I believe the people of the United States want, the 
labor of the country to be paid fairly and justly, so that those who 
labor may perform their work cheerfully. This is only in pursuance 
of what has been done already. All the formula, all the rales and 

regulations to pay this extra pay will be found in the Comptroller's 
Ullice; there is no trouble about it at all. The only question is, shat] 
We carry out the law or shall we repeal it? If Congress does not 
repeal the law, then let us stand by it and stand by the bone and 
sinew of the country; that is, labor. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

the CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhansted on the pending amendment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 1 have offered the amendment in good 
faith and I hope it will be voted on. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to strike out the last word. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr, Cox] says that this appropriation is such 
as has been heretofore made in appropriation bills. I desire to say 
to him that this is the first time since I have been here that I have 
kuown of such a proposition, and I was on the Committee on Appro- 
phations during the last Congress. 

1 object to this method of appropriating money. The gentleman 
Comes before the House with his proposition, when no committee has 
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had time to examine the subject, and asks that a provision be inserted 
in this appropriation bill, involving an amount concerning which we 
cannot even conjecture, which may require the expenditure of hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars. There is no oceasion for this action 
being taken now. If there has been erroneous legislation do not cor- 
rect it in this way. 

This matter can be postponed and ought to be postponed like many 
other subjects until the regular session of Congress, when the com- 
mittees of this House shall have time to examine these questions, and 
especially so important a question as this. Ido hope that members 
of this Committee of the Whole are not prepared to act on appropri- 
ations in this way when they have had no consideration at all by any 
committee of this House. 

I regret very much to oppose the gentleman from New York, but I 
feel it my duty as a member of this committee, having some respon- 
sibility for the appropriations that may be made by the House, to urge 
that we shall not appropriate money in this way. I ask gentlemen 
on this side of the House to support me inthis position. During the 
last canvass we claimed that we had reduced the expenses of this 
Government $30,000,000, but if the spirit manifested here to-day is to 
be kept up, if the Committee on Appropriations is to be overridden 
from day to day, that record will be wiped out; and when we go 
into the next canvass we shall have retraced all the steps we have 
taken in the way of retrenchment. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, I think the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York is in order and is a proper amendment 
to be offered to a deticiency bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is not a question of order; the question is 
upon the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I am very well aware of that, and am merely urg- 
ing that it is a germane amendment to a deficiency bill; and I am ad- 
vocating its adoption. Congress by law fixed eight hours as a day’s 
labor, but certain officers of the Goverment thereupon reduced the 
pay of these laboring-men, in gross violation of law, by allowing only 
four-fifths of the pay theretofore allowed. Those men were entitled 
by law to the amount thus deducted, as the eight-hour Jaw specilically 
provided that wages should not be soreduced. This amount has been 
for two or three years withheld from them, and the amendment, 
which simply proposes to pay them, is perfectly proper. Bills have 
been introduced into the last two Congresses. In the last Congress 
it was favorably reported by the committee unanimously, but failed 
for want of time. It is a just debt and ought to be paid promptly, 
and this is a proper place to insert it. 

I hops that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. meen when he un- 
dertakes to economize will not cut down the wages of laboring-men. 
To refuse to pay what is justly and legally due them is a false econ- 
omy. When the law had fixed eight hours as a day’s labor, there 
was no warrant of law for deducting from the wages of these work- 
ingmen. One-fifth of what they had before received was deducted, 
as [ have said, in violationof law. This amendment proposes simply 
to pay them the amount thus unjustly withheld, and Lhope it will be 
agreed to and that economy will be applied to a more legitimate ob- 
ject than depriving a laborer of the wages he has earned. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Chairman, it occurs to me that we are 
launching upon an unknown sen when we undertake to make 
appropriations of this sort without the subject having been consid- 
ered by any of the heads of Departments, or any Committee of Ac- 
counts or Claims. There has been nothing before any committee, 
and so far as I know there is nothing before this House, upon which 
this action can be based. No evidence is adduced here to show that 
there has been any deficiency in this respect. We do not know that 
there is a single employé of the Government who has worked one 
hour over eight hours a day. Yet we are gravely asked to make an 
appropriation of an unknown sum to pay unknown persons for un- 
known services, 

It seems to me, sir, that these questions should come before us reg- 
ularly. If there be any deficiency in this respect, let the matter be 
scrutinized by some committee ; let it undergo examination ; or if 
that be not done, let some head of a Department take the responsi- 
bility of recommending an appropriation of this kind. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I wish to state that there was on the files of the 
last Congress a communication, accompanied by a statement from 
the Second Comptroller, covering all these amounts, There was 
also a bill favorably reported from the committee; but the matter lay 
on our table and was never reached for want of time at the closing 
session of last Congress. 

Mr. SINGLETON. That may be all very true; and the same thing 
might have been done ten years ago. But this is an entirely new 
Congress; many of the members here know nothing of what was done 
in the last Congress. If gentlemen are so eager to have this question 
considered now and ingrafted upon this deficiency bill, why did they 
not call for the papers to which the gentleman alludes at the present 
session and have liom referred to the Committee of Accounts that 
they might examine into the matter and make a report? Mr, Chair- 
man, I hope this amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Chairman, this is no new matter; the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] is new to the subject ; 
that is all. The provision of law to which I have referred was passed 
in 1872. It was passed one year and then another year, and finally 
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was incorporated in the Revised Statutes, on page 732, from which I graph, but an independent one, and the 


have read. It is utterly impossible to get over it, or under it, or 
around it, except by a violation of the provision of law as crystalized 
in the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I do not object to paying these men whatever 
they may be entitled to for the labor they have done, but I do object 
to the gentleman foisting this matter upon the House in this unusual 
way, sanctioned by no proper authority and a sort of filius nullius. 

Mr. COX, of New York. These gentlemen have no special attor- 
neys; they have no lobbyists to press their claims here; they have 
nobody to represent them on this floor except the Representatives of 
a free people, and they will be heard in the next election, if not now. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Does the gentleman say that because a man is 
a laboring-man he can approach Congress through a different channel 
from that in which other men have to come f 

Mr. COX, of New York? I do not say that. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I do not pretend to deny that these men have 
the same rights and privileges that belong to other people, but I do 
say that when they come to Congress with their claims, those claims 
should be submitted to a proper committee for investigation even as 
the claims of other men. I would not deprive them of one cent 
justly due, but we must observe the rules and usages of this House 
in the adjustment of claims against the Government. 

Mr. COX, of New York. With all respect 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I wish to ask my friend from New York 
a question, if he will permit me. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Does not the gentleman think he would 
better subserve the interest of the laboring-man by going before the 
committee and explain there in reference to this matter ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. They know all about it. [Laughter.] 
Everybody knows all about it. This eight-hour business has been 
proclaimed by the President, by the law, by everything known to our 
oflicial life for the last five or six years. Everybody knows the sub- 
ject. We have already paid off the excess above eight hours again 
and again. Why hesitate now? Why do gentlemen on this side of 
the House, friends of labor, [laughter, ] hesitate? Are we on this side 
forever to be placed in the minority? It looks very much like it. I 
therefore ask my amendment be voted on substantially. 

Several MEMBERS. “Question!” “ Question!” 

The amendment was again read. 7 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should like to know how much money is ap- 
propriated by that amendment. Can the gentleman who introduced 
it tell us anything about it? 

Mr. ATKINS. I wish to say that amendment is very indefinite in 
its terms. Who is authorized to pay these men? It is not stated 
who is authorized to pay them. It is an indefinite matter. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It is fixed by the statutes. 

‘The question was put; and the chairman stated that the amend- 
ment was rejected. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I demand a division. 

The committee divided ; and there were ayes 31, noes not counted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is evidently defeated. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. There were not enough to order tellers. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I hope the galleries noticed the members 
who failed to vote for the proposition. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONGER. There was not a sufficient number to call for the 
tellers because there is not a sufficient number of navy-yards. [Laugh- 
ter 

Mr. WARD, 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the said delegates shall be charged with tho duty of collecting and pro- 
paring information upon the extent and manner of promoting and aiding shipping 
nterests adopted by Seosign governments, and make report thereof to the Post- 
waster-General. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I make the point of order that the amendment 
is not germane to the subject. 

Mr. BUTLER. Itcomes too late, as that paragraph has been already 
passed. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUTLER. That paragraph has been passed and another sub- 
ject taken up and discussed. 

Mr. WARD. I offer that amendment, Mr. Chairman, and I do not 
think it will meet with any opposition from any part of this House. 
It is offered in the interest of an industry which is considered and 
acknowledged to be of the greatest importance to this country. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I make the point of order that the amendment 
is not in order, and therefore cannot be discussed. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the gentleman’s point of order? 

Mr. SINGLETON, That paragraph has been passed, and in addi- 
tion to that the gentleman’s amendment is not germane to and has 
no connection with the pending subject. 

Mr. WARD. I offer it, I repeat, Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gent.eman’s amendment embrace any- 
thing which has been adopted in the bill so far as we have gone? 

Mr. CLYMER. I suggest to the Chair the amendment offered’ by 
the gentleman from New York was not an amendment to the para- 


I move after line 123 to insert the following amend- 


aragra 
| been passed, but is open to anvedeent,” Graph, therefore, has aes 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the amendment not to be 
order, and rules it out. De in 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay James Morrow for services rendered under the doork 
under resolution of March 2, 1877, $350. 


Mr. FRYE. I move to strike out in lines 153 and 154 the w 
“ $350 ;” and Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the — 
mittee to what is called, and has been for a long time known ae 
soldiers’ roll.” A few years ago every man in the House seo 
knew what it meant. To-day it is a conundrum and no 
swer it. It was born in 1867 under a resolution offered b 
man from Indiana, the friend of the soldier, I refer to Mr. Holman: 
it was renewed by resolution in 1569; renewed by resolution iy 1e0° 
renewed by resolution in 1871; renewed by resolution in 1472; col 
in 1873 the Appropriation Committee adopted it and enacted that « te 
enable the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives to pay thir. 
teen crippled and disabled soldiers now in the employment of the 
Doorkeeper of the House from March 3, 1873, to April 1, 1373.” In 
1574 again the Appropriation Committee made an appropriation rec. 
ognizing the rollof “ crippled and disabled Union soldiers,” fourtee, 
in number; and in 1875again the Appropriation Committee recognized 
that roll as “the soldiers’ roll ;” bunt in the last Congress, the Forty. 
fourth Congress, the words “crippled and disabled” were dropped out 
by the Appropriation Committee, and yet it was recognized as “ the 
soldiers’ roll,” for when the Doorkeeper undertook to discharge one 
on that roll and he was discharged the matter was brought to the 
attention of the Judiciary Committee, and they authorized Mr. Lord 
then a member of the committee from New York State, to report that 
it a not in the power of the Doorkeeper to disturb that soldiers’ 
roit. 

Now, in the Forty-fourth Congress, second session, the words 
“crippled and disabled Union” have been dropped out, and a proyis- 
ion is made for “ fourteen messengers on the soldiers’ roll at $1,200,” 
The present Doorkeeper of this House has taken advantage of that 
ieaiiledion, as he had aright to do; and he has removed from the 
soldiers’ roll every crippled and disabled Union soldier who was on it 
in the Forty-fourth Congress, except one who has lost both arms. And 
Iam informed, and credibly informed, that he has placed on that roll 
able-bodied men, whether soldiers or not I am not informed, whether 
confederates or not I am not informed, and I care very little in rela- 
tion to that. 

Mr. SPARKS. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. FRYE. The gentleman must pardon me. 
minutes. 

Mr. FORT. I desire to say that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] is mistaken. They are not all discharged. I know at least 
of one Charles Demars who has not been discharged. He is the only 
one, however, I do know. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HALE. I rise to oppose the amendment, and yield my time to 
my colleague, [Mr. Frye. ] 

Mr. FRYE. I am obliged to the gentleman from Maine, my col- 
league, for his courtesy. I am corrected by the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. Fort,] who informs me that they have not all been 
discharged; that he knows of one who has been retained. If one 
single man on that soldiers’ roll who was a crippled or disabled Union 
soldier has been discharged and his place supplied by an able-bodied 
man, I say that the Doorkeeper of this House has violated what was 
clearly the spirit of the law for at least seven years, what has been 
the spirit of the law ever since I have been in this Honse, and it 
makes no difference whether the vacancy so created has been filled 
by a confederate or a Northern democrat. 

It may be, sir, that in these days of pacification it is our duty to 
do away with that crippled and disabled soldiers’ roll. I for myself 
believe that it should not be done away with, but that you should 
keep crippled and disabled Union soldiers on it, and that so long as 
they are able to do the service of waiting upon the doors of these 
galleries you should not permit your Doorkeeper to discharge them and 
put able-bodied men in their places. If you determine that the word 
“Union” must be left out for pacification, leave it out, but do it like 
men, so that the country may know what we are doing, that we are 
doing it purposely, that we are doing it for pacification, that we are 
doing it because it is right. Sir, when the President sees fit to take 
men who have been in the confederate service and to-day are demo- 
crats and put them into office of responsibility and power, why 
should not the Doorkeeper remove these crippled Union soldiers aud 
replace them with confederates ? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. FRYE. Not now. The President of the United States may 
deserve the commendations he receives for so doing. But why, it 
Heaven’s name, should not we allow poor crippled confederate sol- 
diers to be placed on the soldiers’ roll? If we strike out the word 
“Union,” let the words “crippled and disabled” remain. Then, the 
spirit of the original resolution, amended to adjust itself to the new 
order of things, will be to some extent preserved. : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Before the gentleman sits down I desire to 
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be 
and country 
man can an- 
y the gentle. 


and 


I have but five 





CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 





k him a question. Does he consider the President has done wrong 
in making the appointments he referred to? 


‘RYE do. 
mre ITTENDEN. That is what I wanted to know. 
Mr. FRYE. I desire to print as part of my remarks a statement of 
the action of the House heretofore. 
The statement is as follows: 


In the House of Representatives, March 28, 1867, on motion of Mr. Holman, it 

» the ‘ 

was reoalyee  Deerkooper of the House be authorized to retain in the service of the 
during the vacation of Congress, such of the messengers and other em- 

a as the public service may require; the persons so retained to include such 

at a sor seamen disabled in the service of the United States as arc now employed 

solvers or nd it is declared to be the sense of this House that the otlicers of the 

by soe cbould in making appointments, give the preference to soldiers and seamen 

iiabled in the service of the United States, when competent for the duties there- 

of ( congressional Globe. 

July 9, 1867, on motion of Mr. Logan— 


«Pogolved, That the Doorkeeper be authorized and directed to retain the messen 
Bn pdm during the recess of Congress who were authorized to be re- 
Pined during the last recess." —Congressional Globe. 


July 20, 1868, on motion of Mr. Logan— 


“Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be instructed to retain in his service during the | 


vacation of Congress all the crippled soldiers now in his employ." —Congressional 
Globe 

June 2, 1870, on motion of Mr. Logan— 

“Resolved, That the Doorkeeper bo instructed to retain in his service during the 
vacation of Congress the crippled soldiers now in his employ, and that they be 
paid out of the contingent fund.”—Congressional Globe. 

Mav 24, 1812, on motion of Mr. GAnFIELD— 


“Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be instructed to retain in his service during tho 
vacation of Congress the crippled and disabled soldiers now in his employ, and that 
they be paid out of the contengent fund of the House.""—Congressional Globe. 


Forty-second Congress, third session, chapter 227. 
Extract: 
“To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay the thirteen crip- 
Jed and disabled soldiers now in the employment of tho Doorkeeper of the House, 


rom March 4, 1873, to December 1, 1873," &c. Approved March 3, 1873.—Laws of 
the United States, Forty-second Congress, page 512. 


Forty-fourth Congress, first session, chapter 15. 
Extract: 
“That to enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay the fourteen 
crippled and disabled Union soldiers now in the employment of the Doorkeeper of 
the House of Representatives from the 6th day of Decomber, 1875, to the 30th day 


of June, 1876," &c. Approved February 2), 1876.—Laws of the United States, Forty- 
fourth Congress, page 5. 


Forty-fourth Congress, tirst session, chapter 287. 
Extract: 

“And the fourteen messengers on the soldiers’ roll shall be employed durin 
current year, at a compensation not exceeding $1,200 each,” &c. Approve 
gust 15, 1876.—Laws of the United States, Forty-fourth Congress. 

Forty-fourth Congress, second session, chapter 102. 

Extract: 

“ For fourteen messengers on the soldiers’ roll, at $1,200 each,” &¢. Approved 
March 3, 1877.—Laws of the United States, Portyfourth Congress, page 297. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Mr. Chairman, I havo heard a great; deal in this 
House, from the other side, in the last two or three years, about dis- 
abled Union soldiers; but when I came to probe what it meant I 
never found that it amounted to anything except the patronage that 
some republican Congressman wanted from a democratic House for 
some one-armed republican whom he kept here under a resolution of 
the House and the small buncombe of a political speech. I represent 
a district which has within its limits three thousand disabled Union 
soldiers, very many of whom vote the republican ticket as regularly 
as they take their breakfast each morning; but I never heard of any 
of those men getting places here, in any Department of the Govern- 
ment or under a republican House, through the intluence of any re- 
publican member of Congress. 

Mr. CONGER. _I wish to say to the gentleman 

Mr. MCMAHON. I decline to be interrupted. I never heard of one 
of these men getting a place in your Departments here, although you 
have eighty thousand or one hundred thousand offices at the disposal 
of the heads of these Departments. You could not muster your office- 
holders on a section of land; but there are few soldiers among them. 

Mr. CONGER. _I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. MCMAHON, I do not yield. I know the shoe pinches over 
there when this view of the case is presented ; and I want it to pinch. 
Gentlemen on that side are more troubled about the mote in their 
neighbor's eye than the beam in their own. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr, Chairman—— 

Mr. MCMAHON. I decline to yield. 

Mr. TURNER. I rise to a question of order. I ask the Chairman 
to 7 a order and to protect the gentleman from Ohio from inter- 
ruption. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I have seen time and again disabled Union sol- 
dirs from the Soldiers’ Home putting applications for office into the 
diflerent Departments—and before me stands the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. BUTLER, ] one of the sincere friends of the sol- 
diers at the Soldiers’ Home, and one of its managers, who can confirm 
what I say i 


disabled Union soldiers for places under a republican administration, 
but, because the 


the 
Au- 


—I have seen time and again such applications made by | 


y had lost their power by poverty and distress as | 


SE 


part of the political machinery of the country they found that they 

| were no longer available as candidates for office, and their petitions 
have uniformly failed, although presented to these exclusive friends 

of the disabled soldier so rich in sympathy and patronage but so 
poor in performance. 

Now, I want to say this in defense of the present Doorkeeper, that 
when he removed Union soldiers he removed Union soldiers who 
were republicans and put in their places democratic Union soldiers. 
And IL ask, are there no scidiers in this country entitled to recogni- 
tion except those who vote the republican ticket? Ah, if you will 
come into my district, even there where there is Federal supervision 
and Federal authority over the crippled or disabled soldiers, you will 
find the boot on the other leg, and that a majority of them, as in the 
last election, vote the democratic ticket. I have the pleasure of 


being here having received the votes of at least eight hundred of these 
gallant men. 


Mr. CONGER. 
sion. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I am waiting to speak to the other side of the 
House, which seems to dislike the turn of atfairs, and I would like to 
have order. Gentlemen cannot escape the situation. The present 

| Doorkeeper having been recently elected has had but a short time to 
pre are his roll. His permanent roll is not yet made up, and I know 
1¢ has expressed most absolutely his intention that no man shall 
have a place on the soldiers’ roll except he was a Union soldier. He 
does intend to discriminate in favor of democratic soldiers; and in 
that he will be supported by this side of the House and by the 


country. With our little patronage of two hundred we will try to 
care for our own Union soldiers. 


Mr. FOSTER. And crippled. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I am not surprised that gentlemen on the other 
side of the House inquire what kind of soldiers are meant, as the 
gentleman from Maine did, because, with the recent experience they 
have had in appointments and in the construction of their Cabinet, 
what kind of soldiers are or may be appointed to office has become a 
matter of some uncertainty to them; but when we use the word 
“soldier” on the statate-book of the country we know that the law 
recognizes no man as a soldier except one who has been in the service 
of his country upon the side of the Union. The confederate was a 
good soldier, but he is not known to the law. 

Mr. FRYE. The gentleman will allow me a word? 

Mr. MCMAHON. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I made the point that the Doorkeeper had put on 
duty able-bodied soldiers. i made no point against his putting on 
crippled confederate soldiers. 

Mr. MCMAHON. The gentlemen will allow me to correct him; 
he used the word “Union,” and said the word “ Union” had been 
dropped from the statute by a democratic House. 

Mr. FRYE. I used the word “ Union;” but I dropped the words 
“crippled and disabled.” 

Mr. MCMAHON. The gentleman has no idea that a man can be a 
disabled soldier unless he sees him walking around, a visible object 
without an arm or a leg. Ho is very wrong. I know plenty of Union 
soldiers who are just as much disabled as a crippled soldier although 
they do not show it as a man who has lost an arm or a leg. Is there 
to be a distinction in favor of the crippled suldier as against the dis- 
abled soldier? And, if so, upon what principle? 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. CLYMER. I yield my time to the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. 
McMAuon. } 

Mr. FRYE. My amendment was offered informally and I now with- 
draw it. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I renew the amendment. 

Mr. FOSTER. Willthe gentleman allow me to makea formal amend- 
ment ? 

Mr. MCMAHON. I will not yield the floor for any purpose. Now, 
sir, let this pretended sympathy for the soldier take some substantial 
shape. If the gentlemen on the other side of the House who repre- 
sent the Administration—if they do, for in these doubtful days I don’t 
know how that is—but if the gentlemen on the other side who ought 
to represent the Administration will lay down a rule that they will 
make places for disabled or crippled Union soldiers out of the hun- 
dred thousand oflices at their disposal as possessors of the various De- 
partments of this Government, then it will be time enough for them to 
speak to us with our pitiful patronage of two hundred places, and 
dictate what kind of Union soldiers we shall fill them with. I will 
say to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Frye] that my district can 
furnish him with men from his own State to put into office if his heart 
warms sincerely to the crippled soldier, and I can say the same thing 
to many other gentlemen on that side of the House, for we have them 
from every part of the United States, and the Soldiers’ Home is crowded 
with capable and trusty men of both political parties whose appoint- 
ment would reflect credit on any republican Congressman who will 

| help them to position. But with our limited patronage we must care 
| for our own first. 
Our position on this side of the House is this: That a man who 
fought in the Union Army during the war and is now a democrat has 
| just as much and a better right to the small patronage of this House 
| asif he had shown his so-called loyalty by voting the republican ticket 
even unto its death. 


The other leg was buried. [Laughter and confu- 
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Mr. FRYE. So Isay; I made no remark that would lead to a dif- 
ferent conclusion. 

Mr. MCMAHON. And in this connection I want to know how many 
disabled Union soldiers were ever on the rolls of a republican Con- 
gress who were democrats. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not know. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I do not suppose you do know. 
not one. 

Mr. HASKELL. 
discharged. 

Mr. MCMAHON. 
ocrat? 

Mr. HASKELL. Iknowthat he voted against the republican ticket. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Let his name be published, because we ought to 
know it. If a republican Congress ever gave position to a single 
democratic soldier, the fact ought to be known. 

Mr. HASKELL. George Schreiner, of Kansas. [Applause on the 
republican side of the House. ] 

Mr. MCMAHON. I deny that he is or ever was a democrat, and 
challenge the proof. 

Mr. SPARKS. Was he a democrat? The Doorkeeper says that he 
was a republican and the man will not deny it. 

Mr. HASKELL. I know that he was a one-armed soldier who twice 
voted for my competitor. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. - It was a personal vote against you; not be- 
cause he was a democrat. 

Mr. McMAHION. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MORRISON. I desire to say that I have a republican soldier 
from my district who has been left on the rolls of the employés of this 
House and who stands at that very door—C, C. Demars. 

Mr. CONGER. Who is the next one? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. Decker is another, who has lost both 
arms and several other limbs. (Laughter. ] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Here the committee rose informally; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of 
its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which he was directed to ask the concurrence of the 
Tlouse : 

An act (S. No. 99) for the relief of the estate of Amos Ireland, de- 
ceased ; 

Au act (S. No. 145) for the relief of Edwin A. Clifford; and 

An act (S. No. 225) to repeal an act entitled “An act for the relief 
of Nancy 8. Ledford,” approved March 3, 1871. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee then resumed its session. 

Mr. SPARKS. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the committee that 
has been so seriously attacked by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 
FrYE,] and as a western democrat, I feel it to be my duty to say 
something with respect to this matter. Is it, sir, a fact that the dem- 
ocratic Doorkeeper of this House, Colonel PoLk, has turned out of 
oflice crippled Union soldiers and appointed able-bodied ex-confeder- 
ates or other disqualified persons in their places? Allow me to say 
to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Frye] that that is not a fact. Is 
it a fact that he has turned out Union soldiers and stricken their 
names from the soldiers’ roll and put other men who were not Union 
soldiers upon it? I brand that as being not a fact. He has turned 
out very recently a few men for the purpose of supplying their 
places with other men more satisfactory to him. In a word, he has 
turned out some republican Union soldiers who have been feeding at 
the public crib for many years for the purpose of filling their places 
with crippled Union democratic soldiers whose claims have been dis- 
aaunied by former republican Houses. This much he has done and 
ho more, 

Sir, the democratic party has been quite extensively engaged in this 
business of turning out and supplanting and defeating republicans 
here lately. The wicked democracy of the fifth Ohio district not 
long ago turned out or defeated some blatant loyal republican for 
the purpose of sending to Congress my gallant democratic friend, 
General Rick, who sits before me. He evinced his devotion to the 
Union by the loss of a limb in its service, and must now go limpingly 
through life without it. [Applause.] 

And the gallant democracy of the State of New Jersey very recently 
did the ungracious act of repudiating at the polls by 12,000 majority 
an extremely loyal Union republican to make a governor of that gal- 
lant democratic leader and brave Union soldier, General George B. 
McCleUan. [Applause on the democratic side. } 

But, sir, the gentlemen on the other side are not really afraid that 
Union soldiers are to be unfairly treated by the Doorkeeper. This is 
simply one of their periodic spasmodic seares. They would if they 
could produce the impression for political effect that this democratic 
oflicer being of southern birth means to do something wrong. I 
know Colonel POLK well, and pledge myself, and Iam responsible for 
the pledge, not only to that side of the House and to this side of the 
House, but to the country, that he will fill these places with Union 
soldiers. But I shall insist upon it that he fills them with solid, un- 
compromising democratic Union soldiers. [Applause.] We have 
abundant material to do it. The country is full of them. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 


I venture to say 
I will vouch for one from Kansas who has been 


You say you know that man to have been a dem- 
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Mr.SPARKS. And they are not confined to any localities, T} 
are all over the country, North, South, East, and West. ~ 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. SPARKS. I have done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. FOSTER. I understand that all informal amend 
been withdrawn. I now submit a formal ame 
line 154 that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ments have 
ndment, to insert after 


And the Doorkeeper is hereby instructed to retain in service the crippled ar 
disabled Union soldiers who were on the “‘ soldiers’ roll” of the House at th. and 
of the Forty-fourth a : Provided, That the Doorkeeper is authorized to “re 
removals from such roll for good and sufficient cause, and that in case of anv v. 
cancies arising from removals or other causes, crippled and disabled Uniox gol... 
shall be appointed to fill such vacancies. = 

Mr. CLYMER. I make the point of order that the proposed amend 
ment is new legislation and not in the way of retrenchment. 
The CHAIRMAN. And the Chair sustains the point made. [ 
ter.] 

The Clerk began the reading of the next paragraph, when 

Mr. FOSTER said: I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. ATKINS. The Clerk had begun to read the ne 
the bill, and the appeal is too late. 

Mr. FOSTER. I was crying out at the top of my voice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee ? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I rise to a point of order. It is that the Chair. 
man having made acertain ruling from which an appeal is taken, the 
present occupant of the chair is not competent to occupy the chair 
while that question is being decided, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair entertains a very different Opinion, 
[Great laughter. ] 

Mr. THOMPSON. Does the Chair overrule my point of order? 

Mr. CLYMER. The Chair cannot entertain two points of order at 
the same time ; that settles the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on sustaining the decision of 
the Chair. 
The question was taken ; and upon a division there were ayes 136. 

Before the noes were counted, 

Mr. BUTLER and others called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. BuTLER and Mr. CLYMER were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
Were—ayes 134, noes 98. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained as the judgment of the 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
bill. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill and read the following: 

To pay the clerk of the Committee on Invalid Pensions from November 1, 1s77 
to June 30, 1878, at the rate of $2,000 per annum, $1,333.34. 


Mr. WARD. I move to insert after the paragraph just read that 
paragraph Jj 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the President of the United States is hereby requested to collect, through 
the delegates to the international postal congress at Paris, information upon th: 
subject of the mannerin which foreign governments promote and aid the sh pping 
interests of their respective countries, and report such information to the Post 
master-General of the United States. 


Mr. CLYMER. I raise the point of order that this is new legisla- 
tion not warranted by law. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. And not in the direction of economy. 

Mr. CLYMER. And not in the line of retrenchment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must sustain the point of order, but 
dislikes to do it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WARD. _I desire to speak to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. WARD. It will be seen that my amendment relates to one of 
the most important industries in this country, an industry which, by 
the acknowledgment of gentlemen on both sides of this House in the 
debate on the Paris exposition resolution of yesterday, is suffering 
for want of proper means to carry the increasing exports of this 
country to foreign markets that are now open and inviting us to 
come to them. 

The best authority on the subject shows that American tonnage 
engaged in foreign trade decreased from 2,642,623 tons in 1561 to 
1,492,926 in 1866—a decrease of more than 43 per cent.—while in 
the same time Great Britain gained 986,715 tons. It will not be 
argued that since 1866 American tonnage has made any appreciable 
gain. With this state of facts take the others: our crops superabun- 
dant, exports exceeding imports, surplus products of every kind at 
the seaboard, and eager markets at g prices on the other side 
waiting for them; and all we lack is the shipping capacity to carry 
them. I was very strongly impressed yesterday by the colloquy be- 
tween the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Frye] and the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Monror.] In that it was shown that our letters 
were carred to Brazil by way of Liverpool in English ships, and that 
the new and friendly customer we had found in Dom Pedro's king- 
dom for locomotives, railway iron, and supplies, and the thousand 
varieties of our products that will be sought there would be pre- 
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Xt paragraph of 


The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 
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onted from dealing with us by reason of the delay, expense, and 
panne ity of communicating with the United States. 
= "Chairman, I will not stop now to discuss the benefit of the 
i. ment of the ship-building interests in giving employment to 
wn i of unemployed workingmen and mechanics or the demand 
eae for iron, timber, tackle, and general apparel used in con- 
structing & vessel. . ‘ . 
Mr. SINGLETON. That is not to the point of order. P 
Mr. WARD. I am coming to the point of order. There is no 
nearer way of getting to the point of order, no better way than by 
premising upon the importance of the subject to which the point of 
le ates. 
On. TINGLETON. The gentleman has no right to discuss the 
merits of the amendment upon a ptr order. f 
Mr. WARD. I will confine myse { strictly to the point of order. 
This appropriat ion bill contains an important provision relating to 
the Post-Office Department. It contains an appropriation for the 
Post-Oftice Department. And one element of that appropriation is a 
rovision for delegates to the international postal congress to be 
held at Paris next year. As I understand it and as has been stated 
here this morning, the delegates to that international postal congress 
are to be appointed by the President of the United States. ; 
Surely it is not in the line of new legislation, but is a matter entirely 
germane and comprehended within the purview of this appropriation 
pill, to address to the President of the United States, who appoints 
those delegates—delegates paid by the appropriation bill now under 
conisderation—a request as to the duties which they are to perform. 
It is argued, Mr. Chairman, that this interest is aided under other 
governments through the Post-Office Department, through arrange- 
ments made for carrying the mails, and therefore I ask that we may 
collect information in the same way. At this international postal 
congress will be gathered representative men of the best experience 
from all countries. There will never again be collected at one place 
at the same time so much valuable knowledge upon the subject of our 
inquiry. It will cost nothing to have our representatives inquire 
from their fellows by what means it is that foreign nations have built 
up such grand mercantile marines. It can dono harm to get the 
knowledge without expense, and after it is obtained we can adopt or 
discard it as may be determined. This bill appropriates money for 
the expenses of the commissioners, and I simply ask to define a por- 
tion of the services they shall render for this money. I offer the 
amendment as perfectly proper and sustainable under the rules and 
orders of the House. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, and rules 
out the amendment. 
Mr. ROBERTS. I move to amend by inserting after line 180 the 
following: 


To pay miscellaneous expenses incurred by the Doorkeeper in the organization 
and service of his department for the present extra session of Congress, $3,854. 


Mr. EDEN. I hope the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RoBERrts] 
will explain this amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I raise a point of order on the amendment. It is 
certainly not in the interest of economy, and I know no law to author- 
1z@ It. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, and rules 
out the amendment. 

Mr. JACOBS. I move to amend by inserting the following: 


To pay tothe secretary of Sain Territory the sum of $1,500 for contingent 
legislative expenses for the year ending June 30, 1878. 


Mr. CLYMER, I raise a point of order on that amendment, that it 
is not germane. I have no objection to allowing the gentleman from 
Washington Territory [Mr. JacoBs] to make a statement, the point 
of order being meanwhile reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 


Collection and payment of bounty, prize-money, and other claims of colored 
soldiers and sailors: 


For salaries of agents and clerks ; rentof office, fuel, lights, stationery, and simi- 
lar necessaries; office furniture and repairs ; mileage aud transportation of officers 
and agents; telegraphing and postaw®, being a deficiency for the service of the 
fiscal year 1878, $10,000; which is appropriated to close up and finish the collection 
and payment of bounty, prize-money, and other claims of colored soldiers and sail- 
ors; and if the work of collecting and paying said bounty and other claims shall 
not be finished at the end of the current fiscal year, said bureau shall be closed, and 
all papers connected therewith shall be turned over tothe Department having charge 
of the payment of bounties due to white soldiers. 


Mr. BUTLER. I raise a point of order on all of this paragraph 
which follows the appropriation of $10,000, I submit +hat there is 
no law authorizing such a provision. This proposes to change the 
law upon the subject, for the present law provides expressly that 
this matter shall be under the control of the War Department, while 
this provision proposes to turn it over to the Treasury Department. 
I believe that it ought to be under the Department of War; indeed, 
I think the whole pension business should be under that Department. 

In the second place, I submit that the provision of the bill is not 
prima facie in the interest of economy, for nobody can affirm that it 
Will cost less to attend to this business in the Treasury Department 
than in the War Department. Section 2032 of the Revised Statutes 
provides that— 


All laws and parts of laws pertaining to the collection and payment of bounty, 
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prize-money, and other legitimate claims of colored soldiers, sailors, and marines 
or their heirs, sball remain in force until otherwise ordered by Congress. ; 

The next section provides that— 

The Secretary of War is authorized to carry into effect all laws and parts of 
laws referred to in the preceding section, and to this end he may employ such 
clerical force as he deems necessary. 

Now this paragraph proposes to turn the matter over “to the De- 
partment having charge of payment of bounties due to white soldiers ;” 
that is, of course, the Department that pays everything—the Treasury 
Department; the Second Auditor auditing the claims and the Treas- 
ury paying them. 

Now, I suppose the idea of the Committee on Appropriations was 
to stop the operations of the bureau now at work on this matter. 
But you will not accomplish any economy by that. I am afraid that 
you will only put the work into the hands of a class of men who are 
not fitted for it. Those who now have charge of this work have been 
engaged upon it for some ten years and have learned thoroughly how 
to doit. If you turn it over to a new set of clerks they must work 
for years before they can attain the standard of the present set of 
clerks. 

It does not appear, therefore, that this proposition is in the interest 
of economy; it does not appear that anything is to be saved; and if 
it is desirable to change the law on this subject, it can be best provided 
for in a regular bill. This proposition is simply to close up the work 
by one bureau and turn it over to another, where, so far as anybody 
knows, it will be just as expensive. I trust the point of order will 
be sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the one hundred and twen- 
tieth rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No appropriation shall be reported in such general appropriation bill, or be in 
order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized by 
law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such enki works and objects as 
are already in progress; nor shall any provision in such bill or amendment thereto, 


changing existing law, be in order ex« “ such as, being germane to the subject 
matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that this is a proposi 
tion to retrench the expenses of the Government, and therefore over- 
rules the point of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. With great respect I would call the attention of 
the Chair to the fact that the provision simply transfers this work 
to another burean. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without any additional expense. 

Mr. BUTLER. If it is provided merely that there shall be no addi- 
tional expense, that does not retrench at all. 

Mr. CLYMER. It saves expense by closing a bureau of this Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. SPARKS. This provision, in the opinion of the committee, 
will save expense. This bureau is now asking an appropriation of 
$40,000. We grant $10,000, and make provision that after the end of 
this fiscal year this business shall be turned over to the Department 
that has control of the payment of bounties to white soldiers. We 
shall thus save rent of oflices, fuel, furniture, and a great many other 
things. 

Mr. BANNING. I offer the following amendment : 

Strike ont all after the word “ sailors,” in line 196, down to and inclading the 
word “soldiers” in line 201, as follows: 

And if the work of collecting and paying said bounty and other claims shall not 
be finished at the end of the current fiscal year, said bureau shall be closed, and 
all papers connected therewith shall be turned over to the Department having 
charge of the payment of bounties due to white soldiers. 

Mr. BANNING. Mr. Chairman, this amendment will accomplish 
the purpose of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. BuTcen. ] 
Mr. Chairman, it is always in my opinion wise to leave well enough 
alone. The payment of colored soldiers’ bounties was put in charge 
of the War Department after the Freedmen’s Bureau had proven a 
failure and a fraud. 

The payment of bounties to colored soldiers is much more difficult 
than the payment of white soldiers’ bounties. All manner of frauds 
had been practiced by Freedmen’s Bureau officials. To prevent this 
the matter was placed in charge of the Secretary of War. Anditor 
French, at the time the matter was transferred to the War Depart- 
ment, was consulted, and from his opinion I read the following ex- 
tract: 

It has been the uniform experience of the office that for the prevention and 
detection of fraud, the proper identification of claimants, and their protection, not 
only against the chicanery of unscrupulous parties, but their own ignorance, there 
is needed some kind of an organization that can deal directly with the claimants 
themselves. This is impossible for the officials of the Treasury to do in their 
capacity as accounting-ofticers, from the technical limitation and definition of their 
duties by statute, the lack of any appropriation from which to pay the agents, who 
must be employed on such service, the absence of any authorized mode of extend 
ing such agencies over a large extent of country, and the nature of the service 
itself, which appears to be foreign to the purposes for which an accounting bureau 
is created. 

The bill, Mr. Speaker, proposes at the end of the fiscal year to trans- 
fer this business to the Second Anditor, who, according to his state- 
ment, must have power to send ont agents to examine and learn who 
among the colored soldiers are entitled to bounties. I doubt, sir, if 
the transfer will be economical. And I am of the opinion that it 
will open the door for false claims and frauds. The management in 
the War Department has been honest and satisfactory. It may have 
been expensive ; but that is better than the allowance of false claims, 
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and far better than that honest colored soldiers should be cheated out 


of their bounties as they were under the Freedmen’s Bureau manage- 
ment. 


Mr. Chairman, as this transfer is not to take place for a year, and 


in the hope that the War Department may in that time close up the 


business, I withdraw my amendment at the request of my friend of 
the Appropriation Committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of War is authorized to rent offices required for the construc- 
tion of the State, War, and Navy Department building, and public buildings and 

rrounds, at an annual rental not to exceed $2,100 per annum, until such offices can 
be supplied in buildings belonging tothe Government; and to pay for the rent of 
the building now occupied for said offices, from the Ist day of May, 1877, out of 
any existing appropriations for the State, War, and Navy Department building, or 
public buildings and grounds. 

Mr. BEEBE. I move, in line 205, after the word “an,” to strike 
out the word “annual” and insert “ aggregate.” 
the proposition is to pay “an annual rental not to exceed $2,100 per 
annum.” The word “annual” should be stricken out and the word 
“aggregate” substituted for it, and then it will provide that no 
aggregate annual rental shall exceed $2,100; and it is with that view 
1 have submitted the amendment. 

Mr. SINGLETON. The paragraph is in the language furnished by 
Colonel Casey, and the committee did not criticise it; but it is sus- 
ceptible to the criticism made by the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to line 211, on page 10: “ For the pay of twelve additional first-class clerks, to 
be appointed by the Secretary of War for service in the office of the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral for the examination of the Army records in pension claims from December 1, 
1577, to June 30, 1878, $5,400. 

Mr. EDEN. I make the point of order that that is new legislation 
and not in the interest of economy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair believes it to be new legislation and 
therefore rules it out. ; 

Mr. SINGLETON. I move the committee rise to report the bill and 
amendments, to the House. 

The motion was agreed to, 

‘The committee accordingly rose ; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Wricut reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had, according to order, had under considera- 
tion the bill (IH. R. No. 1526) to provide for deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the service of the Government for the fiseal year ending 
June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other purposes, and had 


directed him to report the same back to the House with sundry amend- 
ments, 


Mr. SINGLETON. 
amendments. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote by which the main 
question was ordered ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to without division 
up to the following amendment : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 115 add the following : 

Provided, That theanexpended balanceof tho appropriation made for star service 
in the transportation ef the mails for tho last fiscal year, or so much thereof as may 
remain after settling accounts touching said service during said year, be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated for the same service during the current fiscal year. 


Mr. FOSTER demanded the yeas and nays on concurring in the 
amendment. 

The Honse divided ; and there were—ayes 34, noes 138. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a sufficient number to order the yeas 
and navs. 

Mr. FOSTER. I demand tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move the House adjourn; and I do not do it to 
filibuster but to freshen us up for the morning. 

The House divided and there were—ayes 46, noes 148. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. FOSTER. I insist on my demand for tellers on the yeas and 
nays. 

The House again divided ; and there were ayes 53. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair considers that a sufficient number to 
order the yeas and nays. If that number had risen at first the yeas 
and nays would have been ordered. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 128, noes &2. 

Mr. EWING. I call forthe yeas and nays on the motion to adjourn. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were—ayes 35, 
noes 151, the affirmative not being one-fifth of the whole vote. 

Mr. EWING. I call for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Ew1nG and Mr. MILLs wereappointed, 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported ayes 55, more 
than one-fifth of the last vote. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn ; and there were— 
yeas 121, nays 132, not voting 38; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesaars. Aldrich, Bacon, William H. Baker, Ballou, Banka, Bicknell, Bis- 
bee, Blair, Boyd, Brentano, Brewer, Briggs, Burchard, Burdjck, Cain, Calkins, Camp, 


I demand the previous question on the bill and 
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Campbell, Candler, Cannon, Chittenden, Claflin, Rush Clark, Cole. Cone. . 
Jacob D. Cox, Crapo, Cummings, Danford, Horace Davis, Decring. 1 aoe T, Covert 
Durham, Dwight, Eames, Ellsworth, I. Newton Evans, John LH. Ey _ a ln 
ter, Freeman, Frye, Garfield, Gibson, Gunter, Hale, Be njamin W. H ne 
Hendee, Henderson, Hooker, Hubbell, Humphrey, Hungerford. | ArTis, Hayes 
Jorgensen, Joyce, Keifer, Keightley, Kimmel, Lapham, Lindsey | Fp James 
Marsh, McCook, McGowan, McKinley, Metcalfe, Mills, Mitchell. on. M8 
son, O'Neill, Overton, Pacheco, Page, Patterson, Peddie, Potier’ Pount. Ml 
Price, Pugh, Quinn, Rainey, Reed, William W. Rice, Ryan, Sampson St eee 
ger, Sinnickson, A. Herr Smith, William E. Smith, Starin te 
John W, Stone, Joseph C. Stone, Thompson, Thornbuargh, 
Walsh, Ward, Warner, Watson, Welch, Harry White, 
thorne, Willits, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, 
Williams, Benjamin A. Willis, and Wren—121. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkins, John H. Baker, Banning, Bayne, Beebe. 
Blackburn, Bland, Blount, Boone, Bouck, Bragg, Brogden, Browne 
ler, Cabell, John W. Caldwell, Carlisle, Alvah A. Clark, John B Clarke of '} 
tucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cobb, Collins, Cook, Crayons (ren, 
den, Catler, Davidson, JosephJ. Davis, Dibrell, Dickey, Eden, Eickhoff. Elim, £) 
Errett, Ewing, Felton, Finley, Fort, Franklin, Gardner, Garth Giddinga ¢ loom 
Goode, Hamilton, Hanna, Hardenbergh, Harmer, Heary R. Harris, Joly f it sa 
Harrison, Hart, Hartridge, Hartzell, Haskell, Hatcher, Henkle, Henry. fioy.. 
Hunter, Hunton, Frank Jones, James Taylor Joues, John 8. Jones, Kenna k 
ger, Knapp, Knott, Landers, Lathrop, Ligon, Lockwood, Lynde, Mackey ee 
Martin, Mayham, McKenzie, McMahon, Money, Morgan, Morse, Muldrow. 1 
Neal, Norcross, Oliver, Phillips, Pridemore, Rea, Reilly, Americus V. Rice, Jiidulo 
Robbins, Roberts, Robertson, George D. Robinson, Milton S. Robinson kh 
Sapp, Sayler, Scales, Schleicher, Shelley, Singleton, Slemons, Sparks, Sprip 
Steelo, Stenger, Throckmorton, Tipton, Richard W. Townshend, Tuckor , 2 
Turney, Vance, Van Vorhes, Waddell, Walker, Alpheus 8. Williams, Jere \ 
Williams, Albert S. Willis, Wilson, Wood, Wright, and Yeates—132 ; 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Aiken, Bagley, Bliss, Bridges, Bright, Bundy, W. p 
Caldwell, Caswell, Chalmers, Samuel 8. Cox, Culberson, Darrall, Douglas Ia 
L. Evans, Field, Fuller, Gause, Hazelton, Abram 8. Hewitt, Goldsmith W. 1 
Ilerbert, Hiscock, Kelley, Ketcham, Leonard, Luttrell, Phelps, Pollay 
dolph, nesge. Sexton, Smalls, Southard, Strait, Swann, 

Veeder, and Young—3s. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

During the roll-call, the following announcemefits were made: 

Mr. GARTH. I desire to state that my colleague from Alabama, 
Mr. Hewitt, is absent on account of sickness. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I wish to state that Mr. Cuatmers, 
of Mississippi, was suddenly taken ill and left the House. | am 
paired withhim. If he were present, he would vote “ay” and I would 
vote *no.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the amendment 
reported from the Committee of the Whole, which will be agaiu read 
for the information of the House. 

The amendment was again read. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 108, nays 129, not 
voting 54; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Bisbee, Bland, Boone, Bouck, Boyd, Brogden, Burdick, Ca 
bell, Cain, John W. Caldwell, Campbell, Rush Clark, Conger, Cook, Crapo, Craveus 
Crittenden, Culberson, Cummings, Davidson, Horace Davis, Joseph J. Davis, Dib 
rell, Dunnell, Dwight, Eames, Elam, Ellis, I. Newton Evans, John [. Evins, Ewing 
Felton, Forney, Freeman, Garth, Gibson, Giddings, Goode, Gunter, Benjamin W 
Harris, Henry R. Marris, Hartridge, Haskell, Hatcher, Henry, Hooker, House, Hu 
phrey, Knapp, Lapham, Lathrop, Ligon, Loring, Lynde, Manning, Marsh, Met 
calfe, Mills, Mitchell, Money, Morgan, Muldrow, Norcross, Oliver, O Neill, Pacheco 
Page, Peddie, Phillips, Pound, Powers, Price, Pridemore, Pugh, Quinn, Ridd! 
Robbins, Roberts, Robertson, George D. Robinson, Ryan, Sampson, Sapp, Scales, 
Seldeicher, Shallenberger, Shelley, Sinnickson, Slemons, Starin, Steele, Stephens 
John W. Stone, Joseph C. Stone, Throckmorton, Tipton, Tucker, Vance, Van 
Vorhes, Waddell, Walker, Welch, Alpheus S. Williams,Charles G. Williains, Jere 
N. Williams, Wren, and Yeates—10s. 

NA YS—Messrs. Aldrich, Atkins, Bacon, John H. Baker, William H. Baker, Ban 
ning, Bayne, Beebe, Benedict, Blackburn, Blair, Blount, Bragg, Brentano, Brewer 
Briggs, Browne, Buckner, Burchard, Calkins, Camp, Cannon, Carlisle, Chittenden 
Clatlin, Alvah A.Clark, John B. Clarke of Kentacky, John}. Clark, jr., of Missouri 
Clymer, Cobb, Cole, Collins, Covert, Jacob D. Cox, Cutler, Danford, Deering, Deni 
son, Dickey, Durham, Eden, Errett, Finley, Fort, Foster, Franklin, Frye, Gardner, 
Garfield, Glover, Hale, Hamilton, Hanna, Hardenbergh, Harmer, Hart, Hartzell 
Hayes, Hendee, Henderson, Hubbell, Hungerford, Hunter, Ittner, James, Frauk 
Jones, John 8. Jones, Joyce, Keifer, Keightley, Kenna, Killinger, Kimmel, Knott, 
Landers, Lindsey, Lockwood, Mackey, Maish, Martin, Mayham, McCook, McKen- 
zie, McKinley, McMahon, Monroe, Morrison, Morse, Muller, Neal, Overton, Pat 
terson, Potter, Rainey, Rea, Reed, Reilly, Americus V. Rice, William W. lice, 
Milton S. Robinson, Ross, Singleton, A. Herr Smith, Sparks, Springer, Stenger, 
Stewart, Thompson, Amos Townsend, Richard W. Townshend, Turner, Turney 
Wait, Walsh, Ward, Warner, Watson, Harry White, Michael D. White, W hit 
thorne, Willits, Andrew Williams, James Williams, Richard Williams, Albert 5, 
Willis, Benjamin A. Willis, Wilson, Wood, and Wright—1*9. ie 

NOT VOLTING—Messrs. Aiken, Bagley, Bailou, Banks, Bicknell, Bliss, Bridges 
Bright, Bundy, Butler, W. P. Caldwell, Candler, Caswell, Chalmers, Samuel S 
Cox, Darrall, Douglas, Eickhoff, Ellsworth, James L. Evans, Field, Faller, (rause, 
John T. Harris, Harrison, Hazelton, Henkle, Herbert, Abram S. Hewitt, Ge ldsmith 
W. Hewitt, Hiscock, Hunton, James Taylor Jones, Jorgensen, Kelley, Ketcham, 
Leonard, Luttrell, McGowan, Phelps, Pollard, Randolph, Reagan, Sayler, Sextoa, 
Smalls, William E. Smith, Southard, Strait, Swann, Thornburgh, Martin 1. Town 
send, Veeder, and Young—54. 

So the amendmert was not concurred in. 

During the call of the roll the following announcements were 
made: y 

Mr. MONEY. The gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. YOUNG, is ab- 
sent on account of sickness; if he were here, he would vote “ay. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am paired with Mr. CHALMERS, of 
Mississippi. If he were here, he would vote “ay” and I would vote 
“no.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was non-concurred in ; and also moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. 

Mr. MILLS. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr ROBBINS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 





1877. 


Mr. MILLS. And pending that I move that when the House 


adjourns it be to meet on Friday. 


The SPEAKER. The question is first on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Texas, (Mr. MILLS. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I withdraw it. : 

Mr. DURHAM. I renew the motion of the gentleman from Texas. 
If gentlemen do not want to adjourn we can sit here as long as they 


pan. i ‘ ‘ 
The question was upon Mr. DuRHAM’s motion. 


Mr. CLYMER. Is it in order to move that the House adjourn until 
ten o'clock to-morrow ? ; ; 

TheSPEAKER. That és not in order. 

The question was taken on Mr. DvuRHAM’s motion; and it was not 


greed to. ® 
oer he question recurred on Mr. RossBixs’s motion that the House 


adjourn. . : 

Mr. SINGLETON. Upon that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was put upon ordering the yeas and nays; and on a 
division there were—ayes 40, noes 166. ' ' 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered, one-fifth not voting in favor 

t of. 
= CLYMER. I call for tellers upon the yeas and nays. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I make the point of order that it is not in order, | 
after the House has refused by a viva voce vote to order the yeas and | 
pays, to call for tellers upon them. 

The SPEAKER. It is competent always for the House to test the 
question whether one-fifth of the members present will order the 
yeas and nays by a vote by tellers. 

“ Mr. RICE. But the House refused to order the yeas and nays on 
the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announced the result as ayes 40 and 
noes 166; that was the result of the viva voce vote, and, that being | 
but one-quarter of the vote, the yeas and nays were not ordered, but 
now tellers are called for. 

Tellers were ordered, (thirty-one members voting in favor thereof ;) 
and Mr. CLYMER and Mr. CONGER were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 39, noes 159. 

So (one-fifth not voting in favor thereof) the yeas and nays were 
not ordered; and the motion of Mr. ROBBINS was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at five o’clock and forty-five minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pennsylvania, for the amendment of the bankrupt laws—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLAND: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Cherryville, by way of Rogers’s Mill, to Cotewa, Missouri— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CLAFLIN: Remonstrance of J. F. Dane & Co., and 184 
other firms, in the shoe and leather trade, of Boston, and of Faulk- 
ner, Kimball & Co., and other firms of the Merchants’ Association, of 
Boston, against the repeal of the bankrupt law—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Memorial of James M. Pomeroy, adjutant and 
inspector general of Arkansas, and others, for an appropriation for 
the encouragement of rifle practice in the Army and Navy and the 
uniformed militia of the States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: The petition of the mayor and board of 
aldermen of Jefferson, Texas, for the improvement of navigation be- 
tween Jefferson, Texas, and Shreveport, Louisiana—to the Commit- 
tec on Commerce 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: The petition of Bassett & Bassett, for the 
payment of a voucher for $12,000, purchased by them from J. W. 
Sunderland, lieutenant Eleventh United States Infantry and acting 
assistant quartermaster—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: The petition of Angeline C. Pusey, for an ex- 
tension of letters-patent for scales, granted to the late Lea Pusey— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MAISH:: Papers relating to the claim of William P. Wood 
fie: services rendered in the recovery of certain moneys belonging to 
the United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of Michael Mack, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_By Mr. OVERTON: The petition of George H. Wells and 67 other 
citizens of Susquehanna County, Pennsylvania, for the amendment 
of the pension laws—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RICE, of Ohio : The petition of owners of stalls in Northern 
Liberty Market, for compensation for damages sustained by reason of 
its demolition—to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. THORNBURGH: The petition of John L. Hawkins and 
others, for relief—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. WARNER: The petition of Captain George Conway, for 
compensation for personal property lost while in the employ of the 
United States—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: The petition of William J. Elgie, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of Augustus Watson and William 
Coppinger, for an appropriation of $50,000 to pay the cost of a pre- 
liminary survey of a transcontinental railroad from the republic of 
Liberia eastward one or two thousand miles into the Niger Valley 
Africa—to the Committee on Manufactures . 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, November 22, 1877. 


Prayer by Rev. P. S. KniGut, of Salem, Oregon. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 


THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. THURMAN. I rise to move that the Journal be amended. It 
does not state all the proceedings that took place yesterday and that 
ought to be stated. On the contrary, it leaves as the pending ques- 
tion here a question that was not before the Senate at all when the 
Senate adjourned: the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Hoar] to lay the resolution offered by me upon the table. 
There was nv such motion pending when the Senate adjourned. Tlie 
RECORD truly states the facts. The Senator from Massachusetts 
closed his speech with a motion to lay the resolution on the table, 
whereupon the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] made this re- 
quest, after the yeas and nays had been ordered on the motion to lay 
on the table; that was the next step, and that does not appear on 
the Journal: 

Mr. Bayarp. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts if he will object to 
withdrawing his motion if I give him the floor for the purpose of renewing it 
after I shall state my reasons for voting to discharge the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections from the consideration of this case? 

Mr. Hoar. I will certainly accede to the request of the honorable Senator from 
Delaware with that understanding. 

The Vick-PREsIDENT. The Senator from Delaware will proceed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is that which the Senator is reading ? 

Mr. THURMAN. On page 19 of to-day’s Recorp, on the right 
hand side a little below the center of the page : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Delaware will proceed. 


The Senator from Delaware then proceeded to address the Senate 
at some length.» Thus it will be seen thatthe motion was withdrawn 
and the Senator from Delaware was permitted to address the Senate. 
At an after-period it was said by the Senator from New York [ Mr. 
CONKLING] that the yeas and nays having been ordered it was not 
within the power of the Senator from Massachusetts to withdraw 
his motion to lay on the table. Whether the rule that after the yeas 
and nays have been ordered a party shall not withdraw an amend- 
ment or the like applies to a case of this kind, Ido not care now to 
examine, because, according to the universal usage of the Senate, 
unanimous consent will override almost any rule we have. There are 
a few rules that unanimous consent cannot override, but this is not 
one of them. Unanimous consent, therefore, could override this, and 
the Chair very properly, there being no objection, which is equiva- 
lent to unanimous consent, gave the floor to the Senator from Dela- 
ware and allowed him to proceed with his speech. What took place 
after the Senator from Delaware closed? At the end of the speech 
of the Senator from Delaware, the RecorD goes on to state and 
truly: 

Mr. THURMAN, Mr. Hoar, and others addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachusetts yield further? 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish the Senator would permit me to inquire whether the mo- 
tion to lay on the table has been withdrawn. 

Mr. Hoar. I made the motion to lay on the table. The Senator from Delaware 
asked me to withdraw it that he might state his views, with the statemont that at 
the close of his speech he would see that I had an opportunity to renew it. 


It was withdrawn, but the Senator from Delaware was to see that 
the Senator from Massachusetts had an opportunity to renew it. The 
motion itself to lay on the table was gone and had to be renewed. 

Mr. Bayarp. I did; and I meant to yield the floor to the Senator that he should 
renew the motion if he desired to do so. 

Mr. THunMAN. Undoubtedly, but I ask him to withdraw it for a moment. 


That is an error in the report; “to withhold it” was the expres- 
sion I used; “ to withhold it for a moment.” 
Mr. Hoar. Certainly. 


He did then withhold it. There was no motion pending to with- 
draw; but he withheld his motion, did not renew it. Then I ad- 
dressed the Senate. I complained—I hope, however, in no bad tem- 
per—that a motion to lay on the table was made the effect of which 
might be to deprive me of my privilege of replying to those who had 
spoken against my resolution. The Senator from Massachusetts an- 
swered me that he did not consider that that parliamentary custom 
or usage or law applied to an incidental question, as he considered 
this to be, but he ended, however, with saying this: 

But I accept very cheerfully the interpretation which comes from the great ex 
perience and authority of the honorable Senator from Ohio, and I certainly will not 
make the motion after his intimation without his having an opportunity to speak. 

Now, Mr. President, you see the motion had been withdrawn, and 
the Senator from Massachusetts expressly declined to renew it until 
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I should have an opportunity to speak. Then the Senator from New 
York rose and raised the question that he could not withdraw it be- 
cause the yeas and nays had been ordered, forgetting that he had 
been allowed to withdraw it by unanimous consent, which overruled 
the rule of the Senate that the Senator from New York referred to. 

Then I took the Senator from New York off his feet by applying 
his own rule to him by saying that, if it was out of order to with- 
draw the motion, it was out of order for him to speak, and he yielded 
and sat down. That was all wrong on both sides ; on his side and on 
my side. There was nothing in his point of order, for the motion had 
been withdrawn. There was nothing in my point of order against 
him, for he had a perfect right to speak just as long as he pleased. 
After the original resolution was before the Senate for its considera- 
tion, then I moved to go into executive session, and that motion 

revailed, 

Now, Mr. President, the Journal as it is made up omits to state the 
fact that the yeas and nays had been ordered on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. It omits to state the fact that he after- 
ward by unanimous consent withdrew that motion; but the Journal 
as made up leaves this question about laying the resolution on the 
table as a pending question, when there was no such question pend- 
ing atall. I move to amend the Journal by making it conform to 
the facts as they are stated in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I ask that the Senator’s motion 
be reduced to writing, so that we shall know exactly what it is that 
he proposes to make the Journal say. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Vermont asks that the 
Senator from Ohio reduce his motion to writing. 

Mr. THURMAN. Well, I move first to insert that— 

. On the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, the yeas and nays were or- 
dered, 

That is the first. After that I will move a further amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Whereabouts is that to come in? I want to un- 
derstand this matter myself, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, 
inserted ? 

Mr. THURMAN. It onght to be after the words— 


On the motion of Mr. Hoar, that the resolution do lie upon the table, the Sena. 
tor from New York demanded the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 


At what point in the Journal is it to be 


That is the first amendment that I offer to the Journal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, would it be in orderto move that 
this question be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions to be reported with the South Carolina case ? 

Mr. THURMAN. Then we should never get a report and the Jour- 
nal never would be amended. [Laughter.] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then we should be left exactly where the Sena- 
tor says he was left yesterday, with nothing before us. 

Now, Mr. President, to leave off that part of it, I should like to 
have the Secretary read again that portion of the Journal which 
touches this case, so that all the Senators may know precisely how 
the Journal now is. It is a little difficult to understand it from the 
way it was read as a matter of course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report. 

The Secretary read as follows : 

On motion by Mr. TuuRMAN, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
yesterday submitted by him to discharge the Committee on Privileges and Elec 
tions from the further consideration of the credentials of M. C. Butler; and, 

Attor debate, 

On motion by Mr. Hoar that the resolution lie on the table, 

On motion by Mr. THuRMAN, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business, it was determined in the aflirmative, yeas 30, nays 29. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, if I understand the present 
motion of my friend from Ohio, it is that after the words which I 
now read : 

On motion by Mr. Hoar that the resolution lie on the table— 

These words be inserted— 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Aw I right in that? 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand my friend from Massachusetts to 
say that is the truth ? 

Mr. HOAR. That is the truth, and I think the Journal should be 
so corrected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let that be put in, then. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be inserted in the Journal by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. THURMAN. Now, I move to add immediately after that: 

And thereupon, by unanimous consent, Mr. Hoar withdrew his motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. Oh, no! 

Mr. THURMAN. That is the fact. 

Mr. CONKLING. Oh, no! 

Mr. THURMAN. I have already read the Recorp when the Sena- 
tor was not here. 

Mr. CONKLING. I know what took place. 
portunity to read the Recorp. 

Mr. THURMAN. I know what took place, too. The Senator was 
not here when I read it, but the facts are just as they are stated in 
the Recorp. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That part of it I wish to have reduced to writing. 


I have not had an op- 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont , 

° : ° . it asks th 
this part of the motion to amend be reduced to writing am 
Mr. THURMAN. Will the Clerk please take it down? 

And thereupon, by unanimous consent, Mr. Hoar withdrew his motic 

Mr. HOAR. I understand this is not part of the 
amendment of the Journal has been made. 
a new one. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is an independe 
It was originally a part of the first motion. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President, I should like to he 
RecorD showing the unanimous consent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the amendment that is 
posed reported, before we take any further step. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will report the 
to the Journal, now proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

The Cotter Clerk. After this statement in the Journal: 

On motion by Mr. Hoar that the resolution lay on the table 

On motion by Mr. CONKLING, 7 F 

The yeas and nays upon this motion, being desired by ono- 
present, were ordered. 

It is proposed to insert : 

Mr. Hoan then, by unanimous consent, withdrew his motion. 

Mr. THURMAN. Those are the words I move to insert. " 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear the Recorp read, which 
shows, as it is said, that that proceeding took place. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have already read it; but, as anumber of Se . 
tors have come in since, I will read it again. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] closed his speech with these words : 

Mr. President, it was my purpose—I have spoken longer than I inten: 
move to lay the resolution on the table. 1 now make that motion. 

This followed: 

The Vick-Prestpent. The Senator from Massachusetts moves that the resoly. 
tion lie on the table. i 

Mr. CONKLING called for the yeas and nays ; and they were ordered. 

Mr. Bayarp. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts if he will object to 
withdrawing his motion if I give him the floor for the purpose of renewing it after 
I shall state my reasons for voting to discharge the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections from the consideration of this case ? > 

Mr. Hoar. I will certainly accede to the request of the honorable Senator from 
Delaware with that understanding. 

That is, he acceded to his request to withdraw his motion with the 
understanding that he was to be allowed the floor in order to renew 
it. There being no objection, there was unanimous consent, and 
that unanimous consent overrides the rule referred to by the Senator 
from New York. No one will question that. 

The Vice-President accordingly, in strict pursuance of the usage of 
the Senate, announced: 

The Senator from Delaware will proceed. 
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And thereupon the Senator from Delaware made a speech of some 
length. At the close of his speech the RECORD goes on to state, and 
states truly : 

Mr. TuurMAN, Mr. Hoar, and others addressed the Chair. 

The Vick-PREsIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachusetts yield further! 

Mr. THuRMAN. I wish the Senator would permit me to inquire whether the 
motion to lay on the table has been withdrawn. 

Mr. Hoar. I made the motion to lay on the table. The Senator from Delaware 
asked me to withdraw it that he might state his views, with the statement that at 
the close of his spoech he would see that I had an opportunity to renew it 

Mr. Bayarp. I did; and I meant to yield the floor to the Senator that he should 
renew the motion if he desired to do so. 

Mr. THurMAN. Undoubtedly, but I ask him to withdraw it for a moment. 


That is a mistake. The word I used was “ withhold.” 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the honorable Senator from Ohio 
whether he is quite sure that the word he used was “ withhold,” and 
not “ withdraw ?” 

Mr. THURMAN. Iam very sure. My recollection is very certain 
that I used it, for I recollect using it ex diligentia at the time; but I 
do not care for that; let it stand “ withdraw” if the Senator recol- 
lects it that way. 

Mr. HOAR. That is my recollection. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then I made a request to him to withdraw a 
motion that was not pending, that had already been withdrawn. 
That would be the while of it. I did not make any such foolish re- 
quest as that. What does Mr. Hoar say to that? Take it “with- 
draw.” 

Mr. Hoar. Certainly. 


Then he did withdraw it. If it had been then pending, that would 
have been the second time he withdrew it, and not a single word of 
objection was made. There was unanimous consent to that, and that 
overrides the rule to which the Senator from New York referred. 
Then I proceeded to address the Senate, and said : 


Mr. President, I have never, in the eight years of experience that I have had in 
this body, known a motion to lay a resolution or bill on the table made by an oppo 
nent of that resolution or bill until the mover of the resolution or bil had - p 
heard in answer to the objections that had been urged against it. I think it ik te 
parliamentary usage that the mover of a resolntion shall, in familiar phrase close 
the debate; not an absolute right to say that nobody is to speak after him, but = 
the opportunity shall be afforded him to reply to those who have objected -— 
resolution or motion ; and this is the first time in eight years’ experience that « 4 
I have known that right or privilege of the mover of a resolution interfered wit H 
by a motion to lay it upon the table. I desire to say something in reply to what has 
been said, but, if this motion is to be made to cut me off, then I must submit to my 
fate. 
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Now, what does the Senator from Massachusetts reply to that? 


n. Mr. President, I had supposed that the parliamentary usage in regard 

- - atters al »plied to the mover of the principal measure, for instance a bill 

ro — did not understand that any gentleman who made any incidental 
wa. 


in regard to & general subject, like the present motion to discharge a com 
1a entitled to close debate on the question before that particular inci- 
od Se could be disposed of. But I accept very cheerfully the interpreta- 
eee hich comes from the great experience and authority of the honorable Senator 
pie 2 jhio and I certainly will not make the motion after his intimation without 
; vaving an opportunity to speak. 


Now, if there is anything certain on the face of the earth, it is 
tl at by unanimous consent the motion to lay on the table made by 
the Senator from Massachusetts was withdrawn and never renewed 
afterward. . : 2% : 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it seems to me that this is a very sim- 

Je matter. Having made a motion to lay on the table the proposi- 
on made by the honorable Senator from Ohio, I was requested by 
the honorable Senator from Delaware to withdraw it on the under- 
standing that it should be renewed again as soon as he had concluded 

s reme ks. 

Mt BAYARD. If the Senator desired. 

Mr. HOAR. “If the Senator desired,” and I expressed the desire 
by saving that I consented “ with that understanding.” There was 
yo formal withdrawal of the motion; no unanimous consent was 
asked of the Senate that that withdrawal might be made ; no state- 
ment was made by the Chair to the Senate that the motion was with- 
drawn. Under these circumstances the Senator from Delaware ad- 
dressed the Senate. Now, it is entirely immaterial, it seems to me, 
whether that transaction amounted to a unanimous understanding 
that the motion was withdrawn without any formal withdrawal by 
the mover, or any formal asking for unanimous consent, or any 
formal statement by the Chair that it had been withdrawn, or 
whether it was considered that the Senator from Delaware pro- 
ceeded by unanimous consent without any such action with the 
understanding that the motion was to be considered by unanimous 
consent as renewed when the Senator from Delaware took his seat. 

One or the other of those two things clearly happened. Either the 
motion never was withdrawn as was necessary, or if informally with- 
drawnsit was withdrawn with the understanding that it was in some 
way considered as renewed as soon as the Senator from Delaware 
concluded his remarks, because after the Senator from Delaware con- 
cluded his remarks there was a proposition made by the Senator from 
Ohio that it should be withdrawn again, showing that he understood 
it was renewed or was then pending. To that request the Senator 
from New York [Mr. CONKLING ] interposed an objection that it could 
not be withdrawn without unanimous consent, and stated that he 
objected in substance; that is, that a Senator would be found un- 
doubtedly who would object ; and the Senator from Ohio yielded, as 
did the Senate, to that suggestion, and thereupon he rose to a point 
of order, which was that the Senator from New York was out of order 
in speaking to the undebatable proposition to lay the motion on the 
table, to which the Senator from New York yielded. So that the 
honorable Senator from Ohio himself enforced a rule of the Senate, 
which rule was only applicable if the motion to lay on the table was 
considered by the Senate as pending, and the gentleman against 
whom he sought to enforce the rule yielded to that proposition. 

Now, can there be anything more certain than that tbe journal 
clerk is right in recording that that proposition was considered as 
pending, that the yeas and nays which had been ordered upon it 
were still required to be put when the question was taken? It seems 
to me, Mr. President, that there can be no question that it was the 
understanding of the honorable Senator from Ohio himself and the 
pa Senate yesterday that the motion to lay on the table was 
pending. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Ohio requires an amendment. To state the truth, as 
he understands it, the Journal should declare that, “by unanimous 
consent of the Senator from Massachusetts,” and, possibly of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware—although I do not think it clear that he should 
be included—this motion was withdrawn. If the Journal should go 
any further, it would tell an untruth, known, I think, to every mem- 
ber of the Senate, and proved by the statement made by the Senator 
from Ohio himself. Is there any pretense in this printed Recorp, 
or In any suggestion the Senate has heard, that the President sub- 
mitted to the body whether unanimous consent should be given to 
the withdrawal of this motion to lie on the table, and that the Senate 
gave consent ? 

Mr. THURMAN. I ask the Senator from New York if it is not the 
every-day practice, when no objection is made, to consider that 
ubanimous consent is given ? 

Mr. CONKLING. The honorable Senator from Ohio seemed yes- 
terday to think me unsafe in assertion when I declared my igno- 
rance of a courtesy or a custom in the Senate such as he then affirmed. 
Now, if I answer his question as I must answer if at all he may think 
ne again guilty of extravagance of assertion. I am compelled, how- 
ever, to say that never, to my knowledge, did it occur in the Senate, 
or Was it suggested before, that, permitting a Senator by unanimous 
consent to make remarks not at the moment in order, revolutionized 
= Journal, overthrew the rules, and subverted the orders of the Sen- 
ate; never, 


Mr, President, this proceeding yesterday was not accidental or 


careless. I am positive in affirming that it was not heedless or acci- 
dental. The motion to lay on the table was not a stray motion. The 
Senator from Massachusetts had, I think, considered it. Other Sen- 
ators had considered it also. It was not by accident that I lost not 
one moment, when the motion was made, in demanding the yeas and 
nays upon it. My purpose was to put the motion to lay on the table 
beyond reach of recall, or power of withdrawal by anybody. I have 
no hesitation in avowing my reason for this. There had been, if not 
rumors, whispers of new and strange alliances. It is to be hoped they 
are holy alliances. There had been whispers of alliances, pending for 
some time and which were yesterday suspected to have ripened into 
certainty—alliances relied upon to transfer the majority from one 
side to the other side of the Senate. I felt it my right to ascertain by 
the earliest method who were the allies, the reserves, and reeruits—and 
how many there are. It seemed that a motion to lay on the table, not 
being debatable, would produce a very early revelation of the coali- 
tion, and show how it was that the control of the Senate was to pass 
away from the majority as heretofore constituted, and, like the star 
of empire, “ westward take its way.” I was quite particular, there- 
fore, to get upon the Journal the fact that the constitutional one- 
fifth of the Senate had ordered the yeas and nays to be taken; my 
object of course being that the forty-fourth rule of the Senate might 
operate, which rule is in these words: 

Any motion or resolution may be withdrawn or modified by the mover at any time 
before a decision, amendment, or ordering of the yeas and nays— . 

“Except a motion,” and soon. I speak of my motive and purpose, 
in order to convince the Senator from Ohio that it is next to impossi- 
ble that such a mistake was permitted as he now wants the Journal 
to assert. When the Senator from Delaware rose and asked to be 
allowed to make some remarks, and suggested a withdrawal of the 
motion to lay on the table, I saw very clearly as other Senators did 
who attended to it that the Senator from Massachusetts had not 
in his mind at the moment the forty-fourth rule, nor the fact that 
an impassable barrier had been put between him and all power to 
withdraw his motion. The phraseology he adopted in reply to the 
Senator from Delaware, in addition to signifying his readiness to be 
courteous, no doubt signified also his supposition that he hadthe power 
to withdraw. Nobody rose to interrupt in order to read a rule of the 
Senate, and everybody I think knew that the mental operation of the 
Senator from Massachusetts could not overthrow the rules, or undo 
what the Senate had done. The Senator from Delaware proceeded. 
Subsequently, to guard against the possibility of mistake, I took oc- 
casion to remind the Senate and the Chair of the state of the ques- 
tion; and as distinguished Senators have delighted the Senate this 
morning by reading from the speeches they made, I venture to read 
a short extract from afew observations of mine. I said: 

When this motion was made to lay this resolution on the table, a Senator—I was 
that Senator—demanded the yeas and nays. The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The rule of the Senate declares that after that no Senator can withdraw a motion. 
No Senator has withdrawn it. No Senator, I think, will withdraw it, beeause it 
will be within the province of every other Senator to insist upon the observance 
of the rule, and I hope there will be found some member of the body who, in the 
language of parliamentary bodies, will demand that the House proceeding to exe- 
cute an order shall execute it. 

Did the Senator from Ohio or any other Senator take issue with 
that statement? Did any Senator set me right or set the Chair right, 
because I had the acquiescence of the Chair at the time? When I 
asserted that this motion had not been withdrawn, that if could not 
be withdrawn, then was the time for the honorable Senator from 
Ohio to insist as he does now. 

Mr. THURMAN. What does the Senator mean by saying that he 
had the acquiescence of the Chair? The ReEcorD does not say that 
the Chair uttered a word. 

Mr. CONKLING. Indeed! Let me set my friend right again. 
The Senator from Ohio rose, and rose with some might, after my 
statement that the motion was still pending, he rose to assert for 
once at least the rules of the Senate. He made a point of order upon 
me. His point was that I was out of order because a motion to lay 
on the table was then pending and that motion was not debatable ; 
and bowing, as I always do, to the honorable Senator from Ohio, I 
congratulated him on appearing as the champion of order; and I took 
my seat with a promptness which must have earned the gratitude of 
Senators around me. 

The Chair did make a remark just at this point, and the record 
shows it, indicating clearly that he regarded the motion to lay on 
the table as pending and as cutting off debate. 

The honorable Senator from Ohio will see that had I not had or 
rather had he net had the approval of the Chair when he made his 
point of order, I should have been deemed in order, and for aught 
the Senator from Ohio knows I might have been on the floor to this 
time. 

Mr. EATON. And talking still. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CONKLING. And as the Senator from Connecticut naturally 
says, talking still. So I was quite warranted in saying that I had 
the approval of the Chair; it is true also that I had the great au- 
thority of the honorable Senator from Ohio himself. 

I submit, Mr. President, that the Journal ought not to be amended 
so as to get rid of the motion to lie on the table. It cannot be so 
amended unless the Senate should vote that when two Senators in con- 
versation, one saying “I should like to make a remark” and the other 
saying “I have no objection, and I withdraw my motion for that pur- 
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pose,” such adialogue between two Senators actually obliterates arule 


of the Senate, sponges from the Journal an order which has been put 
there by one-fifth of the Senate that the yeas and nays shall be taken, 
and reverses the whole proceeding, and all upon the theory, as I must 
understand it, that what the Senator from Massachusetts thought 
at the time and what he said to the Senator from Delaware is tan- 
tamount to the Chair propounding to the Senate another question, 
namely, whether, in spite of the order for the yeas and nays, this mo- 
tion should be withdrawn, by unanimous consent, and then declaring 
the assent or dissent of the Senate when ascertained. 

I beg to say, for one, that had the Chair submitted that qnestion I 
should have been as intent a’ I could be upon anything in interpos- 
ing an objection, having myself asked for the yeas and nays to the 
end that this motion to lie on the table should be voted upon, and 
that we should thus know by whose votes it is that success is hoped 
for in a motion to discharge the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions from a@ case never investigated there or here, and to bring it 
here to be carried by main foree—by the force of numbers, when it 
had been ascertained somewhere that numbers could be procured. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, in addition to the rules of the Sen- 
ate, to which I trust I shall always be found paying an intelligent 
and ready obedience, there is a rule of my own, and that is, that no 
member of the Senate shall by a courtesy to me be deprived of any 
advantage, parliamentary or otherwise, which he had at the time of 

rranting it. Yesterday, by the rules of the Senate, the Senator from 

fassachusetts regularly and in order moved to lay the resolution of 
the Senator from Ohio upon the table. Under the rule, that motion 
having been made must be decided without debate ; and the Senator 
from.New York, for reasons which he has given to us, called for the 
yeas and nays, and they were ordered. So far, debate was absolutely, 
under the rules, at an end upon that subject, and nothing remained 
but for the Clerk to call the roll. 

Pending that, the motion having been unexpected by me, I rose 
and applying to the honorable Senator from Massachusetts asked the 
opportunity of giving my reasons for voting in favor of the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio. It was politely accorded me, and by the 
courtesy of the Senate I was permitted to speak at my own discretion. 
1 did not consider that there was a formal displacement of the con- 
dition of the business before the Senate by reason of the extension of 
that courtesy to me, and I am compelled to state that as my belief 
now. Ihold, andI am bound to hold and to vote in favor of the pre- 
cise construction which I have given to the state of affairs before the 
Senate. I could not have had the floor, I could not have displaced 
the proceedings of the Senate, except by the courtesy unanimously 
extended to me, and I cannot manufacture out of that grant anything 
that shall have any effect more than was intended by the grant to me. 

I propose, so far as I can, to keep the case just where it was when 
leave was given to me, despite the rules of the Senate, to express my 
views upon the subject before it. I am compelled to say that I was 
careful, therefore, seeing some confusion of debate, points of order 
having arisen to and fro on different sides of the Chamber between 
gentlemen, one first calling the other to order and being again called 
to order in turn, I thought there had been some possible confusion in 
which the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts might have been 
displaced owing to his civility to me, and I asked him expressly, as 
is reported on page 21 of the Recorp of to-day, “whether my obliga- 
tion to the Senator from Massachusetts, who yielded me the floor for 
the purpose of submitting my reasons why I should vote for the res- 
olution of the Senator from Ohio, has been fulfilled.” 

The Senator from New York [Mr. CONKLING] said it certainly had 
been, and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOaR] said that he 
understood “the obligation of the Senator from Delaware” to him 
had been “perfectly fulfilled in all respects.” 

Mr. President, it shall be “perfectly fulfilled in all respects.” I 
hold that I am bound to have it stand just where it did stand before 
I commenced to address the Senate yesterday after the unanimous 
consent accorded me by their permission. I cannot look at it in any 
other way. I do not go on the question of the strict construction of 
the rules, but I take whatI believe to be and what seems to me to be 
the substantial condition of facts, in which, while I can understand 
the criticism made by the honorable Senator from Ohio upon the word 
“ withdraw,” yet so far as Iam concerned I hold no man to the mean- 
ing of that technical rule. The substance was that I might, despite 
the rules of the Senate, go on with my remarks which would have other- 
wise been out of order, but which were made in order by unanimous 
consent; and I must vote, if vote there shall come on this subject, to 
put the case just where it stood at the time I received permission to 
address the Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I do not know what—— 

Mr. BAYARD. My friend will pardon me one moment further. It 
was the permission granted ond accepted yesterday which led to 
this debate this morning, and the understanding of my honorable 
friend from Ohio has induced him to make this motion for an alleged 
necessary correction of the Journal. The honorable Senator from 
New York spoke of his action yesterday as being no accident, but 
said that the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, followed by 
the quick call of the Senator from New York for the yeas and nays, 
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me here. I can only say that no alliances, holy or unholy, are oe 
by me to exist, and there is none to which the light of da on 
most welcome, I know, to me and I believe to ever +) is not 
this side of the Chamber in respect to this vote 
this party or any other party in this Chambe 
United States. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Delaw 
pleased to say something about manufacturing a case 
was said yesterday contrary to the understanding at th 
understood his remark aright. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, my friend is certainly in error. ana 
I ask that the reporter may read the remarks. He will find jo ss, 
phrase used by me, or, if it was, it was a mistake, vas 

Mr. THURMAN. My friend says that is not his meaning. If t! 
had been his meaning, I should have been very mach impelled m 
take exception to it. or 

Mr. BAYARD. It was not only not my meaning, it was not m 
expression, and I submit to my honorable friend that he ought » 
to coin expressions for me. I will let the reporter at the desk po 
what was said, and I think my friend will find himself in erry, 

Mr. THURMAN. I did not pretend to use the exact words: jy» 
let that pass. I hope that the Senator from Delaware will not iynaviy,. 
for one moment that his sense of honor, of personal honor, or of tha 
honor of the Senate is any more acute than that of his fellow ' 
bers on this floor. 

Now, Mr. President, I stand by the record, and what has been saiq 
by the Senator from Delaware does not change what I have said oyo 
iota. The first question is—although that becomes immateria| |, 
what subsequently took place—was the Senator from Delaware per- 
mitted, by unanimous consent, to proceed out of order? No such 
proposition wasmade. He never asked to proceed out of order, Ti 
Senate was never asked to allow him to proceed out of order \y 
unanimous consent, which is sometimes done, frequently dono, ani 
debate allowed to proceed out of order by unanimous consent. No 
such proposition was ever suggested to the Senate ; but the Senator 
from Delaware, in order that,he might proceed in order, asked tho 
Senator from Massachusetts to withdraw his motion, promising that 
he would see that he got the floor in order that he might rene it, 
That is what took place, as the RecorpD shows, and that is what 
actually took place. 

The Senator from Delaware did fulfill his obligations to the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts. When I rose, at the close of the remarks of 
the Senator from Delaware, and the Senator from Massachusetts rose 
at the same time, the Senator from Delaware stated what he under- 
stood, that he was to see that the Senator from Massachusetts o))- 
tained the floor to renew his motion, or words to that effect, I arqui- 
esced ina moment. It was the understanding, and [ carried it out, 
and was for carrying it out and fulfilling the obligation of the Sena- 
tor from Delaware as fully as he could have fulfilled it himself. There- 
fore, I, on my own motion, asked the Senator from Massachusetts, 
whom I recognized as entitled to the floor, ‘to withhold,” I say, * to 
withdraw” says the Recorb, the motion; Ido not care which it was, 
because the motion had been withdrawn and was not pending. Then 
what took place? I asked him to withdraw it for a moment and he 
said “Certainly.” Then I proceeded to state reasons why the motion 
ought not to be made, because it cut me off. It was withdrawn, if it 
was then pending, on my application, not on that of the Senator from 
Delaware, and the honor of the Senator from Delaware was not in- 
volved in the case in the slightest degree. It stands on my applica- 
tion to the Senator from Massachusetts either to withhold or withdraw 
the motion, and what took place previously with the Senator from 
Delaware has nothing to do with this case. 

In answer to my application the Senator from Massachusetts said, 
“Certainly ;” and then I proceeded to address the Senate. Now, if 
there was any objection to his withdrawing the motion if it wer 
pending, then was the time for Senators to speak out. Then was tle 
time for the Argus from New York, with all his eyes, and who it 
appears had invented this thing, to see and to speak ; not speaking 
he gave consent. We pass bills because there is not a word of objec- 
tion to them. This very resolution was considered and discussed for 
one hour because there was no objection to its consideration; but 
no objection was asked for. The President of the Senate did not say 
to the Senate, “Is there objection to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion?” No, sir; it went on by unanimous consent, because the want 
of objection is unanimous consent. Then, after it was then with- 
drawn or withheld, (I do not care which,) on my application, by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, and after I had spoken and after he hu 
replied and after he had closed by saying, “I certainly will not make 
the motion after his intimation ”—that is my intimation—* without 
his having an opportunity to speak.” b 

Then rose the Senator from New York, who, I find, in the close of 
his remarks, said that the Senator from Massachusetts could not 
withdraw it. He came too late; the Senator from Massachusetts 
had withdrawn it. He had withdrawn it by unanimous consent. lt 
was not pending. The objection of the Senator from New York camo 
too late; but he says I sat him down upon his own point. Lai 4 
and it was perhaps very stupid in me, but I could not help sitting 
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was a deliberate and preintended course of action. He spoke of | him down with his own doctrine. I intended that what was —_ 
whispers throughout the Chamber; he spoke of possible alliances, | for the goose,” if Iam the goose, should be “sauce for the gander. 


holy or unholy. I can only say that no such whispers have reached | (Laughter.] That is what | intended, and to show that, ou his vwn 
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t of the case, he was out of order. That was shown, but 


ate nl " 
statem The fact was that there was no such 


that could not change the fact. 
motion pending. 

“Bat, Mr. President, I donot care one straw about this matter one 

"or the other. I know, if I know anything, that 1 am right, but 
rg friend from Delaware seems to think that it would reflect on 
hi honorable conduct here, I withdraw my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn and the Jour- 
») stands approved. 
on REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
vas referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 48) in relation to the 
. ternational industrial exposition to be held in Paris in 1578, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

SENATOR FROM SOUTH CAROLINA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour, save two minutes, 
has already expired. If there be no objection, the Chair will now lay 
before the Senate the unfinished business of yesterday, which is the 


resolution offered by the Senator from Ohio (Mr. TuURMAN] that the | take the matters at large, one after the other. 


Committee on Privileges and Elections be discharged from the con- 
sideration of the credentials of M. c. Butler, of South Carolina, 
The pending question on this resolution is, Shall it lie upon the table ; 
and upon that motion the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ANTHONY, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom ] who 
is absent. He would vote “nay,” if here, and I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. COCKRELL, (when Mr. ARMSTRONG’S name was called.) My 
colleague {Mr. ARMSTRONG] is paired with the Senator from Kansas 


{Mr. PLuMB] If my colleague were here, he would vote “nay” and | 


Mr. PLumB would vote “yea.” 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, (when his name was called.) On 
this question I am paired with the Senator from New York, [ Mr. 
KERNAN.] If he were present, I have no doubt he would vote “nay.” 
[should vote “yea” if I were going to vote. 

Mr. MAXEY, (when his name was called.) On political questions 
(and this would seem to take that complexion) I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Ferry.] If not paired, I should vote 
“nay,” and I presume he would vote “ yea.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 30, nays 32; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesars. Allison, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, Hamlin, Hoar, Howe, 
Ingalls, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews, Mitchell, Morrill, 


Oglesby, Paddock, Rollins, Sargent, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, Wadleigh, and | 


Windom—30 
NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Barnum, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davis 
of INineis, Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, Eaton, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Here- 
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ford, Hill, Johnston, Jones of Florida, Lamar, McCreery, McDonald, McPherson, | 


Merrimon, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, 
Whyte, and Withers—32. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Armstrong, Blaine, Cameron of Wisconsin, Ferry, 
Grover, Kernan, Maxey, Plumb, Ransom, and Sharon—11. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate refuses to Jay the resolution 
on the table; and the question now is will the Senate agree to the 
resolution. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I should like to hear the resolu- | 


tion read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be again reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be discharged from 
the consideration of the credentials of M. C. Butler, of South Carolina. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the resolution by striking out 


Kellogg” and also in the latter part of the resolution striking out 
the words “ Sonth Carolina” and inserting the word “ Louisiana.” 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order, that the 
amendment is not germaue to the original proposition, and cannot be 
entertained. The original proposition is one to swear in a Senator 
from the State of South Carolina, while this is a proposition to swear 
in a Senator from the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator be good enongh to refer to the 
rule that makes anything not germane out of order here ? 

Mr. WALLACE. I do not referto any specific rule ; Isimply stand 
upon parliamentary law. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. That is not the parliamentary law. The parlia- 
mentary law is exactly the reverse. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair does not think the point of 
order well taken by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 
is, will the Senate agree to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I have made this motion, not be- 
cause I do not think that the committee ought to have time to pre- 

are and make a report on Mr. Kellogg’s case and also on Mr. But- 
ers case, but because I see it is the apparent disposition of a major- 
ity of this body, if we take them to be sincere, as we must according 
to the rules, to believe that it is not a good thing to have these ques- 
Hons investigated and reported upon by a committee. The solid 
body of our associates upon the other side of the Chamber have evi- 
dently so declared, that a committee ought not to consider such a 
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tee in the order in which these questions arose, and to have absolute, 
regular fair play about this business, I wish to invite them to go with 
me now, or to allow me to go with them, to discharge the committee 
in the first case which, if I take the reports of the public newspapers, 
has had the evidence, &c., submitted in it, so that we shall really get 
a considerable amount of light in respect of the Kellogg and Spof- 
ford question that perhaps we might not get in respect of the Butler 
and Corbin question. Therefore my friends on the other side can 
readily and easily perceive that, upon their own principles and their 
own faith and their own authority, our present and first mission is to 
discharge the committee in the case of Mr. Kellogg and try his case 


} in the Senate according to the best light we can get, aided by the 


evidence and the arguments which, according to public report, have 
been already submitted to this committee. So I should hope that 
from the other side of the Chamber at least I could get unanimous 
support in favor of this amendment, and then we can discharge the 
committee from the consideration of the Butler case and of all the 
other cases that there are, and proceed to resolve ourselves into a 
grand high court of investigation and inquiry and discussion, and 


Mr. EATON. Mr. President, but one word. I would suggest to 
my honorable friend from Vermont that it would be quite as well to 


| dispose of the first resolution, and after we have disposed of that 


then I should be at all-fours with him to discharge the committee 
from the consideration of the other cases. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that my motion,if my friend agrees to 
it as he should, will dispose of the first resolution for the time being, 
and will enable us to take up that case which is oldest in point of 
time. 

Mr. EATON. 
from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ah! 

Mr. EATON. One is much older than the other. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is it possible? That is what I thought, and the 
oldest one is the Louisiana matter. South Carolina bas been repre- 
sented on this floor by two Senators for a long series of years, and 
the supposed vacancy in the State of South Carolina is not half as 
old as the one from Louisiana, and as we are doing justice to these 
great States that we have heard so much about the high duty of not 
keeping unrepresented, let us take up first that State which has been 
without representation the longest. Pay the oldest debt first, let me 
suggest to my friend, is a rule of equity that he is familiar with in 
Connecticut and that he might have brought down with him for nse 
here with considerable advantage. That is the true thing to do, let 
me tell my friend. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Vermont, if he wants to pay the debt that has been due longest, that 
he ought to move to discharge the committee from the consideration 
of Eustis’s case which has been here twenty-two months. That is 


It is not first. There is the mistake of my friend 


| the oldest in point of time. 





| erations. 
the words “M. C. Butler” and inserting the words “William Pitt | 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I think not. 

Mr. WHYTE. I suggest to the Senator from Ohio to offer that as 
a substitute for the proposition of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. MCDONALD. The Senator from Vermont was certainly absent, 
from the Senate yesterday, and therefore did not hear the earnest, 
appeal that was made to the Senate by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, especially with reference to the 
Spoftford-Kellogg case, in which he undoubtedly furnished very strong 
information and evidence to the Senate that the state of the progress 
of that case was such before the committee that it would be very 
indecorous indeed for the Senate to undertake to disturb their delib- 
If the Senator had heard that, I am quite certain he would 
not have made the motion he has made to-day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have read the Recorp with considerable care, 


|} and I find that the chairman of the Committee on Privileges and 


Elections did attempt to persuade my honorable friend from Indiana 


|} and others of that ilk that it was ungracious, unjust, unfair, and 


unprecedented, let me tell my honorable friend, that he and others 
should undertake to trip up the heels of a committee of this body 
before they had had an opportanity to investigate a matter that 
it had been thought worthy to send to them for investigation and 
particularly by that sort of a—is it parliamentary to say “ contriv- 
ance,” Mr. President ?—by that sort of method, (I believe that is a 
parliamentary word,) by that sort of a method which, in some conclave 
somewhere adjusts matters of this kind appealing to the judicial 
sense of this body, in the dark as a campaign in war time is supposed 
to be adjusted with spies and scouts and tactics and telegrams and 
ciphers and so on, and then march into this arena of serene justice, 
as it is so often called upon such questions, and with the troops all 
drilled and the guns all loaded, take the case that it happens to be 
most convenient in order to make votes the fastest, cut that off from 
consideration, and thereby acquire strength enough by the same solid 
methods to prevent any other than a similar disposition of any other 
like case without any regard to the evidence. 

Mr. President, if anything of that kind has occurred, as it is noto- 
rious in the newspapers that it has, then it does not commend itself, 
it appears to me, largely to our consideration. But my friend from 
Indiana now tells me that the chairman of the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Electious says that the Kellogg case onght to be inves- 


question, and so, in order to get their vote to discharge the commit- | tigated. So it ought, but not less so than that of those who stand 
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later on the Calendar of the Senate, and, as I presume, on the calen- 
dar of the committee, and that ought in all justice and truth to be 
taken up in their order, and fairly considered and disposed of. But 
to introduce the tricks of the theater, the shiftings of the scenes, the 
trap-doors, and the ropes in the dark corners, to manifest and muster 
a solid body of men to cut the knot in this way, it appears to me does 
not allow my friend a large chance to say that the chairman of the 
Committtee on Privileges and Elections thinks that we ought not to 
discharge the committee from the consideration of Kellogg, when my 
friend and all his associates say that we must discharge them from 
the consideration of a case that they have not been able to reach ; 
because, as it is said, it is a little more convenient to get a certain 
verson admitted to a seat in this body by that method—for I wish to 
lt strictly within the proprieties of this occasion—than by the 
other. , 

So it is, Mr. President, that with great hope, knowing how 
patriotic and how unpartisan my friend and his associates are, I 
appeal to them. Let us discharge the committee from Kellogg and 
dispose of his and Mr. Spofford’s case. If it is right to discharge the 
committee before inquiry and report, where the Senate have already 
determined the subject in their own minds by their own votes, let us 
do it in the first case first. Then I think, my friends so voting to do 
that, I will unite with them in carrying out their own principles and 
practice; we will vote to discharge the committee in the South 
Carolina case, and will spend a week or two in finding out what we 
can abont that ourselves here. Very well; let the Senators vote with 
me to discharge the committee in the first case. They say the com- 
mittee ought to be discharged from them all. If that is the order of 
the Senate I submit to the will of the majority, and when we have 
disposed of the first I shall be very seriously inclined to relieve the 
committee from the consideration of Corbin and Butler. While, as I 
say, we can take up the papers and the evidence, we are authorized 
to summon witnesses ourselves, and they can be heard at the bar of 
the Senate, and thus we shall then have one of the pageants that have 
been rarely witnessed in history that will be so honorable tothe princi- 
ples of my good friends on the other side, so satisfactory to the sense 
of justice of the American people, and go on with the investigation 
in that way. “Let us have peace,” Mr. President, and conciliation. 

Mr. MCDONALD. The remarks of the Senator from Vermont in 
support of his motion show that he is very familiar with the advan- 
tages which he thinks may be obtained by taking up one case rather 
than another. I think in making this motion he may deem it easier 
to seat Mr. Kellogg than to seat somebody else, especially when we 
have the fact before us that the committee having charge of this case 
is sitting day and night almost, according to the statements of mem- 
bers of that committee, in order to arrive at a proper solution of the 
case of Kellogg and Spofford, while they have not yet considered the 
other cases at all. It was stated yesterday, and that is all I intend to 
remark now with respect to the case of Mr. Butler and Mr. Corbin, 
that there were no facts in dispute between those parties in the state- 
ments that they had made before the committee and that had been 
laid before the members of the Senate essential to determine the 
merits of that case. That cannot be said with reference to the case 
from Louisiana. But if it is desired to take these cases up in their 
proper order, beginning with the State of Louisiana, first, certainly 
we ought to take that which is first in point of time from that State. 
If a motion was made by the Senator from Vermont for that purpose 
I do not know but that I should be inclined to favor it. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I rise to an inquiry. Is the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont divisible? He moves to strike out “M.C. 
Butler, of South Carolina,” and insert “ William Pitt Kellogg, of Lou- 
isiana.” That motion is divisible, I think. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not, in the judgment of the Chair. 
A motion to strike out and insert does not form two substantive 
propositions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A motion to strike out and insert cannot be di- 
vided according to an express rule of the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. The motion to strike out is one motion and the motion 
to insert is another motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They are indivisible. The question is, 
Will the Senate agree to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Vermont? 

Mr. THURMAN. [ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I believe the resolution is still 
amendable, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
pending. 

Mr. CONKLING, I move to strike out all after the word “ Re- 
solved” in the resolution as it stands, amended by the proposition of 
the Senator from Vermont, and to insert these words: ‘That the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections be instructed to report the 
day after to-morrow (which, I think, will be Saturday next) the cre- 
dentials and their conclusion in the case of William Pitt Kellogg 
and Henry M. Spofford.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question will be first under the rules 
taken on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont, 
[ Mr. EpMuNDs,}] upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to the Chair that the motion of my 
friend from New York tor the moment covers and embraces the 
motion I have made. 


It is. There is only one amendment 
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Mr. CONKLING. It is not meant to do so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It covers it completely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Sen 
Vermont, going first to perfect the orjginal re 

Mr. CONKLING. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then perhaps I had better withdr 

Mr. CONKLING. Not at all. 

Mr. MCDONALD. After the yeas and nays have been ordered 
the amendment of the Senator from Vermont, is this now in oy “1. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itis. Itis received, but wil] not ho... 
on until the other amendment is disposed of. The Secret i 
the roll on the amendment offered by the Senator from V 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, (when his name was called.) As | 
have already stated, I am paired on political questions wit}, iin Ga 
ator from New York, [Mr. KERNAN.] If he were present, he \ 
vote against the amendment and I, if I were at liberty to vote 
vote in favor of it. ; ; 

Mr. MAXEY, (when his name was called.) As I stated before. o, 
questions like this I am paired with the Senator from Michigay (Mr 
Ferry.] If at liberty to vote, I should vote “nay ” on this au ud. 
ment and, if present, he would vote * yea.” bite 

The call of the roll was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague, Mr. ARMSTRONG, is paired wit! 
the Senator from Kansas, Mr. PLumB. If here my colleague woy) 
vote “nay ” and the Senator from Kansas would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am paired on this question with the Senate, 
from North Carolina, Mr. Ransom. If present he would vote “jay” 
and I should vote “ yea.” 7 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 31; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Booth, Brnee, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylyayia 
Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, Hamlin, Hoar, Hoy 
Ingalls, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews, Mitchell, 4», 
Oglesby, Paddock, Rollins, Sargent, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, Wadleig} 
Windom —30. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Barnum, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of Iinois 
Davisof West Virginia, Dennis, Eaton, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, +:))) 
Johnston, Jones of Florida, Lamar, McCreery, McDonald McPherson, Merriw 
Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, W} 
and Withers—31. 

ABSENT—Measrs. Anthony, Armstrong, Blaine, Cameron of Wisconsin. Cono. 
ver, Ferry, Grover, Kernan, Maxey, Plumb, Ransom, and Sharon—12. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is now upon the ameud- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have reduced my amendment to writing and 
send it to the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. The proposed amendment is to strike out all 
after the word “resolved ” and insert : 

That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be directed to report in t! 
matter of the credentials of William Pitt Kellogg and Henry M. Spoiford, claim 
ing seats as Senators from the State of Louisiana, and that meanwhile the cas 
from South Carolina be postponed. 

Mr. EATON. May I inquire if that amendment is in order? I 
apprehend not, The subject-matter is entirely different. It does not 
simply propose a change of name, but it relates to a different and 
distinct matter—the ordering of the Committee on Privileges ant 
Elections to do a certain act. I do not want to discuss the question, 
but it strikes me that the amendment is not in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks it is germane to the 
general subject-matter. 

Mr. EATON. I do not see it. 
[ Laughter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from New York. 

Mr. McDONALD. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. ; 

Mr. ANTHONY, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from North Carolina, [ Mr. Ransom. } 
If present he would vote “nay” and I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, (when his name was called.) [am 
paired on this question with the Senator from New York, [Mr. Ker- 
NAN.] If he were present he would vote, “nay” and, if I were to vote, 
I should vote “ yea.” . ; 

Mr. MAXEY, (when bis name was called.) Iam paired with the 
Senator from Michigan, (Mr. Ferry.] If not paired, I should vote 
“nay” and, I presume, he would vote “ yea.” . 

Mr. PATTERSON, (when his name was called.) Mr. President, I 
would vote for this motion if it was a separate proposition, but I w ill 
not vote for it as a substitute for the motion of the Senator from 
Ohio. I vote “nay.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 30, nays 32; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania 
Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, Hamlin, Hoar, How 
Ingalls, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews, Mit hell, Morri 
Oglesby, Paddock, Rollins, Sargent, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, Wadleigh, and 
Windom—30. ae 

NA YS—Messrs. Bailey, Barnum, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Conover Dav iso 
IWinois, Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, Eaton, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Here ford, 
Hi, Johnston, Jones of Florida, Lamar, MeCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Merti- 
mon, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, 
Whyte, and Withers—32. 
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nopNT—Messrs. Anthony, Armstrong, Blaine, Cameron of Wisconsin, Ferry, 

anu Ke rnan, Maxey, Plumb, Ransom, and Sharon—ll. 
e> the amendment was rejected. - 

The VICE-PRESIDEN [. The question recurs on the original reso- 
Jution offered by the Senator from Ohio. ; ' 
“Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I am now going to make a motion 

‘amend, that I cannot help thinking will get the votes of the gen- 
ae who voted against the former proposition. I am sorry I had 
po thought of it before, because in that case I should have got all 
their votes in the first instance, After the word “ credentials,” as it 
.tands in the resolution, I move to insert the words: 
Of William Pitt Kellogg and Henry M. Spofford, of Louisiana, and. 


» that the resolution will read, if amended as I now propose : 


That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be discharged from “he consid- 
sation of the credentials of William Pitt Kellogg and Henry M. Spofford, of Lou- 
i sna, and of M. C. Butler, of South Carolina. 


And I move to add also, after “ Butler,” the words— 
And D, T. Corbin. 


So as to put them all on that equality where the fourteenth amend- 
went that we all believe in now {laughter] places them. 

Mr. THURMAN. I ask for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. : 7 . 

Mr. ANTHONY, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. RANSOM. } If 
he were present, he would vote “nay” and I should vote “ yea.’ 

Mr. MAXEY, (when his name was called.) On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Michigan, (Mr. Ferry.] Otherwise I 
should vote “ nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. Arm- 
sTRONG] is paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] on all 
these questions. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 32; as follows: 

YEAS—Measrs. Allison, Booth, Bruce, Barnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, Chaf- 
fee, Christlaney, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, Hamlin, Hoar, Howe, Ingalls, 
Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews, Mitchell, Morrill, ¢ jglesby, Pad- 
dock, Rollins, Sargent, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, Wadleigh, and Windom—30. 

NAYS—Measrs. Bailey, Barnum, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davis 
of Illinois, Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, Eaton, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hero- 
ford, Hill, Johnston, Jones of Florida, Lamar, McCreery, McDonald, McPherson, 
Merrimon, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, 

Vhyte, and Withers—32. 

\BSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Armstrong, Blaine,Cameron of Wisconsin, Ferry, 

Grover, Kernan, Maxey, Plumb, Ransom, and Sharon—11, 


1 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I am now so fully persuaded of 
the sentiments of justice that animate the Senate, as I always have 
been in fact, that I feel quite safe in moving that the further con- 
sideration of this resolution be postponed until Monday next. My 
object is to give time for the committee, because a majority has now 
determined that the committee ought not to be discharged from these 
matters, to report. I move, therefore, to postpone the consideration 
of this resolution until Monday next. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont moves that 
the further consideration of this question be postponed until Monday 
next. 

Mr. WALLACE and others called for the yeas and nays, and they 
were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, (when his name was called.) I am 
paired on the question with the Senator from New York, [Mr. Ker- 
NAN.] If he were present he would vote “nay,” I presume ; if I 
were to vote, I should vote “ yea.” 

_ Mr. MAXEY, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with the 
ous = Michigan, [Mr. Ferry.] I would vote “ nay” if I were 
hot paired, 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 31; as follows: 

,Y EAS—Mesars. Allison, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, Hamlin, Hoar, Howe, 
Ingalls, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews, Mitchell, Morrill, 
’ rm Pottoch, Rollins, Sargent, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, Wadleigh, and 

NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Barnum, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of Tli- 
nois, Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, Eaton, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, 
Hill, Johnston, Jones of Florida, Lamar, MeCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Mer- 


rimon, Morgan, Patterso’ 3 yr i y 2 Yallac 
Whyte, and Withee — Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, 


ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Armstrong, Blaine, Cameron of Wisconsin, Cono- 
ver, Ferry, Grover, Kernan, Maxey, Plumb, Ransom, and Sharon—12, 

So the motion to postpone was not agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I am satisfied from this vote that 
My motion failed because of a fear that this resolution might lose its 
place as the unfinished business on Monday, and our friends were 
afraid it might be squeezed out. Now, in order to leave it the unfin- 
ished business, so that everybody will have his place on Monday, I 
move that the Senate now adjourn until Monday next, as I have a 
right to do under the new rules. 

. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont moves that 

’ Senate do now adjourn until Monday next. 

Ir. COCKRELL, Mr. GORDON, and others called for the yeas and 


nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
31, nays 31; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Conover, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, Hamlin, Hoar, 
Howe, Ingalls, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews, Mitchell. Mor- 


rill, Oglesby, Paddock, Rollins, Sargent, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, Wadleigh, and 
Windom—31. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Barnum, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of Minois, 
Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, Eaton, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, 
Johnston, Jones of Florida, Lamar, McCreery, McDonald. McPherson, Merrimon, 


Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, 
and Withers—31. x 


ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Armstrong, Blaine, Cameron of Wisconsin, Ferry, 
Grover, Kernan, Maxey, Plumb, Ransom, and Sharon—11. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, (at two o’clock and two minutes p. m.) 
Upon the motion of the Senator from Vermont that the Senate do 
now adjourn until Monday next, the yeas are 31, the nays are 31. 
The vote of the Senate being equally divided, the Chair votes in the 
aflirmative, and the Senate stands adjourned until Monday next at 
twelve o’clock, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
THURSDAY, November 22, 1877. 

The House me. at twelve o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. HARRISON. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] 
is entitled to the floor upon the special order; but he yields for the 
introduction of bills and other matters. 

METRICAL SYSTEM. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I desire to have printed certain docu- 
ments attached to a report referred the other day to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, in reference to the metrical system. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I desire also to present the memorial 
of a citizen upon thesame subject, which is before the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ask to have it printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

RADCLIFF M. HARRELSON, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, introdnced 
a bill (H. R. No 1543) granting a pension to Radcliff M. Harrelson ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. ARMES. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also, by unanimons consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1544) for the relief of William P. Armes, grant- 
ing a pension ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN GREGORY. 

Mr. BOYD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (II. R. No. 1545) 
for therelief of Ann Gregory, widow of Charles N. Gregory, deceased ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

RATES OF POSTAGE. 

Mr. MONEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1546) providing for the classification of mail matter and the rates of 
postage thereon ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT PROVIDENCE, RHODE ISLAND. 

Mr. EAMES, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1547) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase a lot of 
land for the use of the Government, at Providence, Rhode Island ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee ou 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDS SOLD IN INSURRECTIONARY STATES, 

Mr. HUNTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1548) for the relief of owners and purchasers of lands sold for direct 
taxes in insurrectionary States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LOUISA MOSS. : 


Mr. ITTNER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 
1549) granting arrears of pension to Louisa Moss; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN KIERNAN. 

Mr. ITTNER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1550) for the relief of John Kiernan; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Atfairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. EMMA A. PORCH. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R, 
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No. 1551) for the relief of Mrs. Emma A. Porch, of Centreville, Mis- 
souri; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JULIA H. TOTTEN. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1552) for the relief of Mrs. Julia H. Totten, widow of 
James Totten, late lieutenant-colonel and assistant inspector-general 
of the United States Army; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I move to suspend the rules and pass a reso- 
lution requesting the President to inform this House why the laws 
heretofore passed by Congress to compel the Central Pacitic Railroad 
Company to operate its road in conjunction with its branches are not 
executed. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to suspend the rules is not now order. 
The gentleman can ask unanimous consent for the purpose. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the resolution be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas Congress did provide in the act of July 1, 1862, being an act entitled 
‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Mis- 
souri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the 
same for postal, military, and other purposes,” and also by the subsequent acts of 
duly 2, 1464, March 3, 1269, and Juno 20, 1874, amendatory thereof, that said rail- 
road and branches should be operated and used for all purposes of communication, 
travel, and transportation, so lar as the public and Government are concerned, as 
one connected continuous line, without any discrimination of any kind in favor of 
tho business of any or cither of said companies or adverse to the road or business 
of any or either of the others; and upon such basis and contract with the said 
railroad company and its branches did grant to the said Union Pacitic Railroad 
Company and branch companies large subsidies in bonds and lands of the United 


States, all for the purposo of aiding in the construction of said roads to be operated 
as aforesaid ; 


And whereas itis alleged the said Union Pacific Railroad Company and its branch 
companies, being the Kansas Pacific Company, the Denver Pacific Company, the 
Central Pacitic of California, the Burlingtonand Missouri River Company, and the 
Sioux City Branch, have heretofore neglected and still do neglect and refuse to 
operate their roads in accordance with said acts of Congress, but have heretofore 
operated and still do operate them in open violation of the same ; 

And whereas by reason of said defaults, and on account of the same, the Govern- 
ment of the United States and the public have been and are still being damaged and 


doprived of their just and lawful rights and privileges as stipulated, defined, and 
agroed upon in said acts aforesaid; Therefore, 

Re it resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to inform the louse of Representatives what legal impediments, if any, 
exist which prevent him from executing said laws in accordance with the obligations 
aceepted and agreements made by said Union Pacific Railroad Company and 
branches with the United States, as stipulated and agreed upon in the several acts 
aforesaid 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the introduction of this res- 
olution for consideration at this time? 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Then I give notice that on Monday next I 
will move to suspend the rules and put this resolution on its passages 
JOSEPHINE D. THOMAS, 

Mr. HUMPHREY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1553) granting a pension to Josephine D. Thomas; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CYNTHIA CLOUD. 

Mr. PRIDEMORE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1554) providing for the placing of the name of Cynthia Cloud 
upon the pension-rolls, and paying her a certain sum of money; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. SLACK. 

Mr. BRENTANO, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1555) for the relief of John B. Slack, late acting third assistant 
engineer, United States Navy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed, 

, IMPROVEMENT OF TOMBIGREE RIVER. 


Mr. MULDROW, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1556) making an appropriation for the improvement of the Tom- 
bigbee River, in Mississippi; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. MULDROW. I move that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. These subjects all go to the Committee on Com- 
merece, Which makes up the river and harbor appropriation bill, and 
until the rule is changed the Chair must recognize that practice. 
Should it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations it will be 
reported back to the House for reference to the Committee on Com- 
inerce,. 

Mr. MULDROW. Let it go to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EMILY J. DUNN. 


Mr. MULDROW also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1557) for the relief of Emily J. Dunn, of Lee County, Missis- 
sippi; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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MARY FRAZEBE. 

Mr. NEAL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. N, 1s 
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to place upon the . 7 
roll the name of Mary Frazee; which was read a first and cee 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and eulleeet on 
be printed. ’ ered to 

IMPROVEMENT OF OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. NEAL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a )il! 
No. 1559) making an appropriation for the improveme 
River; which was read a first and second time, 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LABOR IN EUROPE AND AMERICA. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH, by unanimous consent, submitted the f) 
lowing resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee , : 
Printing: = 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, That there be printed from the 
type plates eight hundred copies of the special report on labor in F 
Awerica of Edward Young, chief of the Bureau of Statistics in the 
partment, for the use of the House. 


JOHN KEATING. 

Mr. POWERS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. Ny 
1560) for the relief of John Keating, late private Company B, irs 
Regiment Heavy Artillery Maine Volunteers; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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SARAH C. PALMER. 


Mr. POWERS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H.R. 
No. 1561) granting a pension to Sarah C. Palmer; which was read 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AMELIA A. WHITAKER. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No, 1562) for the relief of Amelia A. Whitaker; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILEMON B. HAWKINS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1563) for the relief of Philemon B. Hawkins; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH TOTTEN. 

Mr. CRAPO, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H.R. No. 
1564) granting a pension to Elizabeth Totten, widow of Commodore 
Benjamin J. Totten; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF HOUSE EMPLOYES. 

Mr. CRAPO also, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 

resolution; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: 


Resolved, That there bo paid to Andrew Stepper, out of the contingent fund of 
the House, the sum of @——, for services as messenger for twenty days in March, 
1877. * 

Mr. CRAPO also, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution ; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: 

Resolved, That Isaac T. Moore, deputy sergeant-at-arms of the House special 
committee to investigate the recent elections in Louisiana, be allowed the sum 
of $325, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ERIE, PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. WATSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1565) making an appropriation for the purchase of a site, and the 
erection thereon in the city of Erie, Pennsylvania, of a building for 
the United States courts and Government offices; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK A. PAGE. 

Mr. JOYCE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bil! (H. R. No. 1566) 
for the relief of Frank A. Page; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM 8. FOULK. 

Mr. STENGER, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1567) for the relief of Captain William 8. Foulk; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Atlairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JUDGMENTS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (If. It. 
No. 1568) in relation to docketing judgments recovered in the courts 
of the United States to make them a lien on real estate ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Juci- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PHBE MEECH. : 

Mr. LOCKWOOD also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (11. 
R. No. 1569) for the relief of Phabe Meech ; which was read a tirst 
and second time, referred to the Committec on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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IMPROVEMENT OF DETROIT RIVER. 


Mr. ALDRICH, by unanimous consent, presented a memorial of the 
Board of Trade of the City of Chicago, asking an appropriation for 
the improvement of Detroit River; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimous consent that this memorial be 
rinted in the RECORD. 

Mr. FOSTER. I object. 
ALEXANDER ANDERSON. 


Mr. ALDRICH also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R "No. 1570) for the relief of Alexander Anderson, late first lieutenant 
Fourteenth New York Volunteer Cavalry ; which was read a first and 
roe ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


and to change the eastern and western judicial districts of said State, 
and to fix the time and places of holding courts in said districts; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 






DEBTS DUE BY THE GOVERNMENT TO STATES. 


Mr. MILLS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1583) to authorize and provide for the payment of all debts con- 
tracted by the Government in certain States therein named since the 
close of the war; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


COTTON CLAIMS. 

: Mr. MILLS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1584) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the 
owners the value of all cotton seized by officers of the Treasury since 
May 30, 1865; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


E. 8. C. ROBERTSON. 
3 Mr. MILLS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1585) for the relief of E. 8. C. Robertson, of Bell County, Texas; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 






I 











MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Mr. ROBERTS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1571) to promote efficiency in the marine-hospital service; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, aud ordered to be printed. 

CAPTORS OF THE RAM ALBEMARLE. 


Mr. ROBERTS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1572) for the relief of the captors of the ram Albemarle ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANKLIN D. PEARSON, 


Mr. ROBERTS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1573) for the relief of Franklin D. Pearson ; which was read a 
frst and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
















HENRY ATKINS AND WILLIAM H. SHOUDY. 


Mr. JACOBS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (II. R. No. 
1586) for the relief of Henry Atkins and William H. Shoudy; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 










JOHN G. PARKER. 


Mr. JACOBS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1587) for the relief of John G. Parker for carrying the United 
States mails in Washington Territory; which was read a first and 
second time, refered to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


HORACE JARBOE. 


Mr. ROBERTS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1574) for the relief of Horace Jarboe ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committeo on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 







BAPTIST ASSOCIATION OF PUGET SOUND. 

Mr. JACOBS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bil! (H. 
R. No. 1588) enabling the Baptist Association of Puget Sound and 
British Columbia, and any other like association of any denomination 
in the same locality, to navigate a vessel for missionary purposes ; 
which was read a first and second time, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JACOBS. I move to refer that bill to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

Mr. BANKS. The proper reference for the bill should be to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. It should go, it would seem, to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 


MARGARET KENAH. 


Mr. ROBERTS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1575) granting a pension to Margaret Kenah ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM L. W. SEABROOK. 

Mr. ROBERTS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (1H. 
Rt. No. 1576) for the relief of William L. W. Seabrook, late commis- 
sioner of the land office of the State of Maryland ; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


BARBARA CHENOWITH. 





























































































NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. JACOBS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (11. 
R. No. 1589) to restore to the public domain certain lands withdrawn 
in favor of the Northern Pacific Railroad in Washington Territory ; 
which was read a first and second time, and ordered to ve printed. 

Mr. JACOBS. I move the reference of that bill to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. From the title of the bill the proper reference 
would seem to be the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I think that bill should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, as previous bills of a like character have 
taken the same reference. It was that committee which originally 
reported these grants of lands. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it should go to the Committee 
on the Pacilic Railroad. It is marked by the gentleman who intro- 
duced it to be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Such bills have usually gone to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill, and then it will be 
for the House to determine what reference the bill should take. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of any objection the Chair will 
order the reference of the bill to the Committee on Public Lands, as 
indicated by the gentleman from Washington Territory. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object to that reference. 

Mr. BANKS. -It seems the bill should be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Pacific Railroad. All these grants of land were made by 
report from the Committee on Public Lands before the Committee on 
the Pacitic Railroad was created. 

Mr. LUTTRELL, A bill similar to that was before the Committee 
on the Pacific Railroad in the last session. 

The SPEAKER. It is a question for the House to determine. 

Mr. EWING. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest that there 
is a bill already pending before the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
road similar in its character to the one now offered, and that at the 
last session of Congress a bill somewhat.of the nature of this bill was 
considered and reported upon by that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. THROCKMORTON ] that this subject is already before the 


Mr. ROBERTS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1577) for the relief of Barbara Chenowith ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


FRANCIS 0. WYSE. 


Mr. ROBERTS also, by unanimous consent, intrcduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1578) for the relief of Francis O. Wyse, late lientenant- 
colonel of the Fourth Regiment of United States Artillery ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committce on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS I, WHEELER. 


Mr. ROBERTS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No, 1579) for the relief of Francis I. Wheeler; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 




















THOMAS POULTNEY. 


Mr. ROBERTS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
K. No, 1580) for the relief of Thomas Poultney; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAGE. I now demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope that demand will not be insisted on when 
there are so many other members desiring to introduce bills. 

The SPEAKER. So many have al y had the privilege of intro- 
ducing bills this morning it would seem to be injustice to those who 
are waiting to introduce bills now to insist upon the call for the reg- 
~ order of business. It is, however, the gentleman’s privilege to 

‘0 80, 


; Mr. PAGE. I withdraw the demand for the regular order of busi- 
eSs, 






















IMPROVEMENT OF THE HARBOR OF VICKSBURGH. 
" Mr. CHALMERS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
‘0. 1581) toimprove the harbor of Vicksbargh ; which was read a first 
ee t —_ referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
> printed, 


NORTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF TEXAS. 


— MILLS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
o82) to create the northern judicial district of the State of Texas, 
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Committee on the Pacific Railroad. It is for the House to determine 
to what committee the bill shall be referred. 

Mr. DUNNELL. A similar bill is also before the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the motion in accordance 
with the request of the gentleman who introduces the bill. The 
question will first be on referring the bill to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 71, noes 22. 

So (further count not being demanded) the bill was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

FIFTEENTH AND SIXTEENTH MISSOURI CAVALRY. 

Mr. MORGAN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1590) for the relief of the Fifteenth and Sixteenth Missouri Cav- 
alry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. ALLCOCK, 

Mr. MORGAN also, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1591) for the relief of William J. Allcock ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


R. D. SALMONS ET AL. 


Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No, 1592) for the relief of R. D. Salmons and others; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

. ADMINISTRATRIX OF ANTON MEMEMEYER. 

Mr. METCALFE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1593) for the relief of Elizabeth Mememeyer, of Saint Louis, Mis- 
souri, administratrix of Anton Mememeyer, deceased ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOUN MOONEY. 

Mr. METCALFE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1504) for the relief of John Mooney, of Saint Louis, Missouri ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES LINDSAY. 


Mr. METCALFE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
RN. No. 1595) for the relief of James Lindsay, of Missouri; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA, 


Mr. FRANKLIN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1596) to provide for the organization of the Territory of Okla- 
homa; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

DOUGLASS DALE. 


Mr. FRANKLIN also, by unanimous consent, submitted a resolu- 
tion to pay Douglass Dale for services rendered in the Doorkeeper’s 
department of the House of Representatives; which was referred to 
the Committee of Accounts. 

MARTIN BINNEY. 

Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1597) for the relief of Martin Binney, captain of Company B, Twenty- 
cighth Massachusetts Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed, 

PAY OF HOUSE EMPLOYES. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, by unanimous consent, submitted the 
following resolution; which was referred to the Committee of Ac- 
counts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay from the contingeat fund the sum of $699.60, the 
same to be equally divided between A. B. Corbusier, John Il. Dougherty, John E. 
Kelly, G. P. Jourdan John B. Fossett, and William P. Thomas, as compensation 
for extra services rendered as messengers in the Doorkeeper's departancut from 


December 6, 1276, to March 4, 1277, inclusive. 
SALLIE ALLEN DOWNING. 


Mr. BURDICK, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1508) granting a pension to Sallie Allen Downing, widow of Samuel 
P. Downing, a eoldier of the war of 1812; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


BAPTIST CHURCH AT RALEIGH, WEST VIRGINIA, 

Mr. KENNA, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1590) for the relief of the Baptist church at Raleigh Court House, in 
Raleigh County, West Virginia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

KIAH SMOOT, 

Mr. KENNA also, by unayimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1600) for the relief of Kiah Smoot, of Boone County, West Vir- 
ginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. JANE T. HAWKINS. 
Mr. KENNA also, by unanimous consent, introduced a )j)) Hp 
No. 1601) for the relief of Mrs. Jane T. Hawkins, of Fayette C “R. 
West Virginia; which was read a first and second time ae 


: . Tom (Mot , Teferred + 
the Cominittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, — 


STEAM-PLOW MACHINERY, 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, by unanimous consent, int 
(H. R. No. 1602) to exempt steam-plow machine 
duty; which was read a first and second time, referred 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

TO CORRECT AN ARMY OFFICER'S RECORD. 

Mr. SAYLER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (1, Ry 
1603) to correct an Army officer’s record ; which was read a firs} * : 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and orden) 
to be printed. ee 
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UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD, 


Mr. PHILLIPS. I ask unanimous consent to offer the follow; 
resolution for action at this time: 


Whereas Congress did provide in the act of July 1, 1862, being an act enti: 
“An act to aid inthe construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the 
souri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of +, 
same for postal, military, and other purposes;"’ and also by the subs« quent act 
of July 2, 1864, March 3, 1869, and June 20, 1874, amendatory thereof. that “«.. 
railroad and branches should be operated and used for all purposes of communi. 
tion, travel, and transportation, so far as the public and Government are conc: 
as one connected, continuous line, without any discrimination of any kind in {4 
of the business of any or cither of said companies, or adverse to the road or } 
ness of any or either of the others ;"’ and _ such basis and contract with the 
said railroad company and its branches, did grant to the Union Pacitic Railpoad 
Company and branch companies large subsidies in bonds and lands of the Upijou 
States, all for the purpose of aiding in the construction of said roads, to be operat i 
as aforesaid ; F 

And whereas the said Union Pacific Railroad Company and its branch com; 
nies, being the Kansas Pacific Company, the Denver Pacitic Company, the Con 
Pacitic of California, the Burlington and Missouri River Company, and the Siou, 
City Branch, have heretofore neglected and still do neglect and refuse to oy. 
their roads in accordance with said acts of Congress, but have heretofore operated 
and still do operate them in open violation of the same; 

And whereas by reason of said defaults, and on account of the same, the ( 
ernment of the United States and the public have been and still ave being da 
aged and deprived of their just and lawful rights and privileges, as stipulated 
detined, and agreed upon in said acts aforesaid: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, p 
quested to inform the House what legal impediments, if any, exist which prey 
him from executing said laws in accordance with the obligations accept ] 
agreements made by said Union Pacific Railroad Company and branches with the 
United States, as stipulated and agreed upon in the several acts aforesaid 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I object. 
MAIL SERVICE BETWEEN WASHINGTON AND THE SOUTH. 


Mr. VANCE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 
1604) to increase and regulate the mail service between Washington 
City and the following-named cities: Richmond, Virginia; Raleigh 
and Charlotte, North Carolina; Charleston, South Carolina; Atlanta, 
Georgia; Mobile, Alabama; Memphis, Tennessee ; Little Rock, A: 
kansas ; New Orleans, Louisiana; Galveston, Texas, and other points 
south; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


, 
“® 


BRANCH MINT AT CH4RLOTTE, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. VANCE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (IH. R. 
No. 1605) to provide for the re-establishment of a branch mint of the 
United States at the city of Charlotte, North Carolina; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN D. STREET. 


Mr. VANCE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (IL. R. 
No. 1606) granting a pension to Jobn D. Street, of the Third North 
Carolina Mounted Infantry; which was read a first and _ second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered ‘o 
be printed. 

F. B. CARLAND. 

Mr. VANCE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H.R. 
No. 1607) placing the name of F. B. Carland, Third North Caroliva 
Mounted Infantry, on the pension-rolls; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

L. M. BRITTAIN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. VANCE also, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1608) for the relief of L. M. Brittain and others; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Commitice on Indian 
Atfairs, and ordered to be printed. 


L. C. CAMP. 

Mr. VANCE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill cH. R. 
No. 1609) for the relief of L. C. Camp, of North Carolina; which = 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways au 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH WARD. ; ; 

Mr. VANCE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (HL. B 
No. 1610) placing the name of Joseph Ward, Third North Gusts 
Mounted lotentey, on the pension rolls; which was read a first a0 
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ind time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
gece ’ 


the cultivation of the soil; which was read a first and second time, 
dered to be printed. 


referred to the Commiftee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
ROBERT C. W. HUGHEY. printed. 
Mr. VANCE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
a tell to pay Robert C. W. Hughey, of North Carolina, arrears of 
No yn: Which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
ee vittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
PATENTS. 


Mr, VANCE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
x», lolz) to amend the statutes in relation to patents, and for other 
purposes ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF MESSENGERS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. VANCE also, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee of Ac- 
counts + 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the Honse be, and he hereby is, directed to pay S. E. 

‘cory and W. W. Stringtield, each, the sum of $43.48, for services rendered as 
vi eeeagers from the 16th to the 3ist of October, inclusive, and to Wilmot Leach 
tho eam of $3.48 for services as messenger during the month of October. 


POSTAL SAVINGS-BANKS. 


Mr. STONE, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1613) to create postal savings-banks and for investing the 
surplus deposits in the same in securities of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Oflice and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

8. T. MARSHALL, 

Mr. STONE, of Iowa, also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
HH. 8. No. 1614) for the relief of S. T. Marshall, of Lee County, Iowa; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THADDEUS 8. STEWART. 


Mr. STONE, of Iowa, also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H R. No. 1615) for the relief of Thaddeus 8S. Stewart; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BLANCETT. 


Mr. CABELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1516) granting a pension to William Blancett, of Patrick County, 
Virginia, a soldier of the war of 1812; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PHILIP HOWERTON,. 


Mr. CABELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 1617) granting a pension to Philip Howerton, of Halifax County, 
Virginia, a soleier of the war of 1812; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, 
aud ordered to be printed. 


EDWARD BOOKER. 


Mr. CABELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1618) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Edward ‘Booker, 
of the county of Henry, State of Virginia, a soldier of the war of 1812, 
whose name was dropped from the rolls under the act of February 4, 
162; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee ga Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SUSAN HUMES. 
Mr. HARMER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1619) grauting a pension to Susan Humes; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ARMY OFFICERS DETAILED FOR STAFF DUTY. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1623) 
relative to officers of the Army detailed for staff duty; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS OF WAR OF 1812, 

Mr. MACKEY, by unanimous eonsent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1624)) to extend the provisions of existing laws relating to soldiers 
and sailors of the War of 1812; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


Commit 


ABRAM V. MILLER. 

Mr. MACKEY also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (11. R. 
No. 1625) granting a pension to Abram V. Miller, late a lieutenant in 
Company E, of the Ono hundred and eighty-fourth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. BROWER. 


Mr. MACKEY also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1626) for the relief of George W. Brower; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SCIENTIFIC EXPLORATION OF NORTHERN MEXICO, ETC. 


Mr. MACKEY also, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 51) authorizing the establishment of a commission 
for the scientific exploration of the northern States of Mexico and 
the territory of the United States adjoining the same; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JACOB M. GRACE. 

Mr. VAN VORHES, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H.R. 
No. 1627) granting a pension to Jacob M. Grace, late sergeant of Com- 
pany D, Pennsylvania Heavy Artillery; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to he printed. 

MOSES LACY. 

Mr. TUCKER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1628) for the relief of Moses Lacy ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REFUNDING OF TAX ON TOBACCO. 

Mr. TUCKER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1629) for the relief of certain citizens of Lynchburgh, Virginia, 
and refunding tothem taxes improperly collected from them on manu- 
factured tobacco; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORIES. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Arizona, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1630) to amend section 1922 of the Revised Statutes, pro- 
visions concerning particular organized Territories; which was read 
a tirst and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF RESUMPTION ACT. 

Mr. PEDDIE. I ask unanimous consent to present, for reference 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency, a resolution of the 
Board of Trade of Newark, New Jersey, against the repeal of the 
resumption act. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred under the rule. 


WILLIAM WINANS, 


Mr. KETCHAM, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1631) granting an increase of pension to William Winans; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS DUGAN. 


Mr. MARTIN, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, and referred to the Committee of Accounts: 
jtesolved, That the Clerk of this House be, and he is hereby, directed to pay to 
Thomas F. Dugan out of the contingent fand $870 for services rendered as a jaborer 
in the Doorkeeper's department from September 1, 1876, to and including the 13th 
day of November, 1877, at the rate of $720 per annum, legs the amount of $120 
received by him under a resolution of the House. WILLIAM M. MAYNADIER 

Mr. KETCHAM also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (I. 
R. No. 1632) for the relief of William M. Maynadier; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LEGISLATION FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1633) regulating the appointment of justices, commis- 
sioners of deeds, and constables within and for the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1634) to alter and amend the liceuse laws of 
“ STEAM-PLOW MACHINERY. the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, 
RN. LUTTRELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H, | referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered 

* No. 1022) to admit free of duty steam-plow machinery adapted to | to be printed. 


VI——39 


CAPTAIN F. BLESSING. 


Mr. ERRETT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1fi20) for the relief of Captain F. Blessing, late captain Company E, 
Seventy-fourth Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and 
— San sone to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 

» be printed. 


SURVEY OF PUBLIC LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 


_Mr. LUTTRELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
ree: 1621) to appropriate money for the survey of public lands, and | 
or salaries of employés in the office of the United States surveyor- 
general for California; which was read a first and second time, 


mw to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
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J. T. FISHER AND 8. H., SMITHERS. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also, by unanimous consent, intro- 


duced a bill (H. R. No. 1635) for the relief of James T. Fisher and | 


Samuel H. Smithers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JEPTHA RUBERT. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1636) granting a pension to Jeptha Rubert ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McGOWAN. I ask, by unanimous consent, to make a report 
from the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. OLIVER. I object, and demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The understanding was that the Chair should 
recognize only gentlemen having bills, &c., for reference, the reason 
being that there might not be a morning hour on Monday and that 
members were anxious to present their bills before the adjournment 
of this extra session. That is the reason of this anxiety to introduce 
bills. Does the gentleman from Iowa insist on his objection ? 

Mr. OLIVER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the unfinished business pend- 
ing at the adjournment yesterday. 


REPRESENTATIVE FROM COLORADO, 


Mr. HALE. I rise to a question of the highest privilege. I send 
to the Clerk’s desk a resolution relating to the right to a seat in this 
House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Elections be discharged from the consideration 


of the contested-election case of Belford vs. Patterson for a seat in this House as a 
Representative from the State of Colorado. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. Speaker, I suppose that this is a question of the 
highest privilege. This case occupied the atvention of the House for 
the first ten days of the present session 

Mr. EDEN. Mr. Speaker, is this a question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Have] before ruling upon that question. The point of order 
will be reserved. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Speaker, this question was thoroughly debated 
upon this tloor for ten days by good lawyers upon the one side and the 
other. It was finally decided upon the 26th day of October by a very 
close vote that the whole subject-matter, including the prima facie 
case, should be sent to the Committee of Elections. When the ob- 
jection of delay was urged as a reason why the House should decide 
the question without a reference, it was repeatedly stated in debate 
that the matter would speedily come back from the committee. The 
reference was under a resolution which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the certiticate presented by James B. Belford and the certified 
abstracts of votes cast upon the 7th day of November, A. D. 1876, for Represent- 
ative to the Forty-fifth Congress, and accompanying papers presented by Thomas 
M. Patterson, upon which each claims the office of Representative to the Forty- 
tifth Congress of the United States from the State of Colorado, be referred to the 
Committee of Elections, to be appointed hereafter, with instructions to said com- 
mittee to report either as to the prima facie right or final right of said claimants, as 
the committee shall deem proper, and that neither claimant be sworn in until said 
committee shall report. 

Mr. HALE. That was on the 26thday of October. It was twenty- 
seven days ago. There were no abstruse questions arising in that 
contested-election case. The whole subject had been gone over in 
the Forty-fourth Congress by the Committee of Elections, sone 
members of which are members of the present committee. The 
whole issue had been presented day after day in this House. We 
have been promised a speedy deliverance of this case. The parties 
have been before the committee, their arguments and proofs have 
been submitted, and I cannot learn by any inquiry there is even a 
prospect of any majority report from the committee taking either 
one side or the other. It is a case of unnecessary delay. It is a case 
where aState has been disfranchised by the delay of the Committee 
of Elections. While I do not wish here to be guilty of any discourt- 
esy to that committee or any member of it, yet it seems to me this is 
a case of grievous hardship. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, with my mind exercised on this subject and 
looking for precedents in the direction of this rule to discharge the 
Committee of Elections from the further consideration of this case, 
in order that it might be brought before the Honse—in that search, 
sir, | have found a gentleman of high consideration using language 
so nearly applying to this case, with the exception of the names and 
places, that I ask that it be read by the Clerk and then the paper 
returned to me. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

We have been five weeks in session. Our average sittings have not amounted to 
an hourand ahalf aday. There has been more time given for committee work 
than lL ever knew given before in five weeks of a session of the Senate; ay, I un- 
dertake to say more than was ever given in any five weeks since the Senate had an 
existence. Not only that, we have adjou over time and again one day, two 
days atatime; and now, sir, when this Senate might have had all the time that 
could have been asked to consider this case of Butler, all the time that would have 
sufliced to have cousidered it over and over and over again, and to consider the case 


of Eustis in like manner, and to consider Corbin's case— 
day after day after sitting from half an hour to an hour and a half 
way enjoying ourselves in this beautiful weather, going to the th: A 
some of the Senators do, and some of the others going to the eee 
ter]—while that has been the case one State has been wholly unrepr ve 
body and another has been but half represented. It does seem han — 
tending to wound the feelings of any one, without intending t ae 
ator, that this thing is a reproach to the American Senate, and j 
to exist. 


when we have adjourned 
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Mr. HALE. Mr. Speaker, if I-should say that these words—_ 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would like the gentlem 

the point of order; that is, as to its being a question « 
a I did not suppose there was any obj 
round, 

Mr. SAYLER. I should like to have the floor in response to the 
gentleman’s question. i 

Mr. HALE. Has the point of order been raised ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] raised 
the point of order. - 

Mr. HALE. On what ground ? 

The SPEAKER. That it is not a question of privilege. 

Mr. HALE. Is that question still pending? 

The SPEAKER. That is the question now before the House. 

Mr. SAYLER. And unless it has been raised I certainly wil! paisa 
it. This is no question of privilege. It has been referred to the com. 
mittee authorized by this body to take into consideration and report 
upon these questions of contested election, and the gentleman cannot 
as a question of order, discharge that committee while proceeding in 
a legitimate performance of its duty. In 6ther words, Mr. Speake) 
there is no question of privilege involved in the gentleman's moti 
and I raise the question if no other member does. 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman forgets the whole foundation of the 
committee system of the House. No committee, Mr. Speaker, is any- 
thing more than the organ of the House; it is the Honse speaking 
through its committee ; a body of men made up of members of the 
House subject at any time to the regulation and control of the House, 
to the creation and abolition by the House. Whenever a committes 
reports under the ru'e it is subject to the action of the House. If it 
is delinquent, if it delays, the only body which can take it by the 
throat and compel its attendance here is the House. I do not conceive 
it is even a debatable question, that upon a right of a member to a 
seat in this House, at any time, the House of Representatives may 
make its mandate to the Committee of Elections either to bring in 

| the case or to discharge it upon consideration. Otherwise, Mr. Speak- 
| er, and I ask attention to this point, it would lie in the hands of the 
| Committee of Elections, or of any committee of thirteen men or 
eleven men to strangle and smother any subject-matter which had 
| been committed to it, and there would be no power in the House to 
| control it. 

| Mr. CLYMER. Let me ask the gentleman from Maine a question. 
i 


an to speak to 
f privilege, 
ection on that 


I 
n, 


Mr. HALE. This being upon the right of a member to a seat, it is 
a question entitled to every privilege which it was entitled to origi- 
nally. 

Mr. CLYMER. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. CLYMER. Let me ask the gentleman from Maine whether he 
remembers the cases strangled in the Forty-third Congress—the Lon- 
isiana cases—where members whom your committee reported uneni- 
| mously were entitled to their seats were kept out for two mortal years 

Mr. HALE. If that was ever done it is a good time to put a stop 
to any such bad custom. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman anything more to say on the 
point of order? 

Mr. HALE. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order, and rules 
that this is a question of the highest privilege. The Chair had but a 
single doubt in connection with it: whether, the main question liav- 
ing been ordered on another bill and partly executed, the gentleman 
from Maine had the right to interfere with the execution ot the main 
question on that bill. The Chair is not yet quite clear about that. 

Mr. BEEBE. Mr. Speaker, I desire the attention of the Chair for 
a moment. 

Mr. HALE. I have not yielded the floor and I have not completed 
what I wished to say. I have the floor, I believe, for an hour, but | 
do not mean to occupy it forthat length of time myself. In regard to 
what I had read from the Clerk’s desk a few moments ago, if I were 
to quote this argument for promptitude—this argument against dis- 
franchising a State—if I were tosay those words fell from the lips of 
the senior Senator from Ohio, a leader of his party, I might make 
myself liable to the point of order that I should not refer in terms to 
what had taken place in the Senate. But in looking over one of the 
daily papers, the one that Congress furnishes to members, I do find 
these words on this subject, and it is a singular thing that the gentle- 
man uttering them was running soexactly in the direction I am taking. 
He was anxious to hurry up a committee and have a report on a con- 
tested-election case, 7 

Mr. EDEN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Maine a question. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. : 

Mr. EDEN. In the case to which the gentleman from Maine ne 
referred as having occurred, I suppose at the other end of the Capit! 
| did not the resolution lie over one day, and did it not then come Up 
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‘ nsideration a8 an ordinary. resolution, and not as a privileged 
or cons 

qual E. That was under the rules of the Senate, which are 
oe from the rules of this House. It was taken up and con- 


os at the first opportunity given by the Senate rules, as [ want 

: 1 ; . ‘eld a few moments to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gar- 
n¢ ’ 

FIELD. ] 


2RIS, of Virginia, rose. 

4 i LE. I have not yielded the floor. . ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will see that exact fairness is had by 

} e T. 
oot mere That is all right. What I wish is that there shall be 

7 le opportunity for discussion on both sides. 
at GARFIELD. I wish to say a word on this subject, but shall 
take up as little as possible the time of the House. The situation of 
(Colorado is peculiar in this respect, as every gentleman will see at a 

‘lance: that she has but one Representative; and the refusal of the 
Tionse to act upon this case refuses to the whole of Colorado a voice 
at all upon this floor. ‘ ; . 

Every act done that denies the right of the Representative here 
to his place is a denial of the right of the whole State. If, as the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. CLYMER] said a moment ago, the 
party now in the minority on this floor did a thing like this for 
«me districts of a State, that at all events was a different case from 
this. I know of no case where it has been done for a whole State 
which nobody doubts is a State with its full rights inthe Union. Of 
course there were questions about some States in the early days of 
reconstruction, before they were acknowledged to be within the pale 
of the Union. But however that may have been, one thing is clear, 
that if the State of Colorado has not properly elected a Representa- 
tive, if the election held there in October was not a legal election, it 
is duc to the State, without regard to any partisan interest, that this 
House should say so, and remit the whole subject back to the people 
of that State for another election. 

Now, if the case goes over in this short session—if it goes over into 
the long session, What happens? Supposein the month of December 
or in the month of January there is a report from the committee that 
there is no election, the result will be that the State of Colorado 
will have to hold an election in midwinter. But in that northern 
region it is almost impossible to hold an election in winter. They 
regarded the month of November as too late. They even regarded 
October as too late. They wanted the election in September. Tie 
people of Colorado said September was as late as they could safely 
hold an election in those latitades where the snow comes early. 

Gentlemen complain that they did not hold an election in Novem- 
ber when it was very difficult to hold an election. But if there be 
any further delay and they are called upon to make another election 
you compel them to hold their election even in midwinter. 

The motion now pending does not ask the House to decide in favor 
of Mr. Belford. It asks that the delay which has already now lasted 
a month, and more than a month, shall stop and that the case shall 
be brought up in this House just as gentlemen in another body not 
far from here, whose action certain gentlemen here will respect, are 
proposing to discharge a committee from the further consideration 
of an election case, and asking that the case be taken up in that body 
for immediate action; which is a good illustration of just what we 
kuow should have been done in this case, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Will the gentleman from Ohio allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I concur in all that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] has said, as well as in what was said by 
the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. HALE.] This has been ruled by the 
Speaker to be a question of high privilege. I think that the Com- 
mittee of Elections ought to report upon the prima facie case or upon 
the merits at an early day; but I suggest to the gentleman from 
Maine (Mr, HALE] that he amend his resolution so as to make it read 
that the committee shall report upon the prima facie case or upon the 
merits by Monday next, or that they shall be discharged from the 
further consideration of the question. I hope the gentleman from 
Maine will accept that amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think that a fair suggestion; but I have no 
right to accept an amendment to the resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from Maine. I think the suggestion a fair one, 

Mr. SPARKS. So do we. 

_ Mr.GARFIELD. It would be fair unless the House should ad- 
Journ, which would push it over into the next session. If the gentle- 
man from Georgia (Mr. STEPHENS] would say Saturday, I think it 
would be better, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I will say Saturday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that the member from 
Colorado would not be injured when no Congress was in session. 

Mr. GARFIELD, I know that; bat there should be a report upon 
the prima facie case before the present session adjourns, and if the 


gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS } will fix the day as Saturday | 


wey my friend from Maine will accept it. 
Mr. ST EPHENS, of Georgia. I put it Saturday. 


Mr. GARFIELD, If Lhad charge of this resolution I would accept 
that amendment, 


Mr. HALE. Let us hear what it is. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Let the resolution be read. 

The resolution was again read by the Clerk. 

Mr. HALE. I ask now what is the gentleman’s proposition ? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. My proposition is to so amend the 
resolution that the Committee of Elections shall report upon the 
prima facie case or upon the merits on Saturday next, or be dis- 
charged. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that some member of the Committee of 
E'ections will be permitted to make a statement before we act upon 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thought that he had recognized the 
gentieman from Virginia [Mr. Harris] who is chairman of the 
Committee of Elections; but the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD] proceeded to speak. The Chair supposes that perhaps there 
was an understanding between those two gentlemen. 

Mr. GARFIELD, I spoke in the time of the gentleman from Maine, 
(Mr. HALe.] 

Mr. HALE. The only question now is as to the acceptance of the 
proposition cf the gentieman from Georgia, [Mr. SrePHENs, ] and the 
acceptance of that proposition may dispeuse with the necessity of 
further debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mr. Harris;] he will afterward recognize the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] and give him all his rights. 

Mr. SAYLER. I move to lay the resolution on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recognized for that purpose. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I was not in the Hall when 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] made his extraordinary mo- 
tion, one which I have not heard made since I have had the honor of 
being a member of this House. I think, at least, that he might have 
waited until I had been in my seat or informed me of it before he 
offered this resolution. But then that is not important. 

It is due to the committee over which I preside and to which this 
case was referred, and also to the parties in the case, that the facts 
should be stated. I will state the rule of the committee. We had a 
meeting a day or two after the committee was organized, and at that 
meeting the parties, the contestant and the contestee, were directed 
to come before the committee and prepare their case at the earliest 
practicable moment. 

This Colorado case embraces two hundred and seventy-two printed 
pages, as arranged and prepared by the contestant, contestee, and the 
clerk, and was sent to the printer on the 3lst day of October, accom- 
panied by notes and telegraphic dispatches to hurry it up, and it 
came back to us on the 12th day of November. On that same day 
the committee held a meeting and dispensed with the usual delay of 
appointing a subcommittee for the reason that they were anxious to 
give the case a prompt and expeditious hearing before the whole 
committee. And we invited the parties to be heard, and they came 
and discussed the question for two or three days. The discussion 
closed on the 14th day of the present month, and since that time two 
meetings of the committee have been held to determine whether the 
members of the committee were prepared to render a judgment and 
opinion. Upon a fair canvass of the views of the committee we 
found that they were divided, not on party lines but upon other ques- 
tions, and that some of the members of the committee were not pre- 
pared to give an opinion at all. 

Common courtesy and common respect for the opinions of those 
members of the committee who had not made up their minds required 
us to give them a little further time for consideration. The com- 
mittee are as anxious as are members of this House, and more anxious 
perhaps than the gentleman from Maine,{Mr. HaLx,] to make this 
report and have it acted upon promptly. 

I will say in reference to the Committee of Elections of the last 
session, over which I had the honor to preside, that they decided 
every case referred to them during the first session of the Forty-fourth 
Congress, a thing which had not been done before for ten or tifteen 
years. And I intend, if the industry of my committee this session 
is equal to that of the committee of the last session, that the samo 
thing shall be done in this Congress; that we shall not have cases 
coming in here on the last day of the Congress, as was done in tho 
Forty-third Congress, when two men were admitted to their seats on 
the last day of the last session of Congress, and permitted to draw 
$12,000 each. During the last Congress the expense of contestants 
and contestees was $17,000, aguinst $67,000 or thereabouts in the 
Forty-third Congress. 

Why does the gentleman from Maine make this motion? I am glad 
to see that he is an apt scholar. He has seen that a motion of this 
sort was made somewhere else, and he is practicing law a little, plead- 
ing a set-off to the action of the Senate. My friend mistakes bis 
forum ; he should plead his set-off in the same body in which the first 
declaration was made, and not come here with it. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] says that the State of 
Colorado is unrepresented. We all know that is true, and we are as 
anxious that the State shall be represented and represented correctly 
as the gentleman from Ohio[Mr.GaRFigELD] canbe. But we remem- 


| ber too well when seven or eight of the old States stood here at one 
| time knocking at the doors of the Capitol, with the Constitution in 
their hands, and asking that their representatives be admitted, and 
i that gentleman stood here with his party denying those States rep- 
















































































—— ee 
7 — 
el SOS IR i 
















































































Fue 














omens 

















Pat eee eee 

















ach 



































oo Senpaaga ret. ac2, 



























































































































































































































612 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. NOVEMBER 29 

































resentation. Yet when the little State of Colorado, with her small 
population, comes here and asks the admission of her Represeutative 
on this floor, he must seek to cast an insult in the face of the Com- 
mittee of Elections (saying nothing of its chairman) whose industry 
and energy cannot be excelled by any committee of this House, by 
bringing up the fact that that State is still unrepresented. Consist- 
ency with him would be a jewel. 

At the proper time I hope the motion will be made by some member 
(I myself will not make it) to lay this whole subject on ‘the table. 
There is no reason why this case should be hurried forward to a dis- 
cussion whieh will compel the House to vote without a proper under- 
standing of the case. There is not a member in this House who will 
read the report in this case. They expect the members of the Com- 
mittee of Elections of the respective parties to read and analyze the 
case for them, and as those members of the committee report, so will 
the members of the House vote; and we all know that that will be 
the case. There is not a member in this House, not even my vener- 
able friend from Georgia, [Mr. STEPHENS, ] who has read this report, 
or who will read it between now and Saturday. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Will the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Harris] allow me to make an inquiry of him? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. With very great pleasure. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. When does the Committee of Elec- 
tions expect to report, how soon, on this case? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The first day of the regular session. We 
have conferred freely on that subject, members of both parties on the 
committee, and we think that that is as soon as we can come to a 
proper understanding of the case. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. One other inquiry. Will it take 
until next Monday week to report upon the prima facie case? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The prima facie case involves the merits 
of the whole case. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. If I recollect the resolution of the 
House referring this subject to the committee, it directed the com- 
mittee to report on the prima facie case. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. And on the merits of the case; on both. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Do I understand the chairman of 
the Committee of Elections to say that the prima facie case involves 
the merits of the case? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The entire merits of the case. I now 
yield to the gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. Watt, ] a member of 
the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. HALE. I have reduced to the form of a resolution the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Georgia, which I accept. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, I desire to yield to the gentleman from 
Connecticut, [Mr. Watt.] 

Mr. HALE. I believe my time is not out yet. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is entitled to his full 
hour. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I thought the hour had expired. 

The SPEAKER. Not yet. 

Mr. HALE. I have drawn up a resolution in accordance with the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Georgia, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Elections be hereby directed to report to this 
House its conclusions on the prima facie case in the contested-election case of Bel- 
ford vs. Patterson on Saturday morning next after the reading of the Journal ; 
and unless said report is so made said committee shall be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the case. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Put it Monday, if you please. 

Mr. HALE. With the likelihood that we may adjourn by Saturday 
night, and as I desire to have this case disposed of at this session—— 

ir, STEPHENS, of Georgia. We will not adjourn Saturday. 

Mr. HALE. I would prefer to let it stand Saturday. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I would prefer to have it Monday. 

Mr. HALE. I will yield to the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
Wait] for five minutes. 

Mr. WAIT. As amember of the Committee of Elections I simply 
wish to say a few words to exonerate the members of that committee 
from avy charge or imputation that may be considered cast upon 
them by the resolution of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HaLe] that 
they have been derelict in their duty in not making a report at an 
earlier period in this case of Belford rs. Patterson. We urged the 
poe of the papers at the earliest possible time. When they were 

rought to us in manuscript by the parties they were at once sent to 
the Public Printer; and as soon as he could get the same printed and 
they were brought to the committee-room we immediately called the 
parties before us and —— to act upon the matter. We heard 
the parties at once. They came before us as soon as the testimony 
came into our hands, and made their statements. They severally ar- 
gued the case at great length. One gentleman occupied a large part 
of the session on two days in making a very elaborate argument both 
on the questions of fact and the questions of law arising in the case. 
The other gentleman took I think one entire day, if not part of an- 
otber, in replying to the arguments of the gentleman who opened 
the discussion. 

The committee then came together at the very earliest possible 
time to see what we could do, the apparent aim of all of the mem- 
bers being to agree, if possible, upon a report in this case. I believe 
there was but one feeling on the part of the entire committee, and 
that was to agree, if we possibly could, upon a unanimous report; 


but, while two or three of us had decided pretty de 
to the merits of the case and were prepared to sa 
would be, other gentlemen said that there were novel and i ae 
questions of law arising in the case, to which they wanted tow 
careful examination. Numerous authorities had been read A 
parties, embracing decisions of courts and opinions of eler 7 
writers, in connection with the arguments made on one side aa 
other; and the gentlemen of the committee desired not aire Ge 
amine the decisions of the courts which had been cited, but al <O 
action of prior committees of this House, to see what would be the 
proper course to pursue in deciding this case. aay 

From the beginning to the end, f have never seen on the part 
any gentleman of the committee any action or heard any ex - - 
indicating a desire on his part that this question should not c fairhe 
presented to the House by a fall and well-considered report a the 
very earliest time that we-could agree what our action should ).. 
The difficalty has been for the committee to arrive at a unanim = 
decision. Some gentlemen were in favor, perhaps, of seating a 
contestant, others of seating the other party, while ot! oa 
referring the case back to the people of Colorado for anc 
We have all been desirous, if we could in an 
sent a unanimous report to the House. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] has referred to the 
prima facie case. Why, sir,each member of the committee had ex- 
pressed his opinion in the House here by his vote. I did not expect i. 
change the opinion of my friend, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr 
Harris, } or the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Sprincer, } and 1 was 
very certain that anything either of those gentlemen could say would 
not convert me to their view of that question. I had made up a 
mind fully and clearly that Mr. Belford by the law and the testimony 
had fairly a prima facie right to take his seat here as the represents- 
tive of the State of Colorado until the committee and the House shoul 
decide upon the meritsofthecase. Ihadabout as decidedly made upmy 
mind in regard to his clear and full title to the seat. But I wanted to 
hear the opinions of other gentlemen and weigh the evidence and eo. 
sider the questions of law fully and fairly, so that if possible I might 
concur with other members of the committee and unite with them as 
to the course to be pursued, or, if not, that part of us should report 
one way and part another, submitting all the questions fairly to the 
consideration and decision of the House. 

Another word, Mr. Speaker. These contestants have been in the 
committee-room almost every day conferring with the committee, 
and never, from the day they discussed the questions in the case until 
now, have I heard any complaint on the part of either contesting party 
with regard to the action of the committee. I fully concur with the 
gentleman from Maine that Colorado, as a sovereign State, is entitled 
to representation in this House at the very earliest possible period, 
and I am the last member of this body who would do anything that 
would result in unnecessary delay. We have never been charged by 
either of the contesting parties with not discharging our duty fully 
and fairly io the course we have pursued. We have spoken to them 
at our ditferent interviews with regard to the time when we hoped 
to be able to make a report on this question ; but I have never heard 
either of them express any dissatisfaction at the course we were pur- 
suing. 

now member of the committee, I am ready to meet again to-mor- 
row and, if the House shall so vote, come in and report on this prima 
facie case at the time indicated, by the resolution of the gentleman 
from Maine, { Mr. —— as amended by the gentleman from Georgia, 
(Mr. STEPHENS.] But the House must understand distinctly from my 
knowledge of the opinions of the committee that I candidly believe 
they cannot at this time agree upon a unanimous report upon this 
questiqn of prima facie right ; that we shall come before the House 
at the fine named in the resolution divided in our opinions as we 
were when we voted upon the question inthe Honse. I am perfectly 
ready as one member of the committee to come in at once with such 
a report, if that isthe desire or order of the House, and let the House 
decide with regard to the prima facie right of either Mr. Belford or 
Mr. Patterson, and relieve the committee from further embarrassment 
so far as that question is concerned. 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Wart] has, 
from his stand-point, made a better argument for my resolution than 
I could have done. It is precisely the irreconcilable difficulties in the 
committee that have prevented their making any report, have delayed 
the action of the House, and delayed the seating of the gentleman, 
whoever he may be, that is entitled to the seat prima facie. It is just 
this difficulty that I am seeking to remedy by my resolution. | desire 
to hurry the committee up so that we may get their report and settle 
the case. I have adopted the suggestion as made by the gentleman 
from Georgia, to name Saturday; and upon the resolution as modi- 
fied I will call the previous question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hat) 
yield to me for a short time? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly; how long? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Five minutes. y 

Mr. HALE. Very well. Before the gentleman proceeds, I will ask 
the Speaker how much of my hour remains? 

The SPEAKER. Twenty minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I appeal to my colleagues of the 
Committee of Elections, and especially to the honorable gentleman 


‘finitely in regard 
y what our 
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other election, 
y manner agree, to pre- 
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: the venerable gentleman from Connecticut, 
from Ohio, eS addressed a: House, the gentleman from 
[Mr. att ie THORNBURGH, |] and the gentleman from New York, 
Fennessee, |e ] representing the minority of this House on that com- 
(sr. Hite say whether or not the statement made by the gentleman 
mittee, vanectiout (Mr. Wait] in regard to the efforts of that coin- 
= : ms forward this investigation as rapidly as possible is not true 
ron os sects? We have desired no delay. We have forwarded 
in Se aie ible. I hold in my hand the printed record 
this case as rapidly as poss 

he case, numbering two hundred and seventy-two pages of 
= J matter, which the members of the committee have not yet 
owe ble to read through entirely, but we have heard the respective 
aioe who have submitted exhaustive arguments, and we are now 
veliberating upon the law as well as the facts of the case. 

Now, sir, if it had not been probable this special session would ad- 
are perhaps to-morrow or — this week, or at the farthest by 
Monday, the committee, I have no doubt, would have made prepara- 
tions to bring this case before the House as early as Monday next. 
But at our last meeting it was understood, I believe by all the mem- 
bers of the committee, this House would probably adjourn to-day, 
and certainly not farther than Saturday, and we believed if we re- 
orted the case to the House this week there would be no time to 
sae it, which made it necessary the case should go over to the reg- 
ular session. The parties to the contest were informed it would be 
brought up on the first or second day of the regular session. Mem- 
bers of the committee were directed to prepare a by that time 
«0 that the case would be ready to be considered by the committee. 
I think, therefore, there is no necessity for this motion as the com- 
mittee has been acting with due diligence and with a proper regard 
to the interests of the State of Colorado and the rights of the respect- 

re contestants. 
Mr. HALE. I yield now for five minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan, { Mr. CONGER. } : } re 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, there is no disposition I know of on 
the part of any member of this House to find fault with the chairman 
of the Committee of Elections, and I do not see why he need rise to 
defend himself here when a simple motion, a common motion, a 
proper motion is made to relieve him and his committee from difficul- 
ties which have environed them and from which they have been 
struggling for twenty-seven days to escape. 

The gentleman admits—and I call his attention to his admission— 
the gentleman admits that on the 14th of thismonth they had heard 
all of the parties, they had taken all the proof, and they were pre- 
pared then to act on the facts as they had learned them, but from 
that time to this they have been unable to come to any conclusion 
among themselves what to report and when to report. My friend 
from Connecticut, [Mr. Wart,] a truer man never lived, or a more 
diligent one, for I served with him on other committees, tries to ex- 
cuse the committee because that has made men so different they can- 
not agree on a proposition. It is unfortunate, but he says there is no 
prospect whatever of that committee ever agreeing on this, of what 
they are to report or when they are to report My friend, then, 
ought to be willing to adopt this resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Maine to relieve them from the necessity of doing the impossi- 
ble. Agree on that they cannot. 

But the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr.SPRinGER, ] the second on that 
committee, ho, too, comes and says that, with all his ability, and with 
all his genius, and with all his suggestions, he has found it impossible 
to bring the members of that committee into such accord they could 
make a report, at least at this session, and in despair to relieve them- 
selves from those who are pressing them they had thought they would 
report on the first day of the next session. Procrastination is not 
only the thief of time, but it is the thief of a seat in this House. 

Now, sir, these gentlemen of the committee, and I presume all have 
spoken who desire to, all agree they have sufficiently examined this 
matter. They know what to report. They have read the one hundred 
and twenty-seven pages, which other members have not read, and 
never will read, and they cannot agree in their judgment. Why, sir, 
they admit they will never agree. It is intimated here they cannot 
agree upon a prime facie case, and behind that are great principles of 
law, and their report might be a precedent for the coming genera- 
tions, and they must handle it carefully and make no mistake. 

Colorado has been kept out of her representation in this House long 
enough. Members promised when this was referred to the committee 
they would examine it speedily and report speedily to this House and 
Colorado should be represented upon this floor within a short period, 
and yet it was on the 14th, the chairman of the committee tells us, 
they had finished taking testimony and had heard all they were to 
do, and the gentleman from Illinois says the reason they cannot report 
now is because there will not be time in this session for all the com- 
mittee to make the eloquent speeches they desire to make. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 


Mr. HALE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Porrer. 


Mr. COX, of Ohio. The gentleman from New York yields part of 
his time to me. 


Mr. POTTER. Ido. 
Mr. COX, of Ohio. I wish to say a few words as a member of the 


committee and asa republican. When the committee met, with a| have been reported here within ten days after it was sent to the 
frankness which I have never seen surpassed, all unanimously agreed | committee on the prima facie case; and the man who was entitled 
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| that the work should be pushed forward as rapidly as possible. It 























was also agreed, with great freedom from everything like partisan 
spirit, that the committee should as nearly as possible take upon 
itself both the feelings and the duties of a court of justice. I desire 
to say on behalf of the committeo that it would be absolutely impos- 
sible for any body of gentlemen, under the same circumstances, to 
show more completely a non-partisan spirit than has been done. I 
do not mean that we may not all have prejudices growing out of party 
associations and sympathies, but I unqualifiedly assert that if they 
exist, they have not shown themselves in the action or bearing of the 
members of the committee. 

I desire further to say, after some experience in courts of justice, 
that if the supreme court of any State, having a cause of equal mag- 
nitude before it and having heard arguments of similar length upon 
similar amounts of testimony, had reserved the case for decision, no 
lawyer on this floor would ever dream they were doing less than their 
duty in mone the case under advisement quite as long as this com- 
mittee has done. Further, if gentlemen who are opposed to me in 
politics, in another place, undertake to do that which I do not think 
to be wise or right, I have yet to learn that the way to meet them 
would be for me to copy their wrong actions. If no higher motive 
than the merest party policy were to guide us, I cannot understand 
the benefit to arise from imitation of that which we denounce. 

I think, therefore, that it is to be regretted that this motion is 
made; and I have felt that neither as a member of this House nor as 
a gentleman can I say less than I have said without failing in my 
duty to my colleagues on the committee. And if under such circum- 
stances the House, as it has a perfect right to do, should take the 
case from the committee, I am unable to see how the members of 
that committee could possibly feel they had the confidence of the 
House in sufficient measure to justify them in consenting to serve 
longer in that capacity. [Applause on the democratic side of tho 
House. } 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Speaker, I served for some years in the House, 
and for a part of the time upon the Committee of Elections with the 
gentleman from Maine, [Mr. HaLe.] During all that time, whether 
in the House or the committee, I think we hardly ever differed in the 
conclusions that we came to in respect to any election case. I have 
during this time very often voted against my own party and he has 
often voted against his; and we have both endeavored to treat elec- 
tion cases judicially, and not in a partisan spirit. I am therefore 
the more surprised at his making the motion he has submitted, if he 
has made it seriously. 

For, Mr. Speaker, this Colorado case presents a difficult question of 
law; for the prima facie question in the case is all there is of the case ; 
that is the whole of it. That question is a very difficult question of 
law. I read the brief on the one side and Senator EpMuNDs’s letter 
and the brief on the other side, and if I recollect rightly 1 made up 
my mind both ways, according to the side I read last. If I ever met 
a law question of the kind that wanted consideration, that required 
advisement, it isthe question in thiscase. Therefore I thought from 
the beginning, that when the case had been before the Comuittee of 
Elections and they had considered it, and we had got the benefit of 
their opinion, that would be quite as early as we should decide about 
it, and certainly as early as we could undertake to decide about it 
intelligently. 

My learned and distinguished friend from Maine [ Mr. HaLe] knows ; ' 




































































































































































































































































that as wellasIdo. He did not pick out the case of all others that 

required advisement, the case of all others that was attended with 

difticulty, as the case in which to charge this committee with parti- 

sanship and willful delay, without having an ulterior reason for his 

course. I fancy, sir, that gentleman is not at all in earnest in 

making this motion, so far as the action of this House is concerned. ; 
What I think he wants is to create a political sentiment as to the ' 
exclusion of a State from representation by this House which may 

be used by the newspapers so as to have some influence on the action 

of the other House. The gentleman is far too astute and experi- 

eneed to pick out the worst case before this House with which to 

reflect upon the Committee of Elections, with any view of carrying 

his motion. The gentleman looks, to speak figuratively, over the 

rims of his spectacles, for he is far from wearing spectacles, being 

still a young man with long years of usefulness before him; but he 

looks away beyond this House at another body when he brings in 

this motion. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] has disposed, by his remarks, 
of this whole case and of every possible ground of reflection upon 
the Committee of Elections, and when the time comes I will move 
to lay the motion of the gentleman from Maine, a motion I think as 
improper as it is uncalled for, upon the table. 

Mr. HALE. I believe I have five minutes left. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eight minutes of his hour re- 
maining. w 

Mr. HALE. Let me say that I had no intention in this matter of 
impugning the personal conduct or motive of any member of the 
Committee ef Elections. I distinctly disclaim any such intention ; 
and no man need be sensitive on that point, either republican or dem- 
ocrat. What Ido say is that this committee has unnecessarily de- 

| layed this case ; that according to all the promises given it should 
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prima facie should have been sworn in, and then the contested elec- 
tion carried on with all the drags and delays that are customary in 
the Committee of Elections. 

Moreover, I have my suspicions and belief that this thing does not 
stand up so high in the realm of impartiality that no member of the 
committee is influenced by a desire to gain political advantage. I 
have not the fortune to be in the same guileless condition of mind 
that my friend from Ohio (Mr. Cox] is, who is more inclined to 
believe that, because his antagonists set up a claim to act fairly and 
rightly, than if such a claim came from his own side of the House. 
I do not think he will be able to retain that guileless, trustful con- 
dition of mind if he serves on the Committee of Elections during 
this Congress. He must be hard to convert with his bright intellect, 
which I recognize, if he does not depart from his present admiring 
condition for the unpartisan character of his committee. 

Let me say further, in reply to the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Porrer,] that I am in earnest in this matter. I am somewhat 
the champion of Mr. Belford. I arose in my seat, before the House 
was organized, and while the Clerk stood at the desk and decided 
upon gnestions that came before the House, and had the controlling 
power which you now exercise, and moved that Mr. Belford be sworn 
in and seated, and never, from that day, have J known one hour or 
one moment that I did not believe that he was entitled to stand in 
front of that desk and have the oath of office administered to 
him. 

Moreover, while I impugn the motives of no gentleman on the 
committee, I believe that delay in this case has been adopted pur- 
posely, and that there is an intention on the other side of the House 
to hinder the swearing in of Mr. Belford, and either to swear in 
the other man or to send the case back to the State and subjectit to the 
trouble of a new election. And the serene atmosphere of the Com- 
mittee of Elections will in the end produce one or the other of these 
results. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I desire to say, what of course no gentleman 
not on the Committee of Elections could know, but which, in view of 
the remark made by the gentleman, it seems necessary to say, in sini- 
e honesty and justice, that a member of that committee from New 

‘ork [Mr. Hiscock] was necessarily absent, and his mind was in 
doubt about some matters, and at his request I suggested that it was 
not desirable to force a decision instantly, and consequently, if there 
has been delay in this matter, then, in fairness, we on this side of the 
House will admit that we cannot reproach gentlemen upon the other 
side of the House with the fault of this delay. 

Mr. HALE. Iam sorry that any gentleman of the committee has 
not been able to attend to its deliberations, but, admitting that is 
so, still we onght to seat somebody as member from Colorado, and 
the matter should be disposed of. 1 call for the previous question. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I should like to be permitted to say 
a word upon this question, if the gentleman will allow me. 

Mr. HALE. My time has expired, and I will lose the previous ques- 
tion unless | insist upon it now. 

Mr. SAYLER. I move to lay the resolution upon the table. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Could not I have leave, by common 
consent, to make a statement in reference to the delay in the com- 
mittee f 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not the power to grant that. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the House will not second the previous ques- 
tion. I should like to speak three minutes upon this subject. 

The SPEAKER. There is a prior motion than the previous qnes- 
tion, which is a motion to lay the resolution upon the table. 

Mr. SAYLER. I insist upon that motion. 

Mr. HALE. And upon it I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were— yeas 155, nays 94, not 
voting 42; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Atkins, Banks, Banning, Beebe, Bell, Benedict, Bicknell, Bis- 
bee, Blackburn, Bland, Boone, Bouck, Bragg, Bridges, Buckner, Cabell, John W. 
Caldwell, W. P. Caldwell, Candler, Carlisle, Chalmers, Alvah A. Clark, Joha B, 
Clarke of Kentacky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cobb, Collins, Cook, 
Covert, Jacob D. Cox, Cravens, Crittenden, Culberson, Cutler, Davidson, Joseph 
J. Davis, Dibrell, Dickey, Durbam, Eden, Eickboff, Elam, Ellis, Ewing, Felton, 
Finley, Forney, Franilin, Fuller, Gardner, Garth, Gibson, Giddings, Glover, Goode, 
Ganter, Hamilton, Hardenbergh, Henry R. Harris, John T. Harris, Harrison, Hart, 
Hartridge, Hartzell, Hatcher, Hays, Henkle, Henry, Herbert, Abram S. Howitt, 
Hooker, House, Humphrey, Hunton, Frank Jones, James Taylor Jones, John S. 
Jones, Kenna, Killinger, Kimmel, Knapp, Koott, Landers, Lathrop, Ligon, Lock- 
wood, Luttrell, Maish, Manning, Martin, Mayham, McKenzie, McMahon, Mills, 
Money, Monree, Morgan, Morrieon, Morse, Muldrow, Muller, Neal, Oliver, Pa- 
checo, Phelps, Phillips, Pot er, Pridemore, Pagh, Qui n, Rainey, Re»gan, Reilly 
Americus V. Rice, Riddie, Rebbins, Roberta, Robertson, George D. Robinson, Ross, 
Sayler, Scales, Schleicher, Shelley, Singleton, Slemons, William E. Smith, Sparks, 
Springer, Steele, Stenger, Stewart, Thornburgh, Throckmorton, Tipton, Richard 
W. Townshend, Tacker, Turner, Torney, Vance, Van Vorhe-, Waddell, Wait 
Walsh, Warner, Whitthorne, Alpheus S. Williams, Jere N. Williams, Albert 8. 
Willis, Benjamin A. Willis, Wilson, Wood, Wright, Yeates, and Young—155. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Bacon, Bagley, John H. Baker, William H. Baker, 
Ballou, Bayne, Boyd, Brentano, Brewer, Briggs, Brogden, Browne, Burchard, Bar- 
dick, Calkins, Camp, Campbell, Cannon, Chittenden, Claflin, Rash Clark, Cole, Con- 

er, Crapo, Cummings, Danford, Horace Davis, Deering, Denison, Dunnell, Dwicht, 

James, Elisworth, Errett, 1. Newton Evans, Fort, Foster, Freeman, Frye,Garfi 1d, 
Hale, Hanna, Harmer, Benjamin W. Harris, Haskell, Hendee, Henderson, Hubbell, 
Hiungerford, Hunter, Ittner, James, Jorgensen, Joyce, Keifer Keightley, Ketch- 
am, Lapham, Leonard, Lindsey, Marsh, McCook, McGowan, McKinley, Mitchell, 
Norcross, O'Neill, Overton, Patterson, Towers, Price, Randolph, Reed, William 
W. Rice, Milton S. Robinson, Ryan, Sampson, Sapp, Shallenberger, Sinnickson, 
Starin, Stephens, John W. Stone, Joeeph UC. Stone, Amos Townsend, Ward, Watson, 
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ichael D. White, — * oa 
en, Sete D hite, Andrew Williams, Richard Williams, Willits, ang 


NOT VOTING—Messrs. Aiken, Blair, Bliss, Blount, Brig . 
Caswell, Samuel S. Cox, Darra!l, Douglas, James L_ Evans, John H. Evin. xe 
Gause, Hazelton, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hiscock, Kelley, Loring Lynde wo 
Metcalfe, Page, Peddie, Pollard, Pound, Rea, Sexton, Snialls, a ae aoe 
Southard, Sunsit, Swann, Thompson, Martin I. Townsend, Veeder, Walker Har 
White, Charlies G. Williams, and James Williams—42. , aty 

So the motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made - 

Mr. GARTH. I desire to state that Mr. Hewrrt, of Alabama ix 
still contined to his room by illness; if present, he would \ ote xe 

Mr. BLOUNT. On this question I am paired with Mr. Syrry” f 
Pennsylvania; if here, he would vote “no” and I would yote ‘ - 

Mr. PAGE, On this question I am paired with Mr. Watkery/y 
Virginia ; if here, he would vote “ay” and I would yote “no.” 

Mr. CAMP. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. Hiscocy. ; 
absent and paired with Mr. VeEEDER. Lain advised by Mr. Hise ~ 
and others with whom he has conferred that he was fully prepared 
to report upon this matter before he was called away; and [ th. 
fore presume that if he were present he would vote “no.” 

Mr. EWING. My colleague, Mr. SourHarp, is absent in New Joy 
sey, and detained there in consequence of the serjous illness of |yjs 
wife’s father. He is paired with Mr. POLLARD, of Missouri, 7 

Mr. GUNTER. My colleague, Col. Gauss, is absent on account of 
sickness. 

Mr. DUNNELL. My colleague, Mr. Strart, is absent, and paired 
on all political questions with the gentleman from Missouri, Mr, Rr,. 
The gentleman from Missouri can determine for himself whether thi, 
is or is not a political question. 

Mr. REA. I am paired with the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. 
Strralt, on all political questions, and as this may be considered 4 
political question I will ask leave to withdraw my vote in the atir- 
mative. 

No objection was made, and leave was granted accordingly. 

The vote was then announced as ab .ve recorded. 


ADJOURNMENT OF SESSION, 


Mr. WOOD. I desire to state to the House that I had intended to 
call up to-day the resolution reported from the Committee of Ways 
and Means in relation to the final adjourument of this session of Con- 
gress, and to ask a vote upon it at the first opportunity. I have just 
learned that the other branch of Congress has adjourned until Mon- 
day next, and therefore I will abstain from calling up that resolution 
until Monday. I think it is my duty under the circumstances, and 
for the convenience of members on both sides of the House, to make 
this announcement. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SINGLETON. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the unfinished business of 
yesterday, being the bill (H. R. No. 1526) to provide for deticiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other purposes, 
which was reported from the Committee of the Whole with sundry 
amendments. The pending question is upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] to lay on the table the motiou 
to reconsider the vote whereby the House rejected the amendment of 
the Committee of the Whole in relation to the “star service,” so called, 
of the post <1 service. 

The amendment was read, as follows : 

After line 115 add the following : 

Provided, That the unexpended balance of the appropriation made for star serv. 
ice in the transportation of the mails for the last fiscal year, or s0 much thereef 
as may remain after settling accounts touching said service during said years 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for the same service during the current 
fiscal year. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this question the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. Mitts] yesterday called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered upon a division, there being ayes 
38, noes not counted; one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. WADDELL. Before the roll-call begins I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have read a communicition which I received this morning 
from the Postmaster-General, touching the subject of this amendment. 

Mr. EDEN and others objected. 

Mr. CONGER. This amendment, as I understand, relates to the 
increased mail service in rural districts. ee 
The SPEAKER. It relates to what is known as the “ star service, 

and was lost yesterday by a vote of 108 to 129. 

Mr. POTTER. Are we to vote now on the motion to lay on the 
table or on the motion to reconsider ? 

The SPEAKER. On the motion to lay on the table the motion to 
reconsider, which is known in parliamentary practice as a “clincher. 

Mr. CONGER. And it will be a “clincher” upon the rural mat! 
service ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that inquiry is not exactly 
order. (Lau ghter. | ; , 

Mr. CONGER. The Chair certainly ought to explain the mean; 
of the word “ clincher.” : 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 142, nays 116, not 
voting 33 ; as follows : 

YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Atkins, Bacon, Bagley, John H. Baker, William H. 


Baker, Banks, Banning, Bayne, Beebe, Benedict, Bicknell, Blackburn, Blair, bieuvt, 


ht, Bandy, Rut! 
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_Briggs, Browne, Buckuer, Burchard, Cain. Calkins, Camp, 

¢. Bride in, Chittenden. Claflin, Alvan H. Clark, Jobn B. Clark, jr., 

Comte i Joho B. Clarke of Kentucky, Clymer, Cobb, Cole, Collins, Covert, 
of Missourl “( rapo, Cutler, Danford, Denison, Dickey, Darbam, Eden, Errett, I. 
Jacoh D. ee Finley, Foster, Franklin. Frye, Fuller, Gardner, Garfield, Glover, 
Newton Ex oem Hanna, Hardenbergh, Hart, Hartzell, Hayes. Hendee, Henderson, 
Halk ei Hewitt, Hubbell, Hungerford, Hunter, Ittner, James, Frank 
Henry, = S Jones, Jorgensen, Joyce, Keightley, Kenna, Ketcham, Killinger, 
Jones oo >” Knott, Landers, Leonard, Lindsey, Lockwoot, Loring, Mackey, 
Kime oe a McCook, McGowan, McKenzie, McKinley, McMahon, Monroe, 
Maish. 3 "isenen, Muller, Neal, Norcross, Overton, Patterson, Potter, Rainey, Ran- 
Morrie ae eeed, Reilly, Americus V. Rice, William W. Rice, George D. Kobinson, 
—_ MS Robineon Ross, Sayler, Singleton, William E. Smith, Sparks, Springer, 
Milton 5. ann, Thompson, Amos Townsend, Richard W. Townshend, Turner, 
Sten gET iL. Walsh, Ward, Warner, Watson. Harry White, Michael D. White, 
va borne, Andrew Williams, Albert 8. Wilis, Benjamin A. Willis, Willits, 

7 * Wright—142. 
we mn, Weedon Ballou, Bell, Bisbee, Bland, Boone, Bouck, Bord, Brentano, 
2 sn Burdick Cabell, Jchn W. Caldwell, W. P. Caldwell, Campbell, Chal- 
Bree ash Clark, Conger, Cook, Cravens, Crittenden, Culberson, Cummings, 
ae wn. Horace Davis, Joseph J. Davis, Deering, Dibrell, Dunvell, Eames, Eick- 
er El w. Ellis, Ellsworth, Ewing, Felton, Forney, Fort, Freeman, Garth, Gause, 
ss Siddings, Goode, Gunter, Harmer, Benjamin W. Harris, Henry R. Harris, 
— larris, Harrison, Hartridge, Haskell, Hatcher, Herbert, Hooker, House, 
ae James Taylor Jones, Kelley, Lapham, Lathrop, Ligon, Luttrell, Manuing, 
: om Martin, Metealfe, Mills, Mitchell, Money,Morgan, Muldrow, Oliver, O' Neill, 
Mar sail Page, Peddie, Phelps, Phillips, Powers, Price, Pridemore, Pugh Reagan, 
halle, Robbins Roberts, Robertson, Ryan, Sampson, Sapp, Scales, Schleicher, 
Sh: llenberger, Shelley, Sinnickson, Slemons, Starin, Steele, Stephens, Stewart, 
po W. Stone, Joseph C. Stone, Thornburgh, Throckmorton, Tipton, Tucker, 
Vance Van Vorhes, Waddell, Welch, Alpheus 5S. Williams, Jere N. Williams, 
Richard Williams, Wren, Yeates, and Younz—116. ; 

NUT VOTING—Mesers. Aiken, Bliss, Bright, Bundy, Butler, Caswell, Samuel S. 
Cox Darrall, Douglas, Dwight, James L. Evans, John H. Evins, Field, Hazelton, 
Henkle Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hiscock, Humphrey, Keifer, Lynde, Pollard, Pound, 

sian ‘Sexton, Smalls, A. Herr Smith, Southard, Strait, Martin I. Townsend, 
Teodor, Walker, Charles G. Williams, and James Williams—33. 

S the motion to lay on the table the motion to reconsider was 

dopted. Z 
' Daring the roll-call, the following announcements were made : 

Mr. POUND. Upon this subject I am paired with Mr. Smrru, of 
Pennsylvania. Were he here, he would vote “ay” and I should 
vote “no.” . : ~ 

Mr. BANNING. I wish to announce that Mr. Evins, of South 
Carolina, is detained at his room by sickness. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was read, as follows: 

Page 5, line 97, insert the words “ and for" before the word “ baskets.” 

The SPEAKER. This amendment is merely verbal. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 9, in line 205, strike out “annual " and insert “ aggregate ;" so that the 
clause will read; “ Department building, and public buildings and grouads at an 
aggregate rental not to exceed $2,100 per annum.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 

oa’ Ee y 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I now demand the previous question on the 
passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

Mr. MILLS. Upon the passage of the bill I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; there being—ayes 29, noes 
120, 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
_ poets and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPEAL OF RESUMPTION CLAUSE. 

The SPEAKER. The House now resumes the consideration of the 
special order, the bill (H. R. No. 805) to repeal the third section of the 
act entitled “An act to provide for the resumption of specie pay- 
=" The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. EwinG] is entitled to the 

oor, 

Mr. CONGER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I ask the Chair 
to define the position of the special order under the resolution of the 
House. I would like the Chair to construc the resolution, so that we 
a see how far it affects the action of the House at the present 

ime. 

The SPEAKER. The constrnction of the Chair, which he has 
once before stated during the consideration of this bill, is that under 
the operation of the resolution of the House the bill is at present in 
this situation: that the demand for the previous question has now 
been seconded and the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Ew1NG] is entitled 
a hour in which to close the debate on the bill and amend- 

ents. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the question be now put on ordering the 
main question. I suppose that the gentleman from Ohio wishes the 
bill to progress as fast as possible. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio holds the floor. Does 
he yield to the gentleman from Michigan ? 


Rrazg. Breve 
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Mr. EWING. No, sir; I decline to yield. 

Mr. EAMES. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. EWING. For what purpose? 

Mr. EAMES. I desire to ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man from Lllinois [Mr. Fort] a member of the committee, who has 
now pending an amendment to this bill which was agreed to by tho 
committee and who has had no opportunity heretofore to express his 
views, may now be allowed twenty minutes for that purpose, and 
that five minutes for debate be extended to every gentleman who 
has not heretofore spoken and who has now an auaebaiead pending. 

Mr. EWING. I hope there will be no objection to that proposition. 

Mr. KELLEY. I object. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I hope gentlemen will see the propriety of al- 
lowing every member who has an amendment pending to oceupy five 
minutes in explaining it. 

Mr. EWING. Certainly. I very much desire it. I hope there wiil 
be no objection. 

Mr. KELLEY. I object, unless the gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot qualify his objection. 

Mr. KELLEY. Unless the gentleman will modify his proposition 
by providing that every member of the House shall be catechised as 
to his opinion on the subject. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania object? 

Mr. KELLEY. I do. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask whether it is in order now to move that 
when the Honse adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. It is,if the gentleman from Ohio will yield tor 
that purpose. 

Mr. HALE. I do not propose to put the motion now, if the gentle- 
man from Ohio desires to go on. lonly want an iudication from the 
Chair, and will make the motion at the end of the speech of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. Itis a privileged motion. 

Mr. HALE. Then I will make it at that time. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I desire to ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fort] may occupy twenty minutes 
in explanation of his amendment, 

Mr. BUCKNER. As [ understand, that has been agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. That has been agreed to, as I under- 
stand, 

Mr. KELLEY. No, I did not object to that; but what I objected 
to was the universal criticism of the House as to its faith. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from Illinois asks that his 


colleague (Mr. Fort] shall have twenty minutes to debate touching 
his amendment. 


Mr. DANFORD. I object. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I hope the gentleman will not object; for if that 
is agreed to, finally the five-minutes explanation of each amendment 
will be granted. 

Mr. DANFORD. I do not object to the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island, but I do object to this. 

Mr. FINLEY. Do I understand the gentleman to withdraw his 
objection ? 

The SPEAKER. The objection has been withdrawn, but it has 
been repeated by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. DANrorD ] 

Mr. BROWNE. Will the gentleman from Ohio before he proceeds 
to discuss this question yield to me for one winute? 

Mr. EWING. I will yield to the gentieman from Indiana [Mr. 
BROWNE} for one minute. 

Mr. BROWNE. Mr. Speaker, until a day or two ago, and when it 
was too late to secure an allotment of time in the regular order of de- 
bate, I did not think that I should take part in this discussion. I 
would now be pleased to do so, but under the operation of the pre- 
vious question I cannot secure the attention of the House. 1 must 
therefore content myself by taking advantage of the leave granted 
by the House to put my views upon the record. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I ask the gentleman from Ohio whether hoe 
will give way for three or four minutes so that I may offer an amend- 
ment to the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order under the rule for the gentleman to 
submit an amendment. 

Mr. BEEBE. I object to everything but the regular order of busi- 
ness and ask that shall proceed without further interruption. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution by which this was made a special 
order specifically provided for the submission of amendments. 

Mr. CLYMER. And there was no fixed time coupled with it. 

Mr. EWING. I yield to the gentleman from New York for that 

urpose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this is the only time 
when the geutleman can offer his amendment, for after the speech 
of the gentleman from Ohio the very next thing will be ordering the 
main question to be put. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I only want three minutes. 

Mr. KELLEY. Does this come out of the time of the gentleman 
from Ohio? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. The Chair never takes it out of the 
hour when unanimous consent of the House is given to any proceed- 
ing like this. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have listened very attentively indeed to the 
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able remarks which have been made for and against this bill. I have 
listened, sir, with great pleasure to all the remarks 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from New 
York that any debate he indulges in does come ont of the time of the 
gentleman from Ohio. . 

Mr. GARFIELD. I hope, by unanimous consent, it will not come 
out of my colleague’s time; and 1 ask, by unanimons consent, that 
my colleague’s time be extended to the conclusion of his speech. 

Mr. BEEBE. I object to everything not in the regular order of 
business. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Then, if it is objected to, I cannot trespass 
upon the time of the House. 

Mr. ATKINS. I object. 

Mr. EWING. I understand the gentleman from New York desires 
two or three minutes to make some remarks, and I will yield to him 
for that purpose. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is all I desire—but three minutes. I wish 
merely to say that I have listened attentively to this argument. The 
subject is one of great importance to the people of this country. The 
amendment I desire to submit, if the gentleman from Ohio will con- 
sent to it, is @ trifling one, and if he will consent to it I have no 
doubt it will make his bill perfectly satisfactory to all the members 
on this side of the House, and I hope to a large portion on the other 
side. I would have been very glad, indeed, if I had an opportunity, 
to renew my old acquaintance with the gentleman from Ohio which 
I made with him in Kansas many years ago, but so far I have been 
unable to obtain an interview with him, and now, in order that we 
may become acquainted with each other again I ask him to accept a 
trifling amendment to his bill, and that is to strike out all of lines 1 
and 2 in the first section, which read as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled. 


If he will agree to strike out those two lines, I will agree to vote 
for his bill. (Laughter. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. Will the gentleman yield to me to 
offer an amendment? 

Mr. EWING. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I submit the following amendment to 
be voted on at the — time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to prepare bonds of the United States, either coupon or registered, to an amount 
which may be found necessary for carrying into effect the provisions of this act, 
said bonds to be of the denominations of twenty, fifty, and one hundred dollars, or 


any multiple thereof, and to be payable in coin at the expiration of forty years 
from the Ist day of January, A. D. 1878. 


Sec. 2. That said bonds shall bear interest at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum, 
payable in coin semi-annually. 

Sec. 3. That said bonds shall be exchanged, at not leas than their face value, into 
any United States legal-tender notes on their presentation for that pu 

Sec. 4 Thatsaid bonds shall be available for deposit in the Treasury of the United 
States by national-banking associations as security for their circulating notes and 
other liabilities to the Government under the provisions of the various laws relat- 
ing to the national banka. 


See. 5. That all tho legal-tender notes received in exchange for the bonds to be 


issued under this act shall be destroyed unJer such regulations as the Secretary of 
the Treasury may prescribe. 


Sec. 6. That all provisions of law inconsistent with the provisions of this act be, 
and the same hereby are, repealed. 

Amend the title so it will read : 

An act to facilitate the execution of an act entitled “ An act to provide for the 
resumption of specie payments,” and supplementary thereto. 


Mr. BUCKNER. I desire to inquire of the Chair if these amend- 
ments are in order afterthe previous question has been ordered ? 

The SPEAKER. The main question has not yet been ordered. 
They are in order under the terms of the resolution. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I know that they are in order under the terms 
of the resolution ; but are they in order now ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Are they in order after the previous question has 
been ordered f 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been seconded, but 
the main question has not been ordered; and the resolution embraces 
all the amendments that are now offered. 

Mr. BEEBE. Do I understand that the time of the gentleman 
from Ohio has begun to run f 

The SPEAKER. The Chair only deducts from the gentleman’s 
time the three minutes which he yielded. He is entitled to fifty- 
seven minutes. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I ask unanimous consent that the time of my 
colleague (Mr. EwinG] be extended beyond the hour he is entitled to. 

Mr. BEEBE. My proposition is that the time of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. EwWInG] had begun to run. He has yielded part of 
his time, but he has not stated that he would yield for amendments. 

The SPEAKER. On the contrary, the gentleman from Ohio did 
yield. Even admitting the nice constraction of the gentleman from 

‘ew York (Mr. Berne] the gentleman from Ohio did yield to the 
gentleman from New York to offer his amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Before my colleague begins, I ask unanimous 
consent that his time be extended indefinitely. He has been delayed 
so long that I think that courtesy should be extended to him. 

The SPEAKER. If this unanimous consent is given it will allow 
the gentleman from Ohio whatever portion of asecond hour he chooses 
to occupy. ; 
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Mr. SAMPSON. Would that give him the privi te 
other gentlemen ? Y puasage ef Yielding to 
The SPEAKER. It would not. 
Mr. PRIDEMORE. Unless the order is so amen 
gentlemen who desire to discuss the question to do so, | object 
Mr. POUND. And on the same ground, unless tive ip * 
granted to each gentleman offering an amendment, I object wt 
Mr. GARFIELD. I think it will be very uncourteous ke the gen 


tleman having charge of the bill to refuse him an extension of his 
time. , iis 


The SPEAKER. Objection ismade. The gen : 
having fifty-seven steuhen oun wi Proceed, 

Mr. POUND. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio whe 
not we are to understand that the committee has adopted the ame 
ment originally reported by the minority of the committee = 

The SPEAKER. Any action of the committee in that eae 
would be only of a recommendatory character. The bill and =e i. 
ae are in the possession of the House, to be dealt with as it in 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is entitled to the floor 
Before he proceeds the Chair requests that gentleman in the Tear of 
the seats be seated and that conversation be suspended on the floor 

Mr. EWING. Mr. Speaker, it is characteristic of re y 
ernments that the mo confine their attention and interest to ono 
great question until it is thoroughly settled. For six years precedine 
the war, nothing of public interest was generally considered but th. 
slavery question. During the war, the means of its successful! prosecn- 
tionabsorbed all attention. Since its close, the status of the newro 
race as components of our political life, and the terms of rehabilita. 
tion of the revolted States, have been the controlling questions jn 
every campaign. Now that the last of the southern questions is hap. 
pily settled by the triumph of the democratic principle of local self. 
government, there loom up, as paramount in importance and interest 
the questions of the debt and the currency. 

Happy would it have been for the people had they considered these 
questions twelve years ago. They would have been saved the inflic- 
tion of five gigantic wrongs in their finance policy. They would hayo 
had a paper currency composed solely of greenbacks, an‘ have avoided 
$350,000,000 of unnecessary bonded debt caused by dividing the cir- 
culation with national banks—a saving which would by this date 
have equaled one-third of our national burden. They would not 
have suffered the maladroit and mischievous funding in long bonds 
of the $1,200,000,000 of interest notes, the chief part of which were 
legal-tenders and performed the double office of investment and cur- 
rency ; which were dispersed throughout the country, and little felt 
as a burden because of the ebb and flow of payments from the 
Treasury to the people as interest,and from the people back to the 
Treasury as taxes. The funding of those notes largely contracted 
the effective currency just as our business wants were immensely in- 
creased by the return of the South to our industrial life; and sub- 
stituted for them a credit system which occasioned the panic of 1473. 

So, too, if the people had been awake to these questions, the act of 
——— and extortion in 1869 would never have become a law, by 
which $500,000,000 were in effect taken from them and given to 
the bondholders without consideration; nor the silver swindle of 
1873 and 1874 by which we were deprived of the power to pay our 
public debts in the coin of the contract, the metal of which America 
is the great producer; nor the crowning villainy of the act of 1575, 
by which about ten thousand millions of currency debts were made 
payable in gold, by which the great wealth-producing classes are be- 
ing robbed of their accumulations for the benefit of usurers, and our 
land in the midst of the abundance of God’s bounties filled with 
the cries of hunger and despair. 

Mr. Speaker, in clesing the debate on this bill I wish it to be un- 
derst as having no connection with the question whether the 
system of free banking established by the resumption law shal! stand 
or fall. The third section of that law repealed all the provisions of 
the national-currency act which limited the gate bank circula- 
tion to $354,000,000, and which provided for the withdrawal and 
redistribution of bank currency. The repeal of that third section now, 
will not revive those provisions of limitation, withdrawal, and redis- 
tribution; but will leave the bank system just where it now is, open 
to all in any locality who may choose to establish banks of issue. 
This measure will merely stop the redemption and destruction of 
greenbacks, and the purchase and accumulation of coin for that pur- 
pose. When it shall have been disposed of, it will be for Congress to 
determine whether the sovereign prerogative of furnishing the money 
of the people shall be exercised by the Government alone, or divided 
with private corporations. . 

Ido not wish to confound two wholly separate questions, one of 
which is before us and the other not; and therefore shall not attempt 
in the discussion of this bill to present the reasons which ten years 
ago led me to the conviction that bank issues should be suppressed 
and the whole paper circulation restored to the nation, to whouw 1ts 
advantages belong. That issue will undoubtedly be presented by 44 
appropriate bill at an early day. 
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EFFECTS OF CONTRACTION AND EXPANSION CONTRASTED. 


Mr. Speaker, no greater wrong can be inflicted on a people by 
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’ than a contraction of the volume of currency to which 
en enna are adjusted. The prices of commodities, whether land, 
ae oa or labor, are determined absolutely by the effective vol- 
— a ‘the currency. An increase of the volume, raises the price 
a commodities; but, if not carried ee the wants of business, 
- 7 injury to only a comparatively small class, whose wealth or de- 
as dence is chiefly in money securities, fixed rents, annuities, or sala- 
SS Yet, while it injares them in one way it helps them in another : 
it lightens the burden of taxation, promotes industry, stimulates 
smohanges, multiplies opportunities for safe and profitable invest- 
ments “and thus indirectly compensates them for the diminution 
of the relative value of their money. Thus, during the war of the 
rebellion, so great were the general benefits from the increased 
volame of the currency, and so many the new opportunities for suc- 
cessful investment, that even the small creditor class suffered little 
by the decrease of the purchasing power of money, 

“On the other hand, a contraction of the currency, by diminishing the 
rice of land, labor, and commodities, spreads ruin among the masses. 
\ oppresses debtors, by reducing the price of those commodities by 
the sale of which money is raised to pay debts. It in like manner 
jays increased burdens on taxpayers. It checks business, because 
neither the maker nor the exchanger of values can work profitably 
on a falling market; and, by diminishing business, forces wage-people 
into idleness and starvation. 

Hume, in his Essay on Money, says: 

The policy of the good magistrate consists in keeping the money of the nation if 
joaaible still inereasing; because by that means he keeps alive a spirit of indus- 
and increases the stock of labor, in which consist all real power and riches. 
Accordingly we find that in every kingdom into which money begins to flow in 
greater abundance than formerly, everything takes a new face: labor and industry 
gair life, the merchant becomes more enterprising, the manufacturer more dili- 
gent and skillful, and even the farmer follows his plow with greater alacrity and 

ention. 

"4 oa the other hand, a nation whose money decreases is actually at that time weaker 
and more miserable than another nation which possesses no more money but is on 
the increasing hand. The workman has not the same employment from the man- 
nfacturer and merchant; the farmer cannot dispose of his corn and cattle, though 
he must pay the same rent to his landlord. The poverty and beggary which must 
ensne are easily foreseen. 


OUR CURRENCY NOT EXCESSIVE WHEN RESUMPTION LAW WAS ENACTED. 

Mr. Speaker, this resumption law found the prices vf land, labor, 
and products in the United States adjusted to a volume of $733,000,000 
of money, exclusive of fractional currency. I do not include silver 
or gold, for they were not then, and are not now, any part of the 
actual currency. This volume was not excessive. It was but $17.50 
per capita, including the fractional currency. Compare it with the 
money of other nations. As my colleague [ Mr. GARFIELD] objects to 
acomparison with France, take England which has by various esti- 
mates from $27 to $34 per capita, or Germany which has $23 per capita. 
These are small nations comparable only in area with our States ; 
they are covered with net-works of railways and their exchanges are 
swiftly made ; while we are spread over a vast continent, imperfectly 
developed, and our exchanges are comparatively slow. It was the 
deliberate judgment of General Grant’s administration in December, 
1873, as expressed in his message-—an opinion concurred in by the 
public generally—tbat our currency was then too small for our bus- 
iness in the dullest seasons of the year. 


THE GENERAL PURPOSE AND EFFECT OF THE LAW. 

Now, the immediate evil of this resumption law is that it necessa- 
rily involves a destruction of from one-half to three-fourths of our 
paper money; that the gold with which the paper will be wedeemed 
will not go into general circulation, and that therefore the execution 
of the law will result ina reduction of all values in substantially the 
proportion of the contraction of the currency, carrying with it an 
enormous increase of the burdens of debt and taxation, the wide- 
spread ruin of industry, and Semeqesie ion of millions of our people. 

This law was in fact devised by the money power to double their 
wealth through contraction and the consequent shrinkage of values, 
and at the same time to take from the people all control of the cur- 
rency ; to drive in the circulation of the country banks, and establish 
a dominion of the money power, through a few banks in the large 


cities, over the business and fortunes of the great wealth-producing 
classes and sections. 


THE GREENBACKS REDEEMED MUST BE DESTROYED. 


Under this law every greenback redeemed must be destroyed. My 
colleague [Mr. GARFIELD] says that Mr. Sherman now thinks they 
may be reissued. If so, he has changed front. He intimated most 
distinetly in the Senate, when the resumption bill passed, that re- 
demption meant cancellation. But, whatever may be his opinion, 
the law stands, and whoever may be Secretary must execute its evi- 
dent purpose. Section 3579 of the Revised Statutes, which Mr. Sher- 
man 18 now reported to interpret as authorizing a reissue, was in 
foree in 1875, when he expressed the opposite opinion. It provides 
that “when any United States notes are returned to the reasury 
they may be reissued.” Certainly notes returned—that ig received 
i payment of public dues—may be reissued. The act of receiving such 
hotes is not redemption—which is payment of apublic debt, and involves 
= “yey of the evidence of the debt unless otherwise expressly pro- 

ed by law. 


But Mr. Sherman’s latest phase of opinion on this question is not 


ouly unsustained by the law, bat actually multiplies the difficulties 
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and dangersof resumption. It compels redemption in gold not only 
once but over and over again, and requires the Treasury to be the 


rpetual supplier of gold to all who need it ; while it puts in the 
ands of the Secretary the power to expand or contract the currency 


by reissuing or hoarding greenbacks at his discretion. 


Mr. Bristow when Secretary of the Treasury declared the purpose 


and effect of the law in his report for December, 1875, saying, “ the 
faith of the Government now stands pledged to the final redemption 
and removal from the currency of the country of the legal-tender notes 
as fast as they shall be presented for redemption.” Mr. Morrill, his 
successor, reiterated it in his report in 1876, saying that the law “ de- 
clared in effect a monetary system composed of coin and national-bank 
notes redeemable in coin.” The Treasury Department has declared 
it every month by the destruction of fractional currency redeemed 
under the same language of the same law. The act itself déclares 
it by providing for the “redemption” of fractional currency “ until 
the whole amount outstanding shall be redeemed ;” and by providing 
that legal-tenders shall be redeemed before January 1, 1579, “ until 
there shall be outstanding $300,000,000 of such legal-tender notes 
and no more”—both these provisions plainly showing that “ redemp- 
tion” means final extinction and removal from the currency of the 
country. 


VOLUME OF REDEEMABLE PAPER DEPENDENT ON AMOUNT OF COIN IN THE COUNTRY. 
Mr. Speaker, no nation ever maintained a redeemable paper cur- 
rency equal to the volume of coin in the country. France with 


$1,200,000,000 in coin according to the estimate of Victor Bonnet, 


and $1,600,000,000 according to Mr. Carey, has not yet felt able to 
resume specie payments on $491,000,000 of paper. England with 
$700,000,000 of coin can only maintain a redeemable paper currency 
of about two hundred and sixty millions. Before the war, we had 
two hundred and eighty-five millions of coin in the United States, 
and our banks never had a paper circulation in excess of two hun- 
dred and fifteen millions. The reason isobvious: when coin becomes 
actually current, two-thirds of its volume, at least, is absorbed by the 
people or hoarded as reserves by banks of deposit only: and it is not 
possible for banks of issue or the Government to get control of over 
one-third ora fourth of the coin in the country as a redemption fand. 
Thus, before the war, the banks never held to exceed eighty-three 
millions of the two hundred and eighty-five millions of coin in the 
country. The British banks hold about one hundred and thirty mill- 
ions of the seven hundred millions in Great Britain, and the Bank of 
France holds four hundred and forty-three millions of the twelve 
hundred to sixteen hundred millions of coin in France. 

Hence, if our own experience and that of other nations are to guide 
us to permanent resumption, we must increase our coin, or cut down 
our paper, or both, until the amount of coin in the country shall far 
exceed the amount of paper money. It should exceed it about three- 
fold to make resumption as safe as in England or France; and should 
exceed it one-third to get back to the merely spasmodic resumption 
we had before the war. 

OUR COIN SUPPLY. 

Now, what is our present supply of coin and bullion? I have had 
a number of estimates made for me, by persons who have the means 
of information attainable, the average of which places the amount 
of coin and bullion at one hundred and fifty millions of gold and ten 
millions of silver, exclusive of subsidiary coin. That is, we have 
one hundred and sixty-millions of gold and silver coin and bullion 
in the Treasury, the banks, and among the people. 

But we had two hundred and eighty-five millions of gold and silver 
coin and bullion in 1860, and in the seventeen years sinee we have 
produced from our mines one thousand and seven millions of gold 
and two hundred and fifty-five millions of silver; about half of 
which, or six hundred and thirty-one millions, have gone into coinage. 
What has become of this vast sum of coin ? 

OUR FOREIGN DEBT AND EXPENSES—THEIN RELATION TO RESUMPTION, 

It has flowed abroad to pay our debts. Munch more than half of 
our national debt is owned in Europe. The interest on our national 
bonds held abroad is exceeded by the coin interest on State, city, 
railway, and other American securities held there; so that the aggre- 
gate coin interest annually due from the people of the United States 
to Europe is estimated at from one hundred to one hundred and fifty 
millions of dollars. Add to this from forty to fifty millions per year 
paid for foreign shipping, and a sum equally great for expenses of 
foreign travel, and we have an aggregate annual drain of from one 
hundred and eighty to two hundred and fifty millions of dollars in 
payment of debts and expenditures abroad. 

How have we paid this enormous annual foreign demand ? 

First, by the shipment of coin and bullion. From 1860 to 1876, both 
inclusive, we shipped abroad one thousand and fourteen millions of 
gold and silver more than we imported, being an average of over fifty- 
six millions a year. The balance of the foreign demand upon us we 
have paid in part by an occasional balance of trade in our favor; but 
always, in whole or in part, by selling more bonds abroad, thus each 
year increasing the annual drain of the precious metals and making 
it more impossible for us to get or keep any large sum of coin in our 
country. 

1 do not ignore the consideration that our disuse of gold and silver 
as money would of itself have caused them to flow abroad. But I 
claim that our foreign debts and expenditures make the drain im- 
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erative, whether we do or do not use the coin as a foundation for a 

~— currency. Our great specie product of the past seventeen years 
has become the property of creditor nations who have built their 
business on it. We can neither bring it back, nor hold future accu- 
mulations here, by creating a demand for it at home, be it ever so 
imperative ; for with nations, as with individuals, “the borrower is 
servant to the lender.” No nation greatly in debt abroad ever did, 
or can, buve a redeemable paper currency for domestic business. 
Russia, Austria, and Italy, who are like us greatly in debt abroad, 
are also like us compelled to forego specie payments. 


OUR FOREIGN TRADE—ITS RELATION TO RESUMPTION. 


But my colleague [Mr. GARFIELD] says in effect that this bad con- 
dition is all changed now, and resumption made easy by our favorable 
balance of trade. So far from the balance of trade helping us to 
coin, the report of the Bureau of Statistics of August 21, 1577, shows 
that we shipped abroad for the year ending June 30, 1875, seventy- 
two millions of coin and bullion more than we received; in 1876 forty- 
one millions, and in 1877 sixteen millions. So that, notwithstanding 
the unexampled balance of trade in our favor, and our great effort 
to accumulate gold for resumption, we have in the past three years 
exported one hundred and twenty-nine millions more of coin and 
bullion than we have received from abroad. How, then, has the bal- 
ance of trade helped resumption ? 

Mr. Speaker, this vast and increasing drain of the precious metals 
makes a maintenance of specie payments absolutely impossible on 
one-third of our present volume of paper currency. Until the finan- 
cial policy which has taken our debt from our own people to send 
it abroad shall be wholly reversed, and the debt is held at home; until 
the usury which forbids vessels built here, where money costs 10 per 
cent., from competing with those built on the Clyde, where money 
costs but 3, shall have been abated by a money policy which shall 
give money and moneyed securities a less exorbitant interest ; we can 
no more arrest this outgoing drain of the precious metals than we can 
stop the waters warmed by an American sun in the Gulf from flowing 
to lave and enrich the British Isles. 

PREPARATION FOR RESUMPTION. 


The administration has had in its hands for three years past the 
whole credit resources of our nation for the purchase of coin where- 
with to prepare for resumption. It has been authorized to sell 
bonds bearing 4, 44, and 5 per cent. interest. Three-fourths of the 
time allotted for preparation has already elapsed. The Secretaries of 
the Treasury have exerted themselves to the utmost to accumulate 
gold. The national banks have no doubt been fairly diligent in 
getting and hoarding it. The problem before the Treasury and the 
banks has been to get gold enough to keep seven hundred and thirty- 
three millions of paper afloat, or to take up the paper with gold and 
destroy it. How successful have they been? 

We find from a report of the Secretary of the Treasury made to 
this House last Thursday that the United States had succeeded in 
obtaining to October 31, 1877, but $57,436,071 of gold, from which is 
to be deducted, however, accruing interest, amounting at that date 
to $24,840,093—leaving but $32,595,978 of gold applicable to resump- 
tion. Whether any of that small sum is what Jim Fisk would have 
called “phantom gold”—say subscriptions bythe national banks for 
bonds payable in gold, but not yet eee not distinctly appear. 
In addition to the thirty-two and a half millions in the Treasury, the 
national banks hold $19,948,407 of silver and gold combined. How 
much of this is silver and how mach gold does not appear from the 
bank statement. No doubt the chief part is subsidiary silver coin, 
which is of no use for resumption. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman will allow me, I would say 
that, according to the last statement of the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency—that for November—there are but five millions of gold coin in 
the national banks, the other specie in the banks being in silver ahd 
United States gold certificates. 

Mr. EWING. After nearly three years of preparation, what have 
weaccomplished? We have effected a net destruction of over seventy- 
tive millions of greenbacks and bank notes combined; but have ac- 
cumulated in the banks and the Treasury less than fifty millions of 
gold and ten millions of silver applicable to resumption. Here we 
are, then, with resumption day not fourteen months distant, with 
not one-fifteenth of the amount of gold and silver indispensable to 
float six hundred and fifty-eight millions of paper money now out- 
standing—with no stock of the precious metals in the United States 
to draw from—with the outgoing drain still kept up—with our foreign 
creditors and the great banks of Europe determined to prevent the 
shipment of gold to America; holding in effect a mortgage on every 
dollar of the coined product of our mines; and able to drain the petty 
accumulations ip our Treasury or the banks at will by simply demand- 
ing coin payment of the interest on our public and private securities, 
or by sending them home for sale. Under these conditions, how ut- 
terly futile it is to hope that we can maintain resumption without the 
swift destruction of much the greater part of the present currency of 
the country! 

If we were wholly out of debt to Europe, if our foreign commerce 
floated under our own flag, if there were no system of absenteeism 


among our wealthy classes, expending their wealth abroad, resump- | 
tion in gold, or even in gold and silver, would be impossible on our | 


present volume of paper currency for many years to come. In the 
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| proportion of coin iu England to redeemable paper money 

| require about eighteen hundred millions in our country to mal 

| resumption on the six hundred and fifty-eight millions of ps ae 

| outstanding. In the proportion of France’s paper money ee 
we would require an accumulation of sixteen hundred million eo 

| even the proportion of coin in our country in 1830 to the | Take 

| volume of paper money then in circulation and nominally ee a” 
ble, and it would require nearly nine hundred millions of coin toll 
our present paper money. 

How can we accumulate such a vast sum of ZOld? The eo; 

roduct of our mines, if it were all retained here, would not sielaa 
in forty years. If we were free from debt to-day and were } a 
> : » : ¥ 0 
6 per cent. bonds in the markets of Europe in exchange 
we could not get + hundred millions. Recollect, sir, th 
France, and Germany, never suffer a shipment of gold 
shores, if by any artitice or power they.can prevent it. 
sales of bonds abroad for fifteen years past have brought us nothin. 
but our own securities or merchandise. England refused to pay the 
Geneva award of fifteen and a half millions in gold, but paid jt i 
securities. An export of ten to fifteen millions of gold wi|] sheer 
produce a panic there. It is the base of the pyramid of currency oa 
credits in every specie-paying country, and the withdrawal of any 
part of the base shakes the industrial fabric resting on it. Heys 
every monarch of Europe guards his country’s gold as he does his 
crown or scepter. 

RESUMPTION NECESSARILY INVOLVES IMMENSE CONTRACTION OF THE CURRENCY 

Hence resumption can only be maintained by the destruction of th» 
greater part of the present paper currency. To accomplish that pur- 
pose the means provided in the law are probably adequate. Mr. Sher. 
man says they are. He ought to know. His plan probably will bh. 
to limit the amount of redemption per day to, say, two millions: to 
require all the greenbacks to be presented through a chosen syndicate 
which can pay him two millions of gold per day for 5 per cent. bonds 
and present two millions of greenbacks per day and receive the gold 
back. It could probably be managed so that most of the gold thus 
used would be merely diverted from European and American money- 
markets long enough to flow through the Treasury and back to thio 
same markets, causing comparatively little disturbance, and accom- 
plishing in effect merely a funding of most of the greenbacks into 
gold-bearing bonds. 

My colleague [Mr. GARFIELD] says the people will not want 
the gold when greenbacks are at par. True, the masses wil! not. 
They never have wanted it in preference to greenbacks, which they 
always have régarded as being, in the language of President Grant's 
message in 1873, “the best paper money they ever had.” But the 
people generally will have no more to do or say as to the redemption 
and cancellation of their currency than they have had with the finance 
policy of the Government for the past twelve years ; than they had 
with the establishment of the national-bank system ; or the funding 
of the $1,200,000,000 of interest-bearing Treasury notes; or the pass- 
age of the infamous act of 1869; or the rascally sleight of hand by 
which silver was demonetized; or the enactment of that sum of finan- 
cial villainies—the resumption law. The national banks, the im- 
porters, the gold rings in New York, the desperadoes of Wall street, 
the money kings of Europe to whom we are financially enslaved, they 
will present the greenbacks for redemption and destruction as fast as 
the gold can be paid over the counters of the Treasury. 

But we are assured there will be little more contraction, because 
gold will take the place of the redeemed greenbacks in the business 
of the country. That is a most fallacious conjecture. The dearth of 
gold here, the present large demand for it, the immeasurably in- 
creased demand arising from the fact that considerably more than 
two thousand millions of national, savings, and other bank deposits 
will then be payable in gold; that seven or eight billions of other 
debts, corporate and private, and seven hundred and fifty millions of 
annual taxes, now payable in currency, will then be payable only in 
gold; that every banking institution in the land will be at the mercy 
of the millionaire gamblers who may hoard it to burst the banks and 
place the business of the country at their feet, will create a general 
scramble for coin which will keep every dollar of it out of general 

‘circulation. 
RESUMPTION INVOLVES RETIREMENT OF A LARGE PART OF THE BANK CURRENCY. 


After our currency shall have been contracted over a half by 
destruction of the greenbacks, the bank circulation must also be 
largely reduced to maintain resumption. The national banks, since 
the resumption law was enacted, have made a net reduction of forty- 
eight millions of their circulation. Whatever other causes may have 
led to it, the obvious impracticability of maintaining even the pres 
ent volume of bank currrency redeemable in gold was the main 
cause. Over three hundred national banks have already surrendered 
their circulation in whole or in part. They are chiefly the banks of 
the country districts, that know perfectly well that it will be impos- 
sible for any banks to maintain theipcirculation except those situated 
in the great importing centers, where whatever of gold may remain 1) 
the country will accumulate, and where alone redemption will be 

| practicable. 

OUR BUSINESS DISTRESS IS THE RESULT OF CONTRACTION. 

The destruction of over seventy-five millions of greenbacks and 
| national-bank notes under the operation of the resumption law las 
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: ause of the business distress we have witnessed ; but 
of itself eet ne destruction of more than half that is left is 
the nee which covers our heavens and fills all communities 
= ae eeneuthell that the distresses that ourconntry is now under- 

ane, pe to the large volume of currency, and to the wastes of 
ee te contradicted by our experience, and by the parallel expe- 
mee an England’s twenty years of continental war and irredeema- 
rience vr money. British industry was greatly wasted by that pro- 
we oT eat but the loss was more than made up by the industrial 
— ‘ty which attended her full, stable, but irredeemable paper 
ans ey It was in that season that she established her manufact- 
a and commercial supremacy over the world. Every sea was 
wnitened with her commerce ; every market filled with her wares. 
Napoleon said in his exile at St. Helena, ‘‘ Great Britain conquered me 
with her spindles ”—with spindles kept in motion by a prosperity due 
to the fact that she had during that period of suspension a fuller, 
better, and more stable currency than any which can be built on the 
quicksands of gold and silver. : 

So we had, during the rebellion and for some time afterward, a full 
and satisfactory currency which stimulated industry, and compen- 
sated to a large extent for the ravages of war. If the distress which 
now afilicts our country were due to the increased volume of paper 
money, how is it that during the period of the fullest currency bank- 
rupteies were almost unknown? How is it that that period, though 
marked by extremely heavy taxation, was one of comparatively little 
accumulation of municipal or private debt? 5 : 

Mr. Speaker, the records of commercial failures in the United States 
indisputably show that business distress was least when the currency 
was fullest, and that the contraction of the currency, by funding legal- 
tender interest notes, arrested prosperity and caused an enormous in- 
crease of bankruptcies throughout the nation. In place of this currency 
withdrawn, was substituted a mountain of debt which toppled over in 
the panic of 1873. But in the year following the panic those records 
show, and our recollections attest, that the business of the country 
revived. The return of prosperity was stopped by this resumption 
law, which was an emphatic warning tomoneyed men to withdraw or 
withhold their money from all industrial pursuits, and to hoard it in 
anticipation of a contraction and shrinkage of values unparalleled in 
our history. Had our home debt and our currency been let alone, 
the prosperity that accompanied and followed the war would no 
doubt have continued, prices would have gradually settled toa salutary 
level through a relative shrinkage of the currency resulting from the 
extension of business, and we would have been to-day richer, freer 
from debt, and far, far nearer a practicable resumption than now. 

My colleague [Mr. GARFIELD] attempts to prove that our present 
disasters are the result of the increase of the currency during the war, 
by citing the hard times from 1837 to 1842 and from 1857 to 1859 as 
instances of the evils of redundant currency. Sir, the volume of cur- 
rency was no larger at those periods than it was in 1860, which has 
been cited by the gentleman as the most solidly prosperous year in 
our history. Those panics were caused by the fact that the specie 
reserves of the banks were necessarily small, and that to accommo- 
date the business of the country they issued more paper than they 
could get coin to redeem with, and therefore specie payments col- 
lapsed. To get back to redemption, the banks were compelled by 
their charters to do, just what the resumption law now compels the 
Treasury and the national banks to do, that is, contract their paper 
to the little measure compatible with coin redemption. That con- 
traction, and that alone, caused the business distress which charac- 
terized the years following those panics. 


EQUALIZATION IS NOT RESUMPTION. 


But my colleagues | Messrs. GARFIELD and MONROE] tell us that 
greenbacks are within 2} per cent.of gold, and by the Ist of January, 
1579, we will glide into resumption as a ship is launched from the 
stocks. Sir, that is the same jack-o’-lantern which beguiled the 
British people into the bog of resumption in 1819. Ricardo and 
other oracles assured the people that, as gold was at but 4 per cent. 
premium, resumption was an easy step, and that the fall of values 
caused by resnamption would not exceed the 4 per cent. premium then 
existing on gold. Their assurances were credited, the law was passed, 
and the shrinkage of the currency and the fall of values which fol- 
lowed exceeded ten-fold the predictions of these oracles of finance. 
This theory, which Ricardo himself subsequently admitted to be fal- 
lacious, is referred to now by the resumptionists with as much assur- 
ance as if it were a demonstrated maxim of finance. The fact is, 
the premium on gold is no measure whatever of the extent of con- 
traction necessary to resumption. 

Equalization is not resumption, Equalization can occur without dis- 
turbance of the volume of the currency or of domestic bnsiness, for 
it leaves all who want gold to exchange greenbacks for it inthe mar- 
ket. Resumption invetves redemption and destruction of the home 
currency to the extent of the demand for gold, regardless of the disas- 
ters to business attending such destruction. 

The reduction of the premium on gold is due to causes which may 
cease or be counteracted at any time. The depression of industries 
in Germany through contraction by silver demonetization; and in 
England throngh a falling off of exports to the United States, and 
through the cheapening 0! silver, which has enabled the residents of 


judgment, is an egregious error. 
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British India to manufacture goods there at less cost than thev can 
be mannfactured in England, (thus eutting off her createst market.) 
has tended to lessen the demand for gold in Europe, while the de- 
crease of our own imports has lessened demand for it 
Hence its fall in price in our markets. 

A revival of commercial prosperity in those nations, increasing the 
export demand for our gold ; a money panic abroad; a large crop in 
England next year; a short crop here; or even the termination of 
the: European war, opening the Dardanelles for export of Russian 
wheat, may turn the balance of trade against us and send gold up 
to 10 or 20 percent. premium before resumption day. Any one of these 
incidents, after resumption, would probably drain the little accumu- 
lations from the Treasury and the banks, and throw them into in- 
solvency. 


at home. 


WITH SILVER REMONETIZED RESUMPTION STILL IMPRACTICABLE. 


But we are told that silver will be remonetized, and then resnmp- 
tion will be practicable without further contraction. That, in my 
The total supply of silver coin and 
bullion in the United States, exclusive of subsidiary coin, is stated 
on excellent authority not to exceed from five to ten millions of 
dollars. There is no great stock of silver in the world on which 
we may draw for the enormous sum needed as an auxiliary to resump- 
tion; the only large accumnlation being the demonetized coin of Ger- 
many, which does not exceed $80,000,000. Remonetization by us will 
strengthen the already strong tendency in Germany to restore its sil- 
ver, and will go far to remove the restrictions on that coinage in 
France, Italy, Spain, and the other states of the Latin Union. Mints 
have been established to coin it in Japan and India, and are about to 
be established in China with a view to the substitution of silver for 
copper in the domestic business of those countries, which is vastenough 
to absorb all the silver of the world. If our papercurrency should be 
contracted no further, and if every contingency were to result in our 
favor, we could not possibly accumulate in the next twenty years 
enough of the precious metals to maintain even the sham redemption 
we had before the war. The only alternatives, therefore, are an indefi- 
nite postponement of resumption, or contraction of the volume of paper 
money to less than the attainable supply of coin, say $200,000,000. 


FALL OF VALUES CAUSED BY CONTRACTION, 

Mr. Speaker, there is no law of political economy more universally 
recognized than that the reduction of the effective volume of a cur- 
rency by which the values of a country are measured, causes a ratable 
reduction of all values of land, labor, and product. It was strikingly 
illustrated in the history of the British resumption law. When that act 
had been in force three years, aud resumption day was but a year dis- 
tant, Mr. Atkins showed on the floor of the House of Commons—and 
Tooke’s Tables of Prices confirms his statement—that the reduction of 
the bank paper 45 per cent. as a necessary preparation for resump- 
tion caused an equally great reduction of all values oa the island. 

I think it safe to say that the combined effect of withdrawal of 
over seventy-five millions of the paper currency under the resump- 
tion law, and the hoarding caused by the threat of resumption, have 
together reduced its effective volume at least one-third, resulting in 
an average fall of values in like proportion. 

EFFECT ON DEBTORS, TAX-PAYERS, AND WAGE-PEOPLE. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the extent of injury thus inflicted ? 
How have tax-payers suffered? We pay more taxes each year than 
the aggregate volume of our currency—seven hundred and fifty 
millions—for the support of national, State, and local governments. 
That is, a tax of $17.50 per head for every man, woman, and child in 
the United States—an enormous burden, far surpassing any borne by 
any people on earth. The British pay $11.09 per head; the French, 
$11.41; the Germans, $9.24; the Austrians, $7.22. This burden isinsup- 
portable, unless industries prosper. The resumption law has broken 
down industries and reduced one-third the average values of land, 
labor, and products, by the sale of which alone taxes are paid, and 
in effect has thus increased the tax burden 50 per cent. The burden 
has thus been made, in heavily taxed communities, absolutely insup- 
portable Several great States, and many counties and cities, have 
already sought relief in repudiation. Continue that process of reduc- 
tion of values, bring them down much more, as will inevitably be done 
if this law be not repealed, and one-half of the corporate and munici- 
pal debts in the United States will be repudiated. The greed of the 
money power, in thus seeking to enhance so enormously the value of 
the dollar, is only equaled by its arrogant and dogged stupidity. 

Consider, Mr. Speaker, the wrong done to individual debtors by 
this contrived shrinkage of values. The aggregate of private debts 
in the United States, including railway mortgages, is probably not, 
less than seven and one-half billions of dollars, or three and one-half 
times the sum of our national debt. They are owed generally by the 
young, energetic, driving business men of the country, who are seek- 
ing to rise from poverty to competence, or from competence to wealth. 
They comprise two-thirds of the merchants, manufacturers, and ex- 
changers of valnes, and give employment to two-thirds of the wage- 
men of the country. This law breaks down their business, strips 
them of their property, and casts out of employment millions of 
laborers dependent on them. 

Above all, Mr, Speaker, consider the effect of the shrinkage of val- 
ues on wage-laborers and their families; on the millions who are 
compelled to eat up in idleness the little accumulations of thritty 
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industry; on the millions who have no accumulations, but rely only 
on daily labor for daily bread, and who are now unemployed, or half 
employed, or living on pauper wages. The president of the Spring- 
field and Pomeroy Railway Company, Mr. Emmett, who is straggling 
to construct a railway across Southern Ohio, told me recently that he 
had plenty of laborers offering to build his road without other com- 
pensation than enough bread and meat to keep the poor machines of 
their bodies in working order—asking nothing for clothes, nothing for 
wives or children, nothing to lay up in store for winter—and this too 
in the midst of bounteous harvests, in a region one of the fairest ever 
fashioned by the Almighty for the abode of man— 

O God! that bread should be so dear, 

And flesh and blood so cheap ! 

{[ Applanse. ] 

The SPEAKER. The hour of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PRIDEMORE. I withdraw the objection I made a while ago 
to the extension of the time of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I now renew my request for unanimous consent 
that the time of my colleague be extended indefinitely. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous con- 
sent that the time of his colleague be extended indefinitely. Is there 
objection t [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I must object to that peremptorily, unless the 
same time is given to the other side. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman frem New York 
rose too late to object. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I think I was in time. This is a matter of 
very great importance. But if the gentleman will agree to give five 
minutes for every tenshe occupies, I will withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman’s objection came 
too late. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. If the Chair decides that my objection comes 
too late, then of course it falls. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will endeavor to get for the gentleman 
from New York all the time he personally desires. 

Mr. EWING. I thank my colleague [Mr. GARFIELD] for his 
courtesy. 

ESTIMATE OF INJURIES THUS FAR INFLICTED. 


Suppose, Mr. Speaker, that resumption were attainable without 
further fall of values and depression of industries, and that after Jan- 
uary 1, 1879, prosperity should promptly return. Let us make arough 
estimate of the cost of resumption. It will have cost the people at 
large, through the enforced idleness of factories, an enormous sum, 
probably surpassing several times the aggregate of our national debt. 

The debtor class, instead of paying seven billions, which they owe, 
would have to pay one-half more by the shrinkage of former values ; 
that is, the enormous sum of about three and three-quarters billions 
of dollars would be wrongfully taken from them, so far as they have 
power to pay it, and given to the creditor class, without consid- 
eration and in violation of the spirit of the contracts. 

The census of 1870 indicates that there are not less than ten mill- 
ions of wage-people in the United States, men, women, and children. 
If there be no increase of demand for labor by resumption day, we 
may safely put the loss of labor, unemployed, or only partly employed, 
at a daily average of three millions of days’ labor; and, putting wages 
at an average of a dollar a day, the loss, from want of employment 
alone, will have been nine hundred millions a year for about three 
years—an aggregate of $2,700,000,000 wrung from the poorest class of 
our people. 

The loss to taxpayers in depreciation of property with which taxes 
are paid, while the sum of taxes remains the same, would be three 
hundred and fifty millions a year, or over a thousand millions in the 
three years; and the increase of bonded debt in purchase of gold and 
silver to pay and cancel the greenback and fractional currency, will 
be four hundred and sixteen millions more. Thus, under the specious 
pretext that national honor requires us to add 10 per cent. to the 
value of three hundred and fifty-four millions of greenbacks, the 
contrivers of this scheme will have wrested from the people many 
times the sum of our vast national debt, 


FURTHER AND GREATER DISASTERS TO FOLLOW. 

But the shrinkage of the currency and of all values cannot stop 
here, if the resumption scheme be not arrested. The entire indus- 
trial system of this country has been pushed to the verge of de- 
struction. Savings banks and insurance companies are now failing 
everywhere through depreciation of real estate mort to them. 
Yet my colleague [Mr. GARFIELD] appeals to us, in the name of the 
workingmen whose means are in these failing companies, to adhere 
to the policy of contraction, which involves the loss of their savings 
in addition to loss of employment. There is not a savings or other 
bank in the United States which can possibly prepare for resumption 
by January 1, 1879. All the banks owe, by the estimate of the Com 
troller of the Currency, about nineteen hundred and seventy-four mill- 
ions to depositors, which will be payable in effect in gold on that day, 
in addition to three hundred and seventeen millions of bank-notes. 
Those institutions have not to-day one million of gold for each two hun- 
dred millions payable fourteen months hence. hen they shall have 
drifted on a few months longer, their helpless condition will become 
generally understood, and a panic will ensue which will involve the 
whole banking system and with it the entire industries of the country, 
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to be followed by an enormous increase of suffering 
people and by civil commotions, riots, and disaste 
the tirm foundations of order and property. 

Mr. Speaker, this is no phantom of the imagination, yt a 
tion of fact founded on the necessary effects of the law in ne 
ation in which we are, as illustrated by the experience of Engl, —_ 
her fatal scheme of forced resumption. “ngtand in 

Our legislators slavishly borrowed this scheme from 
books, while shutting their eyes to every lesson its 
the world. They are blind to the fact that, while 
possible in England, it is wholly impossible here. Whe che : 
tempted resumption the paper money to which her values werp - 
justed was about $232,000,000; ours, seven hundred and thirty-thre 
millions. She had far more gold in the country than we have All 
the world owed her; we owe all the world. The precious metal 
flowed to her from every land; they flow out from us at every io. 
With her small volume of paper money, her comparatively —_ 
accumulation of coin, her supreme command as the creditor, thq 4 
chant, and manufacturer of the world, resumption might well ome 
seemed practicable to herstatesmen. With our large volume of pa er 
money, our petty and diminishing supply of coin, in our helpless - a 
ation as the financial slave of the world, unable either to get or keey 
coin as the foundation of a redeemable paper currency, the attempt 2 
forced resumption is theory or craft ran mad. r } 

England carried through the scheme of her theorists and usurers 
stripped her laboring class of their homes and little accumulations. 
robbed debtors of their property, and suppressed with slaughter the 
cries of her starving wage-men. Our theorists and usurers have a far 
more gigantic job on hand. Its monstrous immorality and injustice are 
understood by the people, who will not submit to be robbed and ep. 
slaved by it. The alliances of workingmen every where—their action 
in the late elections—the civil commotions of last spring—are but por- 
tentsof a comingstorm. Look at the multitudes in the streets of our 
cities fast being driven by hanger to despair! I saw hundreds last 
summer clubbed by policemen out of the parks in New York at nigat— 
homeless, starving workingmen, who had gone there to find a resting 
place on the grass under a pitying sky. I warn you, this scheme has 
been pushed just as far as it can go. Stop! or the spoliation of the 
masses, accomplished and still threatened, may arouse an avenging 
spirit which will not be content with merely righting wrongs. 


WHAT WILL BE GAINED BY RESUMPTION? 


Mr. Speaker, what are we to gain by this resumption scheme to 
compensate for the enormous calamities it has inflicted and will yet 
inflict? The answer is, “ We will get a better and more stable cur- 
rency redeemable in gold and silver, and shall then have a sound and 
lasting prosperity.” Sir, I deny it, and confidently assert that we 
will get no currency at all comparable to that we have had for ten 
years past. 

The most that can be said of it is that it will be in some respects a 
better and in others a worse currency than we had before the war. 
It will be better than then, because the State-bank money had not 
uniform security or value. It will be a worse currency in this, that 
before the war we were comparatively out of debt abroad, and had 
more coin in the country and greater power to hold it than we can 
have for many years to come ; and becanse the enormous aggregation 
of money and of money securities since then has created money kings 
and wreckers, who own and control the great banks and can contract 
and expand bank issues, make hard times and good times at pleasure, 
and rob the people at every change of values. 

Imagine us back to an exclusive bank paper redeemable in coin. 
Let us view the inverted pyramid! We see $3 of bank paper built 
on each dollar of coin in the vaults and $3 of deposits on top of each 
dollar of paper, making $12 of paper and deposits, largely payable 
on demand, resting only on $1 of coin. Then suppose any year au 
abundant crop of cereals in Europe, and a consequent diminished ex- 
port of grain from the United States, necessarily followed by in- 
creased coin shipments. The withdrawal of twenty-five millions of 
coin from the banks would involve a contraction of seventy-five will- _ 
ions of paper, taking the foundation from under two hundred and 
twenty-five millions of deposits—bringing on inevitably a general 
panic, just as the withdrawal from our banks in 1857 of seven mill- 
ions of coin for shipment abroad caused the crash of that year. A 
war between any two great nations; a commercial crisis in any one of 
them; a combination of a half dozen of our largest creditors in Lon- 
don or the Netherlands; a combination of two or three great speci- 
lators at home ; any one of a dozen incidents may occur in any month 
after resumption, causing the withdrawal from the banks for ship- 
ment abroad, or for making a corner at home, of coin enough to cause 
a disastrous panic. } 

The British have something approaching honest coin redemption, 
for there can only be $45,000,000 of bank paper in excess of coin in 
the vaults of the Bank of England; yet, there, with near seven hun- 
dred millions of coin in the country, “ the export of ten to fifteen mil- 
lions of coin,” says Mr. Patterson in his Science of Finance, “ will pro- 
duce a serious commercial crisis.” 

In the United States we have never had, and for many years cannot 
have, suflicient coin attainable by the banks to establish an honest 
redemption of one-third of the paper money which the necessities of 
business imperatively demand. Before the war the deposits but little 
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ceeded the bank paper, while now they are three times the sum of 
pe ogee je volume of paper currency, being near two thousand mill- 
— vet then we had redemption only when coin was not generally 
jons; s but when the banks were called on for it the fact that $1 of 
wantes i) not redeem $3 of paper and $9 of deposits always threw them 
coin Wl jlvency. The system would have been a juggle if it were not 
into aaa lie. It is to get back tosomething even worse than this 
aa ue of insidious swindling that the American people are now 
undergoing the tortures of the damned. 


NATIONAL HONOR. 


But the gentleman from New York [Mr. CHITTENDEN } declares 
with great vehemence that the greenback was originally merely a 
debt payable on a day not named; that the resumption law made it 

avable January 1, 1879; and that to repeal that law, and change 
ae day of payment so fixed, is ennui repudiation. Mr. Speaker, 
if the gentleman’s statement be true that the greenbacks were pay- 
able on a day not named, then they were payable on demand. Then 
the resumption act postponing payment four years was an act of re- 
pudiation, and to now repeal that act is to restore as far as possible 
the original contract. Henee, by his own logic, he was a patriot 
when he voted against the resumption law in 1575, and is now a re- 
pudiator in sustaining it. 

My colleague [Mr. GARFIELD ] says the greenback was a forced loan. 
Ideny it. It was issued as money; and solely because the people had 
pot enough coin or other safe currency with which to prosecute the 
business of the war. I care not forthe form of the contract, but for 
its meaning; not for the letter, but the spirit. It was and isonly a 
pledge by the whole people to each successive holder that it shall be 
money ; the money of the Constitution and law; the money of taxes, 
judgments, and contracts, in the transactions of domestic business ; 
and that the function of money shall inhere in it until considera- 
tions of public interest alone require its redemption in coin. 

A favorite scheme of the bullionists—those guardiang of national 
bonor—recommended repeatedly by Grant’s administrition and the 
leading resumptionists of this House, has been and is to break this 
pledge of national faith by destroying the legal-tender character of 
the greenbacks in the hands of the people. They and they only ate 
the repudiators; while those advocating the retention of the money, 
with all its faculties unimpaired, respect alike the obligations of 
national honor incurred in its issue and the considerations of national 
interest which demand its retention as the safest and best possible 
currency. 

Sir, the resumption law was a trick and a fraud; hatched in the 
dark; its real purpose and effect concealed from all but the initiated 
in the mystery of money; and put through Congress without expla- 
nation or debate, because its authors well knew that the people 
would never consent to increase the bonded debt or destroy the green- 
back, and that if the etfect of the bill had been known it would have 
been instantly strangled on this floor. 

That law is itself a repudiation of the compact by which the green- 
back became the measure of all contracts in the myriad transactions 
of domestic business, It sought to destroy the greenback and to in- 
crease by stealth the values of $10,000,000,000 of contracts, public and 
private, measured by it. To repeal that law, and thus restore as far as 
possible the just measure of those contracts, is demanded alike by the 
people to whom the greenbacks belong and by every consideration of 
interest.and honor. 

lf a repeal of this law be repudiation, as the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. CHITTENDEN] so loudly asserts, who are the hapless suf- 
ferers? Not the people at large, for they hold the money to-day and 
pay it out to-morrow, and a change in its purchasing power is not 
80 instantaneous as to affect hand to hand transactions. Is it the 
few men who have boarded greenbacks on the pledge of the law? 
They diverted the money from the uses for which it was issued and 
have already made exorbitant profit by it. Is it not enough for them 
that $6 in greenbacks will now buy ten dollars’ worth of labor or 
property? Does justice or honor demand that we give the hoarders 
of one or two hundred millions of greenbacks the power to double or 
treble their wealth by purchasing the people’s labor and property at 
mere nominal prices, and that to seouealion this the industries, the 
property, the happiness of the masses shall be sacrificed ? 

No, sir! no public debt, however clear or obligatory, would justify 
4 sacrifice so stupendous. In the language of Edmund Burke— 

Iv is TO THR PROPERTY OF THE CITIZEN, AND NOT TO THE DEMAND OF THE 


CREDITOR OF THE STATE, THAT THE ORIGINAL FAITH OF SOCIETY I8 PLEDGED. THE 
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It would be abusing the indulgence of the House wero I to attempt 
any farther discussion of this subject, although I have not got through 
all I intended tosay. (Cries of “Go on!” 

— SPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty minates of his time 
inaining. 

Mr. O'NEILL, Perhaps it would be agreeable to the gentleman if 
& notion to adjourn should be made. 

Mr. EWING. Oh, no; I hope my friend from Pennsylvania will 
hot make that motion. 

Mr. FORT. If the gentleman will yield for a motion to adjourn I 
Will make it, 


Mr. EWING. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will not. 


Mr. FORT. 1 thought the gentleman might prefer to close his 
remarks to-morrow. 

Mr. EWING. Ihave but a word further to say and I will then yield 
the remainder of my second hour to the gentleman from Illinois, 
(Mr. Forr.] 

I have not attempted, Mr. Speaker, to reply to all the arguments on 
the other side, or to sound a tenth part of the depths and shoals of 
this subject, which is as boundless as the sea. No greater question 
was ever presented to an American Congress for its action. It touches 
the prosperity, the happiness, the future, of three-fourths of the men, 
women, and children of this land. Countless homes have already 
been desolated by this robber law. Thousands of men have been 
driven by it to insanity or suicide. Hundreds ef thousands have 
been cast down from competence to poverty. Millions have been de- 
prived of that employment for their labor on which rest the hope and 
dependence of their families. It is now too late to right these 
wrongs, but greater evils may be averted from the most of these vic- 
tims, and from millions more, by the prompt action of Congress and 
the President. 

I do not appeal to that money power which intrigues for its own ag- 
grandizement over the wrecked fortunes of the unwary multitude— a 
power to which our unhappy civil war gave birth, which has grown so 
enormous through unjust finance legislation, and now “ bestrides this 
narrow world like a colossus;” which subsidizes the press, the great 
organs of public opinion ; which captures statesmen and parties, and 
makes them its subservient tools; which villities and seeks to crush 
every public man who dare raise his voice against it. That power, in 
the flush and arrogance of its enormous and ill-gotten gains, has a 
heart of stone, not to be touched by human sympathy or compassion. 
I appeal to the massés; to their faithful Representatives of both 
parties on this floor; to all who think that the true aim of govern- 
ment is the greatest good of the greatest number; who believe there 
is a faith due to the people as well as to the holders of public securi- 
ties; and that whoever by covert legislation changes the value of 
contracts, is as accursed as he who moves his neighbor’s land-marks. 

For twelve years past the finance policy of this country has been 
dictated in Lombard street or Wall street, and the people have been 
plundered by every fresh enactment. They have sutfered the fate 
of the giant Gulliver tied down by the Liliputians. Thank God! they 
are now about to arise, to burst the bonds their petty foes have fast- 
ened on them sleeping, and to walk abroad aguin in their own majesty. 
[Great eee 

Mr. CHITTENDEN rose. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. EWING. I yield to the gentleman from I1]!inois, (Mr. Forr.} 

Mr. FORT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HALE. Pending that, I move that when the Honse adjourn 
to-day it be to meet on Monday. The Senate has adjourned over till 
Monday. 

Mr. CLYMER. Give us a vote to-night, and we will then adjourn 
till Monday. 

The question being taken on Mr. HALE’s motion, there were—ayes 
54, noes 171. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. CLYMER. I move that the House take a recess until eight 
o’clock this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois, that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken, the motion was agreed to—ayes 155, noes 
61. 

And accordingly (at five o’clock and seventeen minutes) the House 
adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. BOYD: Papers relating to the bill to credit Charles E. 
Fahuestock, postmaster at Glassford, Illinois, with the amount stolen 
from him by burglars—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. BUCKNER: A paper relating to the establishment of a 
post-route from High Hill to L’Outre Island, Missouri—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A paper relating to the establishment of a 
post-route from Perry to Deadman’s Bay, Florida—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. DURHAM: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Burgin to Bryantsville, Kentucky—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ERRETT: Memorial of the chamber of commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pennsylvania, for the repeal or amendment of the bankrupt 
law in such a manner as to afford a better protection to creditors and 
to enforce a more speedy and honest distribution of bankrupt estates— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GUNTER: The petition of Susan J. Berry, to be paid the 
amount due her late husband for services rendered as an oflicer in the 
United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia: The petitions of Andrew J. Bangher, 
Abraham Blosser, (administrator of Jonus Blosser, deceased,) Peter 
Blosser, Joseph Bowman, Joseph Bowman, (administrator of Joh.. 
Bowman, deceased,) John W. Bowman, Isaac Bowman, Michael 
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Bowman, Mary Brenaman, Samuel Carpenter, Samuel Cline, Thomas 
P. Crawford, Henry Early, Noah Early, J. B. Eastham, Dr. W. D. 
Ewing, Noah Flory, Elizabeth Garber, (administratrix of Abraham 
Garber, deceased,) Eli A. Garber, Samnel Garber, Samuel Good, Adam 


Gow], William C. Harrison, Christian Hartman, Samuel D. Humbert, | ments.” 
‘Thomas Kirkpatrick, William F. Kyger, (administrator of Alexander | floor. 


Kyger, deceased,) Christian Landes, John W. Landes, Daniel Landes, 
Morgan Layton, Samuel S. Long, Elder Isaac Long, William D. 
Maiden, Daniel Miller, Samuel A. Miller, Daniel Miller, Joseph M. 
Miller, Joseph B. Moyers, Noah A. Royer, James Ritchie, John Ru- 
bush, Abraham Sayer, James Smith, Emanuel Spitzer, John Wampler, 
Samuel H. Wampler, P. W. Whitmer, Martin Whitmore, Elder John 
Wine, Curtis Yates, Peter Zetter, for compensation for stock driven 
off by order of General Sheridan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Iby Mr. HASKELL: Papers relating to the bill for the relief of A. 
T. Mueller, of Allen County, Kansas—to the Committee of Claims. 

by Mr. HUNTON: The petition of George Foster, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Papers relating to the claim of Theodore 
Dehoa for rice taken from him by the United States Army—to the 
Committee of Claims. 

by Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of Elizabeth Page, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

$y Mr. MCMAHON : The petition of Levan Records, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEDDIE: Resolutions of the Board of Trade, of Newark, 
New Jersey, opposing the repeal of the resumption act and favoring 
the taking of immediate steps to carry out the purpose of the law, 
either by the funding of legal-tender notes in bonds running for a 
long term, or by some other means that will insure resumption at the 
time named by the said act—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. QUINN: The petition of H. L. Emery, for permission to 
apply to the Commissioner of Patents for an extension of his letters- 
patent on cotten-gins—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. STONE, of lowa: Papers relating to the claim of §. T. 
Marshall for supplies furnished the United States Army—to the Com- 
wittee on Indian Afiairs. 

By Mr. THORNBURGH: The petition of Margaret Allcock, Sarah 
Armstrong, George H. Browning, Margaret A. Cox, Thomas L. Dun- 
ean, W. H. Edwards, Caroline Erwin, J. J. Gibbs, John Maloy, Mar- 
guret May, Wesley McNew, Gilbert Reed, Elizabeth Rose, Cynthia 
Spradlin, Millie Staples, Eliza Webb, George W. Wells, E. M. Will- 
iams, and Kitsey Williams, for pensions—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Also, papers relating to the claims of John Henry, trustee of 
Holston College and Mossy Creek Baptist Chureh and College, for 
supplies furnished; of H. L. Bradley, Robert D. Jauralman, and 
Strawberry Plains High School, for property destroyed; and of Ben- 
jamin Fahnstock and Mary E. Seay, for the use and damage of prop- 
erty by the Uvited States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petitions of Cynthia Spradlin, Mrs. Altimirah Brown, 
and Mrs. Rehma Brown, to be paid the bounty and back-pay due 
their several husbands—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of John Turner, sr., for compensation for services 
rendered the United States Army as a guide—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Thomas F. Carter, for compensation for ser- 
vices rendered the United States Army—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Crawford M. Hall, late district attorney for 
the eastern district of Tennessee, that he be allowed to retain certain 
fees of his office—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Wright French, for commutation of rations 
while a prisoner of war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of William M. Burnett, for pay as chaplain of 
the Third Tennessee Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of Emilie N. Hooe, for arrears 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Robinson to Collins, Kentucky—to the Committee on the 
Post-Oflice and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claim of J. C. Camp—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: The petitions of James T. 
Fisher and Samuel H. Smithers, to have refunded $21,000, wrongfully 


collected from them by United States officials—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, November 23, 1877. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


| 


REPEAL OF RESUMPTION CLAUSE, 
The SPEAKER. The House now resumes the conside 
special order, the bill (H. R. No. 805) to repeal the 
the act entitled “An act to provide for the re 
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The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. FORT] is entitied tee _ 
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Mr. CHITTENDEN. [rise to make a parliamentar 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it, 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. objected yesterday, in no spirit of 
courtesy, to the extension of the time of the gentleman fro, 
(Mr. EW1NnG] in discussing the bill for the repeal of the res, 
clause. I think it was the general understanding 
when that objection was withdrawn, that I should have a few , 
ments to reply. The inquiry 1 wish to make before the guntlone, 
from Illinois (Mr. Fort] proceeds is, whether it is understood i 
unanimous consent, that I shall have fifteen minutes to speal "aa 
Sodom and Gomorrah ? ee 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that, under a strict en. 
struction of the rule, as to the time of the gentleman from (j\, 
(Mr. EWING, ] the extension was by unanimous consent given to hin 
and that he would not have a right to parce! out that time, althouy); 
he would himself have the right to occupy it. Under the rules o¢ 
the House, his time being extended without limit, he had an addi. 
tional hour for hisown use; bat when the gentleman from Ohio [Mi 
EWING] sat down, having finished his remarks, there seemed ti jo 
consent given that the balance of his time should be occupied by the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Fort, ] and the Chair will to-day roooe. 
nize the gentleman from Illinois as entitled to seventeen minutes as 
an additional consent given. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. What I want to know is whether I shall je 
permitted to follow him? 

Mr. EDEN. Is it not the regular order for the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Fort] to proceed ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. EDEN. Then I call for the regular order. 

Mr. EWING. Allow me to ask the friends of this bill, in considera- 
tion of the marked courtesy of the extension of my time yesterday, 
now to give unanimous consent to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. CHITTENDEN] to speak fifteen minutes in reply. 
friend of the bill will object. 

Mr. HOUSE. I think that was the general understanding. 

The SPEAKER That was the hope of the Chair, and the Chair 
stated yesterday that he would make every effort to procure that 
privilege for the gentleman from New York, (Mr. CuiTrenpEN.] 1s 
there objection ? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I object. There are probably fifty gentlemen 
upon this floor who are desirous of speaking upon this question and 
who have not had an opportanity, and an opportunity cannot now 
be afforded to those gentlemen. I would be willing to extend tho 
compliment to any gentleman, but where there are so mauy who desire 
tos and who are debarred from the chance to do so I think, in 
justice to all those gentlemen and not in injustice to the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. CHITTENDEN, ]} that I ought to object. 

Mr. HALE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state what it is. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I desire to read from two Recorps. 

Mr. HOUSE. I rise toa point of order. Did I understand the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. THOMPSON] to object to allowing 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. CHITTENDEN] fifteen minutes! 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, from the But- 
ler district, on the left of the Chair, objected. 

Mr. HOUSE. I make the point of order that the objection came too 
late. The Chair had announced that there was no objection. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I stood here claiming the attention of the 
Speaker time and again, and he finally gave his attention for a mo- 
ment, and it was immediately diverted to the other side of the House; 
but it recurred to me and I then stated that I objected, and stated 
briefly the reasons why I objected. I repeat now that I object inthe 
interest of members generally, and not from any discourtesy to the 
gentleman from New Fork, (Mr. CHITTENDEN, } who needs no defense, 
either personally, financially, or otherwise. He has already had an 
opportunity of addressing the House, and my objection is ae the 
ground that there are other gentlemen whose rights are equal to bis. 

The SPEAKER, Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
THOMPSON] allow the Chair to suggest to him, with the greatest 
respect possible, that those other gentlemen to whom he alludes are 
not objecting ? 

Mr. THOMPSON. Then I object on my own behalf. | 

Mr. EWING. Was not the objection toolate? The Chair certainly 
announced that consent was given. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did so announce, but the uniform prac- 
tice of the Chair has been, when a gentleman says that he was on his 
feet and endeavoring to obtain the recognition of the Chair, to take 
his word for it. 5 , 

Mr. THOMPSON. Does the gentleman from Obio [Mr. Ewixc] 
desire the objection to be withdrawn f 

Mr. EWING. I do, 

Mr. THOMPSON. If the gentleman asks that as a personal favor, 
I withdraw it, 


y inquiry, 


dis- 
1 Ohio 
SULIption 
of the House, 


I hope no 
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The SPEAKER. Objection being withdrawn the gentleman from 

caw York (Mr. Currrenpe } will be entitled to fifteen minutes after 
New wntleman from Illinois { Mr. Fort] has occupied the tloor for the 
the sm - minutes which have been allowed him. 
ee x INGER. Before the discussion is resumed this morning there 
—s . nestion in regard to the parliamentary course to be pursued 
- 4 - the resolution which the House adopted in reference to this 
— ect to which I wish to call the attention of the Chair for a mo- 
— ‘and to have the peer ruling upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair requests order to be preserved so that 
he may understand the point to be presented by the gentleman from 
Michigan, (Mr. CONGER.) : : ; 

Mr. CONGER. The point to which I desire to call the attention 
of the Chair is this: The committee reporting the bill haye informally, 
and perhaps formally, (I do not know how the Chair will rule upon 
that.) suggested that they will accept or had accepted the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Fort) as a substitate for 
their bill. I wish to inquire whether that acceptance is such as to 
make the substitute the bill now under consideration? 

The SPEAKER. The committee have no power to accept the sub- 
stitute. The measure when before the House is under the control of 
the House, and not under the control of the committee. 

Mr. CONGER. Sol understood; but prior to the opening of the 
discussion the gentleman from Ohio[ Mr. EWING ] suggested either that 
the committee would accept or did accept the substitute for their bill. 

The SPEAKER. The committee were willing to accept it, but 
there was objection, as the RecorD shows. 

Mr. CONGER. If that be so, then that is sufficient on that point. 
Then this other proposition: All the amendments that have been 
offered, if I recollect aright, have been offered to the original bill. 
I wish, if it might be proper to have the understanding now, that 
these amendments may be considered as offered also to the substitute 
of the gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. Fort.) 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, anticipating that point, has given the 
subject full research and consideration, and when the proper time is 
reached in the proceedings the Chair will decide that point. 

Mr. CONGER. But it might perhaps bo proper for the House and 
the Chair to understand each other now on tuat point. If the first 
question is to be upon the amendment 

rhe SPEAKER. ‘The first question of course will be upon the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Fort ;] that is the 
first amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. I was about to say that if that amendment was 
adopted, being the first to be voted on, then no other amendment 
could be acted upon. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide that point when it arises. 

Mr. CONGER. Would it be improper for the Chair to let the House 
know beforehand what his decision will be ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not usual for the Chair to anticipate a diffi- 
culty. 

Mr. CONGER. But where by the ruling of the Chair the House is 
deprived of the ie of voting at all upon amendments—— 

The SPEAKER, It is an assumption that the House could be de- 
prived of that. 

Mr. CONGER. It might be well for the House to know what the 
ruling of the Chair would be upon that point. 

The SPEAKER. Before deciding the point the Chair would like 
to hear arguments pro and con. The Chair now has no opportunity 
to hear such arguments. 

Mr. CONGER. I have raised that point before the final vote upon 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fort] in order 
that the Chair might notify the House what his ruling would be. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has said that the first amendment to 
be voted upon will be the amendment of the gentleman from Lllinois, 
[Mr. Fort.] The Chair cannot now tell what will be the subsequent 
action of the House; that cannot be told until the Chair is aware of 
the action of the House upon that amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. It was because I and many others thought that all 
the amendments to the original bill should be passed upon—that is, 
that the original bill should be perfected before the substitute was 
voted upon—that I asked that we might have an intimation how the 
Chair weuld rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the House, by a suspension 
of the rules, has in direct language vacated the ordinary rules of the 
House and the parliamentary practice under those rules. When the 
point is reached the Chair will give his reasons therefor. 

Mr. CONGER. It is before the vote is taken that I wish to call the 
attention of the Chair to the subject and to have his ruling, so that 
we might vote advisedly ; that the members of the House might know 
the effect of their votes. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution under which 
4 suspension of the rules was had. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
gtaeieed, That the bill to repeal the third section of the resumption law be made 

* special order, not to interfere with any appropriation bills, for to-.norrow at the 


¢xpiration of the morning hour, and from day to day thereafter until the following 


Tuesday at three o'clock, when the previous question shal! be ordered on it and on 
ong amendments then pending, all amendments meanwhile to be in order, provided 
: ‘ime shall be extended, if necessary, so as to allow five days after the morning 

our for the consideration of said bill and amendments. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would make one remark in connection 


with that resolution, so as to guide gentlemen. If an amendment is 
allowed to be in order, to be offered and pending, of course, accord- 
ing to all parliamentary practice, it is in order to have it voted upon. 

Mr. CONGER. If I understand the Chair aright, then, although 
the House may adopt the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. Fort]—— 

Mr. EWING. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope that the courtesy I have extended to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. EwniG] will not be returned in this 
manner. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ew1x@] thinks 
that he is suffering in connection with the progress of the bill by this 
colloquy, the Chair will assure him he is not. 

Mr. EWING. Well, Mr. Speaker, it certainly is not usual to ask a 
decision of the Chair in advance of the question arising. 

The SPEAKER. It is not; but the Chair—— 

Mr. EWING. That is why I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to repel the assumption of the 


gentleman from Ohio, who is somewhat indebted to me for the posi- 
tion his bill now occupies, that I have undertakeu by a simple par- 
liamentary question to make any factious delay. 

The Chair invokes good nature upon this ques- 


The SPEAKER. 
tion. 

Mr. CONGER. I have not desired to forestall any decision of the 
Chair; but l apprehend that the decision when it arises may leave 
the House without the power of voting upon a single amendment 
here except that of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Forr. ] 

Mr. SPEAKER. The Chair has not dropped a word which would 
give encouragement to such a thought. 

Mr. EWING and others called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fort] is enti- 
tled to the floor, and he has seventeen minutes. 

Mr. FORT. Mr. Speaker, at one time I did desire to occupy a few 
minutes in the discussion of the measure now before the House, but 
now it is with reluctance that I reopen this debate so fitly closed on 
yesterday by the gentleman from Ovio, (Mr. EwinG.] It has been 
thought, however, that something more should come from the repub- 
lican members of the Committee on Banking and Currency. The 
gentleman from Kansas (Mr. PHILLIPS] opened the debate on this 
measure in a speech of but an hour, and although his positions have 
been attacked he has not had time allowed him to reply to them. 

Mr. Speaker, I claim to be a republican. I have steadily followed 
the party and firmly adhered to its principles ever since Lincoln de- 
clared that “a house divided against itself cannot stand.” I am also 
as desirous as any gentleman here to see legal-tender notes become 
and remain par with coin. I would do nothing to retard the day 
when a legal-tender note shall be as good as any money in the world. 
And, sir, it is because [ am a republican and because of my desire tu 
see legal-tender honored and at par that I favor the measr.re now 
before this House. I do not beli>ve that the Government can pay 
any of its financial promises wit: anything else than the money of 
the world, whic is coin. I discard the doctrine that the Govern- 
ment can pay and discharge one financial promise by making another 
promise on paper. 

What do we see to-day? Although the legal-tender was the means 
of striking down and conquering a portion of the people of this 
country who are to-day represented upon this floor, yet we find those 
very people marshaling themselves here by their Representatives in 
solid phalanx in support of legal-tender, they are now its friends and 
supporters. They stand in the front rank of its defenders. 

And what did we see here on this floor in January, 1¢75? Ah! sir, 
legal-tender was dishonored and disowned by its kindred in this 
very Hall of its birth. 

Mr. Speaker, I have but one moment to devote to the consideration 
of the pending amendments to the original bill. In my judgment if 
the resumption clause of the act of 1875 be repealed it will be done by 
a single plain proposition only. It cannot be carried if to the prop- 
osition is attached any other subject-matter about which members 
may differ. Therefore, for one I hope that we shall simply vote upon 
the question of repeal, and nothing more. By an examination of the 
pending amendments it will be found that at least the first one pre- 
sents the issue of repeal alone. It proposes to strike from the act of 
1375 the resumption clause, and nothing more, leaving that act as to 
subsidiary silver coin and free banking intact, as we claim it should 
have been enacted at first. Strike the resumption clause from th 
act of 1575, and there remains no doubtful meaning as to what the 
law will then be. Thus, gentlemen, you have the issue presented to 
you plainly and squarely, untrammeled with anything else to which 
any may object. The first amendment puts the direct question, shall 
the resumption clause of the act of 1875 be repealed or not ? 

In my judgment the original resumption act was unwise, and has 
been exceedingly mischievous in its influeuce upon the country. I 
admit frankly that there may be some doubt now, so long a time 
having run, whether the act ought to be repealed or modilied. Asa 
rule the less tinkering with the currency the better. 

And as we near the day fixed for resumption the doubt becomes 
greater. In my judgment it would have been better to have declared 
resumption at once on the passage of the act of 1575, than to have 
fixed hangman’s day for January 1, 1879. The effect has been to keep 
up constant alarm and continued panic. 








i 


At Oe ee 


- 





624 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Gentlemen differ honestly upon this question, and I have no hard 
word or thought for any of them. 

Now, sir, what should be done? How does the matter stand? We 
up to abont 1873 had general prosperity, but the Secretary of the 
Treasury kad been unwisely contracting the currency; and in due 
time business became alarmed, and a panic came, and with it came 
“ Black Friday.” Congress met, and we were told we needed prepa- 
ration for resumption; we must have more contraction. The patient 
was weak and sick, but some blood must be let, and the patient 
grew weaker and more tremulous, and they told us we must take some 
more blood. Financial disaster after disaster came faster and faster, 
failure followed failure, and they told us we must pass the —— 
act. That measure would bring relief; and they brought in, and in a 
few short hours passed the bill for resumption without adequate dis- 
cussion, under the spur of the previous question. We were told that it 
would restore confidence. I ask gentlemen who favor the other side 
to tellus where the “confidence” is. lI ask them to point us to asingle 
man who has had his confidence restored. Why, sir, we have had 
“ Black Friday” ever since, growing darker and blacker every hour. 
Sir, the mischief wrought by that ill-timed act cannot well be esti- 
mated, 

Mr. Speaker, many believe and it does indeed seem to have been part 
of a conspiracy against the Government and against thedebtor. The 
creditors of the Government had purchased its indebtedness at from 
fifty to seventy-five cents on the dollar, and private debtors had con- 
tracted with their creditors at about the same rates, estimating value 
by the coin standard; and these obligations, public and private, had 
been gradually but steadily advancing, and were approaching par as 
fast as industry and economy and the resources of the country would 
permit. First they, by stealth, demonetized silver, which was a part 
of the conspiracy, and demanded gold only, and then passed the act 
of 1875 for resumption in gold, which of course had the effect to shrink 
values and enhance the purchasing power of gold. Everything of 
course shrunk except promises to pay—the promises remained the 
same. No matter how other things fell in price, the promises did not 
fall or shrink, and gold went up, being measured by labor or other 

yroperty. 

Mr. Speaker, we cannot bring about resumption by the enactment 
of law. All the laws you can print between the lids of the book will 
never coin a single dollar. If resumption comes, it must come by 
prosperity and by having the balance of trade in our favor. And in 
this I am borne out by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Hewitt, } 
who spoke the other day on this question. He tells us plainly that the 
resumption act has had nothing at all to do with bringing gold and 
legal-tender so near together as they now are; but he says that it has 
been brought abont by the balance of trade in our favor, and in this 
he is undoubtedly correct. He seemed to discuss this question fairly 
and candidly. He told you plainly you could not have resumption by 
law; and, sir, I have never heard any gentleman claim that the law 
has had any effect yet to bring about resumption. And, sir, most 
of those favoring resumption admit that it is not possible to resume 
in 1879. 

And, sir, if we did attempt it, it would be a miserable failure. Sup- 
pose that by the favorable balance of trade gold would flow in so 
that the legal-tender was par, and we should commence resumption in 
1879, and then suppose, as may be the case, the balance of trade should 
run against us for a year or two and gold would flow back, the Gov- 
ernment would be compelled to have gold to pay its dues to for- 
eigners. The demand would increase; gold, of course, would go up; 
those brokers and sharpers being nearest the Treasury would rush in 
and get the gold for their legal-tenders and then sell it back to the 
Government for all they could make it bring, and thus compel the 
Government, in mortification and dishonor, to suspend, and the only 
result would be the Government will then indeed have lost its credit 
and the sharpers and gamblers of Wall street will have “reaped a 
rich harvest of silver and gold.” Resumption, therefore, without 
gold and silver in adequate quantity is certainly im ible. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Hewitt,] who is 
the leader of the democratic side of the House, at least he was the 
leader in the late campaign, told us that we mast have three hundred 
millions, or thereabout, in gold in order to float two hundred millions 
of paper. He told us, in answer to my colleague, [Mr. SPRINGER, ] 
that every dollar of legal-tender notes must be withdrawn, and some 
of the national-bank currency also; that the Government could not 
goat over two hundred millions of paper and that none of it must be 
greenbacks. And I charge it right here that it is the purpose of the 
friends of resumption to withdraw and cancel the legal-tender notes, 
and this is why I favor the repeal of the resumption act, because it 
is by that act the Secretary of the Treasury gets his authority to 
cancel the legal-tender. Yes, sir, he ieee gentleman from New York, 
Mr. Hewirt,] told you we must withdraw all of the legal-tender 
greenbacks and a portion of the national-bank currency, and that it 
was not possible to float over two hundred millions of Government 
poper, either greenbacks or vational-bank currency, after resumption 
takes place. We all know what would be the result, and in my judg- 
ment it is the purpose to retire and cancel the legal-tender notes to 
a room again for State banks and the paper of worthless private 

anks. 

Now, I ask my republica friends, do they want to bring that state 
of affairs about. No; I know they do not. 
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What did the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Hewrrr.) ew 
ther. He told us we were tohave paper. Read his speech ee, ane 
in the Recorp. He candidly told you what you may ex a 
continue to press resumption, of which he is so strongly = see you 
told us we woald have paper even if greenbacks and nat ion Lb 
bills are withdrawn. Of course we will, Mr. Speaker, and wes > 
of paper money will it be? He did not tell us, but we hee: ee 
it would be. Wall street can tell us. It would be State-bank — 
it would be rag money, and no mistake. I remember the first dein: 
ever I earned and owned; it was on the Rhode Island Central Ba ~ 
and I mention it without meaning any discredit to the good Stand 
Rhode Island, or the honorable and able gentlemen who re ete 
that State here so well. When I was a boy they said the ithe le 
Island Central Bank was owned in Wall street, and I have yo oa 
it was. It wasestablished in Rhode Island because they wishel on" 
to that honest little State and take advantage of its good reputation, 

Mr. EAMES. I will venture to say that the stock of that bank 
was owned entirely outside the State of Rhode Island. . 

Mr. FORT. Certainly; no doubt all such concerns are located ; 
one place but owned elsewhere. 7 

But to continue: That dollar bill on Rhode Island Central was the 
first money I ever earned or owned in my life. I went to sleep one 
night worth a dollar, but in the night-time the infernal thing turned 
to a wild-cat, and in the morning the bank was broke, and so was I 
[Laughter.] That was the experience of all who were cursed wit) 
the same kind of money. They are breeding and nursing these very 
wild cats in Wall street now in order to flood the country with thei 
as soon as they can retire legal tender. 

Who ever heard of a man or boy losing a dollar or any other 
amount of legal-tender or national-bank paper by failure ? 

Mr. Speaker, how much will it cost us to retire legal tender? 

Let me tell you. The Secretary of the Treasury tells us that we 
had afloat on the Ist day of this month $354,490,892.00 of legal-tender 
United States notes. If you retire them you must borrow the money 
to do it, and the resumption bill we now propose to repeal authorizes 
the Secretary of the Treasury to sell bonds for that purpose. The 
annual interest on that sum ut 4 per cent. will amount to $14,179,635.6s, 
How much of that will fall to each congressional district in the 
United States? Let some one answer. It will be $47,265.45 for 
each congressional district to pay annually for the privilege of hay- 
ing the legal-tender Treasury notes retired, so that we may be blest 
with wild-cat, rag, and private-bank paper money as we were in ante 
bellum days. A rather costly blessing. You can make the estimate 

ourselves. Let me tell my republican friends bere when they go 
Lone to tell the people that they have voted to tax their respective 
congressional districts $47,265.45 a year in addition to all other taxes 
in order to retire legal tender and to make room for the old wild-cat 
paper money, and ask their constituents to come up and indorse the 
tax. I am not mistaken about this matter. You must raise the 
money some how, and it must be done by tax. Sir, I think when they 
fully explain all this to their constituents they will receive notice that 
the tax is too high by a large majority. [Laughter.} 

Mr. EAMES. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. Is there 
ong. proposition before the House that seeks to retire one single dol- 
ar 


dank 


Mr. FORT. Yes, sir; there are such amendments pending, and | 
am arguing that such would be the result, and that is what is de- 
clared would be the result by the great leader on the other side of 
the House, [Mr. Hewitt,] whom you are all following. 

Mr. EAMES. But not assented to by the large majority of those 
who are in favor of resumption. 

Mr. FORT. But some of you openly avow it, and I am trying to 
show that such will be the result. 

Mr. EAMES. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. FORT. When the gentleman from Rhode Island was address- 
ing the House I did not interrupt him. I hope he will allow me to 

on now. 

Mr. EAMES. I wished merely to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. FORT. I would be glad to answer any question if I had time, 
but the gentleman knows finawe only five minutes left. The gentle- 
man had an hour, and I did not interrupt him. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to pay some respect to =z friends on the other 
side, because I think a great deal of them. The gentleman by my 
side here says that Iam going over to the democrats. But am,|! 
Whom are some of you republicans following here? You are follow- 
ing the leader of the democratic party (Mr. Hewrrr] in the last cam- 

aign. The oe from New York (Mr. Hewitt] addressed the 
ease the other day and vehemently insisted on resumption and pro- 
tested against the repeal of the resumption clause of the act of Jan- 
uary, 1875. That gentleman was chairman of the national demo- 
cratic committee, and as such lead and bore aloft the banner of Til- 
den and reform, on which was inscribed a demand for the repeal of 
the resumption clause of the act. If the democratic candidate had 
been elected it was understood that that gentleman would have beeu 
made Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. He was elected. y 

Mr. FORT. Ido not know but he was. The high court decided 

ht to seven he was not elected. 
Here the hammer fell.) 
. FORT. Is my time out? 











}Ril. 
Mr. EAMES. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the gentle- 
san be extended five minutes. 
fr. CONGER. I bope his time may be extended, that he may apply 
ee nt to the amendment of my colleague, [Mr. HusBeEte ] 
hig ore OR r. Iamin favor of some such measure as that proposed 
- -ventieman from Michigan, (Mr. HUBBELL, ] as aseparate meas- 
bs , hat I do not want it tacked on my bill to load it down and per- 
ure, 
bape PEAKER. Is there objection to extending the time of the 
entleman from Illinois five minutes? 
There was no objection. F 
Mr. CONGER. Now, let me ask the gentleman a question. _ et 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois desire to yield ? 
Mr. FORT. Ido not; and the gentleman from Michigan knows 
that Ido not. He knows that only seventeen minutes has been al- 
lowed to me in this debate, while other gentlemen have bad an hour 
ond some of them more. He also knows that my entire hour was 
consumed by the gentleman ffom Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD,] I not ob- 
jecting. although he was opposing my amendment. ck 
Mr. CONGER. I asked for an extension of the gentleman's time 


that he might answer my question. The House granted it, and now | me yesterday, when I objected to the extension of the time of the 


he refuses to hear my question. ' 

Mr. FORT. I would be glad to answer if I had time, but I have 
not. The opponents of my amendment occupied all my time and only 
seventeen minutes were granted to me. Lm ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has a right to be pro- 

dl. 

tected ORT. The gentleman before me [Mr. Hewitt] from New 
York, who addressed the House the other day with entire frankness, 
was the leader of the democratic party in the last campaign. That 
party ins ribed on its banner, and in the West it was printed in large 
capitals, a condemnation of the resumption clause of the act of 1975, 
and then said, using their own words, “ and we demand its repeal.” 
The gentleman from New York (Mr. Hewitt] bore that banner all 
through the democratic canvass. He now denounces the repeal. 
When was he inearnest ; thenor now? When was he candid? Was he 
in favor of repeal of the resumption clause then or was he only so pre- 
tending for the sake of success? Is he consistent? The only good 
thing in the democratic platform was this plank, and its great leader 
has already repudiated that, and we see some democrats and some 
republicans following his lead. Mr. Speaker, I am glad to see the 
rank and file of the democratic party still well in line on this ques- 
tion, although their leader has deserted them, and I am sorry to say 
some of my republican brethren are following him off. 

1 wish I had adequate time to mention one or two points made by 
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they will preserve and retain in circulation the legal-tender Treasury 
notes as their paper money, and will, if necessary, change Houses 
and Senates and Presidents to attain that end. ’ 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. CHitrENDEN } 
is now entitled to the floor for fifteep minutes. 

Mr.CHITYENDEN. Mr. Speaker, I wish again toreturn my thanks 
to the gentleman from Ohio {| Mr. Ew1NG] and to the House for their 
courtesy in allowing me this opportunity ; and I send to the desk, as 
a suitable introduction to the few remarks I have to make, and ask 
the Clerk to read, a short paragraph from a speech made by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. EWING] on Saturday evening, October 9, 1375, 
in Columbus, Ohio. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Now there is no discretion with the Secretary about this. He is compelled to 
take up the fractional currency with silver as rapidly as practicable. The mints 
are now running night and day coining silver for that purpose ; and I predict that 
under that law, if executed, the people of this country will be left within a year 
from this time without one dollar of fractional mouey, whether paper or silver. 


Mr. CHITTENDEN. Mr. Speaker, the excitement which moved 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Ew1nG,]} has passed away, and I have no 


longer a desire to answer in detail Lis most extravagant and remark- 
able statements. I refer, sir, confidently to that statement which the 


| Clerk has read, as a fair and just exhibit of the trustworthiness of 


my distinguished friend from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD,] who is so often | 


right and seldom wrong. In advocating resumption, he took us to 
England and called our attention to the wisdom of Parliament to 


the gentleman’s predictions in general, in his most eloquent address 
of two hours of yesterday. And for want of time, I have no other 
answer to make in detail to his many errors. But, sir, I will try to 
gather up thesubstance of his speech and present it to him and to this 
House, to my constituents and to the couutry, that all may look at it 
and realize what it is and what it means and whither it is taking us. 
If the gentleman’s statements and arguments prove anything, they 
establish the fact which my friend from Illinois [Mr. fort] has just 
done what he could to confirm, that the greenback note which the 
gentlemen from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] claimed put down the 
rebellion is no longer the representative of a debt which is ever to 
be paid; it is not the representative of a forced loan. It was not only 
the resource of the Government in an exigency, when it had neither 
credit nor money, but it is good money, real money, “ the future 
money of the realm,” as somebody is in the habit of saying, I do not 
remember who. 


That is one thing the gentleman has established, and he is proud 
of it. 

Well, sir, he has established another thing: that the greenback 
made us all rich and prosperous; that the greenback developed the 
wealth of this country in the midst of war so as to hide its cost and 


| waste. And he has established another thing: that the census of 


prove to us that we ought to stand by our resumption act. He told | 


us England had passed a resumption act and refused to repeal it. 
He forgot to tell us that England suspended specie payments for 
more than twenty years before she passed any law to resume or at- 
tempted toresume. He told us it was not the resumption act that 
brought distress in England. He told us that it was the odious and 


gentlemen can always assign some other reason for stringency and 
distress. In that case he says it was the corn laws that brought 
sorrow, want, and starvation to the people of England; and says 
Parliament was wise and just in adhering to resumption, and cails 
upon us to bow to those lords and commoners because they refused 
to repeal their resumption act. He seems to reverence them. Sir, 


fare of our country; beside, Mr. Speaker, the very same lords and com- 
moners who passed their resumption bill and refused to repeal it, about 
the same time passed the odiggs and infamous corn laws he himself 
mentioned. My friend from Ohio would bid us doff our hats to the 
lords and commoners who refused to repeal the resumption act, yet 
he failed to confess that, they having passed the odious and inhuman 
corn laws in the interest of the aristocracy, it was not unlikely that 
they should have also passed some other quite as unwise and cruel 
laws in the interest of this same aristocracy, one of which laws may 
have been that same resumption law. 

Mr. HU BBELL. How about my amendment; why do you oppose it ? 

Mr. FORT. Mr. Speaker, it occurs to me that my friend from 


1870 was a true and honest census, according to which the property 
and wealth of this great nation doubled in the decade prior to 1870, 
notwithstanding one item of loss of two thousand millions in slaves, 
while the whole nation was engaged in the most destructive and 
gigantic war that has ever been fought upon earth by mankind! 
That is another great thing which the gent!eman has esiablished to 


the glory of the greenback, if his arguments are sound. 
infamous corn laws that brought distress upon that people. These 


And, sir, he has established one thing more: that the infamous act 
of Congress of 1569, recognizing the greenback as a debt and prom- 
ising to pay it, coupled with that more infamous resumption act of 
1875, destroyed those magnificent fortunes which the war and the 
greenback made, and brought the people to grief. These are four 
things which the gentleman flatters himself he has established, and 


i | he will hot dispute me, 
what might be for the interest of England, may not be for the wel- , 


Now, sir, what follows? It follows, logically and inevitably, that 


| there is no longer any use for capital in this country. Sir, if the gen- 


tleman knows what he is talking about; if he teaches the truth the 
truth will win, the truth must win, and we are now engaged in an 
“irrepressible conflict’ between capital and greenbacks, which can 
only end, and ought only to end, in the destruction of capital. 

The gentleman seems to be aware of the logical issue of his argu- 
ment. He speaks of capital as if capital and capitalists were very 


, demons of our American commerce and civilization. He points his 


finger of denunciation at the Sodom and Gomorrah of “robber,” 


| bloated bondholders, and rises to new and grander flights of elo- 


Michigan [Mr. HUBBELL] is in great trouble about his amendment. | 


I say to him in all candor that I am in favor of any law that will pre- 
serve the greenback, and his amendment looks in that direction ; but 
1 do not wish to have this bill loaded down with anything at all. We 
can consider his proposition as a separate measure. The passage of 
our measure now under consideration will not at all preclude his 


measure. Let us strike out of the law of 1875 the resumption clause, | 
and then it will be time to consider the measure he proposes, and I | 


om with him in anything that will save the legal-tender United 
“tates notes from retirement and destruction. I have prepared a bill 


toler entae differing somewhat from his bill, and which I like 


in due time and preserve them for a permanent currrency. 


thing, and in due time and in due form they will enter their unalter- 
able decree in terms that cannot be misunderstood, which is that 


VI——40 


quence as he thinks he discovers the smoke of their torments about 
to go up forever and ever. [Laughter and applause. } 

I have done with the gentleman’s speech. I think I have treated 
it fairly. If I have done him any ivjustice or done truth any injus- 
tice, I challenge him to meet me anywhere where we can get at the 
truth and I will go with him for it. I question if he can find it in 
Ohio. 

The gentleman reminds me of a colleague of mine in the short 
session of the Forty-third Congress, who was a good deal older then 
than that gentleman is now, and who was then a long way ahead of 


| him in his admiration of the greenback. If, however, the gentleman 


and which I think would bring legal-tenders to par | 


| 


from Ohio lives to be as old as my colleague was then, I have no doubt 
he will be in advance of him in his love for the sham. My former 
colleague isa gentleman well known as a Wall street speculator. The 


| gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ew1NnG] alluded to Wall street yesterday. 
Mr. Speaker, the people, in my judgment, have determined on one | 


The gentleman to whom I refer (Mr. Richard Schell) told me 
here within twenty feet of where I now stand—I wish gentlemen 
would listen to this, extravagant as it may seem to be, for if 1 know 
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anything it is the legitimate end of all this argument in favor of 
greenbacks—he told me that he was in favor of digging a ship-canal 
from New York to San Francisco in order to employ the idle labor of 
the country, and he would sect the Government presses going at once 
to print the gre enbacks with which to pay the laborers ; and that that 
was the only remedy for existing evils. That was in the spring of 
1875. 
This morning I found in my pocket a little slip which I had cut 
last August from a newspaper published in Tennessee, and which 
contains another suggestion in -the same direction: 
A rag-money mass-meeting. 
NASHVILLE, August 14, 1877.—A mass-meeting of workingmen passed resolutions 
favoring tho issue of ten millions of greenbacks monthly until the distress in the 


country is relieved; opposing contraction and fav oring the remonetization of sil- 
ver; ignoring both political parties. 


Now, I think my friend from Illinois [Mr. Fort] must have at- 
tended that mee ting, for it is exactly in sympathy and harmony with 
his present views, as I understand tom { Laughter. } 

I must hurry through in a very fragmentary manner. Some gen- 
tleman, since I began to speak, has sent me a paper two days old from 
New York, from which I read a paragraph of the money article: 


The speculative element on the street favors remonetization on account of its 
producing rapid changes of value, in which the dealers profit. 


Now, I made a short speech here the other day, carefully measuring 
my words, and have printed my remarks and ‘sent a copy to each 
member of this House, which I ask gentlemen to do me the honor to 
read. 


I know nothing of honor or uprightness that repudiates promises 
to pay, when the means of paying them are in hand. And the re- 
marks I made last week, in my judgment, truthfully set forth the 
arguments against the re peal of the resuinption act. 

The fact is that if anybody may dare to look into the future far 
enough to see that it will rain in Ohio next month, we may also 
say that, but for the action of this House, if this Congress could be 
adjourned for six months, gold and greer nbacks would be at par within 
the next sixty days, an event which would point the way out of our 
present illusions. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ewina] admitted 
that we had in this country one hundred and fifty millions of gold, 
every dollar of which is to-day merchandise, and every dollar of which 
would be currency within sixty days if we could possibly stop agi- 
tating this question. 

I ask now to refer to a question of high privilege. I do not know 
whether I shall be permitted to go a little beyond my time if neces- 
sary. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WOOD. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague have 
leave to proceed. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. After the House kindly gave me this oppor- 
tunity, I had sent to me the Recorp of this morning, and I will ask 
the Clerk to read a paragraph or two that I have,marked. 

The Clerk read the following from a speech of Mr. Dickey, published 
in the Recorp of this morning: 


But as I rise more for the purpose of noticing the speech of the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. Cuirrenven) than making an argument, if I should inadvertently 
tall ont of the general line of seriousness, 1 hope | the House will pardon me. And 
if I should not seem to the gentleman from New York to fully appreciate bis argu- 
ment, L ask. too, bis pardon. And while I de not “fel constrained to ask the pro- 
tection of the Chair” for anything I may say, Ll do ask as a favor that I may be 
permitted (9 proceed without interruption. 

I begin by reading from the oe of the gentleman from New York: 

“Mr. Cuitrenpen. Mr. Speaker, I am constrained to ask the protection of the 
Chair against all interruptions. 

‘Unless I am greatly mistaken, the bill we are considering means downright re- 
pudiation; just that. I hold in my hand the promise of my Government to pay 
me $10. The date of payment is fixed by law upon the statate-book ; the Govern- 
ment must keep faith with me; failing im that, it becomes the leader of all defaalt- 
ers and repudiators." 

Let me remind the House that this does not fully describe the picture, and that 
the country may know the timidity of cunning capital when brought to the front 
in debate with “honest labor,” it is necessary to say that the gentleman not only 
craved the protection of the Chair, and flaunted full in the face of this House an 
unr deemed ten-dollar greenback, demanding his pay in gold, charging the friends 
efthis bill and the Government with being repudiators, bat that he was ensconced, 
like a masked battery, behind the marble breastworks of the Clerk's desk, as if in 
fear his unjust c harges and unholy demands woald bring down upon his devoted 
head an angry storm of withering frowns from the friends of labor and repeal. 

Here was a sight the country never can forget. The poor, crumpled, quivering 
greenback looked as if it had ouly been born to be cursed, while the very eagle | 
upon its face screamed to be redeemed, if it could only find a redeemer. 

True, it had been the savior of the Union and Constitution ; it had contributed 
vastly to the comfort and happiness of millions of our citizens ; it had been recog- 
nized by I’residents and C abinets, and all the high functionaries of the land, as 
“the currency of the country,” and as the * ‘best that has ever been devised.” 
True, the people were well satisfied with it, and from no quarter of the country 
were they asking to be involved more deeply in the throes of distress and bank- 
ruptey by forced resumption; but what cared the gentleman from New York? 
This mighty Republic = him $10. Ho held in his hand the unpaid note. He de- 
manded the gc i He was a creditor and he intended to be until ho could get gold 
for his paper, and if ho did not get it, and quick, too, then the Gov ernment is the 
*‘eader of all defaulters,”” and Boas Tweed to boot, and isa “ repudiator.” Alas 

x Yorick ! Poor Government, poor people. They cannot pay, and if they can't, 

w can they! . 


Before the Clerk had concluded the reading, 

Mr. PRIDEMORE. I rise to a question of order. The gentleman 
rose, I believe, to a personal explanation, to a “ question of privilege,” 
without saying what it was. Now,I do not think he has a right to 
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. s spee 
sn pent fo [De berate rc ee st ta _— "Trang — peech read before he states his question of priyj. 
‘The SPEAKER. It is not the s ch of the gentle 
is being read. The Chair endeteined that the nem oon re 
matter in as a “charge affecting the official character of m wn 
which would be a question of privilege. ember,” 
_ Clerk ae and concluded the reading. 
he SPEAKER. The Chair does not think 
gentleman’s official character as a member. ‘that this affects the 
Mr. DICKEY. I ask that the next paragraph or two be read. 
Mr. CHITTENDEN. I beg pardon of the House. I sent th 
marks of Mr. Dickey to the Clerk without reading them, at th _ 
gestion of a gentleman who said they required attention. _ 
Iam coming to something of importance. 
Mr. Speaker, the other day there was so much confusion when I 
| went over to the other side of the House that I did not hear the A 
| tleman from Georgia [Mr. FELTON] in his very pointed and aie 
leasant remarks toward me; and I desire now to refer to a seem 
in his printed speech as published i in the Recorp of the 16th inatant 
after revision. If I ama little late in referring to it it ig becanse I 
am constitutionally “slow to wrath.” [Laughter. j 
The gentleman from New York— 
I read the gentleman’s words as printed— 
The gentleman from New York |Mr. CHITTENDEN] on yesterday from his perch— 
“His perch” underscored [laughter ]— 


annonneed to the country that loafers, gamblers, and bankru 
ments of society, favored the repeal of the resumption act. 


The gentleman from Georgia also italicised the words “ loafers,” 
“bankrapts,” and “gamblers,” but these words are his, not mine 
The two first I did not utter at all, the other I only used in asking a 
question as innocently as the word stands in the dictionary. 

And again: 

Look at that storm-driven ocean. Darkness and hurricane are upon the de Sep 
Signal guns of distress are heard through the gloom. Ships are going down by the 
hundreds ; and thousands of precious lives are being in, gulfed. In the midst of 
this ruin there stands the wrecker waiting for his prey! 


{ Laughter. ] 

There I stood, all unconsciously made the representative and the em- 
bodiment of all “ robber capitalists ” and “ bloated bondholders” that 
live along the sea deliberately conspiring against the debtor class, 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I shall surprise a good many men on this floor, 
A good many of them ought to be surprised in what I have to say 
as showing what kind of a “ wrecker” Iam. Every cent | am worth 
in the world, every shilling I have accumulated by forty years of as 
patient work and frugal living as any man here has practiced, js 
involved to-day in the welfare of a commercial establishment which 
has no business whatever but to give credits to the merchant class 
on liberal principles in every State, city, and Territory under the 
American flag. 

Now I ask gentlemen who have hurled their blows against me asa 
“wrecker,” who have loved to repeat that kind of stutf here and cir- 
culate it a the land, and inspire people to send me anonymous 
letters [laughter]—I ask them to look at me. There is not—I say 
it without the least fear of coutradiction—there is not one man on 
this floor or within the sound of my voice who is as much interested 
to-day in maintaining the debtor class throughout this whole coun- 
try as I am—not one. What has the gentleman from Ohio to do 
in such a relation? Nobody owes him any money. [Langhter.} 
What does he know about the interest and the welfare and the 
real necessities of the debtor class of this country? The books of 
the firm in which my all is involved have upon them to-day the names 
of somewhere between three thousand and eight thousand debtors. 
Iam not at all familiar with the details of the business, because it 
is all surrendered to younger men whom I have long been asso- 
ciated. But I know this, that I am interested in at least three thou- 
sand and probably more claimsscattered all over this country. This 
is intended for a lesson to members of Congress who come here and 

talk ignorantly, wildly, viciously, wickedly about the “ robber capi- 

talists,” pointing most frequently to the Representatives of the city 
of New York, which has suffered more in | aning its money to the 
West and South than any and all other cities on “earth, and yet tho 
gentleman from Ohio broadly intimated iu his speech that more 
strikes and wide-spread repudiation are yet in store for the money 
lords! 

Mr. Speaker, I am indebted to the House for this opportanity. 
| (Cries of “Go on!’] I will not trespass another moment. I have 
only to repeat my thanks to the House for its indulgence. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the main question be now 

ut? 

x Mr. DICKEY. I hope the Honse will hear me for a moment in reply 
to = entleman from New York, [Mr. CuirTENDEN. } 
ELLEY. Lobject. I want the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded ; and the Chair 
has no volition yut to enforce it. 

Mr. ATKINS. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Krt- 
LEY] will withdraw his objection, and Jet the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Dickey] have a few minutes. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire action on this bill; and I stand here to de- 
mand the regular order against all comers until we get it. 


pts, the worst ele. 








1877. 
“INS. Five minutes will not make any difference. 

_ ATEAK ER. Thequestionis, Shall the main question be now put? 

iy PRICE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry: If the main ques- 

t aie not ordered, will not the bill be then open for further remarks 

a for a motion to postpone to a day certain? 


» SPEAKER. It will. : p é 
- Dace. Then I hope that the main question will not be 
ordered —— 


The SPEAKER. That is debate. 

The main question was ordered. 

Mr. EWING moved to reconsider the vote by which the main ques- 
tion was ordered ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. POUND. Mr. Speaker——_ 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. ‘ 

Mr. POUND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. That is in order. 

Mr. POUND. I assume that the debate on this question has closed. 
I have not inflicted on the House any speech on this question ; and I 
do not desire todo so. Iam heartily glad that tho discussion has 
closed. 2 : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s remarks are in the nature of de- 


ee. POUND. I have crystallized my thoughts on this question in | 

an amendment; and I desire now to ask the Speaker in what order 
amendments are to be voted upon? : 

TheSPEAKER. In the order in which they were offered. 

Mr. POUND. Before my parliamentary inquiry is closed I desire 
to state I understood the Chair to rule heretofore in reference to the 
question of amendments that an amendment may first be offered | 
and then an amendment to that amendment may follow, and then an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. EWING. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin is now referring 
to amendments in the order in which they may be offered under the | 
rules of the House when he should know the resolution by which | 
those rules were suspended indicates the order in which the amend- | 
ments should be acted on. That resolntion making this subject a | 
special order suspends all rules of the House which in any way inter- 
fere with it, and especially the rule limiting amendments to the 
second degree. 

Mr. EWING. Mr. Speaker, I must demand the regular order of 
business. 

Mr. POUND. I wish to put a question to the Speaker. [Cries of 
“Order!”] I think, Mr. Speaker, I am entitled to the courtesy of being 
heard. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is willing to listen to the parliament- 
ary inquiry of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. POUND. I have listened to a great deal of talk and now 
thiuk 1 am entitled to the courtesy of having my question heard by 
the House as well as by the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. What point of order does the gentleman make ? | 
Mr. POUND. I wish to inquire whether a suspension of the rules 
suspends the rule which determines the order in which amendments | 

shall be voted on? 

The SPEAKER. The proper place for that question of order to be 
raised, in the judgment of the Chair, would be after the first amend- 
ment had been voted on, but the Chair, nevertheless, is quite willing 
to decide that point now if such be the wish of the House. 

Mr. POUND. My understanding is this 

Mr. EWING. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin raises the point 
of order as to the order in which the amendments pending to this 
bill shall be voted on. Such the Chair understands to be the purpose 
of the gentleman. 

Mr. POUND. That is my purpose, and I not only desire the Chair 
to hear me, but I wish gentlemen on the floor to hear me. 

Mr. CLYMER. We prefer to hear the Chair. 

_ The SPEAKER. The Chair has looked into the subject and given | 
it the most careful consideration, and is as well prepared now to de- | 
cide it as at any other time; but the Chair, as he has heretofore | 
stated, if there be no objection, would be glad to hear on this subject | 
one gentleman on each side. He is willing to hear gentlemen at this 
a or at a subsequent period, whichever the House thinks most | 
roper. 

Mr. POUND. I do not desire to submit any argument, but merely | 
to put an inquiry to the Chair. I wish to know whether or not the | 
suspension of the rules which permitted the introduction of these | 
amendments further suspends the rules of the House soas tochange | 
the order in which amendments under those rules are to be enter- | 
tained and voted on ? 

The SPEAKER. The suspension of the rales by which this sub- | 
ject is now being considered before the House suspended all rules 
which in any way interfered with the order of amendments under 
the resolution by which that suspension took place. This is manifest | 
from the words of the resolution, which the Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows : 


The previous question shall be ordered on it and on any amendments then d- 
ing. ail amentantuse meanwhile tu be in order. P - 
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| this floor. 


| them all through, offered and 
| amendments, and it would seem natural to require a vote on those 


627 


RECORD—HOUSE. 








The SPEAKER. The suspension of the rules of the House sus- 
pended the usual rule and directed another and different order in 
which amendments should be received and voted on. In this con- 
nection the Chair desires to have read section 10 of Cushing's 
Manual. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

10. Every deliberative assembly. by the mere fact of its being assembled and 
constituted, does thereby necessarily adopt and become subject to those rules and 
forms of proceeding, without which it would be impossible for it to accomplish the 
ae of its creation. It is perfectly competent, however, for every such 
»oy—and where the business is of considerable interest and importance, or likely 
to require some time for its accomplishment, it is not unusual—to adopt also cer. 
tain .— rules for the regulation of its proceedings. Where this is the case 
these latter supersede the ordinary parliamentary rules in reference to all points 
to which they relate, or add to them in those particulars in reference to which 
there is no parliamentary rule; leaving what may be called the common parlia- 
mentary law in full force in all other respects. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules and practice of the House there 
may be pending at the same time an amendment to the text and an 
amendment to that amendment, and also an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute to the original text in whole or in part, but the sus- 
pension of the rules, as has been the case in this instance, pushes aside 
the rules of the House and pushes aside parliamentary practice in so 


| far as the direct language of the resuvlution under which the House 
| is acting provides therefor. 


Therefore, in reference to this particular 


| matier, the Chair has no discretion in connection with the subject, 


but must follow the mandatory language of the resolution of suspen- 
sion. In support of that position the Chair desires to have read the 
following extract from Jetlerson’s Manual. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

If an amendment be proposed inconsistent with one already agreed to, it is a fit 
ground for its rejection by the House, but not within the competence of the Speaker 


to suppress as if 1t were against order ; for were he permitted to draw questions of 
consistence within the vortex of order, he might nsurp a negative on important 


| moditications, and suppress, instead of subserving, the legislative will. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the proper construction, the 
spirit, the very essence of the resolution is to allow all amendments 
offered to be pending, and naturally and logically it follows a vote 
must be taken on each one of those amendments. It is not for the 
Chair to rnle, but for the House to decide, whether the amendments 
are inconsistent with one another or not. In this respect the Chair 
will refer to a decision of a former Speaker, Mr. Grow, of Pennsy!l- 
vania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Lenman. I hope the gentleman will defer his motion for a few moments. 

Mr. Stevens. If the gentleman will renew it afterward, I will. 

Mr. LeaMAN. I will do so. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I rise to a point of order. I inquire whether the resolution of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania has been entertained by the Chair! 

The Srraker. It is entertained as a modification of the original proposition. 

Mr. JOHNSON. It undertakes to repeal an act of Congress in this: it declares 
that Mr. Lehman should become a contestant of the seat of Mr. Butler contrary to 
the act of Congress of 1851, which provides the manner of contesting seats upon 
I make the point that it is not in order. 


The Speaker. The Chair overrules the point of order. It is for the House and 


| not for the Chair to determine what repeals former acts of Congress and what does 


not. i 


The SPEAKER. Thus it will be seen, if the Chair were to put any 
other construction than he has in reference to the amendments which 
have been offered and are now pending, he would in fact nullify the 
directory clause of the resolution of the House under which we are 
now acting. It is for the House, therefore, to determine as to the 
amendments themselves when they come to vote upon them. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Allow me to ask asingle other question. What 
the Chair has said is manifestly his clear duty under the resolution 
of suspension, but I suppose there are, although I have not looked 
nding at this time amendments to 


amendments to amendments before the amendments themselves were 
voted on. 

The SPEAKER. There are two amendments. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Ido not see how we can pursue tho order in 
which the amendments. have been printed here. 

The SPEAKER. There are two amendments, the second amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. MORRISON] and the 
eleventh amendment—— 

Mr. GARFIELD. It seems to me they should be voted on before 
the amendment to which they have been moved is voted on. 

The SPEAKER. The other is the eleventh amendment, offered by 


| the gentleman-from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WaRD.] Those two amend- 


ments are new sections, and the Chair is of the opinion they should be 
voted on last. All the other amendments proposed to strike out the 
enacting clause of the bill and to substitute other provisions there- 
for. This proceeding regularly to vote on one amendment after the 
other gives to the House the opportunity to make choice of the entire 
subject of wkgt they will enact into law. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Iam perfectly content with the justice of the 
decision of the Chair and content he should indicate the order in 
which we should vote. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 


| (Mr. Fort] will first be voted on, and will now be read by the 


Clerk. 
Mr.CONGER. The Chair invited suggestions from gentlemen upon 
this point of order. 





628 CONGRESSIONAL 
; The SPEAKER. Certainly. 


Mr. CONGER. Iagree with the Chair in his construction of the 
resolution of suspension controlling this matter. The inquiry occurs 


to me growing ont of that ruling of the Chair whether, following the | 


decision which he has just made, the rule of the House which applies 
to the amending of the original text first and then voting on a sub- 
stitute may not properly apply here; that is to say, whether the 
amevdments to the original text of the bill moved in the two new 
sections indicated by the Chair will not, even under the construction 
of the Chair, be properly first voted on; whether that cannot be done 
without auy violation of the resolution of suspension under which 
the House is now acting ? 

The SPEAKER. The first amendment isan amendment tothe origi- 
nal text, and the House first votes on that amendment. The Chair 
has already said, in his judgment, amendments providing for new 
sections should be voted on last. 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. EDEN. 
I ack to withdraw an amendment I offered. 

Mr. GARFIELD. On what page? 

Mr. EDEN. It is the seventh amendment, on page 17. 

Mr.GARFIELD. Lobject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not the right, after the main 
question has been ordered, to withdraw his amendment if objection 
be made. 

Mr. Wil ITE, of Pennsylvania. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry — 
or rather it is more a question of fact. Was it not the understanding 
of the House that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ew1nG] who has 
charge of this bill accepted the substitute offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Forr?] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know what the House under- 
stands, but he does know that, the House having possession of a 
subject, it is not competent for a committee to take from it in any 
respect the right to vote upon an amendment, nor interfere with its 
control. Moreover, in this instance such is not the fact. The Chair 
will read the conversation which took place on that point: 

Mr. Concer. I would like toask the gentleman from Ohio whether that includes 
the opportunity of offering amendments to the bill 

Mr. Ewixe 
nois {Mr. Fort) to offer the amendment which he attempted to offer yesterday, 
and which is printed with the bill, before demanding the previous question. 


The Chair reads from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of November 2. 
Again Mr. EWING said: 

I am not instructed by the committee further than to yield the floor to the 
gentleman from Llinois to offer the amendment already indicated. 


On a subsequent day, however, in the Recorp of November 3, the 
following occurred : 

Mr. Hunseiw. I wish to inquire of the gentieman from Ohio whai two amend- 
ments he proposes to allow. 


Mr. Ewinc. Any two amendments that may bo agreed upon by opponents of 
the bill. 

Mr. Hivunet.. Then! ask the gentleman whether he will allow a substitute, 
which I will now send to the desk and have read, to be considered as pending as 
an amendment. It is very short. 

Mr. Ewxe. 
desire to offer, but it is our intention to allow only two amendments. 

Mr. Hunse.t. Will the gentleman allow this substitute to be read! and then 
he can determine whether it will be admitted. 


Mr. Ewrxe. We have not time. The morning hour is already more than half 
gone 


Mr. Hunpett. Then I shall object to the gentleman's proposition. 


The gentleman’s proposition was to accept an amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois instead of the committee’s bill, and the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. HUBBEgL] objected, as the gentleman 
from Michigan will remember. The the subsequent action on the 
following Monday brought us under the operation of the suspension 
of the rules of the House by a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I ask the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. mete 
by the gent 
do so? 

Mr. CONGER. This is notin order. That is nota 
inquiry. 

Mr. EWING. 


eman from Illinois [Mr. Fort] if he had the power to 


parliamentary 


the committee if I had the power. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not the power. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Some of us wanted to know what 
were the wishes of the committee. 

“he SPEAKER. The first amendment that will be voted upon is 
that proposed by the gentleman from [livois, Mr. Fort. 

Mr. GARFIELD. 


an amendment tothe billof the gentleman from Illinoi# [Mr. Fort, } 
and it seems to me it should be tirst voted on. 

The SPEAKER. That is under the usual rale of the House, which 
has been suspended. 
Mr. GARFIELD. 
man from Illinois [Mr. Fort] shall not, if adopted, shut ont other 

amendments. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not rule in a way toshut out any 
amendments; but the Chair rules that all mnst be treated alike. 


Before the House begins to vote on the amendments | 


The committee instructed me to yield to the gentleman from TIli- | 


The opponents of the bill may agree upon the amendments they | 


if he is not willing to accept the amendment offered | 


In answer to the gentleman from Pennsylvania I | 
would say that I would feel bound to do so under the instructions of | 


I wish to suggest to the Chair that I understand | 
the amendment of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HUBBELL] is | 


All I wish is that the amendment of the gentle- | 
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Mr. GARFIELD. Very well. 
The Clerk read the first amendment to be vo 
| proposed by Mr. Fort, as follows: 


NOVEMBER 23, 


—_——— 


arti 


ted on, being that 


Strike ont all after the enacting clause, and insert the following 

That all that portion of the act approved January t4, 1875. enn 
provide for the resumption of specie payments,” which reads as fo!) An aet to 
* And whenever and so often as circulating notes shall be issned to Pg to wit 
ing association, so increasing its capital or circulating notes, or so new 8 
as aforesaid, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to Ny eenzed 
legal-tender United States notes in excess only of $300,000,000, to the ay a are 
per cent. of the sum of national-bank notes so issued to any oa 


ntitled 


int of -9 

8 a 
tion as aforesaid, and to continue such redemption as such cocenning ate 
issued until there shall be outstanding the sum of $300,000,000 of sux h ant % are 
| United States notes, and nomore. And on and after the Ist day of J es 7 
D. 1-79, the Secretary of the Treasury shall redeem, in coin, the U oe a 
legal-tender notes then outstanding, on their presentation for redem 
office of the assistant treasurer of the United States in the city of New Yor 
| sums of not less than $50. And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to — = 
and provide for the redemption in this act authorized or required, he is — 
to use any surplus revenue, from time to time, in the Treasury, not etherwies on 
propriated, and to issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less than par, in coin eithe a 
the descriptions of bonds of the United States described in the act of Congres. of 
proved July 14, 1870, entitled * An act to authorize the refunding of thon ey se 
| debt,’ with like qualities, privileges, and exemptions, to the extent intone 
carry this act into fall effect, and to use the proceeds thereof for the vane — 
aforesaid,’ be, and the same is hereby, repealed. poses 
Amend the title so as to read, “ A bill to repeal all that part of the 
January 14, 1875, known as the resumption act, which authorized the 
the Treasury to dispose of United States bonds and redee 

| back carrency.” 


The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FORT. I move to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 


ment was adopted, and also move to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the effect of that would be to 
cut off further amendments. 

Mr. FORT. Ido not wish to do that. 
under the rule ? 

Tbe SPEAKER. The rules are suspended. 

Mr. FORT. 1 withdraw the motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest that the motion to reconsider is not in 
order until we have gone through al] the amendments. 

The next amendment, being that proposed by Mr. Husett, was 
read as follows: 


Strike out all afterthe enacting clause, and insert the following : 

That so much of section 3 of an act to provide for resumption of specie payments 
approved January 14, 1875, as provides for the redemption in coin, by the United 
States, of alllegal-tender notes outstanding on tho Ist day of January, 1279, em. 
braced in the clause of said section of said act in the language following, to wit: 
“And on and after the Ist-day of January. A. D. 1479, the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall redeem in coin the United States legal-tender notes then outstan Jing, on their 
presentation for redemption at the office of the assistant treasurer of the United 
States in the city of New York, in sums of not less than 859," shall be so coustrued 
as not to authorize or require the Secretary of the Treasury to retire and cancel 
said notes, redeemed as aforesaid, but to authorize and require said Secretary to 

| deposit said notes in the Treasury of the United States, wherenpon said notes sirall 
be paid out, at par value, in discharge of all claims and demands against the United 
States or in exchange for coin ; and said notes shall, as heretofore, continue to be a 
legal tender, and, on and after January 1, 1879, shall be receivable, at their face 
value, in payment of all dues to the Government, and for all debts, except where 
coin payment is stipulated by contract or statute; and all provisions of law in 
conflict with this act are hereby repealed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to declare the construction of so much 
of section 3 of an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the resumption of specio 
| payments,’ approved January 14, 1875, as provides for the redemption of the 

nited States legal-tender notes outstanding on the Ist day of January, 1579, and 
| to amend the said act of January 14, 1875, and other acts." 


Mr. HUBBELL. I call for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let us have a rising vote first. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the “ noes” 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KILLINGER. If this amendment should be agreed to what 
effect would it have on the amendment which has just been adopted? 

The SPEAKER. An affirmative vote would strike out the amend- 
| ment just —* and insert this in its place. Lael ; 

Mr. OLIVER. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. I wish 
| the Chair to state whether the effect of this will not be to strike out 
| the Fort amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair has just stated, the effect of the 
| adoption of this amendment will be to say on the part of the major- 
ity of this House, that they prefer this amendment to the one just 
adopted offered by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. ForT.] _ 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 90, nays 155, not 
voting 43; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Bacon, Bagley, William H. Baker, Ballon, Banks, Bisbee, 
Boyd, Brentano, Brewer, Briggs, Burchard, Burdick, Camp, Campbell. Clatlia, 
Rush Clark, Cole, Conger. Jacob D. Cox, Crapo, Cummings, Danford, Horace Davis, 
Deering, Denison, Dunnell, Dwight, Eames, Ellsworth, I. Newton Evans, Foster, 
| Freeman, Frye. Garfield, Hale, Harmer, Benjamin W. Harris, Hendee, Henderson, 
| Hubbell, Humpbrey, Hungerford, Ittner, James, Frank Jones, John 8. Jones, Jor- 
gensen, Keightley, Landers, Lapham, Lindsey, Lockwood, Loring, Luttrell, Me- 
Gowan, McKinley. Metcalie, Mitchell, Monroe, Morse, Norcross, O' Neill, Overton, 
Pacheco, Patterson, Peddie, Pound, Powers, Price, Pagh, Reed, William \W. Rice, 
| Geoge D. Robinson, Sampson, Shallenberger Sinnickson, Stewart, John W. Stove, 
| Amos Townsend, Wait, Watsov, Welch, Harry White, Alpheus 3. W ilhams, 
| Andrew Wilhams, Charles G. Williams, Richard Williams, Willits, and W ren—0 
| NAYS—Messrs. Atkins, John H. Baker. Banning, Bayne. Beebe, Bell, Blackbars, 

Bland, Boone, Bragg, Brogden, Browne, Buckner, Cabell, Caiu, John W Caldwell, 
| W. P. Caldwell, Calkins, Cannon, Carlisle, Chalmers, Alvab A. Clark, Jobn B 


Nder 
; yA 
ited States 
Ption at the 


act approved 
Secretary of 
m and cancel the greey 


Would they not come in 








ky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cobb, Collins, Cook, 
Crittenden, Culberson. Cutler, Davidson, Joseph J. Davis, Dib- 


Clarke of Kentuc 


Covert sag te Durbam, Eden, Eickhoff, Elam, Errett, John I. Evins, 
r ll et ‘ Finley, Forney, Fort, Franklin, Puller, Gardner, Garth, Gibson, Gid- 
swing, Feitus - : 


a Glover, Goode, Gunter, Hamilton, Hanna, Hardenbergh, Henry R. Harris, 


Harris, Harrison, Hart, Hartridge, Hartzell, Haskell, Hatcher, Hayes, 
kl ik nry, Herbert, Abram 8. Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hooker, Louse, 
Taunton, James Taylor Jones, Joyee, Kelley, Kenna, Killinger, Kimmel, 

mp Kuott Lathrop, Leonard, Ligon, Mackey, Maish, Manning, Marsh, Mar- 
Knapp, * wy, McCook, McKenzie, McMahon, Mills, Money, Morgan, Morrison, 
Gs ay eslalle r. Oliver, Phelps, Phillips, Potter, Pridemore, Rainey, Randolph, 
ee Reilly, Am‘ricus V. Rice, Riddle, Robbins, Roberts, Robertson, 
Jie, ner. Ross, Ryan, Sapp, Sayler, Scales, Shelley, Singleton, Slemons, 
Milto E. Smith, Sparks, Springer, Steele, Stenger, Stephens, Swaun, Thompson, 
wil kn orton Tipton, Richard W. Townshend, Tucker, Turner, Turney, Vance, 
Thiockm « Waddell, Walsh, Warner, Michacl D. White, Whitthorne, Jere N. 
Williams Aibert S. Willis, Benjamin A. Willis, Wilson, Wood, Wright, Yeates, 
an Yount T1NG—Mesers. Aiken, Benedict, Bicknell, Blair, Bliss, Blount, Bouck, 
Bri ives, Bright, Bundy, Butler, Candler, Caswell, Chittenden, Samuel S. Cox, Dar- 
aL Ellis James L. Evans, Field, Gause, Hazelton, Hiscock. Keifer, Ketcham, 
= ‘ie. Neal, Page. Pollard, Quinn, Schleicher, Sexton, Smalls, A. Herr Smith, 
erly Starin, Joseph C. Stone, Strait, Thornburgh, Martin I. Townsend, 
Veeder, Walker, Ward, and James Williams—44. 





Hunter 








So Mr. HUBBELL’s amendment was not agreed to. 
During the call of the roll, the following announcements were 


me McMAHION. My colleague from Ohio, Mr. Kerrer, left yes- 
terday evening under the impression that a pair had been arranged 
with Mr. Cox, of New York. Ido not know how either of the gen- 
tlemen would vote on this amendment. It is similar, I believe, to 
the amendment proposed by Mr. Kerrer himself. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Mr. SouTHanp, of Ohio, is paired with 
Mr, Potiarp, of Missouri. If Mr. SourHarD were here he would 
vote “no” on this amendment, and I presume Mr, PoLLarD would 

yte “ay.” 

a ELLIS. Iam paired with Mr. Vreper, of New York. If he 
were here, I presume he would vote “ay ;” I would vote “ no.” 

Mr. BRAGG. My colleague from Wisconsin, Mr. LyNnpe, is paired 
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with Mr. KeTcHAM, of New York, and my colleague, Mr. Bouck, with | 


Mr. Hiscock, of New York. If my colleagues were present, they would 
each vote “no” on this amendment and I suppose the gentlemen with 
whom they are paired would vote “ay.” 


The Clerk read the amendment offered by Mr. Pounp, as follows : 


Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert the following: 

That the third section of the »et entitled “‘ An act to provide for the resumption 
of specic payments,” approved Jannary 14, 1875, be an:l the same is hereby, amended 
so as to read as follows, to wit: That section 5177 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, limiting the aggregate amount of circulating notes of national- 
banking associations, be, and is hereby, repealed; and each existing banking as- 
sociation may increase its circulating notes in accordance with existing law with- 
out respect to said ageregate limit; and new banking associations may be organ 
ized in accordance with existing law without respect to said aggregate limit ; and 
the provisions of law for the withdrawal and redistribation cf national-bank cur- 
rency among the several States and Territories are hereby repealed. And when- 
ever and so often as circulating notes shall be issued to any such banking associ- 
ation, so increasing its capital or circulating notes, or so newly organized as afore- 
said, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to redeem the legal- 
tender United States notes in excess only of $350,000,000, to the amount of #0 per 
cent. of the sum of national-bank notes so issued to any such banking assomation 
as aforesaid, and to continue such redemption as such circulating notes are issued 
until there shall be outstanding the sum of $350,000,000 of such legal-tender United 
States notes, and no more. And on and after ithe lst day of January, A. D. 1879, 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall receive, on their presentation for such purpose 
at the oflice of the assistant treasurer of the United States, in the city of New 
York, the United States legal-tender notes then outstanding in sums of not less 
than $50, and exchange therefor gold and silver coin of the United States at par, 
such legal-tender notes so received to be again paid out in the same manner as 
heretofore issued and paid out, and shall bs, together with all outstanding legal 
tender notes, lawful money and a legal teuder in payment of all debts, public and 
private, within the United States, except where otherwise expressly provided by 
contract. 

And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and provide for the ex- 
change in this act authorized or required, he is authorized to use any surplas rev- 
ennes, from time to time, in the Treasury, not otherwise appropriated, and to issuo, 
sell, ani! dispose of, at not less than par, in coin, either of the descriptions of bonds 
of the Unitcd States described in the act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, en- 
titled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” with like qualities, 
privileges, and exemptions, to the extent necessary to carry this actinto full effect, 
and to use the procet.ls thereof for the purposes aforesaid; aud all provisions of 
law inconsistent with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 

Amend the title so as to real: “ A bill to amend the third section of the act en- 
titled ‘An act to provide for the resamption of specie payments.’ ” 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. POUND. Tosave time I willask for tellers rather than for the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered, only seventeen memberg voting in favor 


| thereof. 


Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. My colleague, Mr. AIKEN, is paired | 


with Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. If present, my colleague would 
yote “no” and Mr. TOWNSEND would vote “ay.” 

Mr.GAUSE. Iam paired with Mr. F1ecp, of Massachusetts. If 

resent he would vote “ay” and I would vote “no.” 

Mr. BRIDGES. Iam paired with Mr. WILLIAMs, of Delaware, who, 
if present, would vote “ay” and I would vote ‘“‘no.” 

Mr. CLYMER. On this question my colleague from Pennsy]vania, 
Mr. Smitu, is paired with Mr. BLountT, of Georgia. If the former 
were present, he would vote “ay” and the latter would vote “no.” 

Mr. WARD. On this question I am paired with Mr. Sexton, of 
Indiana, who is unavoidably detained from the House. If he were 
here, he would vote “no” and J would vote “ay.” 

Mr. GARFIELD. I did not distinctly hear the announcement of 
my co league [Mr. MCMAHON] in reference to Mr. KEIFER. 


The SPEAKER. It was announced that the gentleman’s colleague | 


[Mr. KEIFER] was paired with the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. 
Cox ;] but no statement was made by the gentleman as to how they 
would have voted respectively, if present. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I would say that Mr. Krirer would have voted 
against the bill generally. How he would have voted on this par- 
ticular amendment Ido not know; but I supposo he would have 
done as many of us are doing ; voted for it with the hope thereby of 
killing the bill. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Mr. Kerrer has an amendment pending similar 
to this, and I presume he would have voted for this amendment. I 
do not know how Mr. Cox would have voted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I desire to state that my col- 
leagues, Mr. CASWELL and Mr. HazELTon, are absent by leave of the 
Hovse. If present they would vote “ ay.” 


_Mr. STONE, of Iowa. I am paired upon this question with Mr. | 
Evans, of Indiana, who if present would vote against this amend- | 


ment and I should vote in favor of it. 

Mr. PAGE. Upon this question Iam paired with the gentleman 
from Virginia, Mr. WALKER. If present, he would vote “no,” and I 
should vote “ay.” 

Mr. DUNNELL. My colleague, Mr. Strait, is absent by leave of 
the House. If he were present, he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. BICKNELL. I am paired with the gentleman from New 


York, Mr. BuNDY. If present, he would vote “ay” and I should vote | 


“no,” 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER. The second amendment, that offered by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, (Mr. Morrison,] will be reserved until the 


end, for the reason that it can stand alone and would be a second | 


an to the bill. It would stand alone as an independent amend- 


Mr. MORRISON. My amendment, I understand, will be germane 
to the bill. 


The SPEAKER. Certainly; but it would be a second section. The 
Clerk will now read the next amendment. 


Mr. POUND. I now call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only twenty-nine members 
voting in favor thereof. 

The Clerk then read the next amendment, offered by Mr. Cox, of 


| Ohio, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following : 

That section 3 of the act passed January 14, 1875, entitled “An act to provide for 

the resumption of specic payments,” be so amended as to read as follows, to wit : 

Sec. 3. That section 5177 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, limiting 

the aggregate amount of circulating notes of national-banking associations, be, and 
| is hereby, repealed ; and cach existing banking association may increase its circu 
lating notes in accordance with existing law, without respect to said aggregate 
limit; and new banking associations may be organized in accordance with existing 
law without respect to said aggregate limit; and the provisions of law for the with- 
| drawal and redistribution of national-bank currency among the several States and 
Territories are hereby repealed. And on and after the Ist day of January, A. 
D. 1878, the Secretary of the Treasury shall, on their presentation for redemp- 
tion at the otiice of the assistant treasurer of the United States in the city of New 
York, in sums of not less than $50, redeem the United States legal-tender notes 
then outstanding, at the rate of ninety-seven cents on the dollar, in coin; and on 
and after the Ist day of July, A. D. 1878, the Secretary of the Treasury shall. under 
| the same limitations, in like manner, redeem said notes at the rate of ninety-seven 
| and a half cents on the dollar, in coin; and on and after the Ist day of January, 
A. D. 1879, the Secretary of the Treasury shall, under the same limitations, in like 
manner, redeem said notes at the rate of ninety-eight cents on the dollar, in coin ; 
and on and after the Ist day of July, A. D. 1879, the Secretary of the Treasury 
| shall, under the same limitations, in like manner, redeem said notes at the rate of 
ninety-eight and one-half cents on tho dollar, in coin ; and on and after the Ist day of 
January, A. D. 1880, the Secretary of the Treasury shall, under the same limitations, 
in like manner, redeem said notes at ninety-nine cents on the dollar, in coin; and 
on and after the Is: day of July, A. D. 1890, the Secretary of the Treasury shall, 
| under the same limitations, in like manner, redeem said notes at ninety-nine and 
| one-half cents on the dollar, in coin; and on and after the Ist day of January, A. 
D. 1821, the Secretary of the Treasury shall, under the same limitations, in like 
manner, redeem said notes at par, in coin. And the said legal-tender notes which 
may be in excess of the sum of $00,000,000 shall, as the same may be redeemed, be 
canceled and destroyed, as shall also the paper fractional currency named in the 
first sec.ion of this act, as it shall be redeemed. And after the issue of said legal 
tender notes shall be reduced, by such redemption as aforesaid, to the sum of 
$300,000,000, any further sums of said notes which may be redeemed under tho pro- 
| visions of this act, shall not be canceled and destroyed, but may be reissued under 
avy appropriations made by Congress. 

And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and provide for the re- 
| demption in this act authorized or required, he is authorized to use any surplus 
revenues from time to time in the Treasury, and not otherwise appropriated, and 
to issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less than par, in coin, either of the descriptions 
of bonds of the United States described in the act of Congress approved July 14, 
| A. D. 1870, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt," with 
like qualities, privileges, and exemptions to the extent necessary to carry this act 
| into fall effect, and to use the proceeds thereof for the purposes aforesaid. And all 
provisions of law inconsistent with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 


The question was taken; and upon a division there were ayes 17, 
noes not counted. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, offered by Mr. CUMMINGS, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert the following: / 

That as soon after January 1, A. D. 1579, as, in the opinion of the President of 
the United States and the Secretary of the Treasury, the coin reserve held in the 
Treasury of the United States, arising either from receipts of revenue, by purchase 

| under this act, or other wise, is suiliciont to authorizetho Governmout of the United 
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States to commence the redemption of United States legal-tender notes, then the | specie payments,” approved January 14, 1875, be, and the same 
Secretary of the Treasury shall give official notice thereof, and thereupon shall re- | 


deem, in United States gold or silver coin, or both, such legal-tender notes as may be | issue of the circulating notes of national-banking associations, exc 6 BO farth 


presented for redemption, provided said notes shall be ho in sums of not less 
than $50, at the office of the assistant treasurer of the 

New York. And so much of section 3 of the act of Congress approved January 14, 
1275, entitled “An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” as re- 


quires such redemption to commence on the Ist day of January, A. D. 1879, is 


hereby repealed. The legal-tender notes redeemed pursuant hereto shall not be 
destroyed, but remain in the Treasury, to be reissued as the needs of the Govern- 
ment may nire; and said legal-tender notes, whether reissued or remaining 
outstanding, shal: continue to be legal tender to the same extent as before the 
passage of this act, notwithstanding the Government shall have commenced their 
redemption as herein provided. 

Src. 2. That section 3516 of the Revised Statutes, prohibiting the coinage of the 
silver dollar, be, and is hereby, repealed; and the second subdivision of section 
3694 of the Revised Statutes, providing for the setting apart a sinking fund, is 
hereby suspended until such time as the Govecnment of the United States shall 
commence the redemption of United States lezal-tender notes as herein provided. 

Src. 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury is directed, with any and all surplus 
revenue there may now or hereafter be in the Treasury of the United States not 
otherwise appropriated, to purchase silver ballion, and have the same coined into 
the silver dollars provided { 
as a special fund until the Secretary of the Treasury shall commence the redemp- 
tion, in coin, of the United States legal-tender notes outstanding. And after said 
commencement of redemption, the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and di- 


rected to use such other and further revenue, or so much thereof as may be re- | 


quired therefor, in the purchase of silver bullion for coiuaze, or silver or gold coin, 
as the same may be needed to maintain such redemption. 

Sec. 4. That there shall be, from time to time. struck and coined, at the Mint of 
the United States and the branches thereof, silver dollars of the weight of 4123 
grains Troy, of standard silver, as provided in the act of Jauuary 18, 1237, on 
which shall bo the devices and superscriptions previded by said act. 

Sec. 5. That said silver dollar, coined in conformity with the foregoing section, 


and all silver dollars of said weight and tineness heretofore coined by the mints of | 


the United States, shall be a legal tender of payment, according to their nominal 
value, for all debts, public and private, except where otherwise provided by con- 
tract, or where payment of gold coin is required by law. 

Sec. 6. That national banking associations, organized under the national bank- 
ing law, are hereby required to keep and maintain such reserves as are now or 
may hereafter be required by law, as well as tho fund deposited with the Treasurer 
of the United States for the redemption of their circulation, wholly in United 
States legal-tender notes, and under the penalties and regulations now provided by 
law, shall redeem in United States legal-tender notes, or in lawful coin of the 
United States, as they may elect, such portion of their circulation as may be pre- 
sented for redemption at the counter of the association issuing the same. 
ecction shall not preyent clearing-house certificates, or the certificates of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. or the three-fifths of the 15 por cent. rescrves now allowed 
to be kept with redoeming agouts, from being counted as partof such reserve, as 
peovtded in sections 5192 and 5193 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 


hereby repealed 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill making gradual provision for the resump- | 


tion of specie payments, and for other purposes.” 


The question was taken; and the amendment was not agreed to. 


The Clerk read the next amendment, offered by Mr. Hewitt, of | 


New York, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert the following: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and required to accumn- 
lute in the Treasury of the Uni ed States, from and after the Ist day of January 
next, in addition to the gold which may then be in the Treasury, $50,000,000 an- 
nually, in as nearly equal quarterly installments as may be practicable, in gold coin 
or gold bullien, and keep tho samo as a spec:al fund, for the purpose of redeeming 
the United States legal-tender notes, separate and apart from all other moncy or 
bullion in the Treasury, whenever in his discretion, it may be expedient to redeem 


the said notes, after the gold so accumulated shall amount in the aggregate to 50 | out trans, times 00 theme 06 thee par value in payment of all debis and demands 


er cent. of the outstanding legal-tender notes; and it shall be the duty of the 
Secretary of tho Treasury, at some time in his discretion before the gol so accu- 
mulated shall exceed tho amount of outstanding legal-tender notes, to give public 
notice that tho said Jegal-tendcr notes will bo redcemed in coin on their presenta- 
tion at the office of the assistant treasurer in the city of New York; and after 
such notice tho said notes shall cease to be a legal tender for the payment of debts, 
except to the Government of the United States. 

Src. 2. That to enable tho Sccretary of the Treasury to prepare and provide for 
the redemption of tho legal-tender notes in this act authorize:l and required, he is 
hereby prohibited from selling any gold in the Treasury after the Ist day of Jan- 
wary next, except in excess of the annual reservation of $50,000,000 herein pro- 
vided for; and in order to accumulate the gold fund herein provided for, he is au- 
thorized to use any surplus moneys from time to time in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, and, so far as may be necessary, to issue, sell, and dispose of, at 
not less than par, in gold coin, either of the descriptions of bonds described in the 
act entitled ‘An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” approved 
January 14, A. D. 1875, and to use tho proceeds thereof for the purposes aforesaid : 
Provided, however, That bo may, in his discretion, make the said bonds payable in 
not exceeding forty ycars from tho date thereof, and bearing such lower rate of in- 
terest as may, in bis judgment, be expedient. 

Sec. 3. That in order to provide for any temporary deficiency of currency in the 
Treasury to meet the current expenses of the Government, it shall and may be 
lawful for the Secretary of the Treasury to make and issue, from time to time as 
may be needful, Treasury notes having not more than one year to run and bearin 
such rate of annual interest, not exceeding 6 per cent., as he may fix: Provided: 
however, That the total amount of such Treasury notes outstanding at any one 
time shall not exceed §50,000,000. 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby further authorized and 
empowered, whenever in his judgment the state of tho money-market 


bed by | 
favorable, to exchange the bonds of the United Statos hereinbefore descri by 


publio tender to the highest bidder for the legal-tender notes of the United States, 
and the legal-tender notes so received shall be added to the gold reserve hereinbe- 
fore provided for. 

Sec. 5. That all provisions of law inconsistent with the provisions of this act 
are hereby repealed; and to the extent of the gold and legal-tender notes accumu- 
Jated in the Treasury in accordance with the provisions of this act, the obligation 
to purchase bonds for the sinking fund is hereby repea’ 

mend the title so as to read: “A bill toamend the act entitled ‘An act to provide 
for the resumption of specie payments,’ approved January 14, A. D. 1875." 


The question was taken ; and the amendment was not agreed to. 


follows: 


Strnke out all after the enacting clause, and insert the Stening: 
That section 3 of the act entitled “An act to provide for the resumption of 


Tnited States in the city of | 


| follows: 


| of the United States bearing 6 per cent. annual interest ; 


»y this act; and said coins shall be set apart and held | 





Bat this | 





| notes outstanding which may be redeemed on and after January 1, A. D. 1579, 
| under the provisions of said act.or which may then be in the Treasury of tho 


| poses, as the exigencies of the public interest may require, tho said 





| legal-tender notes, a 5) 
The Clerk read the next amendment, offered by Mr. EDEN, as | 


ealed: Provided, That after the passage of this act there sill ny KS 


ber 
Place 
PrOVisions of 


ept t , 
And all prove 


Tepealed, 
Mr. EDEN. That amendment has been withdrawn. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garriry; 

jected to its withdrawal. siaes 
Mr. GARFIELD. I would like to have it voted on. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ay 

noes not counted. Fes 4, 
So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The next amendment, by Mr. CHITTENDEN, w 


sach as are or may be worn-out. mutilated, or destroyed. 
law inconsistent with the provisions of this act are hereby 


] ob- 


as then read, as 


Whereas the legal-tender notes of the United States when firs 


ti 
provision of the act authorizing them, fundable at the option of Olden were. by a 


holders into bonds 


And whereas but for such provision for funding neither the § r of t 
Treasury nor either House of Conan would have Semen 4 to hee ae of the 
And whereas the exigencies of a prolonged civil war led to the temporary wis 
drawal of the said funding provision of the legal-tender act ; oo 
And whereas the Government of the United States is solemnly and firmly bound 
by act of Congress, approved January 14, 1875, to provide for ‘the redempii, ~ 
coin of its legal-tender notes on and after the Ist day of January. 1279 en ia 
And whercas the United States must, like all other debtors, 
provide for and pay all its honest obligations to the extent of its m: 
or be discredited and dishonored: Therefore, 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Stats of 


public or private 
Abs and resources 


| Americain Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is ber 
| authorized to withdraw, as soon as the necessary preparations can be made. + 


0 


legal-tender notes of the United States, whenever presented by the holders there.) 
and issue therefor, dollar for dollar of face value, coupons or registered bonds of 
the United States, in the spirit of the original legal-tender act: Provided, That t) 
bonds authorized by this act shall be payable in gold at the expiration of forty years 
from the Ist day of January, 1877, and bear interest at the rate of 4 at we 
annum, payable quarterly in gol. 

Sec. 2. That the bonds authorized by this act shall be available for deposit in tho 
Treasury of the United States for banking purposes under the various provisious 
of law relating to national banks. 

Sec. 3. That the legal-tender notes received in exchange for bonds under this act 
shall be destroyed. under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury ina, 


prescribe 


Tribe. 
Sec. 4. That all laws inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed. 


Mr. CHITTENDEN. Have I the right to modify my amendment 
soas to substitute the word “coin” for the word “gold,” where it 


per cent por 


: . : ~ , | first occurs in the proviso of the first section ? 
Sec. 7. That all provisions of law inconsistent with the provisions of this act are | 


The SPEAKER. That can be done if there be no objection. 

No objection was made, and the amendment was modified accord. 
ingly. 

The question was taken upon the amendment, as modified ; and it 
was not agreed to. 

The next amendment, by Mr. KEIFER, was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 
That nothing in the “act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,’' 


| approved January 14, A. D. 1875, shall be so construed as to authorize or require 


tho Secretary of the Treasury to retire and cancel any United States legal-tenier 


United States uncanceled, or which may theveafter come into the said Treasury 
otherwise than by redemption ; but said act shall be held and construed to autho 
ize and require said Secretary to return said notes to the said Treasury, to be pail 


against the United States or in exchange for coin or bullion, and for other pur 
notes to con- 
tinue to have the same legal-tender character now given to them by law. 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘A bill to give construction to the act entitled, 
. As act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,’ approved January |i 
A. D. 1875." 


The amendment was not agreed to. 
The next amendment, by Mr. DEERING, was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert the following: 
That the third section of the act approved January 14, 1874, entitled “An act to pro 


| vide for the resumption of specie payments," be amended by striking out the worl 


“seventy-nine" and inserting “ cighty, or so soon thereafter as there shall have been 
accumulated in the Treasury of the United States, for the purpose of redeeming 
United States legal-tender notes, a special fand, in gold and silver coin or bullion, of 
not less than $150,000,000 ;” and by inserting after the words ‘fifty dollars” the fol 
lowing: ‘ United States legal-tender notes so redeemed shall not be canceled or de- 
stroyed, butshall be reissued by the Secretary of the Treasury in the same manner as 
heretofore issued and paid out, and at such times as the wants of the country may 
require. And such legal-tender notes shall be lawful money, and a legal tender in 
yment of all debts, public and private, except where otherwise expressly stip 
fated by law or contract ;” so that the section will read : rt 
Sec. 3. That section 5177 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, limiting 
the aggregate amount of circulating notes of national-banking associations, be, and is 
hereby, repealed ; and each existing banking association may increase its circul ting 


| notes in accordance with existing law without respect to said aggregate limit; 
| and new banking associations may be organized in accordance with existing laws 


without respect to said aggregate limit ; and the provisions of law for the wit)- 
drawal and redistribution SP hieval- beak currency among the several States and 
Territories are hereby repealed. And whenever, and so often, as circulating notes 
shall be issued to any such banking association, so increasing its capital or circulating 
notes, or so newly organized as aforesaid, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to redeem the legal-tender United States notes in excess only of $30,000,000 
to the amount of 80 cent. of the sum of national-bank notes so issued to any 
such banking association as aforesaid, and to continue such redemption as such 
circulating notes are issued until there shall be outstanding ths sum of $300,000,009 
of such legal-tender United States notes, and no more. And on and after the Ist 


| dayof January, A. D. 1280, or so soon thereafter as there shall have been accumulated 


in the Treasury of the United States, for the pw of redeeming United States 
ial fand, in gold and silver coin or bullion, of not var 
than $150,000,000, the Secretary of the Treasury shall redeem, in coin, the I nites 
States legal-tender notes then outstanding on Say pecoeniation for redemption at 
the a Sn heeiians Sees the Cee tes = ee rei 
in sums of not than $0. Un States legal-tender p 80 

pot be canceled or destroyed, bat shall be reissued by the Secretary of the Treas 
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sry, in the ome eee may require; and such legal-tender notes shall be lawful 
the wante a & legal-tender in payment of all debts, public and private, except 
mones therwise expressly stipulated by law or contract. 
weer be the Treasury to 
reta ¥ requi ed, he is ant 


I 


borized to use any surplus revenues, from time to time, 
ized 

+p jes than par, in coin, either of the descriptions of bonds of the United States 
pot - al in the act of Congress a yproved July 14, 1°70, entitled “An act to author- 
described | nding of the national debt,” with like qualities, privileges, and exemp- 
ize the —_ extent necessary to carry this act into full effect, and to use the pro- 
tions a veof for the purposes aforesaid. And all provisions of law inconsisteot 
cee he provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 

SS teh title so as to read: “A bill to so amend the act approved January 14, 
5 known asthe resumption act. as to extend the time fixed for resumption, and 
it “ quire that United States legal-tender notes sball be reissued and continaed in 
cireutation after redemption." 


The amendment was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. ALDRICH. ] 
“Mr. PATTERSON. What has become of the amendment offered 
by Mr. Warp, which is the next in order on the printed list ? 


Ament 


pill, and will be voted upon in its proper place. 
1 he amendment offered by Mr. ALDRICH was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert the following: 

That so much of section 3 of the act entitled “ An act to provide for the resump- 
tion of specie payments,” approved January 14, 1875, as authorizes or makes it the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to redeem tho legal tender notes of the 
Tpited States in excess of $300,000,000 to the amount of 60 per cent. of the sum of 
pational-bank notes which may be issued as expressed in said act, be, and the 
same is hereby, repealed ; that no further reduction of the outstanding legal-tender 
Tnited States notes shall be made; and any legal-tender notes which may be re- 
dcemed in coin on and after January 1, 1849, as provided in said act, may be reis- 
sned from time to time, as the exigencies of the public interest may require. 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A blil to amend the act entitled ‘An act to pro 
vide for the resumption of specie payments,’ approved January 14, 1575." 


The amendment was not agreed to. 
The next amendment, by Mr. STENGER, was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert the following: 
That the resumption-day clause in section 3 of an act entitle 1“ An act to provide 


for the resumption of a payments,” paerover January 14, 1875, which clause | 
‘ 


js in the following words, to wit: ‘“‘On and after the Ist day of January. A. D. 
187), the Secretary of the Treasury shall redeem, in coin, the United States legal- 


tender notes then outstanding, on their presentation for redemption at the oitice | 
of the assistant treasurer of the United States in the city of New York, in sums | 


of not less than $50," be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


Amend the title so asto read: “A bill to repeal the resumption-day clause in the | 


resumption act of 1875.” 


Mr. BEEBE. On that amendment I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 16, nays 231, not 
voting 44; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Beebe. Clymer, Eickhoff. Ellsworth, Errett, Frank Jones, Killin- 
ger, Lockwood, Luttrell, Maish, Morrison, Ryan, Stenger, Thompson, Harry White, | 


and Alpheus S. Williams—16. 
NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Atkins, Bacon, Bagley, John Il. Baker, William H. Ba- 


ker, Ballou, Banks, Banning, Bayne, Bell, Bisbee, Blackburn, Bland, Boone, Boyd, | 


Bragg, Brentano, Brewer, Briggs, Brogden, Browne, Buckner, Barchard, Burdick, 


Cabell, Cain, John W Caldwell, W. P. Caldwell, Calkins, Camp, Campbell, Can. | 


pon, Carlisle, Chalmers, Claflin, Alvah A. Clark, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, John 
B. Clark, jr., of Missonri, Rush Clark, Cobb, Cole, Collins, Conger, Cook, Covert, 
Jacob D. Cox, Crapo, Cravens, Crittenden, Culberson, Cummings, Cutler, Danford, 
Davidson, Horace Davis, Joseph J. Davis, Deering, Denison, Dibrell, Dickey, Doug- 
las, Dunnell, Durham, Dwight, Eames, Eden, Elam, 1. Newton Evans, John H. 
Evins, Ewing, Felton, Finley, Forney, Fort, Foster, Franklin, Freeman, Frye, 
Fuller, Gardner, Garfield. Garth, Gibson, Giddings, Glover, Goode, Gunter, Hale, 
Hauna, Hardenbergh, Harmer, es W. Harris, Henry R. Harris, John T. 
Harris, Harrison, Hart, Hartridge, 


anner as heretofore issued and paid out, and at such times as | 


And to enable the Sec- | 
prepare and prov ide forthe redemption in this act author- | 


the Treasury not ot herwise appropriated, and to issue, sell, and dispose of, at | would vote “no.” 


artzell, Ilaskell, Hatcher, Hayes, Hendee, | 


| of specie payments,” 


| law for the withdrawal anc 


| be the duty of the Secretary of 


| sell, and dispose of, at not less than par, in coin, either of the « 
| of the United States described in the act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, en- 


Henderson, Henkle, Henry, Herbert, Abram S. Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, | 
Hooker, Honse, Nubbell, Humphrey, Hungerford, Hunter, Hunton, Ittner, James, | 


James Taylor Jones, John S. Jones, Jorgensen, Joyce, Keightley, Kelley, Kenna, 
Kimmel, Knapp. Knott, Landers, Lapham, Lathrop, Ligon, Lindsey, Loring, 
Mackey, Manning, Marsh, Martin, Mayham, McCook, McGowan, McKenzie. Me- 


Kivley, McMahon, Metcalfe. Mills, Mitchell, Mouroe, Morgan, Morse, Muldrow, | 


Muller, Oliver, O'Neill, Overton, Norcross, Pacheco, Patterson, Peddie, Phelps, 
Phillips, Potter, Powers, Price, Pridemore, Pugh, Quinn, Rainey, Randolph, Rea, 


erts, Robertson, George D. Robinson, Milton S. Robinson, Ross, Sampson, Sapp, | 


Savler, Scales, Schleicher, Shallenberger, Shelley, Singleton, Sinnickson, Slemons, 
William E. Smith, Sparks, Springer, Steele, Stewart, John W. Stone, Swaun, Thorn- 
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siders himself paired with Mr. Cox, of New York. If Mr. KErrer 
were here, he would vote “no.” I am not informed how Mr. Cox 
would vote; perhaps he would vote “ay.” 

Mr.CLYMER. My colleague, Mr. Smitu, of Penrsylvania, is paired 
with Mr. BLount, of Georgia. I presume, if Mr. SMITH were here, he 

How Mr. BLount would vote I cannot say. 

Mr. POUND. Iam paired on all political questions with my col- 
league,Governor Bouck. I understand that the principle incorporated 
in this amendment was especially recommended by the democratic 


| national convention at Saint Louis last year, and therefore I shall 


not vote. 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 
rhe next amendment, by Mr. CLark, of Iowa, was read, as follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following : 


That the third section of the act entitled “An act to provide for the resumption 


approved Janv.ary 14, 1875, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so as to read as follows, to wit: ’ 


That section 5i77 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, limiting the 
aggregate amaount of circulating notes of national-banking associations be, and 


“AKER. That amex eat to om Gdditionel eeation te the is hereby, repealed; and each existing banking association may increase its 
The SPEAKER. iat amend Q ° 


circulating notes in accordance with existing law without respect to said aggro- 
gate limit; and new banking associations may be organized in accordance with 
existing law without re —— to said aggregate limit; and the provisions of 

redistribution o, national-bank currency among the 
several States and Territories are hereby repealed. And whenever and so often 
as circulating notes shall be issued to any such banking association so increas- 
ing its capital or circulating notes, or so newly organized as aforesaid, it shall 
the Treasury to redeem the United States 
notes in excess of $350 000,000 to the amount of 80 per cent. of the sum of national 
bank notes so issued to any such banking association as aforesaid, and to continus 
such redemption as such circulating notes are issued until there shall be outstand 
ing the sum of $150,000,000 of such legal-tender United States notes, and no more. 
And the Secretary ef the Treasury of the United States is hereby authorized and 
required to accumulate in the Treasury of the United States, in coin of the United 
States, the sum of not less than $200,000.000, and keep the same as a special fund to 
be used for the redemption of United States notes; and when such coin reserve 
shall have been accumulated, the Secretary of the Treasury, after public notice, 
shall rece‘ve on their presentation for such purpose at the office of the assistant 
Treasurer of the United States in the city of New York, the United States notes 
then outstanding in sums of not less than $50, and exchange therefor coin of the 
United States at par, such legal-tender notes so received to be again paid out in the 
same manner as heretofore issued and paid out, and shall be thereafter, together 
with all United States notes, lawful money and a legal tender in payment ef all 
debts, public and private, within the United States, except where otherwise 
expressly provided by contract or by law. 

And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and provide for the ex 
change in this act authorized or required, he is authorized to use any surplus rev 
enues, from time to time, in the Treasury, not otherwise es and to issue, 

escriptions of bonds 


titled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” with like qualities, 
privileges, and exemptions, to the extent necessary to carry this act into full effect, 
and to use the proceeds thereof for the purposes aforesaid ; and all provisions of 
law inconsistent with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to amend the third section of the act en- 
titled ‘An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments.’ " 


The amendment was not agreed to. 

The next amendment was the one offered by Mr. PATTERSON, to 
strike out the enacting clauve of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was not agreed to. 

The next amendment was the one offered by Mr. Writs, of New 
York, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directod 


| to prepare bonds of the United States, either coupon or registered, to an amount 


which may be found necessary for carrying into effect the provisions of this act, 
said bonds to be of the denominations of twenty, fifty, and on» hundred dollars, or 
any multiple thereof, and to be payable in coin at the expiration of forty years 
from the Ist day of January, A. D. 1878. 

Sec. 2. That said bonds shall bear interest at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum, 
payable in coin semi-annually. 

Sec, 3. That said bonds shall be exchanged, at not less than their face value, into 
any United States legal-tender notes on their presentation for that purpose. 

Sec. 4. That said boads shall beavailable for deposit in the Treasury of the United 
States by national-banking associations as security for their circulating notes and 


| other liabilities to the Government under the provisions of the various laws relat- 
Reagan, Reed, Reilly, Americus V. Rice, William W. Rice, Riddle, Robbins, Rob- | 


ing to the national banks. 
Sec 5. That all the legal-tender notes received in exchange for the bonds to be 


| issued under this act shall be destroyed under such regulations as the Secretary of 


burgh, Throckmorton, Tipton, Amos Townsend, Richard W. Townshend, Tucker, | 


Turner, Turney, Vance, Van Vorhes, Waddell, Wait, Walsh, Ward. Warner, Wat- 
son, Welch. Michael D. White, Whitthorne, Andrew Williams, Charles G.Will- 


jams, Jere N. Williams, Richard Williams, Albert S. Willis, Benjamin A. Willis, | 


Willits, Wilson, Wood, Wren, Wright, Yeates, and Young—231. 


NOT VOTING—Messrs. Aiken, Benedict, Bicknell, Blair, Bliss, Blount, Bouck, | 


rall, Ellis, James L. 


ay Bright, Bundy, Butler, Candler, Caswell, Chittenden, Samuel S. Cox, Var- 
g vans, Field, Gause. Hamilton, Hazelton, Hiscock, Keifer, | 


Ketcham, Leonard, Lynde, Money, Neal, Page, Pollard, Pound, Sexton, Small, | 


A. Herr Smith, Southard, Starin, Stephens, Joseph C. Stone, Strait, Martin I. 
Townsend, Veeder, Walker, and James Williams—44. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made : 

Mr. ELLIS. I am paired on questions relating to this bill with 


Mr. VEEDER, of New York. If present, I presume he would vote 
“ay ;” I should vote “no.” 


the Treasury may prescribe. 

Src. 6. That all provisions of law inconsistent with the provisions of this act be, 
and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Amend the title so it will read: ‘An act to facilitate the execution of an act en- 
titled ‘An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,’ and supplement- 
ary thereto. "’ 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. FORT. I believe all the propositions by way of substitute have 
been voted upon. If in order 1 would move to reconsider the vote by 
which the substitute I offered was adopted, and I also move to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The next amendment is the one offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] as an additional section, and 


| it will be read by the Clerk. 


Mr. MONEY. I am paired with Mr. Buss, of New York. I do not 
know how he would vote, but, if he were present, I would vote “no.” | 


Mr. BRAGG. My colleague, Mr. Bouck, is paired on this bill with 


Mr. Hiscock. If present, Mr. Bouck would vote against all these 
amendments, and, 


them at least. 


Mr. MCMAHON. Upon this question, Mr. Keirer, of Ohio, con- | 


} 


presume, Mr. Hiscock would vote for some of | 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. —. That during the existence of any national-banking association, and until 
the resumption of payment in specie of its circulating notes, it shall annually set 
aside and retain, as a resumption fund, from the coin receivable as interest on the 
bonds deposited with the Treasurer of the United States as security for its circula- 
tion, an amount equal to 3 per cent. of its circulating notes issued to such associa 


| tion and not surrendered, and which resumption fund shall be counted and used as 


‘ 


art of the lawful-money reservo which said banking associations are by existing 
ws required to maintain. 
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Mr.GARFIELD. That requires the national banks to accumulate 
coin; and I ask for a division on that amendment. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 43, 
noes 109. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. LUTTRELL called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered ; there being upon a division— 
ayes 27, noes 175; not one-fifth in the affirmative. 

The next amendment was by Mr. Warp, to add the following: 

Sec. —. Nothing in this act contained shall be construed to affect the payment 
of debts due on said Ist day of January, 1879, for wages of labor, or any debts that 
may become due after the date aforesaid fur wages of labor. But all such debts 
due on said date, or to become due thereafter, for wages of labor as aforesaid, shall 
be legally payable only in such coin or notes a3 shall be by the laws of the United 
States severally a legal tender, without limitation as to amount, for the payment 
of all debts, publicand private, including duties on imports. 


Mr. WARD. I ask for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays ; aud upon 
a division there were—ayes 42, noes 168; one-fifth voting in the 
aflirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair votes in the negative, and the yeas 
and nays are not ordered. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. ConGeR and Mr. EWING were ap- 
pointed. 

The House again divided ; and the tellers reported that there were 
ayes 55, noes not counted. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the last vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I make the point of order that the pending 
amendment is not germane to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is for the House to determine, not for the 
Chair. According tothe ruling of the Chair this morning he bas no 
right to rule any amendment out of order on that ground. The Clerk 
will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

If an amendment be proposed inconsistent with one already agreed to, it is a fit 

round for its rejection by the House, but not witbin the competence of the Spcaker 
f suppress as if it were against order; for were he permitted to draw questions of 
consistence within the vortex of order, he might usurp a negative on important 
moditications, and suppress, instead of subserving the legislative will. 


The SPEAKER. 
this morning: 


It is for the House and not for the Chair to determine what repeals former acts of 
Congress and what does not. 


Mr. SPRINGER. The difference between the rule read by the Clerk 
and the point of order made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Rick] 
is this: no amendment has been adopted with which this amendment 
is inconsistent. That is not the point the gentleman makes; but the 
point is that this pending amendment is not germane to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. 
he is inclined to think it is. 
comes too late. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 127, nays 129, not 
voting 35; as follows: 


The Chair also calls attention to what was read 


If it were not, however, the objection 


YEAS—Mesars. Aldrich, Bacon, Bagley, William H. Baker, Ballou, Banks, Beebe, 
Bisbee, Blair, Boyd, Brentano, Brewer, Briggs, Burchard, Burdick, Cain, Camp, 
Campbell, Chittenden, Clatlin, Alvah A. Clark, Rush Clark, Cole, Conger, Covert, 
Jacob D. Cox, Crapo, Cummings, Cutler, Danford, Horace Davis, Deering, Deni- 
son, Dunnell, Dwicht, Eames, Fickboff, Ellsworth, I. Newton Evans, Foster, Free- 
man, Frye, Garfield, Hale, Hardenbergh, Harmer, Benjamin W. Harris. Hart, Hen- 
dee, Henderson, Abram S. Hewitt, Hubbell, Humphrey, Hungerford, Ittner, James, 
Frank Jones, Jorgensen, Joyce, Keightley, Killinger, Kimmel, Landers, Lapham, 
Lathrop, Leonard, Lindsey, Lockwood, Loring, Luttrell, Mayham, McCook, Me- 
Gowan, McKinley, Metcalfe, Mitchell, Monroe, Morrison, Morse, Muller, Norcross, 
O'Neill, Overton, Pacheco, Page, Patterson, Peddie, Potter, Pound, Powers, Price, 
Pugh, Quinn, Rainey, ge Reed, William W. Rice, George D. Robinson, Ross, 
Sampson, Sapp, Schleicher, Shallenberger, Sinnickson, Stenger, Stewart, John W. 
Stone, Swann, Thompson, Thornburgh, Tipton, Amos Townsend, Van Vorhes, Wait, 
Ward, Warner, Watson, Welch, Harry White, Alpheus S. Williams, Andrew Will- 
jams, Charles G. Williams, Richard Williams, Benjamin A. Willis, Willits, Wood, 
and Wren—127. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkins, John H. Baker, Banning, Bayne, Bell, Blackburn, Bland, 
Boone, Bragg. Brogden, Browne, Buckner, Butler, Cabell, John W.Caldwell, W. P. 
Caldwell, Calkins, Cannon, Carlisle, Chalmers, John B. Clarke of Kentacky, John 
B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cobb, Collins, Cook, Cravens, Crittenden, Cul- 
berson, Davidson, Joseph J. Davis, Dibrell, Dickey, Douglas, Durbam, Eden, Elam, 
Errett, John H. Evins, Ewing, Felton, Finley, Forney, Fort, Franklin, Fuller, 
Gardner, Garth, Gibson, Giddings, Glover, Goode, Gunter, Hamilton, Hanna, Henry 
R. Harris, John T. Harms, Harrison, Hartridge, Hartzell, Haskell, Hateber, Hayes, 
Henkle, Henry, Herbert, Goldsmith W. Howitt, Hooker, House, Hunter, Hunton, 
James Taylor Jones, John S. Jones, Kelley, Keona, Knapp, Knott, Ligon, Mackey, 
Maish, Manning, Marsh, Martin, MeKenzie, McMahon, Mills, Money, Morgan. 
Muldrow, Oliver, Phelps, Phillips, Pridemore, Rea, Reagan, Reilly, Americas V 
Rice, Riddle, Robbins, Robérts, Robertson, Milton S. Robinson, Ryan, Sayler, 
Scales, Shelley, Singleton, Slemons, William E. Smith, Sparks, Springer, Steele, 
Throckmorton, Richard W. Townshend, Tucker, Turner, Turney, Vance, Wad- 
deli, Walker, Walsh, Michael D, White, Whitthorne, Jere N. Williams, Albert S. 
Willis, Wilson, Wright, Yeates, and Young—129. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Aiken, Benedict, Bicknell, Bliss, Blount, Bouck, Bridges, 
Bright, Bundy, Candler, Caswell, Samuel 8. Cox, Darrall, Ellis, James L. Evans, 
Field, Gause, Hazelton, Hiscock, Keifer, Ketcham, Lynde, N lard, Sexton, 

is, A. Herr Smith, Southard, Starin, Stephens, Joseph C, Stone, Strait, Martin 
1. Townsend, Veeder, and James Williams—35. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


’ 
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After the call of the roll had begun 

Mr. CONGER said: Some gentlemen do not underst 
question. Is itonthe amendment to pay the laborin 
{Cries of “ Order!”] 

The SPEAKER. The roll-call will proceed. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made. 

: Mr. GAUSE. Iam paired with the gentleman from New York Mr 

= If he were here, he would vote “ay” and | should vote 

Mr. STONE. rom Indiz 
Mr. EVANS. and I sheelt 
vote “ay.” - 


Mr. CLYMER. My colleague, Mr. A. Herr Smith, is 
the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. BLount. 
“ay” and Mr. BLouNT “ no.” 

Mr. KETCHAM. Iam paired with the gentleman from Wiscoyg;, 
Mr. Lynpe. If he were present, he would vote “no” and | shou! i 
vote “ay.” ‘iain 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The next question is on ordering the }jjj ; 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to reconsider the vote just taken on ¢}y 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. Warp. } 

Mr. FORT. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

A Member. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Concer] did nox 
vote with the prevailing side. . 

Mr. FORT. I submit that the gentleman from Michigan is too lat, 
with his motion to reconsider. The Speaker had announced the pet 
order of business. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the motion comes too Jate. 


Mr. EAMES. I move to postpone the further consideration of {| 
bill until—— 


The SPEAKER. That motion is not now in order. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time. 

Mr. EWING moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also move: 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The bill, being engrossed, was read the third time. 


The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the passage of the 
bill. 

Mr. EWING. On that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The bill,as amended, will be read, so that mem 
bers may understand what they are voting upon. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill to repeal all that part of the act approved January 14, 1875, known as the 
resumption act, which authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to dispose of 
United States bonds and redeem and cancel the greenback currency. 

Be it enacted, &c., That all that portion of the act approved January 14, 1875, ev 
titled ‘‘An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” which reads as 
follows, to wit: “And whenever, and sooften as circulating notes shall be issued to 
any such banking association, so increasing its capital or circulating notes or so 
newly organized as aforesaid, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to redeem the legal-tender United States notes in excess only of $300,000,00v, to the 
amount of 80 per cent. of the sum of national-bank notes so issued to any such banking 
association as aforesaid, and to continue such redemption as such circulating notes 
are issued until there shall be outstanding the sum of $300,000, 000 of such legal-tender 
United States notes, and no more. And on and after the 1st day »f January, A. |) 
1879, the Secretary of the Treasury shall redeem in coin the United States legal 
tender notes then outstanding, on their presentation for redemption at the oilico of 
the assistant treasurer of the United States in the city of New York, in sums of uot 
less than 850. And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and provide 
for the redemption in this act authorized or required, he is authorized to use avy 
surplus revenues, from time to time, in the Treasury, not otherwise appropriated, 
and to issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less than . in coin, either of the descrip 
tions of bonds of the United States described in the act of Congress approved July 
14, 1870, entitled ‘An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,’ with like 
qualities, privileges, and exemptions, to the extent necessary to carry this act into 

ull effect, and to use the proceeds thereof for the purposes aforesaid,” be, and tho 
same is hereby, repealed. 


Mr. GARFIELD. On the passage of the bill I call for the yeas aud 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 133, nays 120, not 
voting 38 ; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atkins, John H. Baker, Banning, Bayne, Bell, Blackburn, Bland, 
Boone, Bragg, Brogden, Browne, Buckner, Cabell, John W. Caldwell, W. P. Cald- 
well, Calkins, Cannon, Carlisle, Chalmers, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, Joha B. 
Clark, jr., of Missouri, Clymer, Cobb, Collins, Cook,Cravens, Crittenden, Culberson, 
Davidson, Joseph J. Davis, Dibrell, Dickey, Douglas Durham, Eden, Elam, Errett, 
John H. Evins, Ewing, Felton, Finley, Forney, Fort, Franklin, Fuller, Gardacr, 
Garth, Giddings, Glover, Goode, Gunter, Hamilton, ma, Henry R. Harris, John 
T. Harris, Harrison, Hartridge, Hartzell, Haskell, Hatcher, Hayes, Henkle, Henry, 
Herbert, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hooker, foes, Bunter, Hunton, Humphrey 
James Taylor Jones, John S. Jones, Kelley, Kenna, Killinger, Knapp. Knott, Ligon 
Mackey, Manning, Marsh, Martin, McKenzie, McMahon, Mills, Morgan, 
Muldrow, ver, Phelps, Phillips, Pridemore, Bee, fteagan, Reilly, Americus V 
Rice, Riddle, Robbins, Roberts, Robertson, Milton 8. Robinson, Ryan, Sapp. Say- 
ler, Scales, Shelley, Singleton, Slemons, William E. Smith, Sparks, Springe’. 
Steele, Thompson, Throckmorton, Tipton, Richard W. Townshend, Tacker, Tur 
ner, Turney, Vance, Van Vorhes, Waddell, Walker, Walsh, Harry White, Michac! 
ae Whitthorne, Jere N. Williams, Albert S. Willis, Wilson, Wright, Yeates, 
and Young—133. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Bacon, Bagley, William H. Baker, Ballou, Banks 

Benedict, Bisbee, Blair, Boyd, Brentano, Brewer, Briggs, Burchard, Bur- 
Alvah A. Clark, nae Clark, Cole, 


and the 
R-Men in gold? 


I am paired with the gentleman f 
If he were present, he would vote “ no” 


Paired with 
Mr. SMITH would yor, 


a 


Beebe, 

dick, Cain, Camp, 
Conger, Covert, 
Decring, Denison, 





R77. 


| 
Garfield, Gibson, Hale, Hardenbergh, Harmer, Benjamin 
Foster a gy Henderson, Abram S. Hewitt. Hubbell, Hungerford, 
Ww. Harns < Frank Jones, Jorgensen, Joyce, Keightley, Kimmel, Landers, Lap 
= 1 ae Leonard, Lindsey, Lockwood, Loring. Luttrell, Mayham, McCook, 
yam, Latnro} 


McKinley, Metcalfe, Mitchell, Monroe, Morrison, Morse, Muller, Nor- | 
Meron ‘IL Overton, Pacheco, Page, Patterson. Peddie, Potter, Pound, Powers, 
cross, O') D 


- ey, Randolph, Reed, William W. Rice, George D. Rob 
Price es Quinn, Bagchleicher, Shallenberger, Sinnickson, Stenger, Stewart, 
inson W. Stone Thornburgh, Amos Townsend, Wait, Warner, Watson. Welch, 
Jobn = Williams, Andrew Williams, Charles G. Williams, Richard Williams, 
Apa ene. Willis, Willits, Wood, and Wren—120. ; 
Benjamin ATING—Messrs. Aiken, Bicknell, Bliss, Blount, Bouck, Bridges, Bright, 
gr Datler, Candler, Caswell, Samuel 8. Cox, Darrall, Ellis, James L. Evans, 
Dee eens Hazelton, Hiscock, Keifer, Ketcham, Lynde, Money, Neal, Pollard, | 
Fielé “Smalls. A. Herr Smith, Southard, Starin, Stephens, Joseph C. Stone, 
ccaait, SwanD, Martin I. Townsend, Veeder, Ward, and James Williams—33. 


So the bill was passed. 
During the vote, ; : eh 
Mr. MONEY stated that he was paired with Mr. BLIss, of New | 
York, who, if present, would vote in the negative, while he himself | 
would vote in the affirmative. ; | 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, stated that his colleague, Mr. POLLARD, 
was paired with Mr. SOUTHARD, who, if present, would vote in the | 
negative, while his colleague would vote in the affirmative. | 

Mr. ELLIS stated that he was paired with Mr. VEEDER, who, if | 
present, would vote in the negative, while he himself would vote | 
in the affirmative. : ~— 

Mr. BRAGG stated that his colleague, Mr. Bouck, was paired with | 
Mr. Hiscock, who, if present, would vote in the negative, while his 
colleague would vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. MCMAHON said: I desire to state that my colleague, General 
KeIFrER, left the city yesterday evening under the impression he had | 
a pair arranged with Mr. Cox, of New York. If General KeEirer | 
were here, he would vote “no.” Iam not authorized to say how Mr. | 
Cox would vote. | 

Mr. ATKINS stated that his colleague, Mr. Brrgut, who was ab- 
sent because of death in his family, would, if present, vote in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. GAUSE stated that he was paired with Mr. Frevp, who, if 
present, would vote in the negative, while he himself would vote in | 
the affirmative. 

Mr. BRIDGES said: I have already stated that I am paired with | 
Mr. WiLL1aMs, of Delaware, who would have voted “ay” on the | 
amendments and I would have voted “no.” Our positions are now | 
changed on this question. I would have voted “ay” and he would | 
have voted “ no.” 

Mr. CLYMER stated that his colleague, Mr. A. Herr Smit, was | 
paired with Mr. BLount, of Georgia, who, if present, would vote in | 
the affirmative, while his colleague would vote in the negative. 

Mr. LEONARD stated that his colleague, Mr. DARRALL, who was | 
absent by leave of the House, would, if present, vote in the negative. | 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, stated that his colleague, Mr. AIKEN, | 
was paired with Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, who, if present, would | 
vote in the negative, while his colleague would vote in the aflirm- | 
ative. 

Mr. WARD stated that he was paired with Mr. Sexton, who, if pre- 
sent, would vote in the affirmative, while he himself would vote in the 
negative, 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa, stated that his pair with the gentleman from | 
Tennessee, Mr. BriGHT, having expired some days ago, he would now | 
vote in the negative. 

Mr. COOK stated that his colleagues, Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, | 
and Mr. CANDLER, were paired, and that Mr. STEPHENS would vote in 
the aflirmative, while Mr. CANDLER would vote in the negative. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin stated that his colleagues, Mr Cas- 
WELL and Mr. HaZELTON, who were absent, would, if present, vote 
in the negative. 

Mr. STONE, of Iowa stated that he was paired with Mr. Evans, of 
Indiana, who, if present, would vote in the affirmative, while he him- | 
self would vote in the negative. 

Mr. KETCHAM stated that he was paired with Mr. Lynpr, who | 
would vote in the affirmative, while he himself would vote in the | 
negative. 

Mr. JAMES stated that his colleague, Mr. STARLN, was paired with | 
Mr. NxaL, who, if present, would vote in the affirmative, while his | 
| 





colleagae would votedn the negative. 
Mr. DUNNELL stated that his colleague, Mr. STRAIT, who was 
absent by leave of the House, would, if present, vote in the negative. | 
Mr. HENDERSON said: I am requested to state by my colleague, | 
Mr. BICKNELL, that he is paired with Mr. Bunpy, of New York. If) 
Mr. BICKNELL were present, he would vote “ay,” and Mr. Bunpy, if 
present, would vote “no.” 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. EWING moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | 


passed ; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. | 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
| 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. WOOD. I move that when the 
meet on Monday next. 
Several MEMBERS. 
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House adjourn to-day it be to | 


| leave being granted to them? 
Say Tuesday. i 
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Mr. WOOD. I accept the suggestion, and will insert Tuesday in 


my motion. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


The SPEAKER. Pending that motion, the Chair will submit to the 


_| House the following requests for leave of absence: 


Mr. BaLtou asks leave of absence for the rest of the session, on 


| account of sickness; 


Mr. Walt, for the rest of the session, on account of sickness in his 


| family ; 


Mr. SPARKS, on account of illness; 

Mr. QUINN, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family ; 

Mr. Davis, of North Carolina, for eight days from Tuesday next ; 
Mr. WriGut, from Saturday until December 8; 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York, for the balance of the session, on ac- 


| count of important business ; 


Mr. KEIFER, indefinitely, on account of important business ; 

Mr. Errett, for one week from to-morrow ; 

Mr. BripGes, for the remainder of the session: 

Mr. LyNpE, for the remainder of the session, on account of import- 
ant business ; 

Mr. BLount, for ten days, on account of important business ; 

Mr. WALKER, for three days, on account of important business ; 

Mr. NEAL, indefinitely, on account of important business ; 

Mr. Bouck, for the rest of the session, on account of important 
business; 

Mr. Cox, of New York, for the rest of the session ; 

Mr. Rice, of Ohio, for the remainder of the extra session, on account 
of important business ; 

Mr. BREWER, for ten days, on account of sickness; 

Mr. COLE, until December 1 ; 

Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire, until December 1; 

Mr. JAMES, for the balance of the extra session ; 

Mr. STONE, of Michigan, for the balance of the extra session, on 
account of sickness in his family ; 

Mr. McMAuon, for the balance of the session, on account of im- 
portant business ; 

Mr. METCALFE, for eight days, on account of urgent business ; 

Mr. Morsg, for the remainder of the extra session ; 

Mr. KELLEY, from Monday next; 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, for the rest of the session ; 

Mr. Rice, of Massachusetts, for the rest of the session, on account 
of important business ; 

Mr. FINLEY, for the rest of the session, on account of important 
business ; 

Mr. LEONARD, indefinitely, on account of sickness of his business 
agent ; 

“Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania, for the rest of the seasion ; 

Mr. Hayes, for the remainder of the session ; 

Mr. CABELL, for four days from Tuesday next ; 

Mr. CLAFLIN, for the rest of the session ; 

Mr. Hewitt, of New York, for the balances of the session ; 

Mr. MITCHELL, for the rest of the session ; 

Mr. CHITTENDEN, for the rest of the session ; 

Mr. ALDRICH, for the rest of the session; 

Mr. PEDDIE, till the 3d of December,on account of important business; 

Mr. Wuite, of Pennsylvania, for one week ; 

Mr. Harrison, for the remainder of the extra session; and 

Mr. SINNICKSON, until December 1. 

Before the reading of the lists of requests was completed, 

Mr. WOOD said: I must object to granting leave of absence in so 
many cases that the House will be left without a quoram. 

The SPEAKER. It is the daty of the Chair to lay these requests 
before the House. 

Mr. WOOD. I must object, if the effect will be to leave the House 
without a quorum. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I would suggest tothe gentleman that he except 
from his objection the requests of gentlemen for leave of absence on 
account of sickness. 

Mr. WOOD. We expect to adjourn finally by Tuesday, and I hope 


| gentlemen will not leave us without a quorum; and I must object to 


any leave of absence except in case of sickuess. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to say how many of the re- 
quests are on account of sickness. 

Mr. KELLEY. I ask the gentleman from New York to withdraw 
his objection in my case. I have met with an accident, and require 
to have rest. 

Mr. WOOD. I wish to know how many gentlemen have asked 
leave of absence. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks about forty. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I presume the objection will be withdrawn if it 
is nnderstood that only the requests on account of sickness are granted. 

The SPEAKER. The qutlenen from New York objects to the re- 
quests for leave of absence, and they are ali vacated. 

Mr. WOOD. I withdraw the objection in all cases of sickness. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will put the question. Is there objec- 
tion where gentlemen have asked leave of absence on account of 
their own sickness or the sickness of members of their family to that 


There was no objection 
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ee, 


MOLINE WATER-POWER COMPANY. IN SENATE. 
The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- . a 
ter from the Secretary of War, transmitting the report of the com- MonpbDay, November 26, 1877. 
mission appointed by joint resolution of March 3, 1477, to examine 


contracts between the United States and the Moline Water-Power | Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SuNDERLANpD, D. D. 
Company. | The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
Mr. HENDERSON. I move that the communication and the ac- | #PPreved. 


companying report be printed and referred to the Committee on Ap- EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


propriations. The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from th 
The motion was agreed to. Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a letter from As 

7 ‘ Se | A. H. Cragin, chairman of the Hot Springs commission, asking for .. 

; Veneer ae Oe Eee ; | additional appropriation of $20,000 . enable the eee = 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, by nnanimous consent, | ecute the work intrusted to its charge for the fiscal year endin me 
leave was given to withdraw from the files of the House papers in | 30, 1878; which was referred to the Committee on Appro sas —_ 
vne case of G. E,W. Sharratts. and ordered to be printed. Priations, 


ADJOURNMENT OVER, PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the gentle- | Mr. OGLESBY presented the memorial of the Board of Trade of 
man from New York [ Mr. Woop] that when the House adjourns to-day | Chicago, Illinois, in favor of an appropriation by Congress for the 
it be to meet on Tuesday next. | removal of obstructions in the Detroit River; which was referred to 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the gentleman from New York, if he can fix | the Committee on Commerce. 

a day for the final adjournment, to fix it by resolution to-night. Mr. WITHERS presented the petition of Mary Howard, widow of 

Mr. WOOD. The gentleman from Michigan is as well aware as 1 | the late Thomas M. Howard, of Campbell County, Virginia, and others 
am that to fix positively the final adjournment of this session requires | soldiers and widows of soldiers of the war of 1812, praying for 4 
the consent of the Senate. | pension ; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLYMER. I give notice thatif the motion to adjourn over till Mr. CHRISTIANCY presented the petition of Phebe C. Doxsie, of 
Tuesday be voted down I will move that the House adjourn over till | Grand Ledge, Michigan, widow of James W. Doxsie, late of Company 
Monday. G, Twenty-seventh Regiment Michigan Infantry, praying for a pen- 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I move to amend by inserting “Monday.” | sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The SPEAKER The question must first be taken on the longer time. He also presented the petition of 8. D. oo and others, citi 

The question being taken on Mr. Woop's motion, it was agreed to. , zens of Lansing, Michigan, praying that Mr. E. Walker, postmaster at 

Mr. WOOD. I move that the House do now adjourn. Okemos, in that State, be repaid the amount of money and postage. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at five o’clock and | stamps stolen from him by burglars; which was referred to the Com. 
twenty-five minutes p. mn. ) the House adjourned till Tuesday. mittee on Claims. 

Mr. WALLACE presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commeres 
PETITIONS, ETC. | of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, in favor of the a or radical amend- 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, | ment of the bankrupt law ; which was referred to the Committee on 
under the rule, and referred as stated : the Judiciary. oie ‘ ? 

By Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky: Papers relating to the claims | , Healso presented the petition of Angeline C. Pusey, of Philadelphia, 
of R. D. Salmons, agent, &c., for compensation for property taken, | Pennsylvania, widow of Lea Pusey, praying for tho extension of a 
and of John M. Elder for property destroyed by the United States | Patent granted to the decedent in his life-time for an improved ar- 
Army—to the Committee on War Claims. —— of platform-scales; which was referred to the Committeo 

By Mr. HERBERT: The petition of A. P. Woods, a laborer of the | OP atents. ite . 

House of Representatives, that his compensation be equalized with | Mr. BURNSIDE presented the petition of Samuel D. Walden and 
that of other laborers who discharge similar duties—to the Commit- | thers, mariners, merchants, and citizens of Rhode Island, praying 
ten of Accounts. | for the passage of a law authorizing the construction of a light-house 

By Mr. MANNING: The petitions of C. Shields and W. E. Tomlin- | 00 “ Whale Rock” in Narragansett Bay ; which was referred to the 
son, for compensation for property taken by the United States Army— | Committeeon Commerce. meee ar 
to the Committee on War Claims. He also presented the petition of Ww illiam S. Benjamin, late a pri- 

By Mr. O'NEILL: Memorial of the College of Physicians of Phila- | Yate in the First Regiment New York Volunteer Marine Artillery, 
delphia, suggesting the superiority of American manufactured qui- | PTying for the passage of a law by Congress instructing the Adja- 
nine, and that American chemical manufactures generally be relieved | ta0t-General to amend the Army roll and to grant him his on pened 
from the heavy taxes now imposed—to the Committee of Ways and | ‘ischarge as regimental commissary sergeant, and also that he be 
Meana, | allowed eee oe bounty, &e.; which was referred to the Com- 

By Mr. SCHLEICHER: The petition of citizens of Texas, to make | ™!ttee on Military Affairs. ae ; 

San Autonio, Texas, a port of ine and to establish a bonded ware- | _ Mr. COCKRELL. I present additional caer ee the case of Jounph 
house—to the same committee. Kinney, as administrator of the estate of David Ballantine. 1 move 

Also, memorial of the Galveston, Harrisburgh and San Antonio Rail- | that they be referred to the Committee on Claims, to accompany 
way Company, for aid to extend their railway to the Rio Grande—to | Senate bill No. 235. 
the Committee on Railways and Canals. The motion was agreed to. i f — 

By Mr. STONE, of Iowa: Papers relating to the claim of §.T.Mar- |, Mr. INGALLS. I present two communications from fie "ommls- 
shail for beef cattle furnished the United States Army—to the Com- | Sioner of Pensions, one showing the number of unadjusted cases no 
mittee of Claims. pending and the other the number of survivors of the Mexican war. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: The petition of Governor B. F. Over- | | move that these communications be referred to the Committeo on 
ton, Josiah Brown, and J. Anderson, that the Chickasaw Nation be | Pensions, and printed for their use. 
paid the amonnt due them from the United States—to the Committee | The motion was agreed to. 

— oe E ie aera ham . an MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

Also, papers relating to the claim o 1arles Baskerville an enry 2 i . GEORGE M. 
B. Whitfield for cotton sold under duress to the confederate govern- sien ee Seek ee ek ae olor. 
oe ea Pe mp z ar Claims. lai William N. Morri. | i2& bills;_in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: _ 
ron, of North Caroliua, for supplies furnished the United. States | ,,4,bill (HL R. No. 1526) to provide for deficiencies in the appropris 
Army—to the same committee. ” rs tious Sor Re acrvieo of the a Pe —_ ane 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: Papers relating to the claims of | = CH. fh No. O05) to topeal 7) that part of th ae approved 
W oe — amoneee D. ae ager and ee - Inby, for cotton January 14, 1875, known as the resumption act, which authorized the 
wo ote nited States officials after June 30, 1865—to the same | Secretary of the Treasury to dispose of United States bonds and re- 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin: The petition of the business Geom and canes! the gusaback curseney. 
men of Whitewater, Wisconsin, for the repeal of the bankrupt law— REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, — abi 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 

By Mr. WILLIS, of New York: Papers relating to the petition of | whom was referred the petition of Benjamin Holladay, praying indem- 
Mary Wilkes for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | nification for losses to property sustained by Indian depredations 

By Mr. WOOD: The petition of Henry Erben, commander United | while transporting the mails on the overland mail route between the 
States Navy, that an investigation be made as to whether the reso- | Missouri River and Salt Lake City, Utah Territory, from 1560 to 1500, 
lution relating to the examination of officers for promotion has been | reported a bill (8. No. 346) referring the claim of Benjamin Holladay 
complied with in his case, and for relief—to the Committee on Naval | to the Court of Claims. 

Affairs. The bill was read twice by its title. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of Mary and James Boro, for the| Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
payment of rent and damages to property by the United States | the petition of the New Orleans Gas Light Company, praying that 
Army—to the Committee on War Claims. the sum of $18,393.62, taken possession of by United States troops under 
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and of General B. F. Butler and afterward covered into the 
en of the United States, be refunded to the company with in- 
_— cnbmitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to 
erest, § 


be printed. 


Mr. BRUCE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- | 


ered the bill (S. No. 127) granting a pension to Selah B. Decker, 
omitted an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, 
ond the bill was postponed indefinitely. 
SENATOR FROM LOUISIANA. 


Mr. WADLEIGH. The Committee on Privileges and Elections, to 


whom were referred the credentials of William Pitt Kellogg and the 
credentials of Heury M. Spofford for the same seat in the Senate of 


the United States, have instructed me to make areport. They re- 
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to introduce a bill (8. No. 356) for the relief of Captain William L. 


Foulk; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. No. 1525) to provide for deficiencies in the appro- 


priations for the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1873, and for prior years, and for other purposes, was read 
| twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


The bill (H. R. No. 805) to repeal all that part of the act approved 


January 14, 1375, known as the resumption act, which authorized 


| the Secretary of the Treasury to dispose of United States bonds and 


port the resolution which I send to the Chair and recommend its pas- | 


ihe VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. WITHERS. I object. 

Mr. WALLACE. It lies over under the rule for one day. 

Mr EDMUNDS. We had better find out what it is first. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That William Pitt Kellogg is, upon the merits of the case, entitled to 
a seat in the Senate of the United States from the State of Louisiana for the term 


of six years commencing on the 4th of March, 1877, and that he be admitted 
thereto upon taking the proper oath. 


redeem and cancel the greenback currency was read twice by its 


title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. HOWE, Mr. BOOTH, and Mr. McDONALD submitted amend- 
ments intended to be proposed by them respectively to the bill (H. 


| R. No, 1526) to provide for deficiencies in the appropriations for the 


Resolved, That Henry M. Spofford is not entitled to a seat in the Senate of the | 


United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire, from 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, asks for the present con- 
sideration of this resolution. 

Mr. WITHERS and others. I object. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Mr. President 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia objects, and | 


the resolution goes over under the rule. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let it be printed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed, of course. 
Mr. MERRIMON. Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware, 


service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, 


and for prior years, and for other purposes ; which were referred to 


the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MERRIMON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. No. 1526) to provide for deficiencies in tho 
appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal year 


ending June 30, 1875, and for prior years, and for other purposes ; 


which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, accompanied 
by correspondence with the Postmaster-General, and ordered to be 


| printed. 


| 
| 
| 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr, INGALLS, it was 


Ordered, That Martin Kelly have leave to withdraw his petition and papers from 
the files of the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. WHYTE, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the matter of Henry W. Hoffman, of Maryland, be 


| taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Finance 


[Mr. SauLsBurY,] the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Hrtt,] and my- | 


self, upon the Committee on Privileges and Elections, dissent from 
the report just made by the chairman of that committee. We have 
embodied our views in a minority report, which I hold in my hand 
and send to the table, and ask that it be printed along with the 
report of the committee. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence of | 


objection. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Manning M. Kimmell, late of Cape Girardeau County, Missouri; which 
was read twice by its title, and, together with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


duce a bill (S. No. 348) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near Glasgow, Missouri; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 349) to authorize the commissioners of the 
Distri :t of Columbia to refund certain taxes erroneously collected ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 

leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 350) to amend section 2288 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States so as to enable citizens of the 
State of Florida to transfer a portion of their pre-emptions or home- 
steads to aid in the construction of railroads; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committe on Public Lands. 
_ Mr. MORGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 351) for the relief of the Domestic and 
Indian Missions and Sunday School Board of the Southern Baptist 
Convention; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 352) to authorize the restora- 
tion of George A. Armes to the Army; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I wish to say in regard to this bill that I 
cannot commit myself either for or against it. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introdace a bill (S. No. 353) for the relief of George 
McDermott ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


’ 


On motion of Mr. MORGAN, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Albert Fuller and of Moses Marshall 
be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Patents 


On motion of Mr. TELLER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Lieutenant David Ll. Ezekiel, Fourth 
Infantry, United States Army, be taken from the files and reterred to the Com 
mittee on Military Affairs 

PROSECUTIONS IN SOUTIT CAROLINA. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I offer the following 1esolution calling for infor- 


} mation, and ask for its present consideration : 
Mr. COCKRELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave | 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 347) to remove the political disabilities of | 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he hereby is, directed to communi 
cate to the Senate, as soon as may be, a list of all criminal prosecutions commenced 
in the courtsof the United States in the district of South Carolina since the Ist day 
of January, 1876, for offenses against the lives, property, civil rights, or right o1 


| suffrage of any person, with the names of the alleged offenders and a statement of 


| the disposition of such prosecutions and jhe dates thereof. 
He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intvo- | 


Mr. WITHERS. Mr. President, I dislike to object to the consider 


| ation of the resolution. I have heard no objection to its passage, but 


Mr. CONOVER (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent | 


obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 354) to equalize the pay of 
rear-admirals on retired list; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. BURNSIDE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 355) for the relief of Henry M. Meade, late | 


pormaster in the United States Navy; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 


I know the Senator from Vermont will appreciate the motives which 
prompt me to require that it shall take the regular course of pro 
cedure. Let it lie over to-day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, Mr. President, I never fail to appre- 
ciate the motives of my friends on the other side—never. [Laugh- 
ter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made the resolution goes 
over. 

PACIFIC RAILROAD LINES. 

Mr.CHAFFEE., I desire to call up the resolution that I introduced 
some weeks ago, and which was laid over at the request of the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska, [Mr. SAUNDERS. ] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado calls up the 
resolution submitted by him on the 8th instant, which will be re- 
ported for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. WHYTE. I do not wish tointerpose an objection; but if this 
resolution is taken up, I suppose it will be understood to be subject 
to a call for the regular order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Certainly, at one o’clock. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas Congress did provide in the act of July 1, 1862, being an act entitled 
“An act to aid in the constraction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Mis 
souri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the 
same for postal, military, and other purposes ;" and also by the subsequent acts 
of July 2, 1864, March 3, 1869, and June 20, 1874, amendatory thereof, that “ said 
railroad and branches should be operated and used for all purposes of communica- 
tion, travel, and transportation, so far as the public and Government are concerned, 
as ove connected, continuous line, without any discrimination of any kind in favor 
of the business of any or either of said companies, or adverse to the road or busi- 
ness of any or cither of the others ;” and upon such basis and contract with tho 
said railroad company and its branches did grant to the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company and branch companies large subsidies in bonds and lands of the United 
States, all for the purpose of aiding in the construction of said roads, to be operated 
as aforesaid ; 

And whereas the said Union Pacific Railroad Company and its branch compa- 
nies, being the Kansas Pacitic Company, the Denver Pacitic Company, tie Central 
Pacific of California, the Burlington and Missouri River Company, and the Sioux 
City Branch, have beretofore neglected and still du neglect and refuse to operate 
their roads in accordance with said acts of Congress, but have heretofore operated 
and still do operate them in open violation of the same ; s 

And whereas by reason of said defaults, and on account of the same, the Govern- 
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ment of the United States and the public have been and still are being damaged 
and deprived of their just and lawful rizhts and privileges, as stipulated, defined, 
and agreed upon in said acts aforesaid: Therefore, 

Be it resolocd, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to inform the Senate what legal impediments, if any, exist which prevent 
him from executing said laws in accordance with the obligations accepted and 
agreements made by said Union Pacific Railroad Company and branches with the 
United States, as stipulated and agreed upon in the several acts aforesaid. 


Mr.CHAFFEE. In the second preamble, after the word “ whereas,” 
I desire to have the Clerk insert “it is alleged.” Those words were 
omitted by mistake. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. The Senator from Nebraska I believe desired to 
speak on the resolution. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. THURMAN. Before the Senator proceeds, I beg leave to make 
a suggestion. If he wishes more than half an hour, I suggest to him 
that he had better speak on some other day. I shall feel it my duty 
to call up the regular order at one o’clock. But if be can conclude 
his remarks before that time, I shall be very glad to hear him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to my friend from Ohio, with the per- 
mission of the Chair, that as it is a matter of a good deal of import- 
ance, it is quite desirable to have the resolution acted upon as soon 
as We can. 

Mr. THURMAN. But I hope it will be acted upon and voted upon 
before one o'clock, for at that time I shall call up the matter that 
was under consideration on Thursday last. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course you can call for the regular order then. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It seems tome that it will not be possible to con- 
clude the consideration of this resolution to-day. It seems to me a 
matter of so great importance that it must necessarily lead to some 
discussion, and I would suggest to the Senator from Colorado that 
under all the circumstances be had better let it go over until to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. 
resolution. 
ident of the United States. I cannot conceive of any great discus- 
sion that will be likely to be had upon it. I have understood that 
the Senator from Nebraska would only require some ten or fifteen 
minutes, and I would rather he should proceed at present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, will the Senate agree 
to this resolution. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. President, if it had met the views of the 
Senator from Colorado, I should have been glad to have a little more 
time than probably will be allowed this morning before the morning 
honr expires. I have, however, but a few remarks to make upon this 
subject. 

It will be remembered that the day the resolution was called up by 
the Senator and the day he made his lengthy and interesting speec 
upon it, I presented a telegram from one of the officers of the road 
stating that the case was then ready for trial and would be on the 
next Thursday argued in the United States circuit court. I thought 
then that probably if that were made known to the Senator and made 
known to the Senate, the subject would be left for the courts, believ- 
ing as I did then and as I do now that it is a judicial question rather 
than a question for legislative action. The Senator, however, seemed 
anxious to have it acted upon at that time, unless I or some other 
Senator should signify a desire to speak upon it. Having noticed 
that he had contined himself in his comparison of figures to one line 
of road or one branch or supposed branch of road to the exclusion of 
all others, I did feel anxious to see why it was that he had made a 
comparison with one road or one branch and left out all the others, 
and not being able to hear exactly what he was saying thatday I did 
notify the Senate that I desired to say something upon the subject. 

I am not disposed now or at any other time to throw obstacles in 
the way of resolutions of inquiry or the examination of subjects of 
this kind. I am aware that the resolution only calls for information 
from the President of the United States, and therefore I am not will- 
ing to be placed in a position to antagonize a measure of this kind. 
But there are legal questions raised to-day whether or not some of 
these roads, and particularly the one that the gentleman took such 
favorable notice of in his comparison, has legally and properly be- 
come a branch of the Union Pacific Railroad. It will be remembered 
that there were four or five different acts and amendatory acts passed 
upon this subject before this road could even be by construction made 
a part of the Union Pacific. 

The original act was passed in 1862, which authorized the building 
of a road from the one hundredth meridian of west longitude from 
Greenwich, which was about two hundred and forty miles west of 
Omaha, three branches were authorized to be built, one to Kansas, 
connecting with the Missouri Pacific, one to Sioux City, and one to 
the Iowa State line, which afterward became the main line to Omaha. 
Under this act there was but one road built, and that was the road 
from Omaha west. Subsequently legislation in 1864 authorized these 
three branches to connect themselves at any point east of the one 
hundredth meridian, aud also authorized the building of the Burling- 
ton and Missouri River Railroad to its connection. 

Under the original act but one road had been built. I bave no dis- 
position to antagonize the Kansas Pacific road more than any other 
road. If it has legal rights it is entitled to them and ought to have 
them; and so far as I can door say anything that shall go to securing 
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I desire to proceed with the consideration of this | 
It is simply a resolution of inquiry addressed to the Pres- | 


NOVEMBER 26. 


those rights I willdoit. But the Kansas Pacific never m 

| nection east of the one hundredth degree of longitude. 
the course of its line and passed through Colorado, an, 
Denver City, one hundred and six miles from the near 
Union Pacific, and never built another foot of road, 
was by construction united with the Union Pacific, ] 
that was done. It was done by the declaration of Congress Passe 
1869, that the road should be considered one continuous lit ned in 
Kansas City via Denver to Cheyenne, using that part of the 
the link in the chain from Denver to Cheyenne, called the 
Pacitic road. The terms upon which that was authorized was that 
the road should grant in perpetuity the right of way which it held t 
the line to the other road; but it forever barred itself from taking; ba 
part in fixing the tariff onsaid road. There another question oy 
to whether it has any right to come in for pro rata under this law sien 
it has estopped itself from controlling in any way the tariff on that Nee, 


I will 


ade any con. 
It changed 
1 stopped at 
est point of the 
I said that i 
4eb US see how 


1 from 
road as 


Denve; 


For the purpose of showing to the Senate what the act means 
read a single section, leaving out the rest: . 


And be it further enacted, That the said Union Pacific Rail 
ener ; way Company, eastern 


| This eastern division is the one in review, but called the Kansas 
i 
| 


Pacific now— 
shall extend its railroad and telegraph to a connection at the city of Denver 
as to form, with that part of its line herein authorized to be construc - 
and maintained by the Denver Pacitic and Saree Company, a certain ling of 
railroad and telegraph from Kansas City by way of Denver to Cheyenne. 

the provisions of law for the operation of the Union Pacific Railroad, its ) 
and connections, as a continuous line without discrimination, shall ap 
asif the read from Denver to Cheyenne had been constructed by th 
Pacific Railway Company, eastern division. 


If it had stopped there it is very clear that they had made, as J cal! 
it, only a constructive connection with the Union Pacilic line oyer 
this road; but what follows? 

But nothing herein shall authorize the said eastern division company to operate 


the road or tix the rates of tariff for the Denver Pacific Railway and Telegraph 
| Company. 


Thereby, as I stated, they estopped themselves from having any con- 
' 
} 


ted, operated, 


Aud all 
rauches 
ply the same 
¢ said Union 


| trol whatever. Right here, I think, comes in what makes the difj- 

culty and the hard times that the gentleman spoke of in his State, 
| They have allowed under this law that branch road to utterly destroy, 
| and as he said throw into bankruptcy, the otherroad. And why? The 
| gentleman himself showed the reason why the otherday. Heshowed 
that that road had charged even in taking provisions to his coun- 
try no less than $90 for a car load for a distance of one hundred and 
six miles, almost 100 per cent. more than the Union Pacific had charged 
over its mountain line for an equal distance. I say there is where the 
difficulty came in, and from that the troubles of Denver and Colv- 
rado have come, in my opinion. As I said, while I am not disposed 
to antagonize this road, because they may have rights under the law— 
and if they have I shall be willing to grant them all they are entitled 
to—yet I did feel then and feel now that I am authorized to ask that 
this matter be delayed and left in the hands of the courts. This mat- 
ter has gone through the courts. Since I spoke on that subject the 
other day here it has been argued and is to-day in the hands of Judge 
Dillon for decision. If the Senator now insists on this resolution going 
to the President I wish to offer an amendment. I move to strike out 
the second and third divisions of the preamble, in the following words: 

And whereas the said Union Pacific Railroad Company and its branch com. 

nies, being the Kansas Pacific Company, the Denver Pacitic Company, the Central 

acific of California, the Burlington and Missouri River Company, and the Sioux 
City Branch, have heretofore neglected and still do neglect and refuse to operate 
their reads in accordance with said acts of Con , but have heretofore operated 
and still do operate them in open violation of the same ; 

And whereas, by reason of said defaults and on account of the same, the Govern- 
ment of the United States and the public have been and still are being damaged 
and deprived of their just and lawful rights and privileges as stipulated, detinod, 
and agreed upon in said acts aforesaid. 

And in lieu thereof to insert : 


And whereas the said Union Pacific Railroad Company and its branches are 
alleged to have heretofore neglected and to be still neglecting and refusing to 
operate their roads in accordance with said acts of Congress ; 

And whereas it is alleged that, by reason of said 1 defaults and on account 
of the same, the Government of the United States the public have been and 
still are being damaged and deprived of their — and lawful rights and privileges 
as stipulated, defined, and agreed upon in said acts aforesaid. 

I have drawn this amendment in haste. The first part of the pre- 
amble would remain as it is in the original. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This amendment is not now in order, 
the resolution only being before the Senate and the rules of the Sen- 
ate providing that the question shall last be taken on the preamble. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Very well. I was not aware but what the 
matter might be offered now. . ’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is received, and will be 
acted upon in its order. . 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Then I will state the reasons why I do not think 
the resolution as presented by the Senator from Colorado should be 
adopted without this or some other amendment. The preamble to 
the resolution as presented goes on to define this very matter that I 
have been talking about as to what constitutesa branch. My amend 
ment leaves that matter as it must be left, Senators. in the hands of 
the courts. The original preamble goes on to define not only what 
constitutes a branch but naming them, making us commit ourselves 
whether the law says so or not that such a line shall be considered @ 
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pranch, and it is defined in a way that I think ought to be left in the 
bavds of the courts. ; 

What is more, Mr. President, and Icall the attention of Senators 
venerally to this subject, can the Senate afford to take this position 
er on this subject is in the courts? The second division of the pre- 
reads in this way: 


And whereas the said Union Pacific Railroad Company and its branch compa- | 
.. being the Kansas Pacilic Company, the Denver Pacific Company, the Central 
ae je of California, the Burlington and Missouri River Company, and the Sioux 
; - Branch, have heretofore neglected and still do neglect anid refuse to operate 
sheir roads in accordance with said acts of Congress, but have heretofore operated 
ae do operate them in open violation of the same. 


whie 
amble 


and still 


| ask Senators whether they are prepared to settle this legal ques- 
tion here in this way. It is said they have been operating these roads 
contrary to law. Howdoyou knowit? If Congress is going to take | 
this matter in its hands and legislate in this way we might as well | 
dispense with the courts, because there will be nothing left for them | 
todo. Itis a question evidently which belongs to the courts to say 
whether these roads have been operated according to law or not, and | 
set we are asked here to say that they have heretofore operated them | 
and still do operate them in open violation of the law. I say I was 
not prepared and am not prepared to vote for the resolution without 
an amendment which shall state that they are alleged to have done 
this, and with such an amendment as I have suggested to the pre- | 
amble I shall vote for the resolution. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I will state that I have inserted the words “ it 
is alleged.” Perhaps the Senator did not notice that. 


Mr. SAUNDERS. Very well. Will the gentleman also leave out | 
aes which names what are branches and what 


that part of the 
are not branches 

Mr. CHAFFEE. 
about it. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Has the Senator any objection to the amend- | 
ment that I have offered, which only directs that that part of the | 
preamble naming the lines and states that they have actually done | 
so shall be stricken out? Has he any objection to that? If not, | 
there will be no further question about it. | 

| 


Ionly allege soand so. There is nothing definite 


Mr. CHAFFEE. I will state, Mr. President, that I have objection 
to his amendment. I have only named the roads receiving subsidies 
from the United States as the main line and branches. The compa- 
nies that I have named in the preamble are only those which have re- | 
ceived subsidies. In the second clause of tne preamble, I only state 
that “ whereasitis alleged” so andso. There is not any definite state- 
ment that these companies are branches, it is only alleged, and as it 
relates only to a matter of inquiry, I cannot see any object the Sena- 
tor will gain by his amendment. I prefer to let the preamble stand | 
as it 1s. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. The only object that I would gain in this matter 
is that it would leave the courts to determine the question which, as | 
I said before, belongs to the courts. If these branches, or any others, | 
have rights with the Union Pacific, of course the courts will give | 
their rights to them, and must give their rights to them, under 
the laws which have been passed heretofore; and it is not what we 
shall do to-day or what we may do hereafter. That is the position | 
which I take. I say I am a little astonished that the gentleman, | 
having gone as far as he has, does not accept the amendment. I have | 
only left out the names of the roads he calls branches, leaving that | 
to be settled by the courts; and I have left out that which says 
positively that they have been running contrary to law, saying that | 
it is an alleged fact that the Union Pacific and its branches were not 
discharging their duties according to law; and I have lett the names | 
of the branches to be settled by the courts. 

Having taken this position I think I must insist upon my amend- 
ment. 1 see positive grounds here now, and the Senator himself sees 
them as is proved by the fact of his changing his own resolution. 
Hence I say I am exeusable for raising this question. I am not here 
as the particular advocate or friend of any one of these roads, or to 
antagonize the interest of any oneofthem. They have a proud place 
in the hearts of the people of the country. The Union Pacific has done 
wonders for this country. We all ought to be proud of it, whether we 
are proud of its management or not. We are all proud to have the 
Union Pacific connecting the Pacific, and giving a direct communica- 
tion with China and Japan, bringing their products through our coun- | 
try In as many days as it used to take weeks. I say we ought to be | 
proud of that road which has opened up to us the gold and silver mines 
of the Territories as well as the large trade of California. Every mau 
oun be proud of the Union Pacitic ; and even so should we of the 

est be proud of its branches which are passing through the agricul- 
tural districts and through the stock-raising districts, and are auswer- 
ing beneficial purposes in their way just as well asthe mainline. We | 
are proud of them all; and we want justice done to them all; but I do 
hot want a resolution of inquiry of this kind which is to be sent to the 


| interpolating after “whereas” the words “it is alleged that.” 





sretident to find out whether the law has been acted upon and carried 
—— ully, to settle for him, when the question belongs to the 
fin 8, — to what constitutes a branch, and what constitutes a main 

e. ave out these names and leave out the statement that they 


have positively violated the law, and then I shall besatisfied to vote for 


the resolution, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the resolution ? 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SAUNDERS. One word more and I am done. The ground 
which I bave taken in this matter and which I wish to be distinctly 
understood is this: I know that the Kansas Pacitic has estepped 
itself from fixing the tariff on local business between Cueyenne and 
Denver. Probably it has greatly damaged the people of that State, 
but that has nothing to do with this other question. I am opposed 
to that road coming in and being made, as it were apparently by the 
argument of the gentleman, a pet measure to compare notes and 
figures with the Union Pacific, leaving out other roads that are 
equally meritorious. That was the ground on which I took up that 
part of the subject; and now with these remarks, the morning hour 
having nearly expired, and seeing that the Senator from New York 
wishes to say something, I drop this subject here, saying that with 
the amendment I have offered, or some equivalent to it, I shall vote 
for the resolution ; without it I shall vote against it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, the operative part of this propo- 
sition is the resolution. It is that, and that alone, which calls on the 


The question is, will the Senate agreo to 


| President forinformation. I presume every Senator will vote for that. 


I shall vote for it. The vote, however, is to be taken first on the reso- 
lution separately, I take it, and afterward on the preamble. The pre- 
amble, in theory of proceeding, serves no purpose except to explain 
the action of the body in passing the resolution which follows it. 
Looking at this preamble in that way, I suggest to the mover of the 
resolution that it is hardly sach a preamble in some respects as he 
would like to commit the Senate to vote for. He has amended it by 
Now I 
ask the Senator to hear the preamble read as that will put it: 

Whereas it is alleged that Congress did provide in the act of July 1, 1862, being 
an act entitled. 

And then the act is quoted. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. The Senator makes a mistake. 

Mr. CONKLING. Lhave the original resolution borrowed from the 
Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. 
whereas. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
retary. 


The words “it is alleged” are after the second 


I have the resolution as I took it from the Sec- 
I was about to say that the Senate need hardly be mealy- 


| mouthed in quoting an act of Congress from the statute-book; that 


we might assert positively without the words “it is alleged.” But 
when you come tu a subsequent narrative in the preamble, there are 
various things here which, whatever may be the opinion of the Sen- 


| ate, I suggest to the Senator it is not worth while in this form to 
| record an opinion about. 
| roads are branches of other roads. 


For example, it is asserted that certain 
Linfer from what has been said 
that whether they are or not is a question, and it makes this resolu- 


| tion no more or no less strong for us to express an opinion on that 
| subject. 


lf there is a question about it, what is the occasion for our 
undertaking in the preamble of a resolution of inquiry, to adjudge 
whether, in truth, a certain road sustained a certain relation to an- 


| other road, when the fact one way or the other has no influence what- 
| ever upon the call for information? 


Again, it is asserted that these roads have done or have not done, 
have neglected to do a variety of things which are here stated. It 
does not advance at all the call for information. It is simply to re- 
quire the Senate by a separate vote, after the resolution shall have 


| been adopted, to express its opinion upon certain matters which the 


Senator who has just resumed his seat says are not only matters of 
controversy but pending in the courts. 

Now, if my honorable friend from Colorado have any purpose, as I 
am sure he has not, except to obtain information on this subject, that 
purpose might be answered by this proceeding ; but I submit to him 
that if his purpose is, (as it seems to be and as was shown by the very 


| able and instructive speech which he delivered to us the other day 
| on this proposition,) to put the Senate in possession of the informa- 
| tion in order that the Senate and the House may see to it that all 
| persous here concerned are not allowed to come short in their duties 


and obligations—if that be his purpose, then he wants this informa- 
tion; but he does not want prematurely and without the opportunity 
of its being understood to commit the Senate one way or the other 


| upon any abstract question which has nothing to do in this regard. 


Mr. CHAFFEE. The Senator is undoubtedly aware that the Sen- 
ate has so committed itself time and again. In the act approved 
June 20, 1874, an act passed by this body, and the Senator is undoubt- 
edly perfectly well aware of that act, it is said: 

And it is hereby provided that for all the purposes of said act, and of the acts 
amendatory thereof, the railway of the Denver Pacific Railway and Telegraph 
Company shall be deemed and taken to be a part and extension of tho road of the 
Kansas Pacific Railroad to the point of junction thereof with the road of the Union 
Pacitic Railroad Company at Cheyenne, as provided in the act of March 3, 1869. 


I was not mealy mouthed about it because I observed 

Mr. CONKLING. Before the Senator leaves that point, will he 
allow me a word? The act he reads, in his estimation recites and 
ascertains a given fact. Does he think it important to have the Sen- 
ate vote that over again in the preamble to this resolution calling for 
information ? 

Mr. CHAFFEE. In answer I will say that I donot think it iscom- 
mitting the Senate to any new proposition. 





638 


Mr. CONKLING. In that respect perhaps not. 
is no objection to that except that some rather strict. constractionist 
might say that it was surplusage. It is hardly worth while to recite 
in a preamble, as is done here at some length, the provisions of an act 
of Congress; but when the preamble goes on to atlirm matters of fact 
as it does 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I have inserted the words “ it is alleged.” 

Mr. CONKLING. My friend reminded me that he proposes to 
amend this recital by saying “it is alleged.” Iwent down to the 
desk of the Secretary, borrowed the original resolution with his note 
upon it, and was told no such amendment was pending, and going 
by the sight of the eye merely, I did not know it. The Senator now 
discloses it. That certainly improves it. 

I wish for one to vote for this information. I wish to vote for any- 
thing which will give it the broadest sense; but I do not wish to 
have conundrums put to the Senate or catechisms of any sort as to 
matters which have nothing to do with this, and in respect of which 
the Senate might think one way or might think the other if the time 
had arrived to express an opinion. 

The objection I make is based on what has been said this morning. 
I did not know that there was a contest about these facts. It seems 
there is; and if there is, I submit to the Senator that the proper way 
is to allow us to vote for the resolution, as I wish for one to do, and 
to vote for any part of this preamble which explains it or aids it or 
is appropriate to it, but to drop from it those moot questions, if there 
are such, upon which people differ and which are said to be pending 
in the courts. That is all. 

Mr. THURMAN. Is the Senator from New York aware that in 
the original resolution the words * it is alleged” are inserted ? 

Mr. CONKLING. 

Mr. THURMAN. 

Mr. CONKLING. 

Mr. THURMAN. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
ing from it. 

Mr. THURMAN. 


That was a mistake of the Clerk. 

It is not my mistake. 

Certainly not. 

I have the original resolution, and I am speak- 


Bat the motion of the Senator from Colorado 


was to put in those words after the word “ whereas” in the second | 


paragraph of the preamble. 

Mr. CONKLING. So the Senator bas said, and I admit that im- 
proves it. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Clerk can correct that. 

Mr. CONKLING. I took it as the resolution is and asthe Senate 
was about to vote upon it as noted by the Secretary ; and if he has 
made a mistake in this case, he has made one of the few mistakes he 
ever makes in the Senate. He is very careful about it. 
took his resolution, but asked him whether any other amendment 
was pending except the one proposed this morning, and he said no. 
Therefore 1 called attention to it, because as is now confessed all 
around it would have been quite unfortunate for the Senate in alump 


to take this preamble with the words “it is alleged ” preceding the | 


recitation of an act of Congress and making all the other allegations 
upon the absolute knowledge of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is will the Senate agree to 
the resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
“ alleged ” comes in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, 
reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas Congress did provide in the act of July 1, 1862, being an act entitled 
“An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Mis- 
souri River tothe Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same 
for postal, military, and other purposes ;" and also by the subsequent acts of July 


The preamble and resolution will be 


2, Ir64, March 3, 1069, and June 20, 1874, amendatory thereof, that ‘said railroad | 


and branches should be operated and used for all purposes of communication, 
travel, and transportation, so far as the public and Government are concerned, as 
one connected, continuous line, without any discrimination of any kind in favor of 
the business of any or either of said companies, or adverse to the road or business 
of any or either of the others ;"" aud upon such basis and contract with the said 
railroad company and its branches did grant to the Union Pacific Railroad Com- 
yany and branch companies large subsidies in bonds and lands of the United 
Kates, all for the purpose of aiding in the construction of said roads to be operated 
as aforesaid ; 


And whereas it is alleged that the said Union Pacific Railroad Company and its 
branch companies — 

Mr.CONKLING. That is the amendment now proposed, as I under- 
stand “it is alleged.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the modification. 

Mr. CONKLING,. That is the amendment of the mover. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado modifies the 
resolution, as he has a right to do under the rules. 

Mr. CONKLING. No doubt of it; I only wanted to know the fact. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading, as follows : 

And whereas it is alleged that the said Union Pacific Railroad Company and its 
branch companies, being the Kansas Pacitic Company, the Denver Pacilic Company 
the Central Pacitic of California, the Burlington and Missouri River Company, and 
the Sioux Cit y Branch, have heretofore neglected and still do neglect and refuse 
to operate their reads in accordance with said acts of Congress, but have heretofore 


operated and still do operate them in open violation of the same ; 
Aud whereas by reason of said defaults, and— 


Mr. CHAFFEE. I desire to have a correction made that I tried to 


have made before, “and whereas it is alleged that.” Those words’ 


should be inserted again in that part. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 
I have said that | 
when the Senator in this preamble recites an act of Congress there 


After the first word of the preamble “ whereas.” | 


| declared vacant before it ended. 


I not only | 


I should like to hear it read again to see where 


NOVEMBER 26, 


The Chief Clerk read as follows : 


And whereas it is alleged that by reason ef said defaults, and 
same, the Government of the Usited States and the public hax On acconnt of the 


: a rave been and stil] ; 
being damaged and deprived of their just and lawful rights and pein aa are 
| stipulated, detined, and agreed upon in said acts aforesaid: Theretore Neges as 
Be it resolved, That the President of the United States be, any 


; : ; - the j 
quested to inform the Senate what legal impediments, if any, exist 4. hereby, te 
him from executing said laws in accordance with the obligations acco prevent 


| agreements made by said Union Pacific Railroad Company and brnncoen _ 
the United States, as stipulated and agreed upon in the several acts afore with 


id 
Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President - 


SENATOR FROM SOUTH CAROLINA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour havin 
comes over from the session of Thursday last as unfi 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Ohio, [ 
which will be read for the information of the Senate 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be 
the consideration of the credentials of M. C. Butler, of South Ca: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the same ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. President, the contest now going on 
in the Senate has attracted the attention of the country; and from 
the peculiar position I occupy in relation to parties, I trast it wil] 
not be deemed ont of the way if I briefly state the reasons that jy. 
fluence my mind-to vote for the motion of the Senator from Ohio. 

There are three seats vacant in this body, and it is a matter of tho 
gravest concern to the people of South Carolina and Louisiana tha: 
those seats should be filled. Our legislation is binding on them 
whether they are represented here or pot, and they have a right to 
expect that the claims of the different contestants should be consid. 
ered and passed upon at the earliest practicable moment. I supposed 
| when this session opened that all these seats would either be filled or 
It is now too late to expect sucha 
result, and we are met with the motion of the Senator from Ohio to 
discharge the committee from the consideration of one of the cases, 
which has not been investigated by the committee. 

I had no agency in bringing forward this resolution. The mover 
doubtless knew what I never attempted to conceal, that my judg- 
ment did not approve the policy which has been pursued toward 
| the South since the close of the rebellion, and that I thought the 

Southern States should be represented by persons who are identified 

with the interests of their people; but whether one or the other of 
/ these contestants is entitled to a seat on this floor under the law, 
and if so which one, I express no opinion about. 

It is objected that this motion is against the usages of the Senate. 
This may be so, as a general thing, but there are exceptions to this 
rule; for the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BaYarp] a few days ago 
cited a case directly in point, and, if it be allowable to refer to the 

roceedings of the House of Representatives, only the last week a 
Representative from Maine moved to discharge the Committee on 
Elections from the further consideration of the Colorado contest on 
account of unnecessary delay. No one objected that that motion was 
either improper or unusual, and it resulted in fixing a day for the 
report. 

he practical inquiry arises, why should this case be continued 

longer in the committee? If oral testimony were needed to decide 
| it, itshould not be withdrawn; but it does seem to me that this tes- 
| timony is not required, and that the case can be decided on the facts 
| which the respective contestants agree upon. 
| It is easy to see that there is a difference of thought and opinion in 
} 


g expired, there 
Aished business 
Mr, THuRMay, } 


discharged trom 
rolina. 


The question is, will the Senate agree to 


the committee upon the legal conclusions deducible from those facts, 
and that this would result in making two reports. Why wait for 
them? They would undoubtedly de able, and would shed light on 
| this subject; but we can as well in the open Senate get this light. 
| Besides, in the evenly-balanced state of parties here, it is very clear 
| that reports upon such a subject differing radically in the conclu- 
sions would not receive the consideration,and attention which re- 
ports upon the ordinary business of the Senate are entitled to and 
do receive. 

The committee to-day has reported upon the Louisiana contest. | 
would as lief have voted upon that case as upon this; and if this 
report had been made before the motion of the Senator from Ohio, I 

| should have voted against his motion; but the Senator from Ohio 

| made his motion a week ago. In my opinion it should be first cou- 
sidered. I do this, Mr. President, with perfect respect for the com- 
mittee, for each member of it, and without intending the slightest 
discourtesy. I believe that now is the proper time to consider this 

| case in open Senate, and to determine the respective rights of the 

| parties. 

m The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, will the Senate agree 

| to the resolution? 7 

| Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I believe my honorable friend 

| from Illinois [Mr. Davis] is partly correct in speaking of the evenly 

| balanced state of parties in the Senate. Whether he referred to aul 

| the parties in the Senate or not, I do not know. {Laughter.] There 
are two parties in the Senate that are very nearly evenly balanced. 
How it is with the third, 1 do not know. [Laughter. 

|* Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The third is unanimous. (Laughter.) 

' “Mr. EDMUNDS. I assume that the third party is unauimous, 








—_———" 


Me esident; I cannot go on. : . ; 
* The VICE-PRESIDENT. That rests with the Senator from Ver- 
anghter. 

= AMTNDS. Vien we shall have order. The very statement 
hat my honorable friend has made leads me to think that if he would 
— ‘ta little he would see its error. It is only the other day that 
Scie himself in respect of the case of Eustis—I think that is the 
no » one of the Louisiana people, which on the face of it was a 
simple question arising on the state of the papers as they were read 
here by a Senator, saw with his usaal quickness and clearness of ap- 


prehension that there was a question of law involved, one that ought 


to be considered (as he stated, [ believe, himself) by a committee | 


and reported upon, not a dispute of facts, but that the committee 
ought to report aftera careful study anid investigation and examina- 
tion of authorities and of political | istory, and so on, in order that 
the Senate might be informed of the state of the law. But what says 


my friend now, inacase from South Carolina? There he thinks there 


is no dispute of facts, because he says the facts are conceded in the | 


twobriets. I donot know that. What authority has the Senator for 


saving that the facts are conceded? It may be that some honorable | 


friend of my political way of thinking may rise in his place and say 
that he disputes the facts asserted in the brief of Butler. It may 
be that some gentleman on the other side of the Chamber, belonging 
not to my friend’s party or to mine, may rise and say that he does 
not agree to the facts stated in Mr. Corbin’s brief. How are we to 


know,then? There is the difficulty, and it is impossible to get over | 


it upon any other theory than that we are to take it up as the 
Senator says we are likely to do, and to merely exert the physical 


strength of party votes, without regard to the law or the facts, in | 
order to see who is the strongest to put in his political friend. Would 
that be a good thing for the Senate of the United States todo? Ido | 


not think it would. I have had some occasion to be reviled in times 
gone by, when parties were — not quite so equally divided as 
they are now—there were only two then and there are three now— 
for thinking that there was value in an inquiry into the senatorial 
question in Louisiana and voting according to my convictions of the 
law as they appeared to me upon the facts reported by the commit- 
tee against the opinions of a very large majority of my political 
associates. 

Now, the evident tendency of what my friend proposes is to com- 
el me in exactly the way he states it to follow my party wishes, 
vecause I cannot get at the facts and have no time to study the law— 
I do not know what the truth is—to make all the presumptions in 
favor of one side. How it will affect him I do not know. As he has 
no presumptions in favor of either, he would have to shut his eyes 
and “ go it blind,” and, as he says, ‘first come first served; ” the first 
man that is proposed he would have to vote to let in, for all that I 
can see. That would hardly do, Mr. President. The mission of this 


body in respect of who compose it is not a party mission. ‘There was | 


atime, some twenty years ago, a notable case in respect of certain 
Senators from Indiana, where it is true that pa*ty heat and party 
—— according to the universal judgment of intelligent man- 
sind efterward, set the Constitution and the laws at defiance, and 
seated two men of a particular party; but it has not been true of 
late, as bad, as corrupt as parties are said to be, because parties have 


divided and some members of parties, of one party, I will not say of | 


both, because I believe it would not be true—but some members of 
one party have voted against the admission of one of their own 
political friends. Now does the Senator wish to drive all the mem- 


bers of that party, which still has some little vitality left, I suspect, | 
to do the same thing because they do not know what the facts are? | 
If he does, he is taking a very good way to do it. I do not think that | 


he can succeed. We shall see. 

But my friend says that there would not be any practical value in 
this report because it would be a divided report. Is there any prac- 
tical value, let me ask my honorable friend who has so lately come 


from that serene hall of justice a little way off, in the judgment of a | 


court that is not unanimous? Is there no value in the arguments of 
counsel? Is there vo value in the consultations and investigations 
of judges, although it may happen in the end that they do not all 
concur in opinion? My friend would not say that. He would say ex- 
actly the reverse. Wherefore, then, is this hot haste to do this anom- 


alous and extraordinary thing which, in respect of a seat of a Senator, | 


1 venture to believe—I have not looked up the precedents—has never 
been done or proposed before, in order that this claimant, this one 
claimant from the State of South Carolina, shall have his case passed 
upon without investigation and without inquiry. Can anybody an- 
swer the question ? 

It is said the committee have been dilatory. The committee say 
that they have not; that they had many cases, and they took the 
‘rst one, and have deliberately and diligently proceeded with it, and 
have now reported it; and it is stated in the newspapers of only yes- 
terday or the day before that this very applicant from South Caro- 
lina, his case coming on before the committee, had applied to have it 
postponed. Of course I do not know the secrets of the committee ; 
Ido not know how they get out. I do not know but that such hear- 
ings are public ; and, it they are, of course it is the right of everybody 
to know them. If that be true, is my honorable friend from Illinois 
in such a hurry iu respect to this matter that he is willing to force 
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| 
iend has just stated. [Laughter.) I hope we shall have order, 











this gentleman into the Senate against his own wish for a postpone- 
ment? Ofcourse he is not. I know my honorable friend too well; 
I have respected him too long to suspect such a thing. I therefore 
appeal to him to reconsider these suggestions that he has made, and 
to think whether it is not better for truth, for justice, for the law, 
that we should have even a divided report upon a mere question of 
law if that be well. We shall know then that it is a mere question 
of law, and nothing else, and shall have the respective views of Sen- 
ators who are charged with the duty of investigation upon it, in 
order to furnish light for our own guidance and our own instruction. 
Let us take up that case which the committee has reported, and 
| which of course is of just as high privilege as the other, we all agree, 

and consider that; and before we shall have finished the considera- 
tion of that I have not the least question we shall have the report 
| in this; and then we shall go on fairly, duly, justly, and shall not 

have inflicted a blow upon the fundamental principle of the consti- 
tution of this body in respect of the members that are to belong to it 
by turning it into a mere race and scramble of partisanship or a cor- 
rupt bargain or sale of votes if, as is alleged, that is the case which 
makes it necessary to hasten this matter. 

Mr. MCDONALD. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Vermont if he has any evidence of any corrupt bargain having 
| been had in respect to this or any other matter ? 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. I said “as is alleged.” I will answer my hon- 

orable friend a little further, however, and say that I do not possess 
myself any legal evidence, becanse I have sworn no witnesses. I will 
state for his information that I believe it, and 1 will add also that I 
believe, unless the majority of this body should stifle an inquiry, it 
will be proved. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I desire to say that I believe offers have been 
made from the other side. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. Mr. President, my honorable friend 
has now added to my statement an important circumstance. I had 
not suggested that there was any proof agaiust my honorable friend. 
I do net care which side of this Chamber a Senator sits who is in any 
way implicated in any corrupt bargain or improper proceeding, he 
must be dealt with; and if the Senator is correct in his information 
and belief he ought to unite with me. Before we admit anybody 
that has anything to do with such an affair into this Senate or keep 
him in, we should have an inquiry. 

Mr. McDONALD. I shall join with the Senator at any time in 
| seeking an investigation into that fact whenever he is ready for it. 
|} Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly my friend will have an opportunity if 
| he lives a very short time. My honorable friend from Illinois has 

stated what I was very sorry to hear him state; there is nothing im- 
| proper in the fact itself, but he has referred to the proceedings in 
| another branch of the legislative department of the Government. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I did not know that was not in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And he has brought that forward as an illustra- 
tion, or an authority, or a consideration for this step, which he says 
| be is about to take, to discharge this committee. I cannot go into 
those proceedings to show him or to show you that my friend has 
| misapplied the instance, in my opinion, because I am forbidden by 
the strict rules of parliamentary law and by that other consideration 
which should appeal to every member of this body and to every 
member of the other, and would to my friend, as I know, that wo 
cannot go into the discussion of what takes place in either House in- 
dependent of the mere rule, but upon principles of the highest pro- 
| priety. Of course, if we can debate those proceedings at all, we must 
debate them fully; we must go to the bottom of the matter, and we 
can all see that that would @aturally lead in many instances to a 
state of feeling, of bitterness, of misrepresentation, of collision, and 
of everything that is bad in government, which cannot be endured. 
That is the principle upon which the rule rests. If I were at liberty 
to refer in the slightest degree to what has taken place, I should feel 
authorized to state from the published proceedings that that body, 
| true to its high dignity and its seuse of justice, on a mere question 
of law on the face of the papers, declined to discharge its committee. 
But, as I say, I cannot go into it at all. 

Mr. President, I hope that {my honorable friend from Illinois and 
my honorable friends on the other side of this Chamber will be will- 
ing that this body shall proceed now to do those things in the last 
stages of its called session which are of the most absolute impor- 
tance to do, and which I cannot more particularly refer to with the 

doors open than I now do, and then proceed with these matters of 
privilege in their due order. To that end, I move that the Senate 
| proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Will the Senator withdraw that motion? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw it if my friend will renew it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Of course. I do not wish to say anything 
in reply to the speech of the Senator from Vermont except where he 
accnses me of inconsistency. He says that in the early part of the 
session I was unwilling to vote upon the Eustis case, and requested 
that that should be referred. It was perfectly clear that that was a 
question of law, but I had never examined it, never had heard of the 
| case really, and it did seem to me that it onght to be examined; but 

it has been a month since that took place, more than a month, five 
weeks ; and, if that was a simple question of law, why bas it not been 
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— 


reported upon? I then supposed that this committee would speedily 
report upon all these cases. 


fr. EDMUNDS. The same reason exists, probably, for that—I do 


not know anything about it—that often exists in the place from which | 
my friend has so lately come, where it takes a good while to dispose | 


of a dispnted and doubtful question of law. 

Now, Mr. President, I renew my motion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I was about to renew it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont moves that 
the Senate now proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. WHYTE called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. EATON, (when Mr. BARNUM’s name wascalled.) My colleague 
(Mr. BarNUM] is paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HAMLIN] 
on all questions of this character. 

Mr. EATON, (when his name was called.) Mr. President, owing to 
a terrible calamity in the family of the honorable Senator from Cali- 
fornia, [Mr. SARGENT, ] he is compelled to be absent, and recognizing 
the propriety of doing so, I have paired with him upon this and all 
questions of like character. 

Mr. HILL, (when his name was called.) For a reason which I 
deem entirely suflicient and proper I have agreed to pair to-day on 
all political questions withthe Senator from Alabama,[Mr.SPENCER. ] 
If he were present, he would vote “ yea” and I should vote “ nay” on 
this motion. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, (when his name was called.) 
the Senator from Minnesota, [ Mr. WINDOM. } 
would vote “ yea” and I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MAXEY, (when his name was called.) On political questions 
I am paired with the Senator, absent, from Michigan, [Mr. Ferry. ] 
Were he present, I should vote “nay” and he would vote “ yea.” 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
the Senator from Kgnsas,{[Mr. PLUMB.] Were my colleague here, he 
would vote “nay” and, 1 presume, the Senator from Kansaswould | 
vote “ yea.” 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Maine [Mr. BLAINE] is paired 
with the Senator from Oregon, [Mr. GROVER.] The Senator from 


Maine would vote “ yea” and the Senator from Oregon * nay,” I pre- 
sume, 


Mr. CONKLING. 
alluded to the fact, at the request of the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
HAMLIN ] I state that, being compelled to return to his home, he paired 


I am paired with 
If he were present, he 


upon this and like votes with the colleague of the Senator, [Mr. Bar- | 


NUM. 
Mr. McMILLAN. My colleague [Mr. WixpoM] is also necessarily 
absent from his seat, and is paired, as stated by the Senator from 


Virginia, (Mr. Jonnston.] My colleague would vote “yea” if he | 


were present. 
The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 30; as follows: 


aylvavia, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chafice, Christiancy, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, 
Edmunds, Hoar, Howe, Ingalls, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews, 
Mitchell, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, Rollins, Saunders, Teller, and Wadleigh—22. 

NAYS— Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davis of Tli- 
nois, Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Jones of 
Florida, Kernan, Lamar, McCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Merrimon, Morgan, 
Patterson, Randolph, Ransom, Saulsbury, Thurman, Vourbees, Wallace, Whyte, | 
and Withers—30. 


ABSEN T—Mesers. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Eaton, Ferry, Grover, Tlamlin, 
Hill, Johnston, Maxey, Plumb, Sargent, Sharon, Spencer, and Windom—15. 


So the motion was not agreed to. @ 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, if there are no facts now in | 
dispute in the South Carolina case, the contest between Mr. Butler 
and Mr. Corbin, that was equally true at the time of our executive 
session last March. If the credentials of those two gentlemen and | 
the contest between them at that time constituted a good ground for 
the reference of that contest and those credentials to a committee, 
then my friends upon the other side of the Chamber were right in voting | 
to send those matters to a committee and I was right in voting with 
them for that purpose. If there were no facts in dispute and no ques- 
tion of law indispute which rendered it proper to send that case to a 
committee, then my friends on the other side were wrong in voting to 
send it to a committee and I was wrong in voting with them to that 


end. Thequestion stands to-day just as it stoodthen. Having voted 
to send that case to a committee, I can see no ground on which I | 
could justify a vote for discharging that committee, unless I were | 
satisfied that oe had purposely omitted their duty or proceeding as | 
rapidly as possible with the business of that committee. After the 
explanations that have been made here by the members of that com- 
mittee and after hearing, as I heard the other day from the Senator 
from Georgia who occupies a place upon the committee, [Mr. HILL, ] | 
that he did not impute to them any want of good faith in their pro- 
ceedings in the business of the committee, I cannot vote to discharge 
that committee without casting an imputation upon them. I there- | 
fore shall not vote to discharge them. 

I wish further to say that | am as anxious as the gentleman from 
Illinois who has just addressed us for the speedy decision of this 
case. I feel the importance, and have all along felt the importance, 
of coming to as speedy a decision as was practicable, for the purpose 
of allowing those States to be represen I agree with the geutle- 


My colleague [Mr. ARMSTRONG] is paired with | 


| ber. 
| considering—autterly surprised, and have not recovered from it yet. 
YEAS—Messrs. Allison. Anthony, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Penn- | 


| man from Illinois upon that point. There is no dispute betwe 
| but I wish to proceed in a proper and orderly manner, so as a = 
hold of the facts and to have the committee investigate both the 
facts and the law to learn just what is in dispute. I think it the 
shorten the discussion here. It is my belief that before y _— 
| through with this discussion it will be found that there are feet 7" 
| dispute as well as law; but so anxious have I been for a speedy. - 
| port upon all these cases of contested elections of Senators th: ae 
| have spoken to more than ove member of that committee and eo 
| tothem in plain words that, unless they were proceeding jp er 
faith with the utmost fidelity and with the utmost speed to a 
of these cases, whenever I became satisfied that there was any ston 
tional delay merely for the sake of delay, I should vote to discharge 
the committee. Such has been my feeling from the commencement 
such it is now. But, supposing the committee would make a re = 
I have entirely neglected to investigate the facts, and without the 
facts it was impossible to investigate the law to any extent, Ido 
not wish to take up the case piecemeal and have it all to £0 over 
again; and, if the vote is taken now, it may be I shall have to yo; 
in the dark, as was said by the Senator from Vermont. : 

But this one thing I will say, I do not know upon investigation y 
to this hour which way I ought to vote upon that question ; bat it 
it is possible for me to find out what the law is, as applied to th. 
facts when ascertained, I shall vote according to the law, and just 
as readily if the vote should be in favor of Mr. Butler as if it should 
be in favor of Mr. Corbin, and so I shall with all the other cases 
which may come up. I intend to follow what I believe to be the 
law. But if the Senators on the other side will not give us an oppor- 
tunity of having a report of a committee so as to concentrate some. 
what the matters of law and fact and to get the necessary facts to. 
gether in a logical order, that I can investigate them, I shall be com. 
pelled to vote in the dark. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, my own political position is somewhat 
peculiar, I fear, and perhaps I ought to say a word or two in justiii- 
cation of the vote I propose to give cn the pending motion. The case 
is evidently one full of interest. It could not well help being so, 
Other struggles on other fields not less important than this have trans. 
spired before to-day. Dominion has been transferred from one dy- 
nasty to another by movements quite as sudden and guite as uaex- 


| pected as that by which it is now proposed to transfer the Senate 
Although the Senator from Connecticut has | 


from one party toanother. I am very glad, sir, that so large a portion 
of the world as can crowd these galleries come here to sce the thing 
done. I would not quite like that the delivery should be made with- 
out an audience. The honorable Senator from Georgia [Mr. Hit} 
| the other day avowed himself to be the victim of surprise. 

allow me to offer him the tribute of a heartfelt sympathy. Here is 
another victim standing here. He wassurprised, if I understood him, 
at a certain resolution agreed to in a committee of which he was a men- 
I was surprised at the mere making of the motion we are now 


He will 


Perhaps I ought not to have been surprised by the making of that 

motion, nor by the success which seems so far to have attended it. 
| Perhapsif I had been as well informed as a Senator should be, I would 
not have been surprised. Perhaps if I had been as well informed as 
some citizens of the Republic who are not Senators, I would not have 
been surprised. ‘This motion was made on Tuesday last, and the 
world was notified of it in the press of the next morning. I saw in 
a journal issued in this city on Thursday morning an extract from a 
newspaper published in the city of Pittsburgh, the date not given, 


| but the paragraph must have been been read in Pittsburgh before the 


honorable Senator from Ohio launched his motion upon the Senate, 
and which called the attention of its readers at that early hour of 
that early day to the struggles which the journalist thought was even 


| then pending in the Senate ; and while I was sitting here altogether 


unconscious of the blow impending, the citizens of Pittsburgh were 
aroused with the first notes of the struggle and with the detail of the 


| forces by which the great end was to be accomplished. 


Mr. President, why ought this committee to be now discharged 
from the consideration of the subject referred to it in March last! 
Various reasons have been urged. It is said that seats which ought 
to be filled are still vacant. The fact is undeniable. We do not ask 


| the Senate to postpone for an hour the work of filling seats. There 


are two seats vacant from a State which is not called South Carolina. 
Touching the merits of the claimants to one of those seats, we are at 
last advised after the fullest consideration of a committee of this 
body. Their report is spread before us. If it be the sole object of 
Senators to fill seats, and they are willing to do it advisedly, would 
as lief do it after consideration as before, why not proceed now to con- 
sider the report made this morning? To that objection is made, and 
the objection of a single Senator puts the consideration of that case 
beyond the power of the Senate for the day. I submit; but I reply 
that while the Senate sits here declarin that it will not consider 4 
claim upon which you have the advice of your committee, gentlemen 
ought to assign some other reason than the mere vacuity of a seat for 
insisting that we shall now proceed to consider the claim urged to 4 
seat upon which we have no advice, no information, no report. 

Mr. President, we have already been reminded that these ereden- 
tials were referred to a committee in March last. The Senator from 
Ohio in bringing forward this motion the other day urged it upon 
the ground that there was uo disputed fact in the case. He may be 
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nght ; but every fact is in the case to-day and every disputed ques- 

othe case to-day that was in if in March last. Then there 
ei son this floor the Senator so well informed that he felt equal 
was nos OE ynsibility of voting on this question, and when the propo- 
. - > 5 mane to refer the credentials of these claimauts to a com- 
Se dens was not the Senator upon the floor who had an objection 
aan against it. With the unanimous consent of everybody in the 
canaie the reference was made. The seals were knocked off the doors 
of the committee-room the other day, and we have had a full history 
of what has taken place in the committee, and from that narrative it 
aypears that from the day the reference was made down to this there 
“Pt coats has not been a fact laid before the committee, but there has 
“oe been a motion made in the committee with relation to this matter ; 
there has been no complaint of delay, no hint of want of diligence, 
no member of the committee of any political party, of either of the 
three political parties which have been referred to this morning, has 
complained of delay in making the report or taken the first step to 
ond that delay. While the committee was doing the work assigned 
to it in the way and with a diligence satisfactory to every member 
of it, a portion of the Senate seems to have become impatient and this 
motion is launched upon the Senate, not to terminate their deliber- 
ations, but to forbid the committee from beginning deliberation upon 
this question. How does it happen that, when in this Senate there 
was not a man who did not in March last seek the advice of a com- 
mittee of the body, there was so large a number of the Senators per- 
fectly willing to forego the investigations and the advice of that com- 
mittee on Wednesday last ? 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] appealed to the sense 
of honor which he thought ought to animate the Senate. He seemed 
to inquire rather complainingly if there were not left in the Senate 
of the United States a sense of the obligations of any kind of honor 
except those springing from financial obligations. The criticism, I 
think, with all respect to the Senator, was a little too general. If 
there is anything in this particular claim which addresses itself to 
the honor of the Senate peculiarly, I do not think the intimation 
should have gone to the country that the whole Senate was insensi- 
ble to the dictates of honor. There certainly were thirty democrats 
on this floor as keenly alive to the dictates of honor as the Senator 
from Delaware could ask, and it seems that there were two repab- 
licans, so far as we can judge from their votes on this question, as 
keenly alive to the dictates of honor as the Senator from Delaware 
was, as ready to respond to the calls of honor, and who responded 
quite as promptly, if not as enthusiastically, as the Senator from 
Delaware. 

But, certainly, Mr. President, I think there is no claim upon the 
honor of the Senate to attend to this particular case to the exclusion 
of both the other cases which have been presented to the Senate and 
one of which comes back to the Senate from the committee again 
this morning. But if no good reason can be assigned why this com- 
mittee should be discharged, we may just as well discharge it if there 
is no good reason why it should not be discharged; but I have a 
good reason for not agreeing to that discharge myself. I am one of 
the unfortunates here, one of the laggards in investigation. I do 
not know what this South Carolina question is. I have thought I 
had a right, under the rules of your body, to the advice of a commit- 
tee since you had sought it, and I thought I might much more safely 
for the cause of justice wait for that advice than undertake to inves- 
tigate for myself. Besides that, I thought I had a very good excuse 
for not attempting to investigate it. I happened to be myself a 
member of several other committees of this body, and the labors of 
some of those committees, it is well known to the Senate, have occu- 
pied a great deal of time since this session commenced. I have had 
uo time to expend upon the South Carolina question. Until within 
the last twenty-four hours I could have given not the most shadowy 
statement of what the South Carolina question is. I happened to 
meet with my colleague, [Mr. CAMERON,] who is better informed 
than I am, and putting to him some few questions, leading perhaps, 
lam able to say that 1 have an impression about it this morning, but 
not the impression upon which I should like to vote. I think I have 
a right to ask as one man, at least I have a right to vote as one mem- 
ber of the Senate, not to meet the issue in this case until I can be 
authentically advised by a committee of the Senate. And for this 
reason, a reason perhaps which holds good with no Senator on this 
floor save myself, I shall feel compelled to vote against this motion ; 
aud I think with these remarks I shall be content to rest my defense 
of my own vote. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, it was not my intention to ad- 
dress the Senate to-day. I propose to-morrow on the main question 
to address the Senate at some length; but if I cau say anything that 
will quiet the alarm of my republican friends on this side of the 
Chamber I want to do it. 
party; but I never saw it so fluttered in my life as it is just now, and 
for no cause in the world. What is the question before this body? 
The {uestion is on a resolution to discharge the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections from the consideration of the case of M. C. But- 
ler, of South Carolina. Gentlemen who rise on this side of the 
Chamber and find fault with certain persons, their associates, for 
voting as they do on this resolution, should first admit and confess 
Whose fault it is that this motion is before usto-day. We have been 
i session since the 15th of October, and there has been no moye- 
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The republican party has been a brave | 
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ment, no report from the Committee on Privileges and Elections in 
regard to any of these cases. Every Senator on this side of the 
Chamber has known the anxiety that reports should be made on 
these cases. Frequently have I told my friends on this side of the 
Chamber that if the report in the Kellogg case came up I would stand 
by that report until it was settled; and I never told a democrat on 
the other side of the Chamber except General Butler that if this mo- 
tion was made in his case I would vote for it in preference to voting 
on Kellogg’s case. I toli General Butler that if the Kellogg report 
was delayed and not brought up until after his friends should bring 
up the motion for his admission I would stand by the motion in his 
favor. Now, if that is corruption, call it corruption, and make the 
most of it. 

Mr. President, I am a Senator on this floor. I have taken the same 
oath that every other Senator has taken; I propose to do my duty ; 
and there is no power in the Senate or out of it that can drive mo 
from what I believe is right. Iam prepared to give the Senate and 
the country the reasons why I vote for the admission of M. C. Butler 
as a Senator from South Carolina, and I am ready to stand or fall 
upon the verdict of the public when I give those reasons. There has 
been so much said on this question in the newspapers and ou the 
streets that I do not propose to reply to it; but I do propose to reply 
to some things that have been said here. It is said that I propose to 
transfer the political power of this body to the democratic party. 
No man living has authority to quote me for such a purpose. I would 
sooner lose my right arm than do anything to endanger the supremacy 
of the republican party. If voting for General M. C. Butler because 
he is honestly and fairly elected is to destroy the republican party, 
God knows it ought to be destroyed very soon. The republican party 
cannot be affected by a question of right; but gentlemen ask me to 
do wrong. Seating General M. C. Butler makes but one more demo- 
cratic vote on the opposite side of the Chamber. It is not my fault 
that the case of Kellogg is not before the Senate and that bis 
case was not voted upon before the case of General Butler was 
brought up. I had no control over this matter. If it had been left 
with me, I would not have brought up this resolution, but it is 
here, and I stand here to represent the people of South Carolina, 
When I vote for General M. C. Butler, I know [ am voting to carry 
out the will and the wish of the people whom I have the honor to 
represent on this floor. They believe he was elected. The courts 
have decided that the Legislature which elected him is a legal and 
a lawful body, and I am bound to obey their mandate; and I pro- 
pose to do it. 

Now, Mr. President, some people affect surprise at my vote. 
There is not a Senator on this side of the Chamber who does not 
know that it was published all summer that I would vote for the 
admission of General M.C. Butler. When the Legislature met uader 
the call of Governor Hampton on the 24th of April, 1877, 1 was at 
Columbia. The Chamberlain government had vanished. Whose 
fault was that? I think there are around me some gentlemen who 
stood by the President and who, advised the President to commit 
what I think the greatest blunder of his administration, and that 
was to remove the troops from the State-house in South Carolina. I 
fought that policy as Jong as I could, and I wish I could have con- 
tinued to fight it until this day; but 1 was stricken down and my 
party went down with me. 

My friends assembled in Columbia after the Legislature was or- 
ganized. I took their advice upon this question; lawyers and mem- 
bers of the senate and members of the house, who had voted for me, 
Isnbmitted to them the question: ** Now, what must I do?’ and they 
all told me, with very few exceptions: “All you can do now 1s to vote 
to seat Butler. They say the Hampton Legislature is legal, lawful, 
and constitutional; we think it is better for the peace and quiet and 
protection of our people that you should not antagonize them on that 
question, and that you should vote to seat General Butler.” I have 
plenty of witnesses here to the truth of that statement. I returned 
to Washington in May. I had an interview with a reporter of the 
National Republican of this city, in which I announced distiuctly 
that I would vote for Batler’s admission and gave the reason. It 
went all over the country. But now, because my friends on this side 
of the Chamber, who believed I would not do it, who believed they 
could persuade me not todo so—perhaps some of them were silly 
enough to believe they could bulldoze me into not doing it—affect 
great surprise. After what I have passed through in South Carolina 
injeight years in political campaigns, I do not propose to be bulldozed 
in this Senate.. It is not a good place to wind up the bulldozing 
operation. To show the feeling of the republicans in South Caro- 
lina, I may mention that on last Thursday, when this subject was 
before the Senate, and before I had voted upon it, I received a dis- 
patch, which I shall read, from a friend in New York, a citizen of 
South Carolina, one of the most prominent republicans there and a 
man who spent as much money in the campaign last year as any man 
in the State to secure you your seat, Mr. President, and Mr. Hayes his 
seat. He telegraphed from New York to me as follows: 

New York, November 22, 1877. 
Hon. J. J. Patrerson, Senate 

Stand firmly by Butler. It is the only hope we have got. 

There is one rule I have always followed in life, and that is to take 
the advice of friends and people who are as much interested as my- 
self in the question ; and it is a pretty safe rule. 1 am very sorry 
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that Gen. Butler is a democrat. I wish he were a republican; but 
I cannot chance him. It is not my fault. 

My friend from New York, (Mr. CONKLING,] for whom I entertain 
as much respect as I do for any man in this Chamber, in his good- 
natured way the other day talked about holy or unholy alliances. 
Well, I do not know whether he referred to me or not; but I am 
voting to seat M. C. Butler, and I suppose that gives color to the 
idea that I have formed some alliances with the democratic party. 
I have no doubt it is a surprise to the democrats, because this is the 
first time they ever got any aid and comfort from me. I have been 
in this Senate nearly five years, and you can refer to my record. My 
record has been straight and square; I never voted to lower the flag ; 
some others did; I did not. 

I do not know what my friend from New York refers to by “ holy 
or unholy alliances.” I have stated all I have had to do with this 
question. If that is a holy alliance, or if it is an unholy alliance, or 
if it isa corrupt bargain, let the world know it, and I will take the 
responsibility of my action before my people and before the country. 
I am first responsible to my people in South Carolina for my action 
here, and I will let them say whether it is a corrupt bargain; I will 
let them say whether it is a holy oran unholy alliance for me to vote 
for the man of their choice when he was fairly, and honestly, and 
legally elected. I call upon the democrats on the other side of the 
Chamber to say whether I ever offered any terms to them or proposed 
any? Ihave a recollection of talking to perhaps the Senator from 
Mississippi, { Mr. ee and the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Gor- 
DON, ] and telling them that I would vote for Butler, and also to my 
friend from North Carolina, [Mr. Ransom.] I know distinctly I 
have told him over and over again that I would vote for Butler. 

Mr. LAMAR. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? I think 
he is under a misapprehension. I have no recollection at all of his 
ever having made any such statement to me. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I cannot recollect. I know I did not talk to 
many but I thought I had spoken to my friend from Mississippi. It 
makes no difference, however; but this is what I want to say: that if 
there has been any unholy alliance or any bargain I am not a party 
to it. Isay right here to the Senator from Vermont that I hope he 
will ask the Senate to appoint a committee of investigation and let 
us see whether there has been formed a corrupt bargain, and I want 
the world to know whether I am a party to it. I challenge such an 
investigation ; and I say it is not fair, I say it is not kind, to use no 


believes there has been a corrupt bargain because two of his fellow- 
Senators choose to vote differently from what he does. The Senator 
from Vermont voted against the admission of Pinchback. Why? 
Because he thought it was right to vote that way. Did I, who voted 
for Pinckback’s admission because I thought it was right to vote that 
way, get up in this body and charge a corrupt bargain? No; I have 
too mach respect for him and too much respect for myself to dosuch 
a thing. He had a right to vote against Pinchback’s admission. 
Why? Because he thought he was not elected. I voted for his ad- 
mission, not because he was a republican, not to maintain a repub- 
lican supremacy in this body, but because I believed he was elected. 
Right here now, republican Senators, because I am a republican Sen- 
ator, bring up any question of party if you dare before this body ; 


bring up any question that is legitimately a party question, if you | 


dare, and I will vote as squarely as any of you. Make a motion to 
reconsider the vote on Pinchback’s case and I will vote to seat him. 
liow many of you will do that? Where are those gentlemen who 
voted to keep him out? Isaw in a newspaper that some Senator 
who had voted to keep Pinchback ont said he wished he had voted 
to put himin. Now let that Senator get up and make a motion to 
reconsider that vote and let us have that question over again ; and I 
will vote for him just as I did before. 

Mr. President, | have talked a great deal longer than I intended 
todo. I have some feeling about this matter. oes acting upon my 
own responsibility, and I propose to do it. I have been read out of 
the republican party because I am casting this vote. By whom? 
Who is the man who has the right to read me out of the republican 
party? There is not a man upon this floor, I do not care who he is, 
who was in the republican party one hour before I was. I have been 
a consistent member of the republican party since its organization. I 
never voted for a democrat in my life for any office. If God lets me 
live, I never will. I never bolted a ticket in my life. I have stood 
by the flag, and I propose to continue the good fight; but if voting 
upon my oath, and on my conscience, and on my full responsibility 
as a Senator, for a man who is honestly and legally elected, as de- 
clared by the constituted authorities of the country, by the supreme 
court of my State, is treason to the party, because that man is a 
democrat, I say the men who make that charge are not the true 
friends of the republican party. 

The republican party of this country is the party of right. It is 
brave enough and strong enough at all times and under all circum- 
stances to do what is right. Let every member of that party do 
that and maintain the proud character of that great party that I 
love as dearly as I love my life. I say here that no Senator upon 
this floor has made more sacrifices to maintain that party in the 
Southern States, on that uncongenial soil, than Ihave. Read me out 
of the republican party! Men are reading me out of the republican 
party in Pennsylvania who threw eggs at me for making republican 
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speeches there in 1856. They were as bitter democrats then 
pretend to be warm republicans now. Let me say to my re } 
an friends on this side of the Chamber, Possess your souls inne 
the power of the republican party in the Senate and its sy an ‘ 

will not be transferred to the other side. “The star of oa" y 
which my friend from New York referred the other day, is = - > 
westward by my vote. Oh, no, there is no danger of ‘that. The 6 
— on this side of the Chamber should bear with me as ther 
1ave borne with my friend from Vermont and other Senators wi. 
have differed with them. I ask for my poor humble self a |itt|. - 
the forbearance that you extend to that giant, [ Mr. EpMunps. } Who 
he can do, in the name of God allow me to do, will you not? - 

There is one personal matter that I propose to refer to since | a 
on the floor, and I make this reference to the matter more to do ce 
tice to the gentleman who is asking a seat upon this floor Seen 
State than to myself. I have been so accustomed all my life to be 
misrepresented by the newspapers, that I do not care very much y hat 
our friends up there in the reporters’ gallery say. It was published 
in a newspaper the other day that General Butler met me in a private 
corridor of the Chamber, and ordered me to come in here and yoto 
upon a motion. I wrote a card to the newspaper; I hoped it would 
be satisfactory, but any person who will read the newspaper wii 
find it was not. The editor of the newspaper pretends to say that ho 
has reliable information that the statement that he made is true and 
that the statement I make is untrue. I have this to say in regard to 
that statement: When the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epycyps) 
moved to strike out the name of “ M. C. Butler, of South Caroling” 
and insert the name of “ William Pitt Kellogg, of Louisiana,” | went 
out into the corridor; I there met General Butler, and he said: 
“ Senator, that is a party question ; I cannot ask you to vote against 
that motiun; it may place you in a false position with your own 
party; I have so told Senator CONOVER; Senator CONOVER has gone to 
1is committee-room, and he is not going to vote, and the motion wil] 
prevail by the casting vote of the Vice-President.” 

Mr. CONOVER. If the Senator will allow me a moment, I wish 
to verify the statement he has made, and to state that General Butler 
told me he regarded that as a party question, and requested me not 
to vote upon that question, and therefore I did not. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I said to General Butler in answer, that if the 
Kellogg matter had been brought up first that I had always told him 


as they 
die. 
ace: 


| that I would vote on the Kellogg case until it was disposed of, but as 
harsher words, for a Senator to rise on this floor and assert that he 


the friends of Governor Kellogg had delayed the motion and his 
friends had got the precedence I felt it due to him, at least, to bring his 
case before the Senate, and that I would go in and vote against the 
motion. General Butler remonstrated with me and did not want me 
to vote, but I came in and voted. I did it then, and 1 will do it now, 
and I will do it as often as it becomes necessary ; so that it may just 
as well be understood first as last. As to the language that the news- 
paper says was used by Gencral Butler, it is simply untrue. I have 
never in my intercourse with General Butler, in eight years, known 
him to be anything else but a gentleman ; aud there is not a man who 
lives here or in South Carolina who will gainsay what I assert. | 
make this statement in his defense, because he is not on this tloor to 
defend himself. When he gets here, if he ever does, he can defend 
himself. 

Mr. President, in conclusion I have just one or two words to say. | 
know I am misrepresented all over the country. Iam held up asa 
traitor to my ar. I have great respect for newspaper men, the 
reporters, for I used to be one myself, and I have a kind feeling for 
them, and I know how easy it is for them to write articles, and send 
off what they hear, and a good deal that they do not hear, although 
they do not mean any harm by it. But I want to say here in the 
Senate, and I hope they will let it goalong with what they say, (they 
may say whatever they please about me, and abuse me as much as 
they please,) that in voting for General Butler I am trying to carry 
out the will of my own people. They want him as their Senator; and 
when I use the word “people,” Ido not mean alone the democratic 
party, I mean the republican party of South Carolina. I say to-lay 
that I believe I am representing the best interests and wishes of the 
republican party in South Carolina when I vote to seat General M. 
C. Butler. aie other circumstances, if they had not been over- 
thrown and abandoned, it would have been very different; but under 
their peculiar circumstances, I know that I am acting in accord with 
their wishes, and at the same time carrying out the law. 

Mr. President, this is all that I have to say until to-morrow, when 
I pro to address myself to the merits of the question. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, I have nothing to say against 
the explanation of the Senator from South Carolina. I agree with 
him that it does not necessarily determine the question whether o 
man is arepublican or not because he may vote for General Butler z 
for any other particular man. I do not know, as I have already sai 
to the Senate, that I myself should vote for General Butler. | cer- 
tainly shall if upon the facts as I shall understand them the law ’ 
with him, and I should still claim to be a republican. But while i 
say this with reference to the explanation, I must say also that, hay ~~ 
a great reverence for logic, the Senator from South Carolina = 

barely intimated one argument to show that he is a strong rep 1 
lican. I think he searcely did justice to himself on that point, and 

| wish to help him out of that as far as my feeble abilities will permit. 
I refer to his logic upon the main question that General Butler 1s 
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1. Now, asl understand him, he blamed the Administration 
clectee. withdrawn the troops from South Carolina, and said he 
for = canieal it just as long he could. ; 

* P PATTERSON. Will the Senator allow me to correct him? I 
did not blame him, but I said that he did it. I do not blame any 
we CHRISTIANCY. The Senator did say, however, that he fought 
against that as long as he could. ; 
"Mr. EDMUNDS. And that it was the greatest blunder the Admin- 
istration had committed. : 

Mr. PATTERSON. I said it was a great blunder, but I did not 
blame anybody for it. sa 3 1 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The Senator said it was the greatest blunder 
the Administration had committed. Very well. Itmay beso. Iam 
only looking at the logic of the matter, not disputing the fact. 

Now, I believe that military force was there to pees, sot did 
protect a certain Legislature known as the Chamberlain legislature, 
sitting in the State-house. I believe that was the Legislature which 
was under the protection of the military, and I wish to inquire of the 
Senator, for that seems to be a point involved in his logic, if he be- 
lieves that it was a just and proper policy for any administration to 
protect an illegal Legislature? If not, it must be put on the ground 
that he wished to see that military protection because it was the 
legal Legislature. If the legal Legislature, then Mr. Corbin would 
be the man who was elected, for I believe it does turn out upon all 
the papers that I have seen that that was the Legislature that 
sought to elect Mr. Corbin. \ mah ie 

Now, as there can be but one legal Legislature sitting in the State 
at the same time, he must therefore infer that the Legislature which 
was called the Hampton legislature, and which elected Mr. Butler, 
was an illegal Legislature. Now, if the Senator can stand with an 
administration that would protect an illegal Legislature, I think he 
proves his republicanism to an extreme to which I cannot go. That 
is all I wish to say, merely in regard to the logic of his explanation. 

Mr. CONOVER. Mr. President, it is well known to every Senator 
that [am not alawyer. I have not the vanity to suppose that I can 
cope in debate upon this question with the able and distinguished 
lawyers of the Senate. It might be better to amend the Constitu- 
tion so as to provide that questions involving grave matters of con- 
stitutional or statutory law should be decided by our Judiciary Com- 
mittee or by the lawyers of the Senate, as appeals are decided by the 
jaw-lords in the Parliament of England; but such is not the case. 
By the rules of the Senate, when the yeas and nays have been ordered 
and the roll is called, every Senator, be he lawyer, doctor, merchant, 
or granger, must answer yea or nay, and that, too, without debate. 
It has been my habit on all previous like occasions to give a silent 
vote, as dictated by my judgment and conscience. I should take the 
same course now, but for the remarkable language employed by some 
Senators in the debate upon this question last week and again to- 
day. The senior Senator from New York, speaking of the motion to 
lay this resolution on the table, was pleased to say, with the irony 
aud sarcasm of which he is a master: 

Mr. President, this proceeding yesterday was not accidental or careless. I am 
positive in affirming that this was not heedless or accidental. The motion tolay on 
the table was not a stray motion. The Senator from Massachusetts had, I think, 
considered it. Other Senators had considered italso. It was not by accident that 
1 lost not one moment, when the motion was made, in demanding the yeas and nays 
upon it. My papers was to as the motion to lay on the table beyond the reach of 
recall or power of withdrawal by anybody. I have no hesitation in avowing my 
reason for this. There had been, if not rumors, whispers of new and strange 
alliances. Itis to be hoped they are holy alliances. There had been whispers of 
alliances pending for some time, and which were yesterday suspected to have 
ripened into certainty—alliances relied upon to cuneber the majority from one side 
to the other side of the Senate. I felt it my right to ascertain by tho earliest method 
who were the allies—the reserves and recruits—and how many there are. It seemed 
that a motion to lay on the table, not being debatable, would produce a very early 
revelation of the coalition and show how it was thatthe control of the Senate was 
to pass away from the majority as heretofore constituted, and, like the star of Em- 
pire, “ westward take its way.” I was quite particular, therefore, to get upon the 
Journal the fact that the constitutional one-fifth of the Senate had ordered the yeas 
and nays to be taken; my object, of course, being that the forty-fourth rule of the 
Senate might operate, &c. 

Mr. President, the Senate is now engaged, as it has often been be- 
fore, in deciding upon the claims of rival contestants for a seat in 
this body. What is the duty of the Senate and of every Senator in 
such a case? Not being a lawyer myself, I naturally turn to the ex- 
pressed sentiments of lawyers in this body. In the debates on the 
question of the admission of Mr. Pinchback as a Senator from Louisi- 
ana, the Senator from Vermont broke away from the majority of his 
party and voted with the democrats. 

Turning to the CONGRESSIONAL RecorD for March 3, 1876, page 
1436, you will find the vindication that Senator gave of the now un- 
pardonable crime of er Te conviction and conscience against the 


conceive of no excuse upon which Senators with a different opinion could be al- 
lowed to persuade themselves to believe that any consideration of wish expedi- 
ency, interest, peace even, should interfere with the calm majesty of the guiding 
law that appeals to us as judges, and in no other w ay, and that should have its free 
course. And I have felt something of chagrin, sir, on one or two of the occasions 
when this subject has been before us, at seeing what seemed to me (although I 
hope I may have been mistaken) to be something of that spirit which proceeding 
from the best motives, is yet, if allowed to attect a question of this kind, equally 
fatal to the true interests of the country and to the real perpetuity of the Consti- 
tution as if some motive of partiality, or prejudice, or expediency should find a 
place in considerations still less grave than these. F 

If, then, lam right in supposing that our duty is a narrow anda simple one, 
and that we are to exclude from it every knowledge of the politics of this claim- 
ant, every knowledge of everything which bis vote in this body, if admitted, may 
affect, of everything which the absence of his vote here may affect, the question 
is, what are we to do! F 



































































Mr. President, this is the defense the Senator from Vermont made 
for himself when he was situated as I am now, following his con- 
science regardless of the cry of his party. The Senator from New 
York said nothing in reply about holy alliances or political coalitions. 
He did not denounce the Senator from Vermont as an “ally,” “reserve ” 
or “recruit” of the democratic party, because upon that occasion he 
was voting with the democrats. It is true that in a party sense it rs) 
was not as important then whether Pinchback should be admitted Bo) 
or not as it now is whether Mr. Butler shall be admitted or not, be- : 
cause the republicans had a greater majority then than they have 
now. But, who will do the Senator from Vermont the injustice to 
say that he would have done otherwise than he did, even had the 
seating of Pinchback been necessary to the preservation of republi- 
can control of this body? Or, who supposes that he will now vote 
to seat Mr. Kellogg, unless it can be shown that the cases are materi- 
ally different, and that the republican administration in Louisiana 
recognized by President Grant had less right and power to elect a 
Senator than the administration of that State which President Hayes 
has expressly refused to recognize. Whatever course the Senator 
from Vermont shall determine it to be his duty to pursue, there is 
little fear that the Senator from New York will denounce him as a 
recruit of the democratic party. 

If the Senator from Vermont correctly apprehended his duty and ‘ 
stated it accurately in the langnage I have quoted, then Iam safe 4 
in following his declarations to their just aud legitimate conclusions. 

If he was mistaken, learned as he is in the law, still 1, who am not a 

lawyer at all, may hope to be excused for marching uuder his banner. ‘ 
At all events, accepting the rule laid down by that Senator as the 
rule of duty for me to-day, I come to state the reasons why I shall 
vote to seat Mr. Butler. 

Not being a lawyer, I can neither wield nor comprehend the quirks 
and subtleties of the law, and disregarding them altogether and look- 
ing with unprofessional eyes I see a democratic State administration 
in South Carolina, recognized by President Hayes, the leader and 
head of our party. 

If the democrats carried the State, as our President has determined, 
I cannot see why they have not a right to elect a Senator belonging 
to their own party. I am not willing to oppose the decision the l’res- 
ident has made upon this subject, and 1 am not willing to stultify 
myseli by saying that a democratic State elected a republican Sen- 
ator. g 

Bitter fountains cannot pour forth sweet waters ; no more can dem- 
ocratic States elect republican Senators. This democratic State has 
not done so, 

Again, I understand that the supreme court of South Carolina has : 
decided that the Legislature ~whiak elected Mr. Butler was the legal 
Legislature of the State. Can we go back of that decision? I think 
not. It has been recently decided by a tribunal the like of which 
never sat on earth, a tribunal called into existence to lead the nation 
out of a wilderness of trouble and gloom, composed of judges of the 
Supreme Court, Senators, and members of the House of Representa- 
tives—lawyers all—that the Senate and House of Representatives ‘2 
combined could not go behind the decision of the returning board of 
a State, even in case of actual fraud, to determine who were the duly- 
elected electors of Louisiana, and that this results from the right of 
a State to regulate her own affairs. How, then,can we now go behind 
the decision of the supreme court of the State as to which of the two 
bodies is the rightful Legislature of that State? There may be cun- 
ning reasons satisfactory to lawyers, some mysterious logic so deep in 
the law as to be beyond common comprehension, why, to elect a re- 
publican President, we can hold ourselves concluded by the decision we 
of a State returning board, and at the same time, to prevent a demo- 
cratic Senator from taking his seat, we can go behind the decision of 
the supreme court of the State. Such adroitness may be familiar to 
the profession, but laymen cannot be expected to understand it, nor “ 
can plain, honest men be expected to be governed by it. I could not i 2 
vote to disregard the decision of the supreme court of South Carolina it 8 
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demands of party interest. The Senator from Vermont said : without feeling that I was voting against the legitimacy of the Presi- j 
We are acting in this particular case under the Constitution of the United States, | dent, and I am not willing to cast the slightest shadow upon the title Be 


which points out to us what our duty is. It declares that— 
Fach House shall be the judge of the elections, retarns, and qualifications of 






by which President Hayes exercises the functions of the executive 










| its own members.” office. How can it be maintained that the decision of a returning- : 3 
The solemn declaration of the Constitution is, then, that we are to be the judge, board of a State is binding upon both Houses of Congress and yet aa 
the ae partisan, not the politician, not the patriot, not the citizen, but we are to be | the decision of the supreme court of a State is not binding upon one es 
minkeg beeen Seea ia the map hE ee a i Read and deter. | House; and that, too, in tne determination of a State and not a Fed- 2 
! that I can auineiins aes ai betes elletad te eS ‘myoelf that aieaenanaie eral question? Shrewd lawyers may see their way to vote for their Z 

' uot to be admitted because his politics should happen to differ from mine, or be- | party candidates under such conflicting circumstances, but I deem it 

; cause his race should happen to differ from mine; aad, on the other hand, I can | safer for me to follow my duty, as laid down by my fricud the Sen- 
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ator from Vermont, and to vote according to my convictions and con- 
science, regardless of opposing party interests. 

I have always been a republican; I am one to-day, unless it is im- 
possible for me to vote my convictions on a question we are deciding 
as judges and still be a republican. I believe a man may be both an 
honest man and a republican ; if not, the former is preferable to the 
latter. 

All reports, all whisperings that I have formed a coalition with 
the democrats are utterly false. No democrat, inside or outside this 
Chamber, has ever approached me with assurance of benefit to my- 
self if I would vote to seat Mr. Butler; and one reason why I make 
this plain declaration of my purpose is that I may not be approached 
with like assurances by my political friends if I will vote the other 
way. 

[Manifestations of applause in the galleries, which were checked 
by the Vice-President. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I rise at this present moment 
merely to ask for order. 1 wish to ask the Chair to enfore the rules 
of the Senate on everybody and all sides respecting manifestations 
of applause or otherwise in the galleries. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will endeavor to do so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And I shall insist on the next occasion that the 
galleries be cleared and that the disorderly persons be arrested. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The disorder comes from gentlemen who 
possess the privileges and hospitality of the Senate; the Chair is 
sorry to say it; but he will enforce the rule in all its rigors if the 
applause shall be repeated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now that I am up, Mr. President, I wish to sub- 
mit an amendment to this resolution. I have nothing to say at all 
in respect of the observations of the Senator from South Carolina 
and those of the Senator from Florida so far as they relate to any- 
thing that I have said or done, but I feel it to be an imperative duty, 
of as high character I hope as that of Sénators who have defended 
their course so recently, to test the sense of the Senate, in order that 
they may be vindicated if they are right, and in order that the truth 
may be known upon making an inquiry into this business. We saw 
on Thursday last, you saw, the citizens of the United States who 
came here to observe the deliberations of one of the great bodies in 
the Government saw, some scenes and spectacles occurring here, not 
of differences of opinion—I do not allude to that—not of differences 
of votes—I do not allude to that—but respecting the conduct of claim- 
ants to seats, of persons who have been Senators, and one of whom 
has been expelled from this body, and of Senators who certainly, if I 
am any judge of human opinions and feelings as derived from the 
observation of their faces and demeanors, caused a shock and a sense 
of shame and humiliation on both sides of this Chamber. And that 
was followed by statements in the public press that one of the 
members of this body being under indictment in a State of this Union 
for an alleged offense, which, if proved, would disqualify him to sit 
here of course—as I believe the alleged offense was that of procuring 
his election to this body by bribery—that Senator had acted, through 
the influence of the threat of conviction, innocent or guilty—a partial 
prejudged, one-sided conviction, without regard to his having a fair 
trial and upright justice—a threat that he should go to the peniten- 
tiary unless he should vote to admit a certain claimant; and that 
that claimant had held out to him that, if he did vote to seat him, he 
should not go to the penitentiary; that the wheels of justice in that 
State should stop and he should go free. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Vermont 
allow me to interrupt him? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Vermont yield? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I was in the cloak-room when he commenced 
to make his remarks, and perhaps I have not caught the run of them. 
Do I understand the gentleman from Vermont to make that state- 
ment upon his own responsibility ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All the statements that I make, Mr. President, 
I make upon my own responsibility just as I make them. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Then if the gentleman from Vermont says 
that I have made a bargain of that kind, all I have got to say is that 
it is not true. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, Mr. President, the Senator has a perfect 
right to say that I have not said that he made a bargain of that kind. 
The Senator does me great injustice. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I take it all back then. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is one of the duties, not only of a gentleman, 
but of a member of this body, to be pretty careful in his statements. 
I was stating, and I will repeat it for the information of the Senator 
who it seems was in the cloak-room, that we had observed certain 
transactions which occurred last Thursday, in which certain persons 
were apparently and obviously the actors, and that certain statements 
thereof had been publicly made in the public press and otherwise, 
with what trath I know not; and that it was due that we should 
know the truth for the vindication of the Senator, if vindication he 
should be entitled to, as I hope he may ; that he being—I did not use 
his name, but I referred to him certainly—— . 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That he being under indictment, as was said, for 
the alleged offense of procuring his election to this body by bribery— 
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that is the published statement, if I correctly understand it; | 4 
know whether that is the charge or not—— Bia 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is one of the charges. 
of them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is one of the charges. The statement —_ 
was that he had been threatened with the progress of that presser ’ 
tion and a conviction, innocent or guilty, no matter what the fa ts 
might be; that justice is so administered in that State, as hes ten 
that it is easy enough to convict what they style down there xo yond 
probiously a northern man who ~ e 

Mr. GORDON. May I ask the Senator where he gets his jy 
tion? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, the Senator may. 

Mr. GORDON. I will hear it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will repeat again, for I do not know but that 
my friend has been in the cloak-room. [Laughter.] I say it is th. 
public, common statement over the streets, in the mouth of everybody 
and in the public prints, one of which I hold in my hand—I io if 
vouch for the truth of it—— 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I rise toa point of order, Mr. President, that 
there is no charge in anything here against any particular party 
The morality of this Senate requires that no detail of scandal in ti 
newspapers against a Senator should be indulged in in this oqy 
without some specific charge made against that Senator. This is 4 
high body; its morality ought to be preserved; and if the details of 
scandal against members may be indulged in, it becomes a precedext 
which may come home to plague each member of this body. Suppose 
I myself, if this is eee. should happen to find something charging 
the Senator from Vermont, what then? Am I, without any specitic 
charge made against the Senator in this body, to rise up and intimate 
what had been said in the newspapers of the country in reference to 
the Senator? Ihope that the morality of this body will be preseryed, 
and that that precedent will not be established. 

Mr. GORDON. If the Senator will allow me I had not finished. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the point of order settled first, Mr, 
President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair overrales the point of order. 
It does not understand the Senator from Vermont to have made a 
charge against any Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I will go on if I can have leave. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont [Mr, 
EpMuNDs] has seen fit to arraign by insinuation not only two of his 
former party associates, but this side of the Chamber for what he is 
pleased to intimate was a corrupt bargain. And, sir, upon what sort 
of evidence? Upon newspaper articles, idle reports, and whisperings 
around the Capitol. Sir, I wish to place that Senator upon notice 
that if arraignments are in order in the Senate Chamber upon such 
evidence ; if corruption is to be charged by insinuation and innuendo, 
which I will not follow Webster in saying is the basest subterfuge of 
cowardice, of malice, and of falsehood; if such indictments are in 
order in this body, then let the Senator take notice that upon like 
evidence I could charge that his political associates had essayed to 
control the judge upon the bench and to invoke a decision in this 
criminal prosecution to subserve the purposes of his party. I repeat, 
sir, that while I protest against such insinuations in the Senate, I 
serve notice now that upon like evidence I could convict republican 
Senators of the attempt to force the judge of the district court to 
hold his decision over the head of the Senator from South Carolina 
to induce him to retrace his steps back into the fold of the party. I 
could convict them, I say, of seeking to change the very sanctuary of 
justice into the altar of sacrifice for a Senator who dared to break 
through the lines of party and vote according to the dictates of his 
conscience. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, Mr. President, I am very glad that my 
friend has put in that little speech in the midst of mine; and, before 
I forget it, as I am afraid I may, I wish to tell my honorable friend 
from Georgia that if he has heard any rumors of that kind that ap- 

sar to have any responsible source from which they come, or that 

k to him as if it were possible they could be proved, he cannot be 
too speedy in bringing the matter to the attention of this body, and 
he may be quite sure that he will get the little influence and all the 
votes that I have in aid of an investigation of it now and here. 

Mr. GORDON. There is quite as much truth, Mr. President, in the 
one as the other. s 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It may be. It may be that there is truth in 
both; it may be that there is not any in both ; but it is for the sake 
of the morality of this body that we should not stiile inquiry, but 
whenever the whole public sense is looking with anxious eye, not to 
the balance of parties, but to the purity of this body, it is not well 
for the Senators, I think, to put on their night-gown of morality andl 
draw it over the tops of their heads and say, “Don’t lock at me; 
don’t look at me.” It might be too scant in the skirts for that, pos- 
sibly. [Laughter.] : : : 

Now I will go on, Mr. President. I was saying—and this I must 
be excused also for saying that I am led to say from what has dropped 
from the Senator from South Carolina and the Senator from Flor- 
ida—I was proceeding to say that something worthy of attention 
appears in all the public prints of Friday last and of Saturday per- 
haps; I should not say all, but in a good many, and I happen to 
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-. Hefore me, a newspaper having perhaps as great a circula- 
— in the United States, in which these things to which I have 
ype i. are definitely described and spoken of, perhaps untruly ; 
been eet sincerely untruly; but it is high time, in my opinion, to 
a into them. may differ from the Senator from Georgia; I 
inqaun 7 ave the morality of the Senator from Delaware ; but in my 
pa = with such morality as I happen to be possessed of, it is the 
od, nd the first duty of this body, after what has taken place, not 
highest aan beg Senators not to misunderstand me—but about 
ee an detinite statements of alleged matters in the newspapers, 
aS sadiaas we determine whether this claimant isto be seated in this 
— not, we should first know whether or not he has been in the 
oo of the Senate itself carrying on a corrupt intrigue to gain 
ae his admission, or whether like a high-minded and honorable 
eae. as 1 hope he is, it will appear on investigation that he is 
_ fectly clean and pure from all such accusations as are made in the 
te ae ‘ers. [donot know how I should feel under such cireum- 
. Se al it is impossible for persons to judge of others; but I 
‘hit k I know a great many men in this body and out of it w ho 
would never allow their friends, if they could prevent it, to urge upon 
this body to seat them in such a case until their reputation and their 
honor had been vindicated from the charges that had been made in 
the public press, given with date and circumstance. That is what I 
= sir, as preliminary to an amendment that I intend to offer to 


this resolution, I propose to pad to the Senate a statement of the | 
New York Tribune, of Friday, the 23d of November, a telegram to | 


the Tribune from this place. It begins with big head-lines, (and the 
senator from South Carolina will excuse me for reading them for the 
reason I have stated; I wish to vindicate him if the truth will do it, 
and I hope it will:) ko 0 
IS THERE A BARGAIN? 
\TTERSON’S ACTION ATTRIBUTED ONLY TO A DESIRE TO ESCAPE TIE PENITEN- 
TIARY—CONOVER'S CASE. 
It then proceeds: : 
[By telegraph to the Tribune. ] 

Wasuixctox, November 22.—Of course there is but one explanation of Mr. Part- 
renson’s behavior to-day. He has had before him the choice of two alternatives— 
treachery to his party, or confinement in the penitentiary. Le has made a strike 
for liberty, and chosen the former course. It may be that none of the democratic 
Senators are privy to the bargain which has been made, but it is asserted by those 
cho ought to be informed on the subject that no more open and barefaced a bar- 
rain and sale has ever taken place in the history of legislative bodies. 

The testimony against Senator Parrerson which has been taken by the grand 

ry of South Carolina, which is ex parte in its character, is, so far as it goes, over- 
whelming. A careful examination of it fails to show a single flaw, and unless bis 

{ense is much stronger than any one now supposes, his conviction upon trial is 
morally certain. 

Lie expects, it is believed, as the reward for his treachery to his party in the Sen- 
ate, and for his part in delivering the control of that body to the democracy, to 

scape a trial, or, if convicted, to be relieved from the penalty of his crime by ex- 

ecutive clemency. How either party can expect to carry out such a bargain as 
this, is past comprehension. The proceedings —— the application for a writ of 
habeas corpus now pending in the courts of this District may be concluded favor- 
wly or unfavorably to him. Judge Humphreys may decide to take him from the 
custody of the South Carolina officers, but such release can only be temporary. 
ilis case must be called in court sooner or later, and when it is called he must be 
arraigned. Any failure to bring the case to trial will stamp with infamy those who 
may be responsible forthe delay. Nodistrict attorney in Souto Carolina can move 
a nolle prosequi without givi>g rise to the suspicion (and it would be more than a 
suspicion) that he was a party to the bargain by which Senator PATTERSON deserted 
the republicans and assisted to deliver the control of the Senate to the democrats. 
No governor of the State of South Carolina could grant a pardon, shoald Mr. Part- 
reuson be convicted, without bringing disgrace upon himself and the oflice which 
he holds. 

It seems impossible, therefore, that the democrats, if they have made any bar- 
gain with Senator PATTERSON, can possibly carry out their part of the agreement, 
but he apparently prefers to take the risk of that rather than te face what seems 
to be inevitable—a term in the penitentiary. 

One of the most interesting features of the scene in the Senate to-day was the 
presence of General M. C. Butler, of South Carolina, and the part he took in the 
management on the democratic side. During nearly all of the hour when the 
voting was going on he was either sitting at one of the desks among his political 
associates, or passing from one to another, and apparently consulting with them in 
regard to the progress of the contest. On several occasions Senator PATTERSON 
was noticed to be speaking with him as though he was receiving instructions how 
he should proceed. A Senator reports having overheard an order given by M. C 
Bathe r to Mr. PATTERSON in one of the cloak-rooms during the progress of a roll- 
call. The former is reported to have asked the latter, with an oath, why he was 
in the cloak-room, and to have directed him to go out into the Chamber, and to 
vote on the right side, too. Mr, Butler’s presence was remarked by all the repub- 
lican Senators, and the belief that a direct bargain had been made between him 
= \TTERSON made them more than ever unwilling that be should obtain a scat 
in the Senate. 

That, Mr. President, is the statement in a newspaper of high 
standing and character, as much so probably as any newspaper in 
the Union, and one that probably goes into more counties and more 
families in the United States or as many as any other paper printed 
in this Republic. Now I wish to ask Senators, not as my friend from 
Georgia says upon some suspicion of some idle gossip of some disap- 
pointed man, but when from the very seats that this Senate assigns 
to the reporters of the New York Tribune statements of that kind 
are sent into the honest and intelligent families of this country, 
: hether it behooves the Senate of the United States, whether it 
hooves the honor of the Senator from South Carolina, the honor of 
the claimant to the seat from South Carolina, or any of their friends, 
~ stand up here and say this is not worthy of inquiry. Would the 
senecnie Senator from Georgia, if it were his case, fail to stand up 
ere and demand that there should be first of all and immediately a 
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complete investigation of such a subject? I feel quite sure that he 
would be the last man to fail to make such a call. 

Mr. McDONALD. Inasmuch as that article says that a Senator 
heard a certain remark made, would it now be well enough to ascer- 
tain who that Senator was or whether that was not a false state- 
ment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir; that is exactly what I am trying to do; 
and I hope to get the vote of my honorable friend to assist me in doing 
it. 

Mr. MCDONALD. At the proper time yon will. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Therefore, Mr. President, I move to amend this 
resolution by striking out all after the word “resolved” and inserting 
what I sent to the Chair; and if when it comes to be read any Sena- 
tor thinks that it is not broad enough to cover the suggestion of the 
Senator from Georgia, I shall most gladly haveit snfliciently strength- 
enel to cover that, which I never heard of until he spoke of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The words proposed to be inserted will 
be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
“resolved ” and insert: 


That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be, and hereby is, instructed to 
inquire forthwith, and report as soon as may be, whether any threats, promises, or 
arrangements respecting existing or contemplated accusations or criminal prose 


| cutions against any Senator, or any other corrupt or otherwise unlawful means or 


influences have been in any manner used or put in operation, directly or indirectly, 
by M.C Butler, one of the claimants to a seat in the Senate from the State of 
South Carolina or by any other Senator or other person for the purpose of intlu 
encing the vote of any Senator on the question of discharging said committee from 
the consideration of said M. C. Butier’s credentials or on the other question at the 
present session of the Senate ; and that said committee have power to send for per- 
sons and papers and to sit during the sittings of the Senate. 


Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. I wish the Senator would give way to me for 
a moment. 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, sir; but I want to hold the floor. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not want to take the floor from the Sen- 
ator, but I would like to say a word. 

Mr. THURMAN. Very well. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President and Senators, I appeal to the 
manhood and the sense of justice of every Senator upon this floor, 
be he democrat or republican, if the action of the Senator from Ver- 
mont is fair and manly. Every Senator upon this floor, if he has 
a heart in him, should have some regard for my position. I am 
here trying to carry out the will of my constituents; and yet the 
Senator from Vermont rises, reads from a newspaper about my in- 
dictment, when he knows and every Senator upon this floor has known 
that these indictments have been in existence for weeks; and why is 
it that to-day I am to be dragged before this Senate upon a newspaper 
charge? J appeal to the record of this Senate, I appeal to the prece- 
dents in such cases, and I ask if every man has not been given a fair 
chance. God knows all I ask is a white man’s chance. Is it not a 
presumption of law that a man is innocent until he is proven guilty ? 
My God, because I will not vote as some people demand, am I to bo 
tried and condemned and sentenced in a minute ? 

Mr. President, Lam ready to meet these charges; I want the Senate 
to investigate these charges; whenever I am ina pésition where I 
know that I can remain in this Senate to meet my accusers. And 
will the Senator from Vermont ask me to go to trial where I cannot 
meet my accusers? Does the Senator from Vermont propose to try 
me in my absence because I do not do his bidding? Sir, through my 
life I have maintained my manhood. I claim that I have never done 
any act in South Carolina of which I am ashamed. I elaim that I 
have never done an act in this Senate of which I am ashamed; and 
I defy any inan—I care not who he is, high or low—to make a charge 
against me. Iam ready to meet it. But there is one thing that I do 
claim : I propose to stand right square up and do my duty. 

Did not the Senator from Vermont read this same thing in the 

apers weeks ago? It wasthereI read it. Everybody read it. Why 
is it dragged in here thisafternoon? It ischarged that I have made 
a bargain with M.C. Butler. In my remarks before the Senate I 
tried to explain my position. I showed to the Senate and to tho 
country that my voting for Butler was not a conclusion of yesterday. 
The court before which I was indicted met in August, and I told the 
Senate that I agreed with my people in South Carolina—the repub- 
licans of South Caiolina—in obedience to their wishes, to vote for 
General Butler, in May last. I so announced in the newspapers ; 
and now because Iam carrying out the promise I made to them, 
because within the last seven weeks indictments have been found 
against me, I cannot be given credit for one minnte for an honest 
motive ; but they say I have made some bargain with General M. C. 
Butler by which I am to be granted some immunity. General M. C. 
Butler is my friend and Llamhis. Istood upon this floor and defended 
him when he was under the charge of murder all over this country, 
because I knew he was a gentleman, respected as such throughout 
the State, and I did not believe then and I do not believe now that 
the charges against him were truc. In the hour of need, when he 
required a defender on this floor, long before I ever dreamed that 
he would be a Senator, before Wade Hampton was ever nominated 
for governor, because it was on the #th day of August, 1876, and 
Hampton was not nominated until the 15th of August, I defended 
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him just as I would expect General Butler to defend me if I were 
unjustly accused. 

All | expect from General Butler is his Sanaa ; Iam entitled 
to that. If he can help me I have no doubt he wil do it; but he is 
not the governor of South Carolina; he is not the attorney-gencral 
of South Carolina; he is not a member of the jury in the county in 
which indictments have been found ; he lives in an adjoining county. 

Now I say, Mr. President, that the course here pursued toward me 
is not fair; that it is not manly ; that in my case they are departing 
from the precedents. If it is the desire of the Senate to investigate 
the charges against me, let it be done in order and in decency; but 
let not the matter be thrown in here to try to coerce my vote and 
drag me before the country in this position. There is not a charge 
made there that I am not prepared to meet before any fair tribunal ; 
but I ask the Senate, and | want it to go to the country, if this is the 
time and this is the way to do it? 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I have witnessed a good many 
dramatic performances since I have held a seat in this body, but I 
can recall to my memory no one more striking than that enacted by the 
Senator from Vermont in the close of his remarks. The Senator seems 
to think because some anonymous writer had published an article 
in a newspaper without furnishing one particle of testimony to sup- 
port it, the most of it being simply his own speculations, and all of it 
being hearsay, that this Senate ought to stop an inquiry as to who is 
entitled to fill a vacant seat on this floor, and go rambling about with 
one of its committees to ascertain whether the writer of that letter 
is a blackguard or a gentleman. 

Mr. President, I never before have seen such a performance as this. 
If there was anything in that article of which this Senate could take 
notice, if the Senate is to set the precedent of taking notice of all the 
anonymous articles that appear in newspapers with reference to 
members of the Senate, or in reference to anything else, and refer 
them to committees for investigation, and thus take all the time of 
the Senate in investigating and answering newspaper scribblers—if 
that is to be the business of the Senate, why did not the Senator move 
in the morning hour his resolution, instead of reserving it, and mov- 
ing itasasubstitute for mine? Ah,no, the Senator intended nothing 
like that. Then it would have stood as an independent proposition ; 
but moving it here as a substitute for mine, and hoping perhaps that 
delicacy might prevent some Senator or Senators on the floor from vot- 
ing on it, because they were implicated in it, or at least one—hoping 
that by some such means it might be adopted, and the merits of this 
case might therefore be wholly lost sight of, the Senator reserves that 
long resolution of his, and comes in and moves it as asubstitate for my 
resolution, and thinks, and expresses it with immense force indeed, | 
that if he were in the situation of the claimant toa seat on this floor 
he would court an investigation. Sir, I have not had a word with 
the claimant on this floor since the Senator spoke; but I will say this 
for him, on my knowledge of his reputation as a man of honor and a 
gentleman, that he will be ready for any investigation that the Sen- 
ator from Vermont can institute against him at the proper time and 
in the proper place, and be able to answer it. 

But, sir, that the business of the Senate, the question of seating a 
Senator, the question of preventing that flagrant wrong to a State 
that has so long existed, her deprivation of representation on this 
floor—that such a question as that should be stopped in order to in- 
quire into the statement of an anonymous newspaper scribbler, is a 
thing that fills me with amazement that any such idea ever should 
have been entertained, and especially by so experienced and able a 
member of this body as the Senator from Vermont. No, sir, it will 
not do. 

The whole debate is surprising enough. What is the question be- 
fore the Senate—the question at which we want to get? It is, who 
is entitled to fill the vacant chair from the State of South Carolina? 
It is ajudicial question, Itis a question into which party has no right 
to enter; itisaquestion upon which noman can vote by mere party dic- 
tation, and from mere party motives, without violating his honor as 
a Senator and his sworn duty to his country. It is a simple and pure 
judicial question. And yet upon this question the Senator rises and 
reads an article that charges the Senator from South Carolina with 
what? With deserting his party; and on the strength of that arti- 
cle which charges him with deserting his party, the Senator from 
Vermont wants an investigation to know why he deserted his party— 
not why he votes for Butler, but why be deserts his party! Ah, Mr. 
President, the Senator from Vermont did not think that way when 
the Pinchback case was up, when he deserted his party, in the lan- 
guage of this writer for a newspaper, and voted solid with the demo- 
crats here. Oh, he did not on that occasion; and there were a great 
many who went with him on that side, and voted with the democrats 
here, who equally deserted their party, in the language of this writer; 
but nobody thought of investigating the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the honorable Senator a question? 

Mr. THURMAN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Suppose the New York Tribune of that day had 
stated, and as it seems truly, that I was under indictment in the 
State of Louisiana for some crime—it could not have been for bribing 
my own election, because I do not live there—and that the friends of | 
the party who was claiming the other seat had power with the gov- 
ernor of Lonisiana, and that he had persuaded me that if I wonld 
vote against Pinchback and for him I should go free, and that if I 
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did not I should go to Louisiana and go to the penitentiary wh 

would the Senator have thought of me if I had stood silent, 5; what 
would the Senator have thought of himself if he had stood «ij “ 
though I was voting with him to have a matter of that kind br, or 
before the Senate, and particularly if the circumstances had occurtes 
in the —— of the Senate that the Senator has observed, not ve 
votes, but the other things that the Senator knows about ? — 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator asks me what I would hay 
of it. Iwill tell him. I would have thought if anybody h 
an investigation into the conduct of the Senator from Vermont ax 
substitute for the resolution before the Senate seating Pinchback. 
that the man who moved that as a substitute absolutely did n 
know what he was about. [Laughter.] I should havo thoy ee 
further that if the Senator from Vermont wanted an investigation of 
his conduct he could have it by an independent resolution whenever 
he wanted. That I should have thought; but I should have thouyi; 
that the Senator, certainly for the time being, had lost his senses whe 
should move that as a substitute for the pending resolution seating 
Pinchback as a Senator from the State of Louisiana. & 

But, Mr. President, I have said that this is a judicial question, ang 
yet we have it brought up here as a party question. But that is not 
all the singularity of it. Suppose I wanted to draw inferences dis. 
honorable to the republican side of the Senate, and I utterly disayow 
any such purpose or motive, what —_ Isay? The Senator from 
South Carolina, it has been said, is under indictment in the State of 
South Carolina. Was he not so when the Senate assembled at this 
session? Everybody knows it. The Senator from South Caroling 
had said as long ago as May last, and it was published I believe jy 
almost every newspaper in the United States—I certainly saw it in 
the newspapers in Ohio—that he would vote to seat Butler, His 
determination, his purpose to vote to seat Butler was as well known in 
May last as it is known this day, known all over the country, no ne. 
cessity for any bargain. Now,mark you, that was before the Senator 
from South Carolina was indicted ; that was before there was any talk 
of indicting him; that was before there was any move made to in- 
dict him. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Four months before. 

Mr. THURMAN. That was when he had no reason to expect any 
such thing as that. Under these circumstances, that Senator, as it 
was published in all the newspapers, told his own constituents in 
the capital of his own State that he would vote to seat Butler. Very 
well. If Iam not mistaken, it was also stated in the newspapers 
two or three months ago that the Senator from Florida would vote to 
seat Butler. Well, sir, this session met. Was there any attempt to 
seduce those gentlemen away by honors conferred upon them? How 
comes it that the chairmanship of one of the principal committees 
of this body was given by the republican party to this man under 
indictment for a penitentiary offense? There he sits, this indicted 
individual, the chairman of your Committee on Territories, ono of 
the most important committees in this body, and holding it by the 
gift of the republican members of the Senate ; and here is the seat of 
the Senator from Florida, also promoted toa chairmanship. Were 
there any honors held out to these gentlemen to induce them to train 
in the republican ranks without any faltering in their step or waver- 
ing whatsoever in their march? I would not charge such a thing; 
I do not believe it; but how easy would it be to make the charge 
that there was an inducement held out to these men who had de- 
clared a purpose of voting for Butler, and after that failed, asystem 
of terrorism that we now see is resorted to in its stead ? 

Mr. President, I protest against this. I say let this question be 
decided on its merits; let the Senator from Vermont move his reso- 
lution as an independent resolution whenever he can get the floor to 
do it; let him do it in the morning hour; let us examine that reso- 
lution, and I will say to him, and I thinkI may say forevery man on this 
side of the Chamber, and I hope for every member in the body, that if 
there is any foundation for an investigation he shall have our sup- 
port, and it shall be investigated. But the idea of delaying the 
question who shall fill the vacant seat from South Carolina until this 
exceedingly diligent Committee on Privileges and Elections shall 
investigate a newspaper report of bribery and corruption, and have 
power to send for persons and papers, and when wo have got all that 
in, then if there shall be no other newspaper report to be investi- 
gated, no other libel to be hunted out, then perchance some time 
about the end of this century we may come to a vote on the question 
whether Butler is Senator from South Carolina or not! No, Mr. 
President, I protest against this. I am for fair play in this case. | 
say that this resolution, the right of South Carolina to representation 
here, is not to be put down by clamor nor by libel; it is not to he 
put down by turning it into a personal assault on a Senator on this 
floor and also a claimant on this floor and then say we must inves 
tigate both those individuals and find a verdict of guilty or not guilty 
before we determine whether South Carolina shall be represented 
here or not! . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I am very sorry that the Senator 
from Ohio has found himself obliged in his high sense of duty to op- 
pose this amendment. I did not really suppose he would. The 
Senator says that it is unfair to disturb the even tenor of considering 
whether Mr. Butler is entitled to his seat, in the body of the Senate 
and not by a committee, in order to wait an end into an inquiry 
whether he has been guilty of corrupt influences on this floor and In 
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our very presence to get that very seat. a the honorable Senator 
k that is a very good course to pursue ? Suppose it should turn 
thin i [repeat so as not to be misunderstood that I most sincerely 
il pot tarn out to be true—that this thing that the New 
rok Tribune accuses these people of is true and more ; would the 
Senator then be willing to vote to seat Mr. Butler if he knew it be- 
forehand ¢ I pause for a reply if he wishes to make any. Of course 
he does not. I assume that if what is alleged in these public _— 
: i that fills the air from one part of the Republic to the other is 
_ the honorable Senator himself would not vote to seat Mr. But- 
and therefore that it is an important thing to know whether it 
is true or not before you seat him first and then inquire afterward 
whether you have made a mistake. I should suppose that the hon- 
orable Senator would see the force of that. Ishould suppose that the 
gentlemen for whom he speaks would sce the force of it. : 

And yet the Senator turns it off as a libel, that it interferes with 
the ordinary course of affairs, and soon! There is no proof of it, he 
says. Can the honorable Senator tell anybody how a Senator can 
pring proof into this Chamber of an arrangement of that kindif it 
existed? Has there ever been an instance where a man was convicted, 
before he was tried, by proof furnished ? I should think not. I had 
always supposed, and the history of the Senate bears ine out in every 
instance of inquiries of this character which affect the very right of 
» party to his seat and whose result would determine one way or the 
other, if he had ever so clear a title, whether he ought to be sworn, 
that these were questions which must be settled, and they must be 
settled by directing a committee having power to administer oaths 
aud to compel the attendance of witnesses to inquire. But now the 
Senator says Oh, no! It is stated in the public prints—responsible 
newspapers, as responsible as any, as respectable as any, it fills the 
air everywhere, with time and circumstance and definition, that here 
has been improper eet improper influence brought to bear 
pro and con, for the Senator from Georgia says there are improper 
influences in the other direction. So much the worse, so much the 
more it ought to be investigated ; and yet we are to do nothing about 
it but proceed with the very thing that these transactions affect if 
they be so, and then afterward try the question. Is that right, Mr. 
President ? Does the Senator himself really think that is right? I 
doubt if he can. He has fallen into the mistake of confounding two 
things, confounding the circumstance that some Senators have voted 
a particular way with the point and gravamen of the article in the 
New York Tribune and of the occurrences that took place here before 
us all—not of votes let me tell the Senator over and over again; he 
seclus to forget that—but others that he knows just as well as | do. 
That is the point of it. I take it a man may be corruptly bribed 
to vote for the best resolution in the world. I take it a man may be 
corruptly bribed to vote for a necessary appropriation. It would not 
be any the less acrime. Therefore the Senator seems to confound 
two things. 

Suppose Mr. Butlee is entitled to the seat; suppose there is no 
question about it; but suppose at the same time that he has entered 
into a corrupt arrangement with myself or my friend or anybody 
else by which we are to vote for him, and if we do not then certain 
other things shall happen, would the fact that he was entitled to the 
seat touch the question that the Senate ought to inquire into, and if 
they fonnd it to be true would they seat him? I take it not. There 
is the difference; and yet the Senator says that I have made a per- 
sonal assault upon somebody. The Senator is entirely mistaken. 

1 have done what I thought was necessary to vindicate the honor of 
this body, and to vindicate the honor of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina and the claimant from South Carolina, if it should turn out, as, I 
repeat, I hope it will, that there is no foundation for this thing which 
appears to fillthe air everywhere. That isit. Now, the Senator sees 
the distinction and everybody else sees the distinction, and he makes 
a mistake, therefore, in imputing to me a personal assault on anybody 
whatever; but the fear of having a wrong motive imputed to me, I 
should hope, would not deter me any more than it would him in ask- 
ing this Senator to face the very question, not of how these gentlemen 
have voted, but whether corrupt influences, or threats, or any other 
thing of that character which ought not to be, and which is criminal 
and illegal, has been brought to bear or has been attempted to influ- 
ence their votes, even if their votes were right, which makes no dif- 
ference. No matter if they had proclaimed from the house-tops twenty 
years ago that ~— were going to vote for Mr. Butler when he came; 
that does not touch the question at all; it does not touch the question 


of their vindication at all. 


If they have lent themselves to the inducements that it is said in this 
matin have been hee og to bear, then we ought to know it, no 


matter how well entitled this gentleman may be to his seat. If they 
have not, both they and he ought to be vindicated, he certainly be- 
fore he is sworn in. That is the point; and my learned friend cannot 
escape by saying that this is not the tims and this is not the place to 
order this inquiry. It is the very time and the very place; for upon 
its result, no matter whether this man have a title to his office or not, 
depends the question of whether he is entitled to be sworn in at all. 
His title to his seat by an election in South Carolina may be as clear 
as that of my friend from Ohio; and yet, if he has done this thing 


that is imputed, I take it the Senator from Ohio himself would not | 


ong to allow him to be sworn. We all agree to that. Where, there- 
ore, is the impropriety or the unfairness in this proceeding, that I 





have simply asked the Senate, before it proceeds to discharge this 
committee from considering the case, to make this inquiry into the 
charges that are made in these newspapers and that fill the air every- 
where from one end of the country to the other ? 

The honorable Senator from South Carolina complains. I did not 
expect that. I thought that he would join with me most gladly in 
this opportunity to enable him to vindicate his own honor from the 
suspicions that had been cast upon it in the public press under the 
circumstances that have existed. He speaks of not being able to be 
here. I take it that he may be pretty safe in supposing that the Sen- 
ate of the United States will not try any accusations against him 
until he has a fair chance to be present. That is not the way the 
Senate operates, and if from any circumstances that are beyond his 
control, or within it recently, he is unable on a given day to attend, 
certainly he shall! have an opportunity; but it would be a most ex- 
traordinary ground for stopping an inquiry to say that possibly that 
inquiry might go on when the person affected by it might not be able 
to be present. To borrow the expression of the Senator from Ohio, 
that would not do. 

The simple question, then, is, Mr. President, whether the Senate has 
made up its mind to discharge this committee from the consideration 
of the credentials of this claimant and to swear him in as a member 
of this body when the newspapers of the land are full of distinct 
and definite statements of the corrupt, if they exist, and degrading 
and criminal iniluences that have beou brought to bear to accomplish 
it. That is the question which the Senate is obliged to meet, and it 
is one that it ought to meet. If the Senate says the best way is 
to swear this gentleman in first and try him afterwards, inquire after- 
wards, very well, I cannot help it; but that has not been the course 
that I have taken in the Senate hitherto, and I do not propose to 
take it now. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont not 
only moves an anomalous amendment to my resolution, but he advo- 
cates quite a new departure in the usages of the Senate. Formerly 
there have been Senators against whom charges were made before 
they were sworn in, and charges quite as damaging, if possible more 
damaging, than the charge to which the Senator from Vermont re- 
fers. Who has forgotten that once in the Senate of the United 
States the petition of a large number of members of a State Legisla- 
ture was presented, protesting against the swearing in of a Senator 
on the ground that that Senator had obtained his seat by bribery 1? 
Did the Senate stop to investigate those charges? Not at all. The 
Senator was sworn in, and then the Senate afterward even refused 
to investigate them because of their vagueness, because any man 
could be libeled, if that was the way, and yet they were more certain 
than anything in this newspaper article which has been read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What caso does the Senator refer to? 

Mr. THURMAN. I will tell the Senator if he wants to know. I 
do not care about mentioning it here. 

Again, Mr. Caldwell, from Kansas, came here and was sworn in. 
Had nothing been said against him? Certain papers in his State 
were full of charges that he had bought his way into the Senate 
before he came here to be sworn. Did the Senator from Vermont 
ask that they should be investig:uted before he was sworn? Not at 
all. Did any Senator? Notat ail. He took his seat, and afterward, 
when the charges were brought to the notice of the Senate in a way 
that it could not avoid considering them, it did consider them; and 
what then? Thenit was maintained—I was not one who maintained 
that doctrine, but it was maintained by nearly one-half the Senate— 
that if the charges were true they furnished no reason why he 
should not be seated, but that he must be expelled from the Senate 
by a two-thirds vote after having been seated. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator does not mean that surely. 

Mr. THURMAN. Does not mean what? 

Mr. CONKLING. Does not mean that one-half the Senate held 
the doctrine he mentions. 

Mr. THURMAN. I think nearly one-half the Senate held the doc- 
trine that it would take two-thirds to oust him from his seat. I think 
so. I know the Senator from New York made a very able argu- 
ment—— 

Mr. CONKLING. But the honorable Senator says that one-half 
the Senate held that he was entitled to his seat. One-half the Sen- 
ate held, and I think both halves, that Mr. Caldwell, having been here 
for three years a Senator in law and in fact, could not be then declared 
to have been never elected; but we over here understood the Senator 
to say that one-half the Senate heid he ought to be seated in spite of 
these things. 

Mr. THURMAN. Perhaps the Senator from New York is right in 
correcting me in the statement of the position taken by the Senate 
then. Itis sufficient he was seated. At the special session last March 
what did we see? The credentials of the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. 
ene were presented. Charges were then preferred against him. 
Did anybody seriously object to his being seated? No, sir. Upon 
Mr. GROVER authorizing it to be stated that he himself would move 
a resolution to investigate those charges, all objection to his being 
seated was withdrawn and he was sworn in. 

These cases are sufficient to show, and they stand upon the plain- 
est grounds in the world, that, if the Senate were to adopt the prac- 
tice of investigating newspaper charges against a Senator-elect be- 
fore they would swear him in, any State in this Union might be de- 
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prived of its representation on this floor for an indefinite period of 
time; for who is there, however virtnous he may be, however un- 
stained and unspotted his career in life may have been, who is not 
liable to be defamed in this way? I dare say that if I were to hunt 
over the old files of the newspapers, which I certainly shall not do, 
I could find that when Pinchback’s case was pending my friend from 
Vermont was denounced in divers republican party papers as a traitor, 
and no better than a Benedict Arnold to his party, and possibly 
charges might be made against him. If I were disposed to get up 
charges that must be investigated before a Senator can be seated, 
suppose that to-morrow, or whenever the resolution comes up for the 
seating of Mr. Kellogg, I move a substitute for that to investigate 
Kellogg’s doings down in Louisiana, should we not have a nice inves- 
tigation before we could determine whether Louisiana should have 
a Senator on this floor? 

No, Mr. President, this proposition is not a proposition that the 
Senate onght to entertain for one single moment. Everybody can 
see into it, and I hope that the Senate will show its sense of what is 
right and proper by voting it down, and that it will not be said that 
a State is to be deprived of her representation on this floor until all 
the charges that may be written anonymously to newspapers and 
published therein shall be investigated. I ask again what man would 
be safe or what State would be secure of her representation if that 
course should be adopted. Why, sir, a Senator this morning, a gen- 
tleman whose reputation as a law-abiding man I believe is not ex- 
celled by that of anybody in the Union, told me to my utter amaze- 
ment that once a fellow has published of him that he had been 
guilty of murder ; a man who never killed anything of more account 
than a squirrel or perhaps a coon, [laughter;] that that mild- 
tempered man had been guilty of murder! Who is there that can 
escape accusations of this kind ? 

1 once more submit to the Senate if the right of a State to repre- 
sentation on this floor is to be delayed for any such inquiry as that sug- 
gested by the Senator from Vermont. Let the Senator move his reso- 
lution as an independent measure whenever he can get the floor, and 
he shall have as much investigation as he wants. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. TITURMAN. I wish to say one word more. If the Senator 
from Vermont does not see fit to move this resolution of inquiry into 
the subject and if General Butler shall obtain the seat on this floor, 
to which I believe he is entitled, I give the Senator from Vermont 
my word for it that a resolution will be introduced for an investiga- 
tion into the matier. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and nays; and they were or- 
dered. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HILL, (when his name was called.) On all political questions 
I am paired for this day with the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. SPEN- 
CER,] and I suppose I am entitled to consider this a political ques- 
tion. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Minnesota, |[Mr. Winpom.] I should vote “ nay” 
and I presume he would vote “ yea,” if he were present. 

Mr. MAXEY, (when his name was called.) On all political ques- 
tions—and this takes that direction—I am paired with the Senator 
from Michigan, [Mr. Ferry.] If he were present, I should vote “nay” 
and he would vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. ARMSTRONG] is paired with 
the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. PLuMB.] My colleague, if he were 
here, would vote “nay;” Ido not know how the Senator from Kan- 
sas would vote. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. With some reluctance I vote “yea.” 


The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 27, nays 30; as follows: 


The question is on the amendment of 


YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Penn- 
sylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, 
Edmunds, Hoar, Howe, Ingalls, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Mitchell, 
Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, Rollins, Saunders, Teller, and Wadleigh—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davis of Tli- 
nois, Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Jones 
of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, McCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Matthews, Merri- 
mon, Morgan, Randolph, Ransom, Saulsbary, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, 
and Withers—30., 

ABSENT—Messrs, Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Eaton, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, 
Tlill, Johnston, Maxey, Patterson, Plumb, Sargent, Sharon, Spencer, and Win- 
dom— 16. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON, (at four o'clock p.m.) I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. WITHERS and others called for the yeas and nays, and they 
were ordered ; and being taken, resulted—yeas 27, nays 30, as follows: 

YEAS—Messars. Allison, Anthony, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Dawes. Dorsey, Edmunds, 
Hoar, Howe, Ingalls, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews, Mitchell, 
Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, Rollins, Saunders, Teller, and Wadleigh—27. 

NAYS—Mesasrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davis of Tlli- 
nois, Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Jones 


of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, MeCreery, McDonald, Mcl’herson, Merrimon, Morgan, | 


Patterson, Kandolph, Rausom, Saulsbury, Tharman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, 
and Withers —30, 
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So the motion was not agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, will the Senate 
to the resolution offered by the Senator from Ohio, 
on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I supposed, Mr. President, after the de 
the other day, in which nearly all the members of the Comnmittes o, 
Privileges and Elections, including several on the other side of ‘toe 
Chamber, admitted that the committee had been diligent and a 
entitled to no censure, that I had heard the last of the charge of de e 
but I understood my friend the Senator from Illinois—I refer to md 
independent party of the Senate—to revive the charge which | up 
posed had been settled forever, and to make the alleged delay of tl t 
committee the reason for his action in taking this case fron: they " 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I did not say one word about the delay of 
the committee at all—not a word upon the subject. I did not accys 
them of any delay. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I may have been mistaken. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I did not accuse them of any delay—none 
whatever. : oe 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I did understand the Senator from Illinois to 
say that when the Eustis case went to that committee he voted for 
sending it to the committee because there was a question of Jay 
involved in it which the committee should consider, and that he sup- 
posed they would report in a short time. Ido not know why the 
Senator from Illinois stated that fact unless it had some bearing 
upon the question now before the Senate. 7 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I stated that fact, if the Senator wil! 
allow me, in reply to a charge of inconsistency urged against me yy 
the Senator from Vermont. I did not in my original remarks gq) 
one word on the subject of delay, but in the case now before the 
Senate that was all I said about that. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Perhaps the Senator from Illinois did not use 
the word “delay,” but certainly I understood the general tenor of his 
remarks to mean that in not taking up the Eustis case and reporting 
upon it, as he expected they would, the committee had been guilt; 
of something for which they were entitled to censure. So tar as 
that is concerned, the committee took up the case that was before 
them when they met, as has been before stated. They have pro- 
ceeded diligently to consider that case, and here let me state again 
for the information of my friend, the Senator from Illinois, that Mr, 
Butler never applied to the committee, so far as I know, to have his 
case taken up; he never came before the committee to ask it, and 
never presented his brief to nor filed a paper with the committee, nor 
do I believe that he desired to have the committee take up his case. 
It now appears that he had at that time pledges from republican 
Senators to support him, and relied upon those pledges rather than 
upon the merits of his case. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator allow me one word? I desire 
in justice to General Butler to say as a member of the committee 
that he was more than once or twice urging the early consideration 
of his claim. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Yet, Mr. President, as the secrets of that com- 
mittee have been so thoroughly revealed, I may be allowed to state 
again that no member of that committee ever made any motion to 
take up the Butler-Corbin case. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If the Senator will allow me, I do not desire 
to antagonize anything he said; but he is speaking of what took place 
in committee. My friend, Senator HILL, did advertise the committee 
that unless the cases of Butler and Eustis were speedily considered 
the motion to discharge the committee would be made. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I say that no motion was ever made for that 
purpose, and my friend, the Senator from Delaware, supports me in 
this statement. Motions were made to take up the Eustis case, but 
no member of that committee moved to take up the Butler case. It 
lay until it was found the committee were about to finish the con- 
sideration of the Kellogg case, and then General Butler endeavored to 
bring it directly before the Senate. My friend, the Senator from Illi- 
nois, and my friend, the Senator from Georgia, upon my left, have said 
here in substance that there is no dispute upon any question of fact 
between these twocontestants. The latter says that the brief furnished 
by Mr.Corbin is a very fair brief, and my friend, the Senator from Llli- 
nois, puts his support of this resolution upon the ground that there 
is no essential dispute as to the facts; that the facts alleged on the 
one side are admitted on the other; that there is no need of any 
investigation, and I understood the Senator from Illinois to intimate 
what his vote would be on the main question of tho seating of Butler. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Will tho Senator allow me! There, si, 
you are utterly mistaken. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I may be. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. You may be. That isa direct charge, when 
I disclaim distinctly and unequivocally that I had expressed avy 

opinion in relation to this subject at all. I expressed none as to 
whether either of these parties was elected, or which one, or whether 
the case should go back to the committee. I utterly disclaim it, en- 
tirely. ; 
Mr. WADLEIGH. I accept the disclaimer of my friend from Ill 


| nois. 


agres 


(Mr. Tuurmay 


bate of 
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Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. You ought not to make the charge unless 

mm have some foundation for it. ; 
ovr WADLEIGH. I was misled (forgetting at the moment that 
the Sepator was recently from the bench) by his statement that he 
thought that the people of the South ought to manage their own 
ft ira. That is a phrase which I have often heard, and we all know 
what it usually means; but I suppose the Senator from Illinois, who 
has recently come here, did not give to the phrase its ordinary mean- 


. DAVIS, of Illinois. I used it in a political sense entirely, as 
giving the reason why I supposed the Senator from Ohio might nat- 
nrally conclude that I would want to have this matter speedily set- 
tled; but upon the merits of the controversy upon the main question, 
which of these two parties is entitled to a seat here, if either, I said 
pot a word, and disclaim it utterly. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Iam glad to hear that from my friend from 
Illinois. He said there is no dispute about the facts. Now what are 
the facts alleged in Mr. Corbin’s brief? The following allegation is 
made as one of the facts upon which Mr. Corbin relies : 

By the State census of 1875 the whole number of male persons over twenty-one 
vears of age in the county of Edgetield is only 7,122. 

Then he alleges that the vote in that county at the last election 
according to the democratic returns was 9,374. That is one of the 
facts which the democratic partyin the Senate admits. Another fact. 
Yes, Mr. President, they admit that with a decrease in the republican 
vote and at least six hundred republicans staying at home there was 
a vote of 2,252 more than the entire male population of that county 
over twenty-one years of age. Now, if itis admitted that that isa fact, 
and my friend, the Senator from Illinois so states, and my friend from 
Georgia seems to imply that, then of course there is no need of any 
investigation in this case by a committee, because there can be, I hope, 
no Senator upon this floor who would vote toseat a man who is elected 
by the vote of representatives and senators chosen in a county where 
such a fact exists. 

Let uslook at another fact. Let me read. 
say in reference to the county of Edgefield: 

This decrease in the republican vote was shown by the evidence before the State 
board of canvassers to be dao, not to a natural change of party connections, but 
to the fact of an organized and systematic plan of intimidation and violence car- 


ried on throughout the canvass, and reaching its culmination on the day of the 
election. 


Mr. Corbin goes on to 


That is anotherfact that isadmitted. He also states asa fact which 
he desires to prove, but which is admitted, according to my friend, 
the Senator from Illinois— 


The evidences before the board of canvassers also establish the fact that many 
of the election officers in Edeefield County were deterred by fear of physical vio- 
lence from discharging their duties according to their convictions of justice and 
right 


Mr. HILL. Now will the Senator 


Mr. WADLEIGH. No; I donot desire to be interrupted here. 
Corbin proceeds in his brief, as follows : 


This result was accomplished in various ways. Some of the managers were pre- 
vented by threats from assuming the duties of their offices at all ; others again, 
daring the progress of the election, were prevented from rejecting the votes of 
persons not authorized to vote; others were prevented from making such returns 
of the election as their judgment dictated, or from forwarding their statements or 
other written evidences of the fraud and violence practiced at their poll; and, 
finally, the republican members of the board of county canvassers were coerced 
by threats of violence into signing retarns which they believed registered the ro- 
sults of this overwhelming fraud and violence, rather than the free ballots of the 
lawful voters of this county. 


So muchas to the facts in Edgefield County. In regard to the county 
of Laurens, the other county upon which the result in South Car- 
olina depended, and upon which the lawful election of M. C. Butler 
depends, it is stated here as a fact that the circumstances there were 
the same as those in Edgefield County and that Mr. Corbin will prove 
them. He also goes on to say in regard to Laurens County : 

This additional feature appeared: that the return of the board of county can- 
vassers was signed by bnt two of the three commissioners composing the board, 


and one of the two signers signed tho returns under protest, affixing his protest to 


the return itself, and afterwards filing his affidavit with the board of State can- 
yassers, in the following terms : 


! “That so universal was this system of intimidation that deponent, influenced by 
this knowledge, and also by a personal observation of the illegal way in which the 
election was conducted in some 
the returns of the election in his official capacity as commissioner, and only con- 
Be nted to do so under protest, as said returns will show on its face, when he be- 
came satisfied that his life would be placed in jeopardy if he declined to so sub 
scribe the said retarn.”’ 

Whether M. C. 
what was 
Novembe 


Mr. 


U. Butler was elected or not depends mainly upon 
done in those two counties at and prior to the election in 
rlast. Those are the statements made by Mr. Corbin which 
- says he expects to prove and which he asks to be allowed to prove 
4 fore the committee, and in the face of those statements my friend 
the Senator from Illincis comes into the Senate and says that all the 
facts being admitted substantially, there being no dispute about 
os facts, this case should be taken from the committee. Are those 
au ts alleged by Mr. Corbin as being capable of proof, and which he 
says he desires to have an opportunity of proving, admitted here? Is 
that 80, Mr. President ? 


re AVIS, of Illinois. Will the Senator allow me to make a cor- 


Mr. WADLEIGH. Certainly. 


particulars, did not feel justitied in subscribing to | 
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Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. He certainly does not want to misrepre- 
sent me. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. No, I do not. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I did not say that all the facts were agreed 
upon between these two contestants. I simply said that the facts 
upon which they did agree were sufficient to decide this controversy. 
Now, it is perfectly plain that they did not agree upon what the 
Senator is talking about at all. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me a 
moment ? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Now I say, Mr. President, in presence of the Senate, 
that there is not one particle of issue between Mr. Butler and Mr. 
Corbin upon the fact that it is charged by Mr. Corbin and was charged 
before the State canvassers that there was intimidation and violence 
in Edgetield and Laurens. That is charged by Mr. Corbin, and the 
evidence of that intimidation was before the State canvassers, and 
it is admitted by both the contestants, whatever that evidence was. 
There is no dispute between them as to what the evidence before the 
State canvassers was. The issue between the gentlemen is, first, we 
say that that evidence did not give the board of State canvassers 
any jurisdiction to determine that question. Secondly, that if it did 
give jurisdiction the evidence that was before them did not authorize 
the conclusion at which they arrived, but there is no dispute about 
the fact of the evidence that is before them; not a bit. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Let me ask my friend the Senator from Georgia 
whether there is any dispute about the facts which Mr. Corbin asks 
to be allowed to prove? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Corbin does not ask, as I understand him, to be 
allowed to prove anything other than by the evidence that was be- 
fore the board of State canvassers, for the question was whether that 
decision was mght on the evidence before them. We concede the 
evidence that was before them. There is no issue as to what evi- 
dence was before them. The only difference is as to what was the 
effect of that evidence. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I understand that Mr. Corbin expects to prove 
the truth of these allegations, if he is allowed to do so, before the 
committee, and I did understand my friend the Senator from IIli- 
bois to say that he did not understand that there was any dispute 
as to any matter of fact between the contestants. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. No; that the facts upon which they 
agreed were enough to decide the case, not that there was not a dis- 
pute between them, because there was. 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. That may be the idea of my friend the Senator 
from Illinois. I do not agree with him. I think that if the State 
canvassers refused to give certificates to the men who were clected 
only by such illegal means and they had no lawful evidence of their 
election—no certificates of election—they could not sit in the Legis!a- 
ture. Without the legal evidence which entitled them to sit in the 
Legislature they had not the right to sit. If you go beyond the legal 
evidence which they were required to have in order to entitle them 
to sit in the Legislature you must goto the bottom facts and find 
whether there was any fair or free election. The rule of parlia- 
mentary law is, that where the result of an election is changed by 
violence, force, or intimidation, there is no lawful election. If the 
facts alleged by Mr. Corbin in his brief are admitted, there was no 


| lawful election in those two counties, and if there was no lawful 


election in those two counties Mr. Butler was not lawfully elected to 
the Senate. 

Mr. President, there is especial reason why it is desirable that the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections should investigate this case. 
The Senate sent to South Carolina a committee to investigate the 
election in that State in November last. A great amount of testimony 
was taken by that committee, constituting the three large volumes 
upon this desk. A report is in course of preparation by a member of 
that committee. Iam informed that the evidence there taken not 
only shows that Mr. Corbin states substantially the truth in his 
brief, but that it also shows the connection of this contestant with 
scenes of violence and crime. I do not know whether he was or not, 
but I am informed those pages contain ample evidence that his path 
to this Chamber is slippery with blood. In my judgment that fur- 
nishes a reason, and a good reason, why the Senate should pause be- 


| fore admitting him into this Chamber long enough to examine that 


report. 

i hope, Mr; President, he was not, but if he was, is there one Sen- 
ator, whether he be an independent, a democrat, or a republican, who 
can hesitate to vote against him? As a member of the Senate I 
voted in favor of unseating a member who had used money to olfect 
his election to the Senate from the State of Kansas. Upon the con 
sideration of his case he was driven from this Chamber; and, sir, 
after voting to unseat a man who paid money to effect his election, 
shall I be asked to vote a contestant into this Chamber elected Ivy 
violence, intimidation, and murder, by horrible crimes intlicted 
upon the poor people of South Carolina in order to induce them to 
refrain from voting or to vote the democratic ticket? I hope that 
our friends upon the other side will wait until they get that report 
and that the Senate will be allowed to have the facts which are soon 
to be placed before them. I might say here, in view of the haste 
that is manifested in this case, that those upon the other side of the 
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Chamber do not wish the Senate and the country should see that 
report and evidence until Mr. Butler has been seated in this Cham- 
ber. There is nothing more fair, more just than that a contestant 
for a seat here against whom such charges are made should wait 
until the evidence which is in print and the report of the committee 
which I understand is nearly ready to be presented have been before 
the Senate for their consideration. : 

Mr. INGALLS, (at four o’clock and thirty minutes p.m.) I move 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The roll-call having been concluded, 

Mr. GORDON. I asked the Senator from Illinois [Mr. OGLEsSBY] 
to pair with me for half an hour. I am not aware whether he has 
voted or not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is informed. 

Mr. GORDON. 1 will not vote, then. 

Mr. RANDOLPH, (after having first voted in the negative.) I wish 
to inqvire if the Senator from California [Mr. BoorH ] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Then I withdraw my vote. We are paired. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Measrs. Allison, Anthony, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, 
lloar, Howe, Ingalls, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews, Mitchell, 
Morrill, Paddock, Rollins, Saunders, Teller, and Wadleigh—26. 

NAYS—Messars. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davis of Tllinois, 
Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, Garland, Harris, Hereford, Jones of Florida, Ker- 
nan, Lamar, MeCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Merrimon, Morgan, Patterson, 
liansom, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—2a. 

ABSENT —Measrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Booth, Eaton, Ferry, Gordon, 
Grever, Hamlin, Hill, Johnston, Siaxey, Oglesby, Plamb, Randolph, Sargent, Sha- 
ron, Spencer, and Windom—19. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I do not wish to proceed with this 
discussion at the present time, because I am not quite ready; I have 
not had an opportunity to read these briefs through yet; and I dis- 
like te move to have the doors closed to consider the motion that I 
am about to make. I will make it in the first place and see what 
luck it has, without giving reasons that I cannot give in public. I 
move, therefore, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I shall vote for the motion to go into 
executive session. I know that there is important business that 
should be reported to the executive session of the Senate, and I am 
not disposed to spend any more time upon this contest at this period 
of the day. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 29, 
nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—Meesrs, Allison, Anthony, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsyl- 
vania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Davis of Illin»is, 
Dawes. Dorsey, Edmunds, Hoar, Howe, Ingal's, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, Mc- 
Millan, Matthews, Mitchell, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, Rollins, Saunders, Teller, 
and Wadleigh—2. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davis of West 
Virginia, Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Harris, |Hereford, Jones of Florida, Kernan, 
Lamar, MeCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Merrimon. Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, 
Ransom. Saulsbury. Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers —29. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Armatrong, Barnum, Blaine, Eaton, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, 
ILill, Johnston, Maxey, Plumb, Sargent, Sharon, Spencer, and Windom—15. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon the proposition of the Senator 
from Vermont that the Senate Me now proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, the yeas are 29 and the nays are 29. The vote 
of the Senate being equally divided, the Chair votes in the affirma- 
tive, and the Senate decides to go into executive session. The Ser- 
geant-at-arms will clear the galleries and close the doors of the 
Senate. 
AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Before the doors are closed I wish to submit an 
amendment to be proposed to the bill (H. R. No. 1526) to provide for 
deficiencies in the me for the service of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes. 

The proposed amendment was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, his Secretary, announced that the President had on the 23d 
instant signed the following act and joint resolution : 

An act (S. No. 289) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue a register and change the name of the schooner Captain Charles 
Robbins to Minnie ; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. No, 6) fixing a site for the equestrian statue 
of General Greene. 

The message also announced that the President had on the 24th 
instant approved and signed the act (S. No. 291) to remove the polit- 
ical disabilities of Charles W. Field, of King George County, Virginia. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

The Senate proceeded to the consideratien of executive 
and after one hour and fifty-five minutes spent in ex 
the doors were re-opened. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (at six o’clock and forty minutes p- m.) 
that the Senate do now adjourn. : 

Mr. HARRIS. On that motion I call for the yeas and n 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being take 
25, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—Meessrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Bruce, Burnside. 
sylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Christiancy, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey Ed enn. 
Hioar, Howe, Ingalls, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews pm 
Oglesby, Paddock, Rollins, Saunders, and Teller—25, 8, Morri}) 

NAYS—Mesars. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Coke, Davis of Tlinois, Davis of W 
Virginia, Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Jones of Florida Ke — 
Lamar, McCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph an 
Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorbecs, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—27. oe 

ABSENT—Messrs. Armstrong. Barnum, Blaine, Chatlee, Cockrell Conov 
Eaton, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Hill, Johnston, Maxey, Merrimo : 


) Nn, Mitel “uml 
Sargent, Sharon, Spencer, Wadleigh, and Windom—21. Hehell, Plum), 


; business: 
ecutive session 


I move 


ays, 
n, Tesulted—yegs 


Cameron of P 


So the Senate refused to adjourn, 
SENATOR FROM SOUTH CAROLINA, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, will the Senate 
to the resolution offered by the Senator from Ohio?f 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the resolution be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be reported. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be discharged ion 
the consideration of the credentials of M. C. Butler, of South Carolina 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend by adding at the end of the 
resolution “and that the subject of said credentials be made the 
special order for Wednesday next, at one o’clock afternoon.” 

Mr. WHYTE. That is not in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I never make a motion that is out of order that | 
know of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (when Mr. DAWeEs’s name was called.) The Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. SauLsBuRY] has paired with the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs. ] 

Mr. DORSEY. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPuerson] 
has paired with the Senator from Colorado, [Mr. CHAFFEE.] TheSena- 
tor from New Jersey would vote “ nay” and the Senator from Colo- 
rado would vote “ yea,” if present. 

Mr. MITCHELL, (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Merrimoy.} 
He would vote ‘‘ nay,” if here, and I should vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 25 ; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Penn- 
sylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Christiancy, Dorsey, Edmunds, Hoar, Ingalls, 
Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, 
Rollins, Saunders, Teller, and Wadleigh—24 

NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Coke, Conover, Davis of West Virginia, 
Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, Me- 
Creery, McDonald, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, Ransom, Thurman, Voorhees, 
Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—25. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Chaffee, Cockrell, Conkling 
Davis of Illinois, Dawes, Eaton, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Hill, Howe, Johnston, 
McPherson, Maxey, Merrimon, Mitchell, Plumb, Sargent, Saulsbury, Sharon, 
Spencer, and Windom—25. 


agree 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, it seems to be the disposition of 
the majority not to amend this resolution in any of the ways I have 
proposed; and before we go on with the discussion of it, which of 
course may take a good deal of time, I think we ought to have some 
supper, and I will move therefore, that the Senate take a recess until 
half past eight o’clock to-night. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. -Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLISON. Make it eight o’clock. 

Mr. OGLESBY. Make it half past nine. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
half past eight. 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont moves that 
the Senate take a recess until half past eight o’clock. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Say eight. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Weshould not have time to get supper. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. We could get supper just as well in an 
hour as in an hour and a half. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, but my capacity for swallowing things is 
not so great as that of my friend f I will make it eight 


[ Laughter. ] 
I will make the motion to take a recess until 


rom Illinois. 
o'clock to accommodate my friend. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, will the Senate agree 
to the resolution of the Senator from Ohio, upon which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 think there was a mistake about that last vote. 
I do not think that the Senate understood the object of my motion; 
becanse I am sure, if we are obliged to go on, as it seems to be the 
disposition—and I am not making this motion to delay anybody— 


















but it seems to be the disposition of the majority to go on to-night, 

Jifso we ought to have an opportunity to get something to eat. 
Th ‘refore, with the permission of Senators, I will move that we take 
. oman until five minutes past eight—so that I shall be in order— 
which is substantially the same motion. — 

Mr. THURMAN. I suppose a remark is hardly in order, unless I 
om permitted to make it. If the Senate will agree that this resolu- 
tion of mineshall not lose its place, and be proceeded with, and noth- 
ing shall be interposed to take precedence of it, and that if it is car- 
ried the question of General Butler's right shall not lose any pre- 
cedence to which it would be entitled, if it is entitled to any, I think 
we might possibly come to some understanding, and adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We shall have time to talk that over, and see if 
we cannot agree upon it between now and eight o’clock; and then 
there need not any of us stay, and the Senate can adjourn. 

Mr. THURMAN. I will say that possibly we might come to some 
understanding about that. The suggestion I think worthy of con- 
sideration. Therefore I shall vote for a recess, because I think there 
are matters that ought to be considered. : 

Mr. WHYTE and others. We had better adjourn. 

Mr. THURMAN. No, no. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to mingle in this debate at some 
time, if there seems to be an opportunity to say a word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The debate proceeds by unanimous con- 
sent, as the motion is not debatable. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have only a word to say. I would vote in ac- 
cordance with the convenience of Senators if I could appreciate that 
convenience. I did not suppose that in a proc .eding so stimulating 
and exhilarating as this is, much food was necded on either side of 
the Senate; but there seem to be Senators who think it would be 
proper to eat even on such an occasion. The Senators who are going 
to eat in the Capitol, if anything can be found here to eat, need no 
recess until eight o’clock to go and get their food. They cannot all 
get it together, for the accommodations do not admit of any such 
thing. The Senate will have to feed by platoons, and rather small 
ones at that, if the feeding is to be done here. If, on the other hand, 
we are to go into the partof the town in which most of us live, we 
cannot go and come back by eight o’clock, and therefore I voted 
against the proposed recess. If itis proposed to take an intermission 
long enough to enable Senators to go home and get their dinner, I 
shall vote for that; but if that is not to be done, Isubmit that we 
had better go down, two or three, or half a dozen at a time, and get 
such lunch as we can get in the Capitol, and there is no need of a 
recess until eight o’clock, during which time all the Senators here 
cannot find any food in this building; there is not place enough or 
room enough for the Senate to go and dine or lunch and entertain 
themselves. Therefore I suggest we had better go on, and whilethe 
debate proceeds Senators can go out and replenish and fortify them- 
selves—I would say multiply, but it is unnecessary for the other side 
to multiply; they seem to be numerousenough. [Laughter.] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question before the Senate is the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont that the Senate do now take a 
recess until five minutes after eight o’clock. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the resolution of 
the Senator from Ohio, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I will just try once more, because I 
think if we could have time to consult a little while we could make this 
as smooth as could be, and that there would be an era of peace here 
that has not been heard of for three or four days. Therefore, I move 
to amend by adding the words I did Selene, cule making it ‘ to-mor- 
row at one o’clock” instead of Wednesday, which ought to satisfy the 
objection which gentlemen had to the other proposition. They can- 
not of course expect to go on to-night to discuss the merits of the 
Butler and Corbin controversy, I suppose, and I should hope that that 
would get a unanimous vote. I really hope so. 

Mr. CONKLING. We are curious to know here whether the Sen- 
ator from Vermont is making any confidential communication to the 
Chair. We do not hear what he says, and our curiosity is naturally 
excited to know what it is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment is offered. 

P — VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported by the 
eecretary, 

The Curer CLERK. It is proposed to insert at the end of the reso- 
lution the following : 


And that the subject of said credentials shall be made the special order of the 
day for to-morrew at one o'clock. 


Mr. CONKLING. _ May I ask the Senator from Ohio, who seems 
specially to have this matter in charge, what possible objection there 
is to that Proposition ? 

Mr. EATON. There is no necessity for it. We might as well adjourn 
a8 agree to it. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not differ with my friend, who usnally does 
not make a parliamentary mistake in that respect, but, for abun- 
dant caution, if the Senate makes this a apeetal order at the end of 
the morning hour to-morrow, what objection can there be to that ? 

Mr. EATON. There is no necessity for it, because if we adjourn it 
= come up. to-morrow at that time as the unfinished business. 
Mr. CONKLING. I agree with the Senator from Connecticut; 
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but I ask if anybody thinks that is not sufficient, what possible ob- 
jection can there be to an order by the Senate that at the expiration 
of the morning hour to-morrow it shall come up. 


Mr. EATON. We would rather pass it to-night. (Laughter. } 
Mr. CONKLING. Oh! 
If it were done, when ‘tis dono, then 'twere well 
It were done quickly. 
That seems to be the idea of the Senator. 
Mr. THURMAN. Let me understand. The motion is made to add 


to the resolution that the credentials of Mr. Butler be made the 
special order for one o’clock to-morrow. Is that it? 


Mr. CONKLING. I did not hear such a thing as that in the amend- 


ment. 


Mr. THURMAN. I thought that was what it was. 


. Mr. CONKLING. Let it be read again. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
That the subject of said credentials shall be mado the special order of the day 


for to-morrow at ono o'clock. 


Mr. MCDONALD. Is that to be added to the resolution offered by 


the Senator from Ohio ? 


Mr. THURMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is the subject of his credentials. 

Mr. THURMAN. Butler must be made the special order. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does not the Senator see the distinction ? 

Mr. THURMAN. I did not. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is usually one of the difficulties of the hon- 


orable Senator from Ohio that he does not see distinctions when they 
exist, and finding that his customary difficulty is upon him now, I 
willsay to him that my understanding of the distinction is this: To- 
morrow at one 6’clock it will be within the province of the Senate, 
under the rules of the Senate, to say whether in filling the vacant 
seats the Senate will proceed first in the case which has been ex- 
plained and enlightened by not one report but two hostile reports 
from a committee, which it may be safe to assume, present not only 
one side but each side of the controversy, or whether the Senate, 
brushing away these two reports, will proceed first in acase in which 
no report has been made, and in respect of which, I will venture to 
say, on this side of the Chamber there is not one Senator in ten who 
has as yet any exact information. If the credentials of Mr. Butler 
technically were made a special order for to-morrow at one o'clock, L 
do not know but that the Chair might hold, might be compelled to 
hold, that that assigns precedence to those credentials and to the 
questions to which they give rise. On the other hand, if the subject, 
merely, which we have been talking about, is made a special order 
for one o’clock to-morrow, it might not, and probably would not, be 
held that the Senate had concluded to commit itself to the under- 
standing that the credentials themselves, and the questions arising 
upon them, should proceed at one o’clock, not being displaced by any- 
thing else. There was in our rules (I suppose there is yet; [ have 
not read the last revision of the rules,) a provision requiring two- 
thirds of the Senate to deal in certain ways with a special order. 
Therefore, it might become quite important that we should not be 
committed at one o’clock to-morrow to go on and put the credentials 
technically from South Carolina in advance of the credentials from 
Louisiana on which a report of the committee has been made. 


Mr. EATON. If my friend will allow me, I should like to suggest 


to him that the credentials of the claimant from South Carolina are 
now in advance of the others, because if the Senate vote to take 
from the committee the consideration of that question, those creden- 
tials are on the table of the Senate that moment. 


Mr. CONKLING. But, Mr. President, does not my honorable friend 


from Connecticut fall into an error by forgetting one of the rules of 
the Senate? 


Mr. EATON. I think not. 
Mr. CONKLING. There is a rule of the Senate which provides 


not only that the report of a committee but that the subject-matter 
from which a committee has been discharged shall, on the objection 
of one Senator, lie over one day; so that if the resolution offered by 
the Senator from Ohio were to pass at this moment the Senate could 
not proceed except by unanimous consent to do anything with the 
matter of Mr. Butler’s credentials. 


Mr. EATON. I apprehend my friend from New York is entirely 
wrong. I do not differ with the honorable Senator with regard to 
the rule, but this question is a privileged question. 

Mr. CONKLING. Not much. 

Mr. EATON. It is a question of the highest privilege. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is it any more privileged than the Kellogg report 
was this morning? 

Mr. EATON. Nota particle, but there happened to be one ahead 
of the Kellogg report this morning. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg my friend’s pardon. The Kellogg report 
went over on objection this morning from the democratic side, and 
the Chair sustained the objection. 

Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator will attend to me a moment, where 
is the error into which he thinks I have fallen? 

Mr. THURMAN. That we are acting under Rule 7, and that Rule 
50 is not applicable. 

Mr. EATON. That Rule 50 is not applicable at all to a question of 
the highest privilege. That is my belief. That is general parlia- 
mentary law. The question now is, does this special rule to which 
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the honorable Senator from New York alludes, take it out from the 
general principle of parliamentary law? I contend that it does not. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, if I am wrong in any respect, I 
will leave it to the Senator from Connecticut, after hearing me, 
whether I am wrong in the particular that he has pointed out. Rule 
7 provides that— 


All questions and motions arising or made upon the presentation of credentials 
shall be proceeded with until disposed of by the Senate. 


I am quite sure that so experienced a parliamentarian as the Senator 
from Connecticut will not even argue that that rale applies to the 
case of credentials presented long ago, proceeded with, referred to a 
committee, and brought back weeks and months afterward on a 
motion to discharge ; so that I think I may leave out of the question 
the words of Rule 7, which I have read. Then I come to Rale 50— 

Mr. THURMAN. When the committee is discharged, and the cre- 
dentials come back into the Senate, why do they not stand just as 
they did at the time they were presented f 

Mr. CONKLING. I have known of decrees in chancery which 
undertook to put the parties in statu quo; I never heard before that 
a rule itself fully provisional, not only restrictive, but enabling, deal- 
ing with the whole subject, saying that on a certain occasion, and no 
other, to wit, “the presentation—” a term well defined and known, 
declaring that at that one time, and at no other, all the questions 
which then arise shall be proceeded with and disposed of—could be 
supposed to mean that something else at some other and different 
time and stage of business was also intended and included. 

I think that the question of the Senator is sufticiently answered by 
being clearly stated. Here is a rule, for example, which provides 
that upon a report coming in from a committee such,or such a thing 
is to be done, Somebody proposes the qnestion whether when a dif- 
ferent proceeding occurs, when no committee has reported, when the 
proceeding is wholly different, the rule does not apply. ‘The answer 
to it is that the case which is provided for has not arisen and another 
case, which it does not provide for, is before the Senate. Let us see 
what Rule 50 says: 


All reports of committees and motions to discharge a committee from the con- 
sideration of a subject, and all subjects— 


Not all subjects except privileged subjects or privileged questions, 
but “all subjects”— 
from which a committee shall be discharged, shall lie one day for consideration, 
unless by unanimous consent the Senate shall otherwise direct. 

Hlow must the rule read in order to bear out the suggestion we hear 
now! It must read: Provided however, that the rule shall have no 
application to questions of privilege. 

Perhaps that would be a convenient supplement to the rule, but it 
is not here. The rule says that all sabjects whatsoever, be they grave 
or trivial, be they privileged or ordinary, all subjects whatsoever from 
which a committee has been discharged shall lie over one day unless 
by unanimous consent the Senate proceeds. Is not this a subject 
from which a committee will have been discharged after a majority 
shall have been found to vote in favor of a resolution which begins 
and ends with ordering that the committee shall be discharged? If 
it is such a subject this rule clearly and exactly provides for it; and 


could the Senator from Ohio muster all his cohorts now and vote them | 


instantly and finally and adopt the resolution, one objection would 
carry the subject over until to-morrow. When we reach to-morrow 
the day will have come to which an objection has postponed the report 
in the Kellogg case, and then, I repeat, it would be for the Senate to 
determine whether in the orderly conduct of business, sitting as I 
heard some Senator say to-day, to try a question as judges, to render 
a solemn judgment upon law and facts, the Senate will take up first 
a case which comes regularly before -it, which is illustrated by the 
report of a committee and a minority report, or whether it will post- 
pone that case in order that the more blindfold and less intelligent 
proceeding shall occur of taking up first a case in respect of which 
nobody but the initiated knows anything except in general. 

l infer that the possession of votes enough to consummate this pro- 
ceeding was known in the Senate, but it was not known to Senators 
who sit on this side of the Chamber. They had no forewarning that 
they must be prepared in the Butler ease. On the contrary, they re- 
lied upon the expectation that the committee in due time would give 
information touching the Butler case. Therefore, the question will 
be whether one-half the Senate, unapprised how near they were to 
a consideration of this case, are to be compelled to take it up first, to 
take up first a case which they know nothing of, and postpone a case 
in respect of which the material will be before us in the morning for 
a thorough and correct. understanding. 

Ido not mean tor one to agree, by arrangement or otherwise that 
Tecan prevent, that any order or understanding shall be reached by 
which the case of Mr. Butler, of South Carolina, must proceed first 
to-morrow. On the contrary, 1 wish, so far as the rules of the Senate 
permit it, to endeavor to have a consideration first of the Kellogg 
case, not because of any special preference I have for that case, but 
merely because it happens to be the case upon which a committee has 
reported, and therefore it is ready for trial, and we can take it up 
and take it up properly and intelligently. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Hoar inthe chair.) 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let us hear that read. 


The ques- 
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| to decide, whether Batler was clected properly or not. 
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’ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
The Cuter CLERK. 
lution: 


And that the subject of thecredentials shall be made tho s 
for to-morrow at one o'clock. 


( The Secretary will report it, 
It is moved to insert at the end of the reg 


pecial order of th, day 


Mr. THURMAN. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
the words “ sabject of the ;” so that it will read: ; ng out 

And that the credentials shall be made 
at one o'clock. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio, . 
find him on his feet, whether as he understands the resolution in th 
form it would refer to the credentials of Butler; would it not — 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. P 

M r. CC IN KLING, To any other credentials ? 

Mr. THURMAN. No. 

Mr. CONKLING. I hope the Senate will observe that answe) Th 
Senator from Ohio says, and very truly, that it would refer { 
credentials of Butler and to no other credentials. 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly not. If the Senator wants the cre 
dentials of Mr. Corbin up, we will all unite with him in discharyiny 
the committee from their consideration, and make eae 
order for the same time with Butler’s 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator now addressed wants nothing oy 
this subject. The Senator will endeavor when his name is called to 
vote as he thinks he ought. When he has done that, all his wants 
will be supplied. But I take occasion to direct the attention of tly 
Senate to the fact that by the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Vermont as changed by the Senator from Ohio, the purpose is 
in this judicial tribunal, proceeding with fairness, pretending to hold 
with an impartial hand the even scales of justice, the proceedings iy 
behalf of one party, the claim of one of two contestants and that 
claim only is to be brought into the Senate for adjudication. I think 
the court which shonld proceed with the trial of a cause with the 
preliminary order that only one of the parties should be heard, that 
the evidence on only one side should be given, would attract the at 
tention of the bench and of the bar. But Ido not object to this; | 
am not at all sure that it is not symmetrical and harmonious, that the 
resolution should begin as it does, that the credentials and only the 
credentials of one of two parties shall be brought before the Senate, 
Very likely those whom it is foreordained will vote to support those 
credentials will be less embarrassed than they might be if the ere- 
dentials of the other contestant were here andin any danger of being 
heard on the other side of the case. I should think perhaps it might 
be more convenient, perhaps easier, to pronounce in behalf of one 
party if no case was heard except his case, and the other party was 
not allowed to come in at all, than it would be to undergo the incon- 
venience of having both sides heard and being compelled to choose 
between them. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, one would really be led to believe from 
the remarks of my honorable friend from New York that upon this 
resolution the question of the antagonist of Butler is not brought up. 
I am perfectly astonished, for I have no idea that the senior Senator 
from New York believes any such thing, and therefore I must believe 
that he is talking for the benefit of all of us, for we all love to hear 
him talk. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will my honorable friend explain to me why ho 
stated a moment ago that the original resolution called for the cre- 


the special order of the day for to-morrow 


> the 


them the special 


| dentials of Butler alone. 


Mr. EATON. I did not. 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg my friend’s pardon ; he said that and said 
it truly. Carrying the inquiry back one step further, will the Senator 
tell me how it came that a resolution was perfected and brought for- 
ward and has been for days debated, calling simply for those creden- 
tials, when it was known the credentials of the other contestant claim- 
ing to have been elected to the same seat were before the same con- 
mittee? Was it for economy of stationary or was it on account of 
stinginess of ink? [Laughter.] 

Mr. EATON. The question of my honorable friend is a long one. 
I have no idea that it was for the economy of stationery or the stin- 
giness of ink, and there certainly is no necessity to speak about the 
economy of either. I did not say just now, asmy friend supposed I said, 
that the resolution related to the credentials of Butler alone. I said 
it was the credentials of Butler as against the credentials of Kellogg 
about whom the committee have reported. Now, then, I undertake 
to say this, and I hardly think that my distinguished friend from 
New York will deny the truth of the position, that you cannot bring 
before tho Senate the facts with regard to the credentials of Butler 
without bringing the testimony that applies to his antagonist. 

Mr. CONKLING. Why not? : 

Mr. EATON. Because it is a matter that is entirely impossible. 
The testimony of the case at once brings the briefs of both contest- 
ants before the Senate, and then comes the question for the Senate 
If so, he is 
to be seated. Upon my word I think there is no trouble with regard 
to this matter. : vag 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the substance of this question, it 
seems to me, is very plain. This is the second parliamentary day— 
about the fifth day, otherwise—which we have given to the consid- 
eration of the propriety of bringing before the Senate the ereden- 
tials of Mr. Butler, of South Carolina, for the purpose of taking 
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se eense whether he is to be sworn or no. The substitution of 
- Kellogg’s case in lien of Butler’s has been before the Senate and 
has been yoted upon unsuccessfully on the part of the movers. It is 
a fectly plain and clear that the present amendment is designed, 
a the rules of the Senate, to give the case of Kellogg precedence 
aoe ae That is the beginning and the end of it; that is the sub- 
ee of it; and those of the Senate who desire to see the case of 
Butler postponed and that of Kellogg taken up can farther it by ac- 
cepting the amendment of the honorable Senator from Vermont. I 
jo not think there can be any doubt about this. I think it is per- 
fectly clear. Certainly, the position the case has now before the 
Senate is removed from any doubt at all. If we cannot be permitted 
to come to a vote, if there are no other ny expedients of 
delay in the budget of those who are opposed to t e discharge of 
the committee from the consideration of Mr. Butler’s credentials, 
there is no reason why the next five minutes should not settle the 
question and learn the will of the Senate on that subject, and learn 
with it whether they propose then to follow up the consideration of 
the case to which this is a fair, open, well-understood preliminary. 
We moved to discharge the committee for the purpose of taking up 
the ease, and now the question is whether under the machinery of 
the rules of the Senate we shall accede to a motion that will defeat 
our object. That is all, I hope the Senate will understand it; I 
think 1 do, and therefore I shall vote against it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I want to say one word. I moved to amend the 
amendment offered by. the Senator from Vermont. Upon reflection 
I will withdraw my amendment to the amendment, and ask the 
friends of the original resolution to vote down the amendment for 
this reason if for no other: Our rules make it necessary that two- 
thirds of the Senate should make a special order, as has been settled. 
I do not profess to know where the rule is. Therefore, if that amend- 
ment were made to the resolution, it might be argued, and in possi- 
bility it would require two-thirds to pass the resolution. I hope, 
therefore, that we may have no more complications, and that the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont will be voted down 
by the friends of the original resolution. It is plain enough that if we 
are to come to any understanding of this sort, as to voting at a par- 
ticular time, it must be brought about, as has usually been done in 
the Senate, by unanimous agreement. There is no other way by 
which a vote can be had that I know of. And as the Senator from 
New York says that he will consent to no arrangement whatsoever 
that would enable Mr. Butler’s case to be disposed of to-morrow, I 
do not see how that unanimous agreement can be arrived at, and 
therefore there is nothing left for us but to sit it out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EpMUNDs.] The Senator from 
Ohio withdraws the motion to amend. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is moved to insert at the end of the resolu- 
tion the following words : 


And that the subject of the credentials shall be made the special order of the 
day for to-morrow at one o'clock. 


Mr. CONKLING. I observe that the mover of the amendment, 
the Senator from Vermont, is not here at this moment. In order to 
enable the Senator to be here, I will ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will state to the Senator from New York that the 
Senator from Vermont who moved the amendment is paired with 
— — question. He is temporarily absent, and will be back in 
lait an hour, 


Mr. CONKLING. I will ask for the yeas and nays, to enable him 
to come in, if he wishes to do so. 

~ a nays were ordered ; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS, (when Mr. BarLey’s name was called.) I desire to 
say that my colleague [ Mr. eee) is paired upon this question with 
the Senator from California, (Mr. Boorn.] If my colleague were 
i he would vote “nay” and the Senator from California would 
vote “* yea, 

Mr. KERNAN, (when Mr. JoHNSTUN’s name was called.) I was re- 
quested to state that the Senator from Virginia [Mr. JounsTon] and 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WinDoM ] are paired. The Senator 
from Virginia would vote “nay” and, I presume, the Senator from 
Minnesota would vote “yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. MERRIMON. ] 
He would vote “nay” and I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. ROLLINS, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from South Carolina, [ Mr. PATTERSON. ] 
If he were here, he would vote “nay” and I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senators from Pennsylvania are paired with 
each other, and are absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 25; as follows: 


cre AS —Mesars. Allison, Anthony, Brace, Barnside, Cameron of Wisconsin, 
Joma  CRristianey, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, Hoar, Howe, Ingalls, 


Sanntonn Saleen Sheet eile, Matthews, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, 


penis Mecms. Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davis of Illinois, 
oe oy Vest Virginia, Dennis, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Jones of Florida, 
Sa Isbu Amar, MeCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Morgan, Randolph, Ransom, 

wsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Whyte, and Withers—2o. 


Dede 


ABSENT—Messrs. Armstrong, Bailey, Barnum, Blaine, Booth, Cameron of 
Pennsylvania, Eaton, Ferry, Garland, Grover, Hamlin, Hill, Johnston, Maxey, 
Merrimon, Mitchell, Patterson, Plumb, Rollins, Sargent, Sharon, Spencer, Wallace, 
and Windom—24. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the original 
resolution. 

Mr. McMILLAN, (at seven o’clock and thirty-five minutes p. m.) 
Mr. President, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The question being put, it was declared that the noes appeared to 
prevail, 

Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. McMILLAN ealled for the yeas and nays ; 
and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

_ Mr. COCKRELL, (after having voted in the negative.) If the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] is not here, [am paired with 
him. In the event that he does not vote, I withdraw my vote for 
the present. : 

Mr. WALLACE, (when Mr. GARLAND’s name was called.) The 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] is paired with the Senator 
from Nebraska, [Mr. PADDOCK. ] 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 23, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, Cameron 
of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, Hoar, 
Howe, Ingalls, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews, Oglesby, Rollins, 
Saunders, Teller, and Wadleigh—23. s 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Beck, Coke, Conover, Davis of Illinois, Davis of West 
Virginia, Dennis, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, Me- 
Creery, McDonald, McPherson, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, Ransom, Saulsbury, 
Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—26. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Armstrong, Bailey, Barnum, Blaine, Booth, Bruce, Cockrell, 
Eaton, Ferry, Garland, Grover, Hamlin, Hill, Johnston, Maxey, Merrimon, 
Mitchell, Morrill, Paddock, Plumb, Sargent, Sharon, Spencer, and Windom—24, 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I ask to have the pending resolu 
tion reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Clork will report the resolution. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be discharged from 
the consideration of the credentials of M. C. Butler, of South Carolina. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, it is very manifest from the dis- 
cussions which have taken place here to-day that it is not known 
whether there are any issues of fact which are not settled between 
these parties. It has been stated upon the floor of the Senate that 
there are questions of fact which are not settled by the admission of 
either party or by the consent of these parties. An attempt to settle 
issues of fact in the open Senate would be an unheard of proceeding 
in a case of this kind; and in order that we may be fully advised 
upon this question, I move to strike from the resolution all after the 
word “ resolved,” and insert : 

That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be instructed to examine and 
report what questions of fact, if any, in the Corbin-Butler case are not settled by 
the admissions of the claimants to the seat now vacant from the State of South 
Carolina. 

Certainly there can be no objection to the adoption of this amend- 
ment. To enter upon a decision of this case, to take up and decide 
the question of the right of Mr. Butler to a seat in the Senate when 
the facts are not settled by the admission of the parties, would be to 
enter upon a task which we cannot finish before the close of this 
session of Congress. I hope, therefore, the motion will address itself 
to the Senate favorably, and that there will be a unanimous vote in 
favor of the adoption of the amendment I have proposed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
to amend the original resolution in a manner which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. MCMILLAN, 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask that the briefs of the parties may be read 
to the Senate in explanation of this motion, that we may discover how 
far they are from agreeing upon the facts. 

Mr. WHYTE. Lobject, sir. They are not papers in the possession 
of the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS (to Mr. McMILLAN.) Read them yourself then. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask to have them read as part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota is enti- 
tled to have them read as part of his remarks. 

Mr. CONKLING. I hope the Clerk will read deliberately and that 
the Senate will attend to them. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Thisis the brief of Mr. Corbin which I first send 
up. 

Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, I desire to inquire whether this is the 
speech of the Senator from Minnesota, because otherwise it is not a 
paper to be called for to be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator is not entitled to have 
the document read on his call, but he is entitled to have it read as 
part of his remarks. 

Mr. WHYTE. Certainly, if he says it is part of his remarks, of 
course my objection does not hold. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to make this explanation to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
so to say. 

Mr. McDONALD. In what order, Mr. President, does the Senator 
from Minnesota desire these briefs to be read? 
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Mr. McMILLAN. I have submitted the brief of Mr. Corbin. That 
will be read first in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Clerk will proceed. 

Mr. WHYTE. We desire to understand that, Mr. President. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Is that part of the speech the Senator from 
Minnesota proposes to make? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
80 to state. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the document sent up. 

After some time had been thus occupied, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Is the speech of the Senator done? 
There is nothing going on. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
menced. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Did I understand the Senator to wish to make 
a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 1 asked for information. I heard 
nothing going on in the Senate, no reading and no one speaking, and 
I wanted to know whether there was anything before the Senate. I 
supposed perhaps the Senator had finished his speech. If I am in 
error, of course I submit. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota will proceed. 

Mr. WALLACE. Willit be in order to permit the Senator from 
Minnesota to print? 

Mr. McMILLAN, I have not made any such request, if that would 
be in order. The Senator from Pennsylvania had better not make 
suggestions that are not within the rules of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading will continue. 

The Secretary resumed and continued the reading. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, (at eight o’clock and thirty-two min- 
utes p.m.) I desire to inquire of the Senator from Minnesota if he 
he will yield to a motion to adjourn ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir; I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator having yielded for that 
purpose, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. SAULSBURY and Mr. WALLACE called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MCDONALD, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from California [Mr. Boot] unless my vote shall be 
necessary to make a quorum. If necessary to make a quorum, I shall 
vote “no,” but not otherwise. 

Mr. McC?HERSON, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Nevada, [Mr. JoNEs.] I suppose he 
would vote “yea,” if present, and I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. MERRIMON. ] 
If present, he would vote “nay” and I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. VOORHEES, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. CONKLING] during his temporary 
absence from the Senate Chamber. Were he here, I should vote “nay” 
and he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. ANTHONY. My colleague [Mr. BURNSIDE] is paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky, [ Mr. poping 

Mr. WALLACE, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar. ] 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MCDONALD. Has a quorum voted f 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCDONALD. Then I do not vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 24; as follows: 


The Chair understands the Senator 


The Chair understands it has just com- 


YEAS—Measrs. Allison, Anthony, Bruce, Cameron of Pennsylvania, Cameron of 
Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, Howe, Ingalls, Kirk- 
wood, McMillan, Matthews, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, Rollins, Saunders, Spencer, 
Teller, and Wadleigh—23. 

NAYS—Measrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davis of Tlii- 
noia, Davisof West Virginia, Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones 
of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, Morgan, Patterson, Ransom, Saulsabury, Thurman, 
Whyte, and Withers—24. 


ABSENT—Mesars. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Booth, Burnside, Conkling, 
Eaton, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Hoar, Johnston, Jones of Nevada, MeCreery, Me- 
Donald, McPherson, Maxey, Merrimon, Mitchell, Plumb, Randolph, Sargent,Sharon, 
Voorhees, Wallace, and Windom—26. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate refuses toadjourn. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I ask that the Clerk resume the reading of Mr. 
Corbin’s statement at the point where he left off. 

The Secretary resumed and continued the reading. 

Mr. WADLEIGH, (at nine o’clock p.m.) I would inquire of my 
friend from Minnesota if he will give way for a motion to adjourn ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir, for that purpose I will yield. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. WHYTE called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. VOORHEES, (when his name was called.) During the tempo- 
rary absence of the Senator from New York [Mr. CONKLING] I am 
paired with him. If he were here, I would vote “ nay” and he would 
vote “ yea.” 

Mr. McCREERY, (when his name was called.) I am paired on this 
subject with the Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. BuRNsiIpDE.] He 
woula vote “ yea” if present, and I should vote “nay.” 
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Mr. McDONALD, (when his name was called.) The Sey 
California [Mr. Boot] having returned, I will vote “nay? 

Mr. MCPHERSON, (when his name was called.) On this que. 
I am paired with the Senator from Nevada, [ Mr. JONES, } ™ 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result w 
yeas 23; nays 26, as follows: 


ator from 


Stion 
48 announced — 


YEAS-—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Bruce, Cameron of P; wes 
Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, Hoar ' 
Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, Rol 
Teller, and Wadleigh—23. , 

NA YS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Conover Davis of 1) 
a : Weat Te On Sumas Gordon, Harris, Hereford ¢ = 
of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, McDonald, Morgan, Patter Rando 2 osaee 
Saulsbury, Thurman, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—23. Randolph, Ransom, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Burnside, Christiancy (o, 
ling. Eaton, Ferry, Geoves, ae Th saa, Jones of Nevada MeCrent 

cPherson, Maxey, Merrimon, Mitchell, Plumb, Sargent, Sharon. Spencer 
hees, and Windom—24. sent, m Spencer, Voor 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the Clerk to resume the reading of the 
statement of Mr. Corbin. 

The Secretary resumed and continued the reading. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, (at nine o’clock and thirty-six mip. 
utes p.m.) I observe that the Senator from Minnesota is beco 
weary, and if he will give way for that purpose I will move an e 
tive session. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I shall yield for that purpose only. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move that the Senate do now 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BAYARD and others called for the yeas and nays; 
were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (at nine o’clock and thirty-eight minutes 
I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BAYARD called for the yeas and nays ; and they were ordered, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, (when his name was called.) I am 
paired with the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Harris, ] who is tem- 
porarily out of the Chamber. 

Mr. McCREERY, (when his name was called.) I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from Ohio, (Mr. MatrHEws.] He would 
vote “ yea” if present and 1 should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MAXEY, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Ferry.] If present, he would vote 
“yea” and I should vote “ nay.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 25, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania 
Chaffee, Christiancy, nt Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, Hoar, Howe, Ingalls 
Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, Rollins, Saun 
ders, Spencer, Teller, and Wadleigh—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davis of Illi 
nois, Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Hereford, Hill, Jones of 
Florida, Kernan, Lamar, McDonald, McPherson, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph 
Ransom, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, White, and Withers—23 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Cameron of Wis. 
consin, Eaton, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Harris, Johnston, McCreery, Matthews, 
Maxey, Merrimon, Mitchell, Plamb, Sargent, Sharon, and Windom—20. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. E 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the motion of 
the Senator from Wisconsin, that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business, upon which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. F ‘ 

Mr. BECK. My colleague [Mr. McCrEERY] is paired on all ques- 
tions to-night with the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Matruews.] If 
present, my colleague would vote “ nay.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 24, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Bruce, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Chaffee, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, Hoar, Howe, Ingells, Jones of Ne- 
vada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Morrill, Oglesby Paddock, Kollius, Saunders, Spen- 
cer, Teller, and Wadleigh—24. ; “ 

NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davis of Ihli- 
nois, Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Hereford, Hill, Jones of 
Florida, Kernan, Lamar, McDonald, McPherson, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, 
Ransom, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—2s. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Burnside, Cameron of Wiscon- 
sin, Christiancy, Eaton, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Harris, Johnston, Met reery, 
Matthews, Maxey, Merrimon, Mitchell, Plumb, Sargent, Sharon, and Windom—2l. 


ylvania 
Howe, Ingalls, 
lins, Saunde Te. 


ming 
xecu- 


and they 


p- m.) 


So the motion was not a 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the Clerk to continue the reading of the 
statement of Mr. Corbin on this subject. 

The Secretary resumed and continned the reading. 

Mr. PADDOCK, (at ten o’clock and two minutes p. m.) I ask the 
Senator from Minnesota to give way while [ make a motion. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate take a recess until to- 
morrow morning, at ten o’clock a. m. ; 

Mr. BAYARD. I call for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, (when bis name was called.) 02 


to. 
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this question I am paired with the Senator from Tennessee, [ Mr. 


wad at having been concluded, the result was announced— 


yeas 25, nays 28; as follows: 

" YE \S—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Brace, Burnside, Cameron of Penn- 
tania, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, Hoar, Howe, 

Syncs of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, Rollins, Saun- 

i Spencer, Teller, and Wadleigh—25. 2 ° 

p WAY S—Messrs Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davis of Mlinois, 

Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, 
en, Lamar, McDonald, McPherson, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, Ransom, 

- iisbury Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—2s. 

“al DSENT—Measrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Cameron of Wisconsin, Eaton, 

ran Grover, Hamlin, Harris, Ingalls, Johnston, McCreery, Matthews, Maxey, 

Mertimon, Mitchell, Plumb, Sargent, Sharon, and Windom—20. 


‘) the motion was not agreed to. 

Ho tN CE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota. ; 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to have the Clerk resume the reading of 
the statement of Mr. Corbin. : ; 

The Chief Clerk resumed and continued the reading, but was in- 

srrupted by 
7 Mr HOAR. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. In order 
that the Senate may enjoy the benefit of the interesting remarks of 
the honorable Senator from Minnesota, I raise the question under the 
second rule that a quorum of the Senate is not present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, (at ten o’clock and eighteen minutes p. 
m.) The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names : 


Mesars. Allison, Anthony, Bayard, Beck, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of 
Pennsylvania, Chaffee, Christiancy, Cockrell, Coke, Conkling. Davis of West Vir- 
vinia, Dawes, Dennis, Dorsey, Edmunds, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, 
Jioar. Howe, Ingalls, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada, Kernan, Kirkwood, 
Lawar, McDonald, McMillan, McPherson, Maxey, Mitchell, Morgan, Morrill, 
Ovlesby, Paddock, Patterson, Randolph, Ransom, Rollins, Saulsbury, Saunders, 
Spencer, Teller, Thurman, Voorhees, Wadleigh, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll-call shows the presence of fifty- 
four Senators—more than a quorum. The Senator from Minnesota 
will proceed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the Clerk to resume the reading of the 
statement of Mr. Corbin. ; 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading. 

The entire statement is as follows : 


Statement of the case of D. T. Corbin, esq., who claims to have been duly elected 
on December 12, 1876, by the Legislature of South Carolina, to represent that 
State in the Senate of the United States for the term of six years, commencing 
March 4, A. D, 187%. 

STATEMENT OF CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTE LAW OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 

The constitution of the State of South Carolina, adopted in April, 1868, provides 
as follows: 

ArvicLe 2, Section 1. The legislative power of this State shall be vested in 
two distinct branches ; the one to be styled the senate and the other the house of 
a aaa and both together the General Assembly of the State of South 
Carolina, 

Ant. 2, Sec.2. The house of representatives shall be composed of members 
chosen by ballot oer second year by the citizens of this State, qualified as in this 
constitution is provided. 

Ant.2, Sec. 4. The house of representatives shall consist of one hundred and 
twenty-four members, to be apportioned among the several counties according to 
the number of inhabitants contained in each. An enumeration of inhabitants for 
this purpose sball be made in 1869, and again in 1875, and shall be made in the 
course of every tenth year thereafter, in such mauner as shall be directed by law ; 
and representatives shall be assigned to the different counties, in the above-men- 
tioned proportion, by act of the General Assembly at the session immediately suc- 
ceeding every enumeration, 

* * * * * *. 

Art. 2, Sec. 8. The senate shall be composed of one member from each county,* 
to be elected for the term of four years by the qualified voters of the State in the 
same manner in which the members of the house are chosen, except the county of 
Charleston, which shall be allowed two senators. 

Arr. 2, Sec. 11. Phe first election for senators and representatives under the pro- 
visions of this constitution shall be held on the 14th, 15th, and 16th days of April of 
the present year, (1868;) and the second election shall be held on the third Wednes- 


day of October, 1870; and forever thereafter on the first Tuesday following the first | 


Monday in November, in every second year, in such manner and in such place as 
the Legislature may provide.t 

Arr, 2, Sec. 12. The first session of the General Assembly, after the ratification 
of this constitution, shall be convened on the second Tuesday of May of the present 


year, (1868,) inthe cityof Columbia, * * * and thereafter on the fourth Tuesday 
of November, annually. 


* * . . 

Ant, 2, Sec. 13. The term of office of senators and representatives, chosen at a 
general Clection, shall begin on the Monday following such election. 

Ant, 2, Sec. 14. Each house shall judge of the election, returns, and qualifications 


= ew members ; and a majority of each house shall constitute a quorum to do 
eas. 


° * * * * * * 

Aut, 2, See. 15. Each house shall choose its own officers, determine its rales of 
me coding, punish its members for disorderly behavior, and, with the concurrence 
v sae expel a member, but not a second time for the same offense. 

Ant. 3, Src. 
vote for members of tho house of re resentatives, and shall hold his office for two 


ue and until his suecessor shall be chosen and qualified, and shall be re-eli- 


e * * * * * 


u A kT. 3, Sec. 4. The returns of every election of governor shall be sealed up by 
‘© managers of election in their respective counties, and transmitted by mail to 


the seat of government, directed to the secretary of state; whoshall deliver them | 


to the speaker of the house of represextatives at the next ensuing session of the 


the cna , and a duplicate of said returns shall be filed with the clerks of 


ne are thirty-two counties in the State. 


ast clause of this section is as amended in 1872-'73. 


2. The governor shall be elected by the electors duly qualified to | 





counties, whose duty it shall be to forward to the secretary of | 


state a certified copy thereof, upon being notified that the returns, previeusly for- 
warded by mail, have not been received at his office. It shall be the duty ef the 
secretary of state, after the expiration of seven days from the day upon which the 
votes have been counted, if the returns thereof from any county have not been 
received, to notify the clerk of the court of said county, and order a copy of the 
returns filed in his office to be forwarded forthwith. The secretary of state shall 
deliver the returns to the speaker of the house of representatives at the next ensu- 
ing session of the General Assembly ; and during the first week of the session, or 
as soon as the General Assembly shall have organized by the election of the pre- 
siding officer of the two houses, the speaker shall open and publish them in the 
presence of both houses. 

The person having the highest number of votes shall be governor; but if two or 
more shall be equal and highest in votes, the General Assembly shall, during tho 
same session, in the house of representatives, choose one of them governor, viva 
voce.* Contested elections fer governor shall be determined by the General As 
sembly in such manner as shall be prescribed by law. 

ARTICLE 1, Sec.26. In the government of this Commonwealth the legislative, 
executive, and judicial powers of the government shall be forever separate and 
distinct from each other, and no person or persons oxercising the functions of one 
of said departments shall assume or discharge the duties of any other. 

At the regular session of the General Assembly of the State of South Carolina of 
1875-76, the following act was passed, to wit: 

“An act to apportion the representation of the counties in General Assembly in 
accordance with the requirements of the State constitution. . 

“Whereas the constitution of South Carolina, article 2, section 4, requires that 
representation in the General Assembly shall be apportioned among the several 
counties of the State at the present session thereof; and whereas section 6 of the 
said article 2 of the constitution provides that the census return of inhabitants, A. 
D. 1875, shall be the basis of representation, dividing the number thereby found in 
each county by one one-hundred-and-twenty-fourth of the total population of the 
State, as determined by the same census, and supplying, on the basis of the greatest 
fractions so arising, all vacancies thereby left in the membership of the house: 
Therefore, 

“* Be it enacted by the senate and house of representatives of the State of South 
Carolina, now met and sitting in General Assembly, and by the authority of the same, 
That the several counties shall, at the session of the General Assembly next fol- 
lowing the first general election after the passage of this act, and thereafter until 
the same shall be repealed, be entitled to representatives as follows: Abbeville, 
5; Aiken, 4; Anderson, 4; Barnwell, 5; Beaufort, 6; Charleston, 17; Chester, 3; 
Chesterfield, 2; Clarendon, 2; Colleton,5; Darlington, 4; Edgetield, 5; Fairtleld,3; 
Georgetown, 2; Greenville, 4; Horry, 2; Kershaw, 3; Lancaster, 2; Laurens, 3; 
Lexington, 2; Marion, 4; Marlborough, 2; Newberry, 3; Oconee, 2; Orangeburgh, 5; 
Pickens, 2; Richland,5; Spartanburgh, 4; Sumter,4; Union,3; Williamsburgh, 3; 
York, 4. 

** Approved March 2, 1876.''"—Sessions Laws, page 88, 1875-'76. 

The laws regulating elections in South Carolina are as follows: 

General statutes—Chapter VII—Of qualifications of electors. 


SEcTION 1. Every male citizen of the United States, of the age of twenty-one 
years and upward, not laboring under the disabilitios named in the constitution, 
without distinction of race or color or former condition, who shall bave been a resi 
dent of the State for one year and in the county in which he offers to vote for sixty 
days next preceding any general election, shall be entitled to vote: Provided, That 
no person, while kept in any almshouse or asylum, or of unsound mind, or confined 
in any public prison, shall be allowed to vote. 

Sec. 2. The polls shall be open at such voting places as shall be designated at six 
o'clock in the forenoon, and close at six o'clock in the afternoon of the day of clee 
tion, and shall be kept open during these hours without intermission or adjourn- 
ment, and the managers shall administer to each person offering to voto an oath 
that he is qualified to vote at this election, according to the constitution of this 
State, and that he has not voted during this election. 

Sec. 3. Thatevery person who shall vote at any general election, who is not on- 
titled to vote, and every person who shall, by force, intimidation, deception, fraud, 
bribery, or undue influence, obtain, procure, or control the vote of any electer, to 
be cast for any candidate or measure, other than as intended or desired by such 
elector, shall be punished by a fine not less than $100, nor more than $1,000, or by 
imprisonment in jail not less than three months, nor more than twelve months, or 
both, within the discretion of the court. 


Chapter VIII—Of the manner of conducting elections and returning votes. 
Section 1. That the general elections in this State shall be held, pursuant to the 


| constitution thereof, on the third Wednesday in Uctober, L#70, aud forever there- 


after on the same day in every second year, and shall be regulated and conducted 
according to the rules, principles, and provisions herein prescribed. t 
Jommissioners and managers of election, 
Sec. 2. That for the purpose of carrying on such election, it shall be the duty of 


| the governor, and he is hereby authorized and empowered, at least sixty days = to 


any such election, to appoint in and for each county three commissioners of election, 


| whose duty it shall be, and they are hereby authorized and empowered, to appoint 


three managers of election for each election precinet in the county for which they 
shall respectively be appointed. The said commissioners of election and said man- 
agers of election shall take and subscribe, before any officer authorized to admin- 


ister oaths, the oath of office prescribed by section 30 of article 2 of the constitu- 
| tion, and the same shall be immediately filed in each instance in tho office of the 


clerk of the county in which said commissioners and managers shall be appointed, 
and, if there be no such clerk, duly qualified by law, then in the oflice of the secre- 
tary of state. 

Sec. 3. That the managers are hereby authorized to appoint a clerk to assist 
them in whatever duties may be required of them, who shall take the oath of effice 

rescribed by section 30 of article 2 of the constitution, before the chairman of the 

vard of managers. 

Sec. 4. That the commissioners aforesaid and the managers aforesaid, at their 
first meetings, respectively, shall proceed to organize themselves as a board, by 
appointing one of their number chairman of the board; and such chairman in cach 
instance shall be empowered to administer the necessary oaths. 

Sec. 5. The polls shall be open at such voting places as shall be designated, at six 
o'clock in the forenoon, and close at six o'clock in the afternoon ot the day of elec- 
tion, and shall be kept open during these hours without intermission or adjourn- 
ment; and the managers shall administer to each person offering to vote an oath 
that he is qualified to vote at this election according to the constitution of this 
State, and that he has not veted during this election. 

SEc. 6. Representatives in the House of Representatives of the Congress of the 
United States shall be chosen at such election in the several congressional dis- 
tricts by the qualitied electors therein. 

Sec. 7. The State constables, and other peace officers of each county, are required 
to be present during the whole time that the polls are kept open, and until the 
election is completed; and they sball prevent all interference with the mana 





* A statute provides that the General Assembly shall decide a contest for gov- 
ernor. ; 

t Amended, so as to read, “ first Tuesday after the first Monday in November, 
1872-'73." 
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gers, and see that there is no interruption of good order. If there should be more 
than one polliog-place in any county, the State constable of such county is — 
ered and directed to make such assignment of his deputies and other peace officers 
to such polling places as may, in his judgment, best subserve the purposes of quict 
and order. 

Sec. 8. All bar-rooms, saloons, end other places for the sale of liquors by retail, 
shall be closed at six o'clock of the evening preceeding the day of such election, 
and remain closed until six o'clock in the morning of the day thereafter, and during 
the time aforesaid the sale of all intoxicating liquors is prohibited. Any person 
duly convicted before a competent court of a violation of this section shall be 
punished by a fine not exceeding $50, or by imprisonment not exceeding six months, 
or by both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 9 The voting shall be by ballot, which shall contain, written or printed, 
or partly written and partly printed, the names of the persons voted for, and the 
offices to which such persons are intended to be chosen, and shall be so folded as 
tu conceal the contents; and such ballot shall be deposited in a box to be con- 
structed, kept and disposed of as hereinafter provided. 

Sec. 10. There shall be one general ticket, on which shall be the names of the 
persons voted for Representatives in Congress, and State, circuit and county 
officers 

Sec. 11, The commissioners of election shall provide one box for each election 
precinct. An opening shall be made in the lid of the box not larger than shall be 
suflicient for a single ballot to be inserted therein at one time, through which 
each ballot received, proper to be placed in such box, shall be inserted by the 
person voting, and by no other; each box shall be provided with a sufficient lock, 
and shall be locked before the opening of the poll, and the keys retained by the 
commissioners, and shall not be opened during the election. Such boxes shall be 
labelled as follows; “Congress,” “ State,” “circuit” and “county officers.” 

Sec. 12. Each clerk of the pol) shall keep a poll-list, which shall contain one 
column headed “names of voters; and the name of each elector voting shall be 
entered by the clerk in such column. 

Sec. 13. At the close of the election, and within three days after the day thereof, 
the chairman of the board of managers, or one of them, who may be designated by 
the board, shall deliver to the commissioners of election the poll-list and the boxes 
containing the ballots. 

Src. 14. The commissioners of election shall meet at the county seat, as provided 
in the last preceding section, and shall proceed to organize and shall form the county 
board of canvassers., 

Sec. 15. They shall meet in some convenient place at the county seat on the Tues- 
day next following the election, before one o'clock in the afternoon of that day. 
They may appoint some competent person as secretary. The chairman shall then 
proceed to administer the constitutional oath to each member of the board as can- 
vassers, and shall administer the constitutional oath to the secretary, and the sec- 
retary shall administer to the chairman the same oath that he shall have admistered 
to the other members of the board. 

Sy 16, They shall then proceed to count the votes of the county, and shall make 
such statements thereof as the natare of the election shall require within ten days 
of the time of their first meeting as a board of county canvassers, and shall trans- 
mit to the board of State canvassers any protest and all papers relating to the 
election 

Sec. 17. Duplicate statements shall be made and filed in the office of the clerk 
of the county, and if there be no such clerk duly qualified according to law, then 
in the office of the secretary of state. 

Sec. 18. They shall make separate statements of the whole number of votes given 
insuch county for Representatives in Congress, and separate statements of all other 
votes given for other oflicers. Sach statements shall contain the names of the 
persons for whom such votes were given, and the number of votes given for each, 
which shall be written out in words at fall length. 

Src. 19. There shall be prepared by the commissioners three separate lists of each 
statement, beside the lists to be filed in the oftice of the county clerk or secretary 
of state, and each list shall be certified to as correct by the signatures of the com- 
missioners, subscribed to such certificate. 

See. 20. After the final adjournment of the board of county canvassers, and 
within the time prescribed in section 15 of this chapter, the chairman of the 
board shall deposit in the nearest post-office, directed to the governor, secretary 
of state, and comptroller-general (the full postage paid) each one of the certified 
copies of the statement and certificate of votes prepared as provided in the last 
preceding section. 


Of the formation and proceedings of the board of state canvassers. 


See. 21. The secretary of state shall appoint a meeting of state canvassers, to be 
held at his office or some convenient place, on or before the 10th day of November 
next after such general election, for the purpose of carfvassing the votes for all 
oflicers voted for at such election. 

Src. 22. The seeretary of state, comptroller-general, attorney-general, State au- 
ditor, State treasnrer, adjutant and inspector general, and the chairman of the 
committee on privileges and elections ia the house of representatives shall consti- 
tute = State canvassers, four of whom shall be a sufficient number to form a 
board. 

See, 23. If a majority of these officers shall be unable or shall fail to attend, the 
president of the senate, being notified by the secretary of state, shall attend with- 
out delay, and with the officers attending shall form a board. 

See. 24. The board, when thus formed, shall, upon the certified copies of the 
statements mado by the board of county canvassers, proceed to make a statement 
of the whole number of votes given at such election for the various officers, and 
for each of them voted for, distinguishing the several counties in which they were 
given. They shall certify such statements to be correct, and subscribe the same 
with their proper names. 

Sec. 25. They shall make and subscribe on the proper statement a certificate of 
their determination, and shall deliver the same to the secretary of state. 

Sec. 26. Upon such statements, they shall then proceed to determine and declare 
what persons have been, by the greatest number of votes, duly elected to such 
otlices or citber of them. They shall have power, and it is made their duty, to 
decide all cases under protest or contest that may arise when the power to do so 
does not, by the constitution, reside in some other body. 

Sere. 27. The board shall have power to adjourn from day to day for a term not 
exceeding ten days. 

Sec. 2s, That, in case of a contest of the election of governor, (if the General 
Assembly, by concurrent resolution shall entertain the same,) the senate and house 
of representatives shall, cach separately, proceed to hear and determine the facts 
in the case so far as they deem necessary and decide thereon who, according to the 
tenth section of article VITI of the constitution is entitled to be declared elected. If 
the two branches of the General Assembly come to the same decision they shall, 
by concurrent resolution, declare who is duly elected and entitled to enter upon 
and exercise the office of governor ; and such person thereupon shall, upon taking 
the oath prescribed in the constitution, be inducted into office. If the two branches 
of the General Assembly do not come to the same decision, then a general election 
shal! be called by the governor to take place in not less than sixty nor more than 
ninety days, at which the qualified electors shall proceed to vote for a suitable per- 
son to fill the office of governor. 

Sec. 29. The secretary of state shall record in his office, in a book to be kept by 
him for that purpose, cach certified statement and determination which shall be 
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delivered to him by the board of State canvaasers, isse 
that shall ee eae to him by a — ory Sees 

Sec. 30. He shall, without delay, transmit a copy, under the 
such certified determination to each person thereby declared te best ty Office, of 
copy to the governor. Od, and alike 

Sec. 31. He shall cause a copy of such certified statements and dete 
to be printed in one or more public newspapers of this State. Tminations 

Sec. 32. He shall prepare a general certificate, under the seal of the &, 
attested by him as secretary thereof, addressed to the House of Represe; ante, 
the United States in that Congress for which any person shall have ae.’ 
of the due election of mire | so chosen at such election as Re. 
this State in Congress, and shall transmit the same to the said Hou 
atives at their first meeting. 

Sec. 33. The secretary of state shall enter in a book, to be 
names of the respective county officers elected in this State, 
ties for which they were severally elected, and their place of residence th 
for which they were respectively —, and their term of office. —s 

Sec. 34. If any officer on whom any duty is enjoined in this chapter sh; i} 
of any willful neglect of such dete ae of any servant conduct . Ce cal be guilty 
the same, and be thereof convicted, he shall be deemed guilty renee 
punishable by fine not exceeding $500, or imprisonment not exceeding one ye 

Sec. 35. The commissioners of elections shall receive, for their com per satio 
per day for their services, while actually employed, and ten cents per mile for n~. 8 
sary travel; and the managers shall receive $2 per day while a tually em St ad 
and ten cents per mile for necessary travel; and the clerks of the conttalsctes ms 
and the clerks of the managers, respectively, shall receive $2 per day while act all 
employed: Provided, No commissioner of election shall receive pay for more tha, 
ten days, and no manager or clerk for more than three days. - _ 
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Statement of facts connected with the election of November 7, 1376, 


Pursuant to the constitution and laws of the State of South Carolina, a general 
election was held on the 7th of November, 1876, to elect a governor lieutena = 
governor, attorney-general, secretary of state, comptroller-general, treasurer St ate 
superintendent of education, members of the house of representatives & portion of 
the members of the senate, electors of President and Vice-President, and ciy; t 
and county officers. All officers voted for at the election, by each voter, were panied 
on one and the same ballot. Cina 

The managers of election, at the precincts in each county, made returns of tho 
election to the commissioners of election, (county officers,) who, in turn, canvassed 
the same, and made returns of their canvass to the governor, secretary of stat; 
and Cee eane manana, : 

On the 10th of November, 1876, the secretary of state, pursuant to statute. ayy 
moned the board of State canvassers to meet in his office, in Columbia, South Caro. 
lina, for the purpose of canvassing the election returns and determining and declar 
ing the election. Pursuant to summons, the board of State canvassers met at th: 
office of the secretary of state. 

When assembled, the board consisted of Henry E. Hayne, secretary of stati 
Wilham Stone, attorney-general ; F. L. Cardozo, State treasurer; Thomas (. Dun» 
comptroller-general, and William H. Purvis, adjutant and inspector general. 

All these officers are, by statute law of the State, declared to belong to the execu 
tive department of the State. (Gen'l Stat.S.C., page 105.) 

The board of State canvassers proceeded to canvass the election returns, and all 
papers connected therewith. and finally, on the 22d day of November, 1*70, dete: 
mined and declared the election as follows for members of the Legislature : 


STaTe OF SouTH CAROLINA, 
Office Secretary of State: 

Whereas, in pursuance of the constitution and of the statutes of this State, an 
election was held on the 7th day of November, A. D. 1876, for one secretary of 
state, one comptroller-general, one attorney-general, one State treasurer, one adju 
tant and inspector-general, one State superintendent of education, five members of 
the Forty-fifth Congress, one member of Congress from the second congressional 
district for the unexpired term of the Forty-fourth Congress, and for one judge of 
probate, one sheriff, one clerk of court, one coroner, one school commissioner. and 
three county commissioners, in the several counties of the State of South Carolina 
and also for the following members of the General Assembly of the State of South 
Carolina, to wit: 

One senator from Abbeville County ; one senator from Aiken County ; one sen 
ator from Barnwell County ; one senator from Beaufort County ; one senator from 
Charleston County ; one senator from Edgefield County; one senator from Fair 
field County ; one senator from Georgetown County; one senator from Greenville 
County ; one senator from Horry County ; one senator from Laurens County ; one 
senator from Lexington County; one senator from Marion County ; one senator 
from Newberry County ; one senator from Oconee County ; one senator from Orange- 
burgh County; one senator from Spartanburgh County; one senator from York 
County ; five representatives from Abbeville County; four representatives from 
Anderson County ; five representives from Barnwell County ; six representatives 
from Beaufort County ; seventeen representatives from Charleston ( ounty ; three 
representatives from Chester County ; tworepresentatives from Chesterfield ( ounty 
two representatives from Clarendon County; five representatives from Colleton 
County ; four representatives from Darlington County ; five representatives from 
Edgefield County ; three representatives from Fairfield County ; two representa 
tives from Georgetown County ; four representatives from Greenville County ; two 
representatives from Horry County ; three representatives from Kershaw County ; 
two representatives from Lancaster County ; three representatives from Laurens 
County ; two representatives from Lexington County ; four representatives from 
Marion County ; two representatives from Marlborough County ; three representa- 
tives from Newberry County ; two representatives from Oconee County ; five repre- 
sentatives from Orangeburgh County; two representatives from Pickens County ; 
five representatives from Richland County; four representatives from Spartanbur gh 
County; four representatives from Sumpter County ; three representatives from 
Union County ; three representatives from Williamsburgh County ; four represent 
atives from York County. : 

And also for one solictor for each of the eight judicial circuits of the State and 
upon examination of the statements which have been received, it appears that the 
persons hereinafter named have been duly elected to the several offices set opposite 
their respective names, or therein designated by the highest number of votes; 
we do, therefore, by virtue of the powers in us vested, certify and declare that 
the said several persons have been duly elected to the said several offices, as desig: 
nated herein, to wit: : — 

Abbeeville County—Senator, John C. Maxwell ; representatives, W. K. Bradley, 
R. R. Hemphill, F. A. Connor, William Hood, T. L. Moore. — = 

Aiken County—Senator, A. P, Butler ; representatives, C. E. Sawyer, J.J. Wood- 
ward, L. W. Asbbill, J. G. Gaignard. : dale w.c 

Anderson County—Represcntatives, H. R. Vandiver, R. W. Simpson, \. ©- 
Brown, J..L. Orr. : Ss 

Barnwell County—Senator, J. M. Williams; representatives, J. S. Bamberg, 
J. W. Holmes, L. W. Youmans, M. A. Roundtree, Robert Aldrich. 0 

Beaufort County—Senator, Samuel Green ; representatives, T homas Tlamilton, 
Hastings Gantt, Joseph Robinson, G. A. Reed, N. B. Myers, T. E. Miller. = 

Charleston County—Senator, William N. Taft; representatives, E.W .M. > ey, 
W. J. Brodie, B. F. Smalls, Robert Simmons, W. C. Glover, F. 8. Edwards, Isaac 
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ohn Vanderpool, J J. Lesesne, J. S. Lazarus, S. C. Brown, B. F. Capers, 
> > tn rt en, J. c. Tingman, Abram Smith, W. G. Pinckney. si 
A. 5-5 (ounty-—Representatives, John Lee, Samuel Coleman, Purvis Alexander. 
cr meer County—Representatives, J. C. Coit, D. T. Redfearn. 
- don County—Representatives, Syfax Milton, Hampton Boston. 
eee .n County—Representatives, H. E. Bissell, William Maree, J. N. Cumming, 


Priolean 


L. E. Parler, Robert Jones. 7 p sig : : 
Darlington County—Representatives, R. H. Humbert, S. J. Keith, Z. Wines, J. 

A ei id County—Senator, Israel Bird; representatives, John Gibson, P. R. 
; aniel Bird. as 

7 am County—Senator, B. H. Williams; representatives, Charles S. 

Green, P. K. Kinloch. 


‘ereenville County—Senator, 8. 8. Crittenden ; representatives, J. W. Gray, J. F. 
Dot ald, J. F Austin, J. F Westmoreland. 

Horry County—Senator, Wiliam M. Buck; representatives, L. D. Bryan, John 
CoM County-—Representatives, R. D. Gaither, A. W. ough, E. H. Dibble. 

Lancaster County— Representatives John B Erwin, J.C. Blackeney. 

Lerington County—Senator, a, A. Meetzo; representatives, G. Leaphart, G. 
Sion County~Senator, R. G. Howard ; representatives, J. G. Blue, James Mc- 
Re RH. Rogers, J. P. Davis. : ie 

Marlborough County—Representatives, P. M. Ham, T homas N Edens. 

Vewberry County—~enator, H. C. Corbin ; representatives, Thomas Keith, S. 8. 
gridges W. t. Thomas. Ce : i : 

Qeonee County—Senator, J. W. Livingston; representatives, B. Frank Sloan, 
ohu 8. Verner , 

J _ yeburgh County— Senator, S. L. Duncan ; representatives, D. A. Straker, 
Jams Wells, Shedrach Morgan W. H. Reedish, C. W. Caldwell, Elis Forrest. 

Pickens County—Representatives, D. Frank Bradley, E. H. Bates, 

Richland County—Kepresentatives, A. W. Curtis, James Wells, C. S. Minort, R. 
J. Palmer, William M. Lowman. ss - 

Sumter County—Representatives, Thomas B. Johnson, John H. Ferriter, William 
J. Andrews, John H Westbury. 5 i 

Spartanburgh County—Senator, Gabriel Cannon ; representatives, W. P. Comp- 
ton. John W. Wofford, E. S. Allen, Charles Petty. ead 

Union County—Representatives, W. H. Wallace, G. D. Peak, William Jeffries. 

Williamsburgh County—Representatives, William Scott, J. F. Peterson, John 
vans. 2 s 
. York County—Senator, Isaac T. Witherspoon ; representatives, A. E. Hutchin- 
son. J. A. Deale, W. B. Byers, B. H. Massey. 

Given under our hands and the seal of the State, in Columbia, this 22d day of 
Novem er, A. D. 1876, and in the one hundred and first year of the Independence 
of the United States. vB 

{[SEAL.} H. E. HAYNE, 

Secretary of State. 
F. L. CARDOZO, 
Treasurer, South Carolina. 
THOS. C. DUNN, 
Comptroller-General. 
WILLIAM STUNE, 
Attorney-General. 
H. W. PURVIS, 
Adjutant and Inspector-General. 
State oF SouTH CAROLINA, 
Office Secretary of State: 


I. H. E Hayne, secretary of state, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true 
and correct extract from the certificate and determination of the board of State 
canvassers now on file .a this office. 

Given under my hand and the seal of the State, at Columbia, this 24th day of 
November, A. D. 1876, and in the one hundred and first year of the Independence 
of the United States of America. 

[SEAL] H. E. HAYN®, 

Secretary of State. 


On the question as to whether the statement of county canvassers of Laurens 
Connty should be included in the statement and determination of the board, the 
vote was as follows: 

Those voting in the negative were the adjutant and inspector general, comp- 
troller-general, and State treasurer. Those voting in the aflirmative were the sec- 
retary of state and attorney-general. On the same question as to Edgetied County, 
the vote was as follows: those voting in the negative were the adjutant and in- 
spector general, comptrolier-general, attorney-geueral, and State treasurer. In the 
atlirmative, the secretary of state. 

The seeretary of state submitted the following, and asked that it be entered in 
the minutes: 

“IT vote ‘yes’ on the question of including Edgefield and Laurens County in the 
certiticate and determination of the board, for the reason that the testimony before 
the board as to irregularities in the conduct of the election in those counties is 
entirely ex parte,” 

H. E. HAYNE, 
Secretary of State. 


On motion of the attorney-general, the board then adjourned sine die. 
Hour, twelve m. to one p. m., 22d. 


1 certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the minutes of the board 
of State canvassers for Wednesday, November 22. 
HENRY V. JOHNSON, 


Clerk of Board. 


_ It appears from the foregoing certificate of the determinations of the board of 
State canvassers that they found and certified as elected but one hundred and six- 
teen represeiftatives out of the one hundred and twenty-four voted for at said 
election ; that they declined to ce: tify the election of any senators or representa- 
tives from the counties of Edgetield and Laurens. 

In those counties it was alleged upon evidence submitted to the board that cer- 
tain unlawful intluences and practices had so far affected the election as to render 
it impossible for the board to determine and declare who had been duly elected. 


Edgefield County. 

_It may be here stated that the leading evidences against the validity of the elec- 
tion in Edgefield County are : 

. First. The immense dispro; n between the whole number of votes cast at this 
cnetien. as compared with the entire population of the county, as exhibited by 
the U nited States census of 1870 and the State consus of 1875. 
c By the former census (United States, 1870) the entire population ot Edgefield 

ounty, as then constituted, was 42,486. Thisincluded the village of Hamburgh, 
and the townships of Gregg. Hammond, and Schultz, having at that time, accord- 
ing to the same census, a lation of 7,728, all of which were, in 1871, made a 
eo the new county of Aiken. Deducting this from the entire population, as 
Sbove stated, we have left 34,758 as the population, in 1870, of the territory now 
comprised in Edgefield County. A further deduction should here be wade for the 
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township of Shaw's Creek, fully one-third of which is in the county of Aiken. For 
this, however, we have made no deduction. ; 

According to the State census of 1475, the entire population of Edgefield Connty, 
as now constituted, is 35,039. 

The whole number of votes cast in this county at the late election. according to 
the returns before the board of State canvassers, was 9.374. Taking, then, either 
the United States census of 1870 or the State census of 1575 as giving the popaula- 
tion of this county, the result is that at that election the votes cast couslderabit 
exceeded the ratio of one vote for every four inhabitants. This fact alone would 
throw a great discredit upon the accuracy of the returns. 

But, by the State census of 1875, the whole number of male persons over 21 years 
of age in the county of Edgefield is only 7,122, showing an excess in the total vote 
cast at this election, according to the returns, of 2,252 over the entire possible vote 
of the county. : 


Second. A comparison of the vote of this county at previous elections will es- 
tablish the same result as above stated. ; 

In 1£70 the entire vote of this c ounty for governor was #251. In connection with 
the vote of this year, it should be remembered that General M. C. Butler was a 
candidate upon the democratic ticket for lieutenant-governor. It is fair to presume 
that owing to the fact of his being a citizen of this county, and the acknowledged 
leader of the democratic party in that county, he brought out the full democratic 
Strength. In tho vote of 1870, as given above, is included the vote of that portion 
of the county which has since been made a part of the county of Aiken. By refer- 
ence to the United States census of 1570 it will be found. as already stated, that 
the entire population of the territory now embraced in Aiken County was 7,728, 
which gives a voting population—reckoning by the same ratio as is established by 
a comparison of the cntire population of the county with the whole number of 
males over twenty-one years of age—of, in round numbers, 1,500. Deducting this 
number from the entire votes, 8,251, we have 6,751 as the vote for 1370 of what 
constitutes the present county of Edgefield. 

The aggregate vote of Edgefield County, as reported by the returns for this year, 
is 9,374, showing an excess over the unusually full vote of 1870 of no less than 2,1 23, 
or an excess over the vote of the entire county of Edgetield, before the present 
county of Aiken was established, of 1,123; or again, an excess in the vote of the 

resent year for the democratic candidates over the entire vote of the old county of 
Edgetield for General M. C. Butler in 170 of 2,545. 

In 1872, there being no democratic candidate for governor, it will be necessary 
to take the vote for State senator in that county as the standard of comparison. 
This vote, in the aggregate, was 5,374, or exactly 4,000 less than the reported votes 
of this year. 

In 1874 the entire vote of the county was 6,298. By the United States census of 1*70, 
the entire population of the territory embraced in the present county of Edgetield 
was 34,758. Allowing one voter for every five persons, the ratioestablished by the 
same census, there would have been in this county in 1#74, a total voting population 
of 6,951. By the State census of 1875, the whole number of males over twe :ty-one 
years of age in this county was 7,122, An examination of these figures will show 
that the above vote of 1874—6,298—is very nearly six-sevenths of the entire number 
of persons over twenty-one years of age, according to the United States census of 
1670, or the State census of 875. The statistics of popular elections in this connty 
have established the fact that six-sevenths of the entire voting population is the 
highest limit reached in any election, except in a few extreme and exceptional 
cases, which do not affect the general role as here stated. 

The conclusion is that the vote in this county in 1874 was a full vote, un‘ler all 
ordinary circumstances, and yet this year the reported vote of this county exceods 
the vote in 1874 by 3,076. And, in this connection it may be added that General M. 
W. Gary, democrat, who claims to have been elected State senator from this county 
at the late election, has stated, in a public card, that about six hundred colored 
voters (republicans) did not vote; which number, being added to the excess just 
named, would give an aggregate excess of 3,676 over the very full vote of 174 

Third. The evidence before the board of State canvassers also showed that this 
large excess of voters over the lawful vote of the county was due to the increase 
exclusively of the democratic vote. For while the vote was at the recent clection 
largely increased over the vote at any previous election, yet the republican vote 
was decreased. This decrease in the republican vote was shown by the evidence 
before the State board of canvassers to be due, not toa natural change of party 
connections, but to the fact of an organized and systematic plan of intimidation 
and violence carried on throughout the canvass, and reaching ita culmination on 
the day of the election. 

The increase of the reported democratic vote of this year over the vote for Gen- 
eral M. C. Butler in 1870, before the county of Edgefield was divided, is 2,545, and 
an increase over the democratic vote in 1874 of 3,467. 

Fourth. The evidences before the board of canvassers also establish the fact that 
many of the election officers in Edgefield County were deterred by fear of phys- 
ical violence from discharging their duties according to their convictions of justice 
and right. This result was accomplished in various ways. Some of the managers 
were prevented by threats from assuming the duties of their offices at all ; others 
again, during the progress of the election, were prevented from rejecting the 
votes of persons not authorized to vote ; others were prevented from making such 
returns of the election as their judgment dictated, or from forwarding their state- 
ments or other written evidences of the fraud and violence practiced at their 
poll ; and, finally, the republican members of the board of county canvassers were 
coerced by threats of violence into signing returns which they believed registered 
the results of this overwhelming fraud and violence, rather than the free ballots of 
the lawful voters of this county. 


Laurens County. 


In Laurens County the conduct of the election in its leading features was not 
unlike that in Edgefield County, This additional feature appeared, that the return 
of the board of county canvassers was s#zgned by but two o' the three commission- 
ers composing the board, and one of the two signers signed the returns under pro- 
test, affixing his protest to the returs itself, and afterward filing his affidavit with 
the board of State canvassers, in the following terms: 

« That so universal was this system of intimidation that deponent, influenced by 
this knowledge and also by a personal observation of the illegal way in which the 
election was conducted in some particulars, did not feel justified in subscribing to 
the returns of the election in his official capacity as commissioner, and only con- 
sented to do so under protest, as said returns will show on its face, when he be- 
came satisfied that his life would be placed in jeopardy if he declined to so sub- 
scribe the said return.” 

Under these circumstances, and for these causes, of which the foregoing state- 
ment is but a brief and imperfect summary, the board of State canvasvers reached 
the conclusion that no valid and lawful election had taken place in the counties of 
Edgefield and Laurens, and accordingly refused to declare any persons elected from 
these counties. 

Proceedings in the supreme court. 


During the sittings of the board of State canvassers, proceedings were inatituted 
in the supreme court for the a oy of controlling the action of the board. Itia 
possible that after the work of the board was fully completed, the court could, aa 
to some officers declared elected, by some process of review, have inquired into the 
correctness of its action, but it was clearly beyond its power to attempt to control 
its action in advance; and as to the declaration of the election for members of the 
Legislature, the court could not have, either before or after the work of the board 
of cauvussers was completed, auy jurisdiction or right to interfere with, control, or 
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modify that action. Upon this point the anthorities are conclusive and abundant. 
Cushing, in his Lawand Practice of Legislative Assemblies, page 52, section 141, in 
speaking of returning officers, says 

* It remains to be observed, in conclusion, that the proceedings of these officers, 
from the necessity of the case, are, in the first instance, uncontrollable by any other 
authority whatever, so that if on the one hand, notwithstanding an election has 
been effected, the returning officers refuse or neglect to make the proper return, 
the party thereby injured is without remedy or redress until the Assembly to which 
he is chosen has examined his case and adjudged him to be duly elected ; and, on 
the other hand. if the returning oeflicers make a retarn when no clection has in fact 
taken place, or of one who is not eligible, the person returned will not only be enti- 
tled, but it is his daty to assume and discharge the fuuctions of a member until 
his return and election be adjudged void.” 

In the celebrated Dorr case Chief-Justice Durfee, of Rhode Island, used the 
following significant language in his charge to the jury : 

* Courts and juries, gentlemen, do not count votes to determine whether a con- 
stitution has been adopted or a governor elected or not." 

After enlarging upon this principle, he continues : 

And why not! Because if we did so, we should cease to bo a mere judicial and 
become a political tribunal, with the whole sovereignty in our hands. Neither the 
people nor the Legislature would be sovereign.” 

This view of the want of jurisdiction in the supreme court is fully sustained by 
the decision of Judge Bond, of the United States circuit court, in deciding the 
habeas corpus case; and from that decision we quote as follows: 

The tirst question, then, to be decided at this time, and upon this motion, is 
whether or not the supreme court of the State of South Carolina had jurisdiction 
to hear and determine the matter before it. 

* Article I, section 26, of the constitution of South Carolina provides: ‘In the 
government of this Commonwealth the legislative, executive, and jadicial powers 
of the government shall be forever separate and distinct from each other, and no 
person or persons exercising the functions of one of said departments shall assume 
or discharge the duties of any other.’ 

“Section 4 of article IV of the same instrument defines the power of the supreme 
court thus: ‘The supreme court shall bave appellate juriadiction only in cases in 
chancery, and shall constitute a court for the correction of errors at law under such 
regulations as the General Assembly may by law prescribe: Provided, The said 
court shall always have power to issue writs of injunction, mandamus, quo war- 
ranto, habeas corpus, and such other original and remedial writs as may be neces- 
sury to give it a general supervisory control over all other courts in this State.’ 

‘The powers of the board of State caavassers, so far as this case is concer ned, 
are defined by chapter 8, title 2, sections 24, 25, and 23, thus: 

‘Sec. 24. The board, when thus formed, shall. upon the certified copies of the 
statements made by the board of county canvassers, proceed to make a statement 
of the whole number of votes given at such election for the various oflicers, and 
for each of them voted for, distinguishing the several counties in which they were 
given. They shall certify such statements to be correct, and subscribe the same 
with their proper names. 

"Sec. 25. They shall make and subscribe on the proper statement a certificate 
of their determination, and shall deliver the same to the Secretary of state. 

“*Sec. 26. Upon such statements they shall then proceed to determine and de- 
clare what persons have been, by the greatest number of votes, duly clected to 
such offices, or either of them. They shall have power, and it is made their duty, 
to decide a!l cases under protest or contest that may arise when the poser to do so 
does not by the constitution reside in some other body.’ 

* And the ohjection to the jurisdiction of the supreme court made by the peti- 
tioners is that they are a part of the executive department of the government, 
charged with the execution of alaw of the State, and that they alone are author- 
ized to canvass the votes, and that they are not subject in the exercise of their 
functions to the control of the judicial branch of the government. 

“ The Supreme Court of the United States, in a very able opinion by Mr. Jastice 
Miller, in the case of Gaines vs. Thompson, 7 Wallace, 347, has very clearly deter- 
mined what the law is on this subject, and that is, that ‘if it appear that the act 
which the court is asked to compel the officer of the Executive Department of the 
Government to do be purely ministerial, the court having jurisdiction to issue tho 
writ of mandamus, may compel the executive officer to perform his duty; but, if 
the act required to be done by the executive officer be not merely ministerial, but 
discretionary, or one about which he is to exercise his judgment, a court cannot, 
by mandamus, act directly upon the oiticer, and guide aad control his jadgment or 
discretion in the matters committed to his care, in the ordinary exercise of official 
duty; and the court farther says that the interference of the courts with the per- 
formance of the ordinary duties of the Executive Departments would be productive 
of nothing but mischief, and wo are quite satistied that such a power was never 
intended to be given them ;’ and for this Mr. Justice Miller quotes the opinion of 
Chief-Justice Taney, in the case of the Commissioner of Patents rs. Whitely, 4 
Wallace, 522; and the law is stated to the same effect in a very celebrated case in 
Maryland, by Mr. Chief.Justice Bowie, Miles vs. Bradford, 22 Md. Reports, 170: a 
case where the powers of the governor to canvass the votes was not so broadly 
given asin the case at bar. 

“ That the duty of this board of canvassers was not ministerial, but that they 
were clothed with a large discretion, seems to me is very plain. They were not 
merely to take the returns and aggregate them. They were to canvass them. 
That is, they were to examine, to sift, to scrutinize them, which implies a power 
to reject such as were not lawful in their judgmeat; and more, they were to decide 
all cases under protest or contest that might arise, when the power to do so did 
not, by the constitution, reside in some other body. 

“ They were the executive oflicers, appointed to declare the election of such per- 
sons as had, in their jadgment, the majority of the legal votes cast. If they 
decided erroneously or falsely, the remedy of those candidates who thought them- 
selves wrong was by quo warranto; but no court had the jurisdiction to compel 
the board of State canvassers todo otherwise than their own judgment dictated. 

“It remains now to be seen what the court was asked to do by the relators. 
Their suggestion sets forth: ‘That the board is proceeding to hear and determine 
all matters of contest and protest before them in regard to the election of persons 
who were candidates at the general election, and is proceeding to certify their de- 
termination on such contests and protests to the secretary of state.’ And they 
pray that a writ of mandamus may issue, commanding them w ascertain from ‘the 
managers’ returns and statements, forwarded to them by the boards of county 
canvassers, the persons who, at the general election, held on the said 7th day of 
November ultimo, had the highest hol rof votes; andcommanding them and com- 
poting them to revoke and anuul any determination or decision which they may 
ave made in any case of contest or protest, if any such there be.’ 

* Under the cases cited in the opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
7 Wallace, 347, Gaines vs. Thompson, above referred to, I am of opinion that the 
supreme court of the State of South Carolina has no jurisdiction to entertain any 
euch ‘suggestion’ or petition.” 

In the closing portion of his opinion Judge Bond says: 

“That the State board of canvassers were clothed, under the law, with discre- 
tionary powers, which required them to discriminate the votes, to determine and 
certify the candidates elected after scrutiny; and that they were a part of the 
executive department of the government, and were in no wise subject to the con- 
tro! as to what they should do, after they had commenced to perform thatduty, to 
the judicial department." 

The supreme court of South Carolina, before this contest arose, composed of the 














same justices that sat in this controversy, had occasion toe 
to the powers and duties of the board of State canvassers 

In State os. Chairman County Commissioners, 4S. C., (new series.) sos +) 
held that the retarns of the election must bo sent by the board of conn: the court 
ers to the secretary of state, to be passed upon by the board of State « ee 
and that after hearing the protest, they might determine the result of hee ao 
different from the county canvassers. de elect 

And in the case of State vs. Walker, 5 S. C., (new series.) 265, thy 
that “ under our laws there are two bodies intrusted with power to — 
tix the fact of an election for State or county purposes, the one acti; 
and the other asa revisory body. The board of county canvassers 
body and the board of State canvassers is the revisory body 
court held as matter of law and so ordered, that the 
stands unless reversed by the revisory bedy. 

The conclusion is irresistible thatthe board of State canvassers ac 
properly, in view of the law and the facts, as to the election in Edge 
rens Counties. But it is submitted that the validity of the organization of py 
(Mackey) house does not depend upon the absolute correctness or justice of th 
action of the board of State cauvassers. That board having complete l its wor 
whether that work was just or not, it was final till reversed by the house ¥ ns 
organized, and it only remained for the house to organize and to act in view of tha. 
declaration, as it was actually made. Itthen became the duty of those who won 
elected to the house to proceed to effect an orgauization in accordance with gone; " 
parlamentary law, aud the law aud usage of the State. alten 
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III.—Mode of organizing the house—Statement of facts. 


The clerk of the last house of representatives, Mr. A. O. Jones, was charged wir} 
the duty of organizing the new honse by preparing the oficial roll of pembor. 
elect, and by calling the house to order and presiding during the election of 

. a 
speaker. Mr. Jones placed upon the roll of the house the names only of the o 
hundred and sixteen persons bearing certificates of the secretary of state 7 
upon the decision of the board of State canvassers, the election in Edvetich 
Laurens Counties being declared by the canvassers to be void, by reason of fray 
and violence. F 

At twelve o’clock m., of Tuesday, the 28th of November, 1876, the day fixed je 
the constitution for the assembling of the Legislature, Mr. Jones proceeded wis), 
the organization of the house, having =~ given orders to the sergeant 
arms to admit no persons to the floor of the house as mewbers except those {yo 
ing the certificates of the secretary of state. It may be mentioned here tha; 
enforcing this latter order of the clerk, the sergeaut at-arms found binselt , 
fronted ut the door of the house by the entire body of democratic members, headed 
by the persons claiming to be elected from Edgetield and Laurens Counties. [a 
ing no force at hand suflicient to guard against the entrance of these persons from 
Edgefield and Laurens, the sergeant-at-arms called upon the United States Ar 
oflicer on duty in the building to aid him against being overpowered while execui 
ing the order of the clerk. The officer complied with the call and assisted | 
sergeant-at-arms in maintaining his position. The United States forces acted at 
this point simply as a support to the sergeant-at-arms, who was engaged in exe 
ing a lawfal order of the clerk. 

Upon the refusal of the sergeant-at-arms to admit the persons claiming t 
elected from Edgefield and Laurens, the entire body of democratic members 
tired from the State-house, notwithstanding all who held certilicates of the » 
tary of state were freely permitiod, and even invited and urged, to enter the 
of the house. 

Attwelve m. the clerk proceeded to call the roll of the house, whereupon fifty-nine 
answered to their names. The clerk then immediately announced tuat 
tion for speaker was in order, and immediately calle the roll apon this quest. 
whereupon tifty-nine members voted, one democrat, Mr. W. LU. Wallace, of Union 
who had entered the hall sabsequently to the first call of the roll, being pres 
but not voting. The result of the vote was declared by the clerk to be that 
E. W. M. Mackey received 55 votes, and was therefore duly elected. Mr. Mackey 
immediately appeared, took the oath of office, and assumed the duties of speake: 
After the election of a clerk, a message was sent to the senate, informing th 
body of the organization of the house, and immediately thereafter received 
similar message from the senate, announcing the organization of that body. A 
joint committee of the two houses was thereupon appointed and waited up int 
governor, and informed him that the two houses were daly organized aud wer 
ready to receive any communications which he might be pleased to inmake. A 
transacting other business the house and senate adjourned until twelve o clock 
next day. During the second day's session the committee on privileges and ele 
tions reported upon the contest for seats from Barnwell county, and their report 
seating the republican contestants was adopted, and tour of the persons declared 
elected were sworn in and took their seats; the member from Barnwell subs: 
quently appeared and qualified. The house again adjourne: until twelve m., of 
Thursday, the 30th of November, the senate adjourning until 12 m. of Friday, the 
Ist of December. 
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Legality of such organization. 


In the well-known case of Kerr vs. Trego, 47 Pa. S. R , 29, cited in Brightley's 
Leading Cases on Elections, (p. 632,) Chief-Justice Lowrie, of the Supreme Court 
of Pennsylvania, laid down the following principle : 

“On the division of a body that ought to be a unit, the test of which represents 
the legitimate social succession is, which of them has maintained the regu 
forms of organization, according to the law and usages of the body, or, in | 
absence of these, according to the laws, customs, and usages of similar bodies in 
like cases or in analogy to them, This is the uniform rule in such cases.” 

And in the same case, speaking of the custom of the clerk of the former organi 
zation taking charge of the organization of the new body, he says, (p. 633:) 

“It has the sanction of the common usage of every public body into which oaly 
a portion of new members is annually elected; it is the periodical form of reo 
ganizing the select council and the senate of the tate, and also the form of organ 
izing the Senate of the United States, on the meeting of a new Congress, when the 
Vice-President does not appear, and the last President pro tempore does; ani we 
understand this custom to be aniform throughout the United States, though this 
is not very important. And when there is a President whose tert as a member 
has expired, then the functions of the clerks continue, and they, in all cases, act 
as the organs of reorganizing the body, and continue to hold ofiice until their su 
cessors are chosen and qualitied. Our State and Fe.leral Houses of Representatives 
are illustration enough of this. So universal is this mode of organizing all sorts of 
legislative and municipal bodies that all departures from it ean be justified only 
as founded on special and peculiar usages or on positive legislation. Whenever 
this form is adhered to, a schism of the body becomes impossible, though the 
process of the organization may be very tardy. 

. * * . 





* * 


“ Itis objected that a rule that attributes so much power to the officers of the pre 
vious year gives them an advantage which they may use arbitrarily and frauulently 
against the new members, 80 as to secure to themselvesan illegitimate majority. \° 
doubt this may be so, but no law can guard against such frands so as to entire's 
prevent them, just as it cannot entirely prevent stcaling and perjury and bribery 
the people are liable to such frauds at every step in the process of an election or 
organization. But se much the more need for order and law in this part of the pro 
ess: the law can dictate that, though it cannot furnish honesty and sound judgwent 
to the actors in it. That the law and order which we have announced have existed 
so long and se generally, is proof, at least, that they are better than no jaw at all 
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<ileon’s Digest of Parliamentary Law, section 1603, page 221 this author aavs: such an order. 
_ ein mmencement of every reguiar session, the Clerk of the House opens the | nization of the houses, putting it on paper would not add to it 
wy call ne the names of members by States and Territories, if in Congress, | News and Courier, November 27, 1276 ; Columbia Register, November 26. 1876 ) 
ies ifin State Legislative Assembly. Ifa quornm answer to their names, ; But admitting that the court itself had undertaken to issue e rtificates of clec- 
following question : ‘Is it the pleasure of the House to proceed to | tion to persons from Edge 
m of a Speaker? If it is decided in the affirmative, tellers are generally | clearly of no value as certificates of election, entitling the holders to be regarded 
ted to conduct the vote.” . pees ; - | 88 representatives of those counties, nor could they be regarded as such prina 
vv voma to be the universal custom in the organization of legislative bodies, | facie evidence of election as entitled the holders to be placed upon the roll of the 
ee ‘stom not only prevails in this State, but is specially established by the | clerk. 
5 of the house of representatives of this State. = ; 
‘ule #0 of the rules of the house of representatives of this State is as follows : 
‘Te i] cases not determined by these rules, or by the laws, or by the cons iia 
a st ate as ratified on the Mth, 15th, and 16th days of April, 1868, this house 
i : 1 conform to the parliamentary law which governs the House of Representa- 
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If our opinion has not weight enongh to be respected in the orga- 


(Charleston 


ticld and Laurens Countics, such certificates would be 


| The position assumed and maintained by the republican members of the house 
| before and during this entire contest was: 

First. That no persons, except those declared elected and duly returned by the 
board of State canvassers and holding certificates of the secretary of state, were 
entitled by law or usage to be placed upon the rell. (Cushing, sections 229 and 240.) 
sof the United States Congress.” Second. That the organization of the Hoase mast be effected by those persons 

Hale £1 is as follows: : | Only whose clection had thus been declared by the board of State canvassers aud 
These rules shall be the rules of the house of re resentatives of the present and certified by the sceretary of state, in accordance with the law of the State. 
eding Generel Assemblies until otherwise ordered. Third. That all other persons claiming to be entitled to seats in the house as 


wet . . -, ; ! : . . : 
T rning now to Barclay’s Digest, pages 44 et seq, and 126, we find that the par- | representatives must submit their claims to the house after its organization by 
ning (Cushing, sections 229 and 240.) 


; niary law governing the House of Representatives of the United States Con- | the members whose seats were undisputed. 
a require «the Clerk of the last House to make up the roll of the members of In these just and 1easonable demands the democratic members-elect of the house 
gee of representatives refused to acquiesce, although in the organization of the senate 


new House by placing thereon the names of such persons only whose creden- 
tials show “that they were regularly elected ; that having ascertained by a call | the course which the republicans had laid down was not only followed, but acqui- 
‘ esced in by all the democratic senators without protest or debate, 


inal 


of this roll that a quorum is present, the Clerk then procecds to ¢ the names of 

‘ aad mbers for the choice of a Speaker ; the Speaker being chosen, assumes the Legislativ 
sof presiding officer, and after swearing in the members, the oath of oflice egislative quorum. 

bein first administered to him, proceeds to complete the organization ; pending | 

tl » election of a Speaker, the Clerk preserves order and decorum. 


Having discussed the proper course to be pursued in organizing the house and 
. E . the authority of the clerk to exclude all but members having the proper certifl- 
Such being not only the custom and ee ee oe ey = * — | cates of elections, the only legal question now remaining to be ommaibaed is, what 
Carolina, but also the general Seen? . Seeger a = ‘t ania as © | number of the duly elected members were sufficient to constitute a quorum for the 
question arises : W me er aura ee eae acme e That it wen purpos < st the house of representaiives and discharging the functions 
of November in accore ce , : : fF ’ - ative body 
so organized the facts prove beyond a doubt. By the action of the board of State canvassers in regard to the counties of Edge- 
hority of the clerk of the house to exclude all but members holding certisicates of field and Laurens, but one hundred and sixteen persons were returned as duly 
Authoriy @% election. ' ‘ “ | elected members of the house of representatives, and the question now @ ises, what 
number of these one hundred and sixteen members were necessary to form a quo- 


Ithas already been stated that the board of State canvassers determined that no | rum for the purpose of perfecting a valid organization ? 


valid eleetion had taken place in the counties of Edgetield and Laurens, and refused By section 4, article II, of the constitution of this State it is provided that “ the 
to issue certificates of election to any person in those counties. ; | house of representatives shall consist of one hundred and twenty-four members, to 

Upon the question of the right of claimants from these counties to be placed | be apportioned among the several counties according to the number of inbabitants 
upon the roll and to participate in the organization, the following citation from | contained in each;” and by section 14 of the same article, it is farther provided 
Cushing's Law and Practice of Legislative Assemblies, (section 229, page &7,) is in | that ‘‘a majority of each house shall constitute a quorum to do business.’ 
point The language of the Constitution of the United States upon the subject of a leg 

The right to assume the functions of a member, in the first instance, and to | islative quorum is identical with the language used in the constitution of our State : 
participate in the aap proceedings and organization, depends wholly and “A majority of each (house) shall constitute a quorum to do business —Constitution 
exclusively upon the return or certiticate of election ; those persons who have been | United States, section 5, article L And while it is true that the namber of mem 
declared elected and are duly returned being considered as members, until their | bers of which the two Houses of Congress may consist is not as precisely fixed as 
election is investigated and set aside, and those who are not so returned being ex- | in tbis State, yet the possible number of which each House may be composed at 
cluded from exercising the functions of members, even though duly elected, until | any given time is absolutely as certain as though it was an unalterable number, the 
th: ir election is investigated and their right admitted,” possiblo membership at any given time being always an absolutely tixed number 

ro the same effect is section 141, page 52, of the same work. This similarity in the constitutional provisions in regard to the Legislature of 

In section 238, page 91, of the same work, in discussing the piace of parlia- | South Carolina and the Congress of the United States is important in determining 
mentary law governing the assembling and organization of legislative bodies, | what constitutes a quorum of the house of eneerents this State, sinc 
Cushing says: “Hence it has occurred more than once that struggles for political | in the absence of all precedents in our own legislative aonals, your committee are 
power h ive begun among the members of our legislative assemblies, even before | compelled to refer to the decisions of Congress upon this question 

nization; and it has happened, on the oue hand, that persons whose Fortunately, this matter has been decided by both Houses of Congress, and is no 
rights of membership were in dispute, and who had not the legal and regular evi- | longer a disputed question. During the first session of the Thirty-seventh Con- 
dence of election, have taken upon themselves the functions of members; and on | gress, in the Houseof Representatives, the Speaker (fon. G. A. Grow, of Penn 
the other, that persons having the legal evidence of membership have been ex- | sylvania) decided that a quorum of the Llouse consisted of a majority of the mean- 
cluded from participating in the proceedings.” bers chosen, and in this decision of the Chair the House acquicseed (Journal IL R. 

In order to avoid such difficulties this distinguished writer lays down the fol- | ist session, 3ith Congress, p. 117.) This decision was net rendered, as has been 
lowing principles in seetion 240, which are applicable to the question now under | erroncously stated on several recent occasions, for the purpose of cuabling the 
conside) ation : | House to organize, because several of the states failed to choose Representatives, 

Chat no person who is not duly returned is a member, even though legally | but it was made fifteen days after the organization, upou a question which in no 
elected, until his election is established. wixe affected the validity of the organization. 

* That those members who are duly returned, and they alone, (the members | 1© question as to whether a quorum cousisted of a majority of the entire num- 
whose rights are to be determined being excluded,) constitute a judicial tribunal, | ber of members provided for by the Constitution or a majority of the members 
for the decision of all questions of this nature.” actually chosen was first raised in the Senate of the United States on the Lith of 

In Kerr vs. Trejo, (Brightley’s Election Cases, page 636,) already cited, the chief- | April, 1462; and after a discussion, which was prolonged for several sessions, it 
justice said : | was finally decided on May 4, 1e64, by a vote of 24) yeas to 1! nays, that “a quo- 

In all bodies that are under law, the law is that where there has been an author- | rum of the Senate consists of a majority of the Senators duly chosen.” Among 
ized election for the office in controversy the certificates of election, which is sanc- | these voting for this decision we find the names of eminent men of both political 
tioned by law or usage is the prima facie written title to the office, and can be set | parties, such as Reverdy Johnson, Lyman Trumbull, Charles Sumner, Heary Wil- 
asile only by a contest in the form prescribed by law ; this is not now disputed. | son, W. P. Fessenden, Benjamin Wade, and others. 

No doubt this gives great power to dishonest election officers, but we know no Precedents to the contrary may be found in the earlier decisions in Congress 
remedy for this, but by the choice of honest men.” | and among the earlier writers, but they have been overruled by these later deci 

itis proper here, in this connection, to again refer to the language already quoted | sions, in which all recent writers concur. For instance, Professor Farrar, im his 
from the same authority, (page 63x :) | Mannal of the Constitution of the Uuited States, page 166, says, in relation to the 

“It is objected that a rule that attributes so much power to the officers of the | constitutional provision in regard to a quoram, that ‘this has been held to be a 
pr vious year gives them an advantage which they may use arbitrarily and frandu- | majority of the members actually sworn in and entitled to seats at the time, aud 
ently against the new members so as to secure to themselves an illegitimate ma- | not a majority of a full delegation from all the States.” 
jority. No doubt this may be so; but no law can guard against such frands soas | This question of a constitutional qnorum has also been decided by the Legisla- 
to entirely prevent them, just as it cannot entirely prevent stealing and perjury and | ture of Indiana. Certain members of the Legislature resigned, in order to leavo 
bribery; the people are liable to such frauds at every step in the processes of an | the Legislature without a quorum, the constitution of Indiana providing that two- 
election or organization. But so much the more need for ordcr and law in this part | thirds of the members shall constitute a quorum. The Legislature, in consequence 
of the process ; the law can dictate that though it cannot furnish honesty and sound | of the withdrawal of these members, adjourned without passing the regular appro- 
judgment to the actors init. That the law and order which we have announced priation bills, and the governor ordered new elections to fill the vacancies and 


a mn so long and so generally, is proof, at least, that they are better than | again convened the Legislature. The appropriation bills were passed, when 
no law at all.” : 


certain members, in order to defeat a vote upon the ratification of the fifteenth 
_ Applying the law, as now stated, to the facts in the present instance, it is clear, | amendment, withdrew again, as on the former occasion. The Legislature there 
fret, that there were no representatives from Edgefield and Laurens Counties | upon decided that two-thirds of the actual membership constituted a quorum, and 
saving certificates of election. according to the low and usage of this State, and, proceeded to ratify the amendment. This action was certified in forwarding the 
second, that, under the law, without such certificates, the clerk had no right to | vote of the Legislature on tho ratification of the amendment. No question was 


pace the names of any persons upon the roll of the house of representatives | raised in regard to it by Congress, and the vote of Indiana, as thus cast, was 
om these counties. . 


: passed upou and counted. j 
It is trae that certain parties did appear at the time of the organization of the | From this examination of the provisions of the Constitution relating to a legisla- 
house claiming to represent these two counties and presenting certain certificates | tive quorum and from the precedents in the Congress of the United States which 
sicned by the clerk of the supreme court, upon which certificates they claimed | have boen cited, as well as the Indiana case, it is clear that the true definition 
that their names should be placed upon the roll and that thoy should be admitted | of a legislative quorum, under the constitutian of South Carolina, is a majority 
to participate in the organization of the house. These certificates the clerk of | of the members chosen, and the organization of the house of representatives 
the house very properly refused to recognize as certificates of election sanctioned | upon this basis is constitutional and valid. 
either by law or usage. But, aside from their validity, it is a fact worthy of no It is objected to this view presented of a legislative quorum under the consti- 
tice here that these certificates were not authorized to be issued by the court | tation that if less than a majority of the possible number of members was elected, 
iteclf On the contrary, when asked to do so, the court distinctly refused to grant | it would then place it within the power of bata very few members to organize 
such certificates, but remarked that the parties in interest before the court could | the house. This your committee admit, for unless we act upon this view of the 
obtain transcripts of the record of the court from the clerk. In the proceedings | constitution, in certain contingencies it would become impossible to organize 4 
of the court, as reported at the time in the leading democratic journals of the | Louse of representatives in this State. Without such an organization no speaker 
Sate, and undisputed up to the present time, the following appears : | could be elected, and consequently no writs of election could be issued to till va- 
aa on: Youmans then submitted an order that the clerk of court issue certificates | cancies, if by any — the people failed at the general election to elect @ 
Gea who had received the highest number of votes for members of the | majority of the one hundred and twenty-four members provided for by the cousti- 
reneral Assembly for the counties of Edgefield and Laurens, and that his certiti- | tution. The government, therefore, would, in such an emergeney, be brought to a 
cates stand in lieu of those which should have been issued by the board.” permanent standstill until the next general election. Sach a result cannot be rea- 
Judge Willard: *That we cannot do. There is no authority or precedent for | s4nably supposed to be within the scope or intent of the constitution, 
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Organization of the Senate of South Carolina 


No qne ation is made now, nor has any heretofore been made, as to the organization 
of the senate in accordance with the constitution and laws of South Carolina. It 
meton the same day and hour as the house of representatives, to wit, Tuesday, 
November 28, 1876, at twelve o'clock m. Both political parties were present and 
assisted in the organization. Thirty members were present. The persons claim- 
ing to be elected from the counties of Edgeticld and Laurens, (M. W. Gary and 
kt. P. Todd.) bat who did not hold certificates of election from the board of State 
canvassers, (though they had certified copies of the records of the supreme court 
in the case there made against the board of State canvaasers,) were present in the 
senate chamber, but were not permitted to be sworn or to take part in the organi- 
zation of the senate. 

The senate held precisely as did the honse, that those only hol ling certificates 
of election from the board of State canvassers had prima facie right to seats and 
were entitled to be sworn and participate in the organization of that body. 

The senate having been duly organized by the election of a president pro tempore, 
a clerk, a reading clerk, sergeant-at-arms, &c., notified the house of representa- 
tives thereof, and appointed a committee, to act with a similar committee on tho 
part of the house, to wait on his excellency the governor, and inform him that the 
General Assembly was organized, and ready to receive any communication he might 
be pleased to make. 

A message was received from the house of representatives, informing the senate 
that it had met; that a quornm was present ; that it was duly organized and ready 
to proceed to business ; that Hon. E. W. M. Mackey had been elected speaker, and 
A. O. Jones, esq., bad been elected clerk 

Also, a further message from the house of representatives was received, inform- 
ing the senate that the house had appointeda committee, to join a committee on the 
part of the senate, to wait on his excellency the governor, and inform him that the 
General Assembly had met, was organized, and ready to receive any communica- 
tion he might be pleased to make. 

This joint committee of the senate and house of representatives, soon after the 
appointment, waited on the governor and informed him of the organization of the 
two houses, and their readiness to receive any communication he might be pleased 
to make, and reported the same to their respective houses. i 

The governor informed the committee that he would communicate with the two 
honses atan early day 

On Wednesday, \ ovember 29, 1876, in the houseof representatives, Mr. Thomas, 
from the committee on privileges and clections, submitted the following : 

“The committee having had the case of contest from Barnwell County before 
them, Frederick Nix, jr., Scipio Bennett, Silas Cave, A. S. Jackson, William Brab- 
ham, who claim to be lawfully elected members of the house of representatives of 
South Carolina from the county of Barnwell, and upon the evidence submitted to 
your committee we find that the said Frederick Nix, jr.. Scipio Bennett, Silas 
Cave, A. 8S. Jackson, William Brabham are the legally elected members from said 
county of Barnwell and entitled to seats in the house of representatives as mem- 
bers thereof.” 

This report was adopted by the house by a vote of 44 yeas to 15 nays. 

The members thus admitted from Barnwell County subsequently appeared and 
were sworn in 

On Friday, December 1, 1876, the house of representatives adopted the following 
resolution 

* Rexolved, That the committee on privileges an’ elections be, and they are 
hereby, instructed that in all contested cases of election referred to them for in- 
vestigation they shall make a fall report to this house, giving a svnopsis of such 
evidence as has been brought before thom ; and that the said committee give notice 
to all parties concerned in said contest, and grant such reasonable time for the ob- 
taining of evidence as in the judgment of the committee will not defeat the ends of 
justice: Provided, That after notice has been given, should either party to the con- 
test refuse to appear or submit necessary evidence, the committee shall forthwith 
proceed to hear and determine the case." 

On Saturday, December 2, 1474, Mr Thomas, from the committee on privileces 
and clections, submitted the following report and resolution, which were adopted : 

“ The committee on privileges and elections beg leave to report that they have 
considered the elections held on the 7th of Novemher, 1876, in the counties of 
Edgetield and Laurens, and do now report that in their opinion no legal and valid 
election was held in said counties on said day. 

“That as to Edgetield County the violence was so great and the disproportion 
between the voting popalation of said county and the vote reported by the returns 
to be cast at said election is 80 great as to leave no doubtin the minds of your com- 
mittee that no valid election has taken place. 

“That as to Laurens County your committee find that no lawful returns of the 
election in said county have been made, the returns of the commissioners of elec- 
tion of said connty being signed by only two of said commidsioners, and one of 
those two doing so under protest on account of fear of bodily injury or death ; in 
addition to which fact your committee find that the election in said county was 
attended by great frauds and violence, sutlicient of themselves to have destroyed 
the validity of the election. 

‘Your committee, therefore, recommend the adoption of the following reso- 
lution : 

‘Resolved, That this house hereby declare that no valid clection was held in the 
counties of Edgetield and Laurens on the 7th November, 1876.” 

Also, Mr. ‘Thomas, from the committee on privileges and elections, submitted the 
following report, which was adopted : 

* The committee beg leave to report that in the matter of contest in the case of 
the county of Abbeville, on the part of Messrs. W. IT. Heard, William Pope, H. A. 
Wideman, B. F. Porter, L. H. White, republican contestants, against R. R. Homp- 
hill, W. BR. Bradley, T. L. Moore, F. A. Connor, William Hood, contestees, of the 
said county of Abbeville, South Carolina, that, after hearing all the evidence aub- 
mitted, and after serving proper notice for appearance on the part of the contest- 
ees, the committee is of the unanimous opinion that the aforesaid W. IH. Heard, 
William Pope, H. A. Wideman, B. F. Porter, and I. H. White are duly elected 
members of the house of representatives, and legally entitled to seats therein.” 

These persons, thus declared entitled to seats, subsequently appeared, were 
duly sworn, and took their seats, y 

On Taesday, December 5, 1876, Mr. Thomas, from the committee on privileges 
and elections, submitted the following report, which was adopted : 

“ The committee beg leave to report that in the matter of the contest in the case 
of the county of Aiken, on the part of Messrs. G. H. Holland, L. W. James, Fred. 
A. Palmer, and P. W. Jefferson, contestants, against C. E. Sawyer, J. J. Wood- 
ward, L. W. Asbill, and John G. Guignard, contestees, of tho said county of Aiken, 
South Carolina, that, having served proper notices to the said contestees, and they 
refusing to appear and answer in the said matter, that, upon the evidence sub- 
mitted, the committee is of the unanimous opinion that the aforesaid G. H. Hol- 
land, L. W. James, Fred. A. Palmer, and P. W. Jefferson are legally elected mem- 
bers of the house of representatives, and legally entitled to their seats therein.” 

Messrs. F. A. Palmer, P. W. Jefferson, G. H. Holland, and L. W. James, being 
in attendance, appeared at the clerk's desk, were duly sworn, and took their seats. 

On Tuesday, December 5, 1876, at one o'clock p. m., pursuant to a joint resolu- 
tion previously adopted, the senate and house of representatives met in joint con- 
vention in the hall of the house of representatives for the purpose of canvassin 
the returns of the late election for governor and licutenant-governor, in accord- 
ance with section 4, article 3. of the constitution of this State. The retnrns were 
opened and read by the speaker of the house, and when the counties of Edgefield 
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and Laurens were reached, objections being made to the ret 
ties, in accordance with the rules previously adopted, the 
the two houses acting separately decided not to count the : 
been cast in the counties of E.lgetield and Laurens. The canvass of = 
was then completed and the following result was announced : vas ie 


urns from th 
senate wit} 
Votes all 


86 Cony 
nr 


For governor. 
D. H. Chamberlain received ..... ceces ereeeve 


For lieutenant-governor 
R. H. Gleaves received ...... 
W. D. Simpson received ....... eeces 


The speaker then declared that Hon. D. H. Chamberlain and Hon Ric 
Gleaves were duly elected, respectively, governor and licutenant : 
State of South Carolina for the ensuing two years. 
dissolved and the senate retired. 

On the 7th December, 1876, at one o'clock p. m., the senate and honse of repr 
sentatives met in joint assembly, pursuant to resolution adopted by both hou... 
for the inauguration of the governor-elect. The constitutional oath of dttice w as th 
administered to Hon. D. iL Chamberlain, governor-elect, who thereupon del. 
his inaugural address, after which the joint assembly was dissolved anid a tetas 
returned to its chamber, where the oath of oflice was administered to Hoy Li 
Gleaves, the licutenant-governor-elect, thereby perfecting the organization of 3) 
government of the State in accordance with the will of the people. as expressed by 
their legal votes at the general election on the 7th November, 1876, "3 


hard li 
EOVeruor of the 


The joint convention was then 


n delivered 


Election of United States Senator for the term of six years, commencing March 4 18t7 


On Tuesday the 12th day of December, 1876, at twelve o'clock m., the house of 
representatives, of which Hon. E. W. M. Mackey was speaker, in accor . 
the statute of the United States, proceeded to vote for the election of a 
represent the State of South Carolina in the Senate of the United States 

Tpon the first vote there was no choice ; bet the second vote showed the follow 
ing result, viz. : 

Those who voted for Hon. D. T. Corbin are: 

Mr. Speaker, and Messrs. Wideman, White, Porter, Heard, Pope, Holland, James 
Jetferson, Jackson, Nix, Bennett, Cave, Brabham, Gantt. Robinson, Reed, \j)\ 
Brodie, Smalls, Simmons, Glover, Edwards, Prioleau, Capers, Ford, Bryan, Tingmay 
A. Smith, Lee, Coleman, Alexander, Milton, Boston, Lumbert, Keith Wines." A 
Smith, Green, Kinloch, Gaither, Hough, Dibble, Keitt, Thomas, Morgan, Caldwe | 
Curtis, Minort, Wells, R. J. Palmer, Lowman, Johnston, Feriter, Andrews, Scott 
Peterson, and Evans—5s. 

Those who voted for Hon. C. C. Bowen are: 

Messrs. F. A. Palmer, Vanderpool, Lesesne, Lazarus, S. C. Brown, and Pinck. 
ney—6. 

Those who voted for Hon. R. B. Elliott are : 

Messrs. Martin, Bird, Straker, and Forest—4. 

Whole number of votes given. .....- Eatin AdEh SAEED OERSEUS « bewned< cues 
Necessary to a choice ae 

The Speaker announced that Hon. D. T. Corbin, having received a majority of 
the whole number of votes given, was elected as the choice of the house of pepr 
sentatives, and the proceedings would be read in joint assembly to-morrow at twely 
m., and the result aan. (House journal, pages 45 an: 46.) 

On the same day, Tuesday, the 12th day of December, 1276, at twelve o'clock 
the senate proceeded to vote for a person to represent the State of South Caro! 
in the Senateof the United States for the term of six years, commencing Ma 
ix77. The tifth vote, no choice having previously been had, resulted as follows, : 
wit: 

Those who voted for Hon. D. T. Corbin are: 

Messrs. Bird, Carter, Clinton, Cochran, Corwin, Duncan, Gaillard, Green, Johr 
ston, Myers, Nash, Swails, Taft, Walker, Warley, B. Il. Williams, and Whitte 
more—17. 

Those who voted for Hon. M. W. Gary are : 

Messrs. Bowen, Buck, Butler, Canno., Crittenden, Evans, Hower, Jeter, Living 
ston, Meetze, J. M. Williams, and Witherspoon—12. 

Whole number of senators voting........-.-..-.- seccece PEtecauidncvecensece 2 
Neceseary 60 @ Ch0k (© ....00.200 ccocccccccccccccscccscecccsccees sein bannete ! 


The president declared that Hon. D. T. Corbin had received 
whole number of votes given in the senate. 
Ordered, That it be entered on the Journal. (Journal of senate, page 64.) 


Declaration of the result of the election. 


On Wednesday, December 13, 1876, the senate proceeded to the hall of the house 
of representatives to unite with that body in joint assembly to hear read the 
journals of proceedings of the senate and house of representatives relative to the 
election of United States Senator. 

Joint assembly. 

The two honses having met in joint assembly, it was called to order by Hon. R 
H. Gileaves, president of the senate. 

The president announced that, pursuant to act of Congress, the two houses had 
now met in joint assembly for the purpose of hearing read so much of the journals 
of both houses as relates to the votes given in each house for a person to represent 
the State of South Carolina in the Senate of the United States for the term of six 
years, commencing March 4, 1877. 

The clerk of the senate read from the senate journal of Tuesday, December 12, 
1876, so much of the proceedings of the senate as related to the election of United 
States Senator. : : 

The clerk of the honse of representatives read from the journal of Tuesday 
December 12, 1876, 80 much of the proceedings of the house of representatives as 
related to the election of United States Senator. y 

The president then declared Hon. D. T. Corbin, having received a majority of 
the whole number of votes given in each house of the General Assembly, duly 
elected Senator to represent the State of South Carolina in the Senate of the United 
States for the term of six years, commencing March 4, 1877. (Journal of senate, 
page 69; Journal of house of representatives, page 49.) ; 

‘The senate of the State of South Carolina continued in session from the 2th day 
of November, 1876, to the 22d day of December, 1876, and throughout the whole 
session recognized as the house of representatives of the State of South Carolina 
the body of representatives organized in the hall of the house of representatives 
in the State-house, on the 28th day of November, 1876, and of which body Hon. E. 
W. M. Mackey was speaker ; and at no time during said s.ssion did said sx nate in 
any eames recognize any other body as the house of representatives ol South 
Carolina. ; 

The General Assembly of the State of South Carolina, composed of said senate 
and house of representatives, by joint resolution, adjourned sie die on December 
22, 1876. 

Action of the seceding members of the house of representatives, and the organization of 
the pretended house of representatives, known as the Wallace house 

After the withdrawal of the fifty-seven democratic members of the house of 
representatives from the house of representatives, as heretofore stated, they, “4 

| conjunction with the eight pretended members from the counties of Edgeticld ant 
| Laurens, who had no certificates of election from the board of State canvassers, 


lance with 
P-rsou to 


‘ 


i 


@ majority of the 
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sroceeded to Carolina Hall, in the a of Coeiio. ont — wo" a pretended | Immediately upon the adoption of this resolution the speaker announced that the 
ree of representatives, and clected on¢ of theirnumber, W. H. Wa ace, speaker, special order for this hour (two p. m.) had arrived, to wit, “to open and publish 
ao john T. Stoan, clerk. (Pages 1, 2, 3, journal of that body.) the election returns for governor aud lieutenant-governor of South Carolina,” when 
an i the organization of this body, it was assumed that the fifty-seven members, | the speaker opened and published the following evidence, to wit 

ah certificates of election, and the eight persons claiming seats from Edgefield Poa tabular statement of the votes of the several counties for governor and 
be il surens, but who had no certificates of election, constituted a quorum of the | lieutenant-governor, as swgrn to by Mr. John Scoftin.” 
_ «eo of representatives, and the same was competent to do business. The footings-up of this tabular statement, which included the vote of Edgefield 
Oe the 4th of December, 1876, Thomas Hamilton and N. B. Meyers, members. | and Laurens Counties, showed the vote to stand— : 


elect from the county of Beaufort, joined the Wallace house, leaving the Mackey . ape 
ho eeuiab they had assisted to organize, and with which they had acted till | fTampton ............. aT = —" 92 261 
¢ time : I il aie ep tanned pe ee atlas ass aeadcertan seas 91 127 
7 2 “ the same time J. H. Westbary, member-elect from Sumter County, who err anon eevengpnn mews enn ova Pe en ee eee et eee ot, 137 
 acataeed in the organization of the Mackey house, joined the Wallace house Maiority ' ae 
eae st h of December, 1876, Daniel Bird* and John Gibson. members-elect from Nerity for Hampten ees Eek Saran. Sie ee ee ee awe 
Fairtield County, W ho had assisted in the organization of the Mackey house, and | .. For lieutenant-governor. 
cted with that body up to that time. joined the Wallace house. ON ic nd4e cesnus condse cedes acs cwanseveceséeneh inet KedkGeudersnsesesse 91, 689 
win the 6th day of December, S. S. Bridges, member-elect from Newberry County, IO viwwer os en sven vsarccnccesscusemocecseasivednasdenecncsspsneeeesdes 91, 550 
a] who had theretofore assisted in the organization of the Mackey house and acted ne on meee eemese 
and who mined the Wallace house. IRS Fee COD o 6 nie ws ssid cnc esccinse ets senncet occas esesses 139 
7 «6th day of December, the Wallace house, though the eight persons from The Speaker submitted, also, the following secondary evidence, to wit: 
as FET Akl and Lenmens, dindeaiee oneta, bad eucteted te expansion p : , 
he counties of Edgefield and Laurens, c ing seats, had assisted to organize the Vote fo - —=¢lection of 187 
~ ise and since acted with it, passed the following resolution : : D. H. Chamberlain ee 80, 403 
“« That the credentials of the members from Edgefield and Laurens Counties be | John T. Green .....-.-..... = 63, 818 
referred to the committee on privileges and elections, to investigate and report SEG OP RRS 0 See ad ad oe aE en Tae Pe eee 
as to the right of said members to hold seats on this floor.” .. 
On December 7, 1876, the committee on privileges and elections made a report Wade Hampton -......--...-- “+ nese 92, 





on the resolution of inquiry as to the right of the members from the counties of | D- H Chamberlain 
Edyetield and Laurens to hold their seats on the floor of this house, and reported 
the following resolution : 

Chat Messrs. Il. A. Shaw, W.S. Allen, J.C. Sheppard, T. E. Jennings, and 
James Callison were, on the 7th day of November, A. D. 1876, duly elected mem 
bers of the house of representatives of South Carolina from the county of Edgefield Given under my hand and the seal of the State, at Columbia, this 9th day of 
an! as such are entitled to seats which they now occupy 48 members of this house. December, 1376, and in the one hundred and first year of American Independence 

[his resolution was immediately considered and adopted. (SEAL. | 4 H. E. HAYNI 
The same committee then reported as to the right of the members from Laurens ital ‘Seeretaru of State 
to hold their seats, and reported the following resolution : 7 7 Secretary of State 

Chat Messrs. J. B. Humbert, J. Washington Watts, and D. W. Anderson were, Whereupon the speaker announced that W ade Hampton, esq., had received a 
on the 7th day of November, A. D. 1876, duly elected members of the honse of rep- | majority of the votes of the people of South Carolina for gov ernor, and W.D 
reseptatives of South Carolina from the county of Laurens, and as such are enti- | >! Ps02, ©s¢., had received a majority of the votes of the —— of South Carolina 
tled to seats which they now occupy as members in this house.”t for lieutenant-governor. (Journal of Wallace house, December 14, 1876; pages 3, 

This resolution was considered immediately and adopted. (Journal of said house 4,5) . - > . 
of December 7, 1876, pages 4 and 5.) Soon after this announcement Wade Hampton and W. D. Simpson appeared, 
On this day the Wallace house passed resolutions recognizing and confirming the | #™tin the presence of the Wallace house were sworn in as governar and lieuten 
elections of William I. Wallace as speaker of the hou<c of representatives of the ant-governor by T. J. Mackey eireuit judge. Thereupon Wade Hampton deliv 
State of South Carolina, of John L. Sloan, sr., as clerk, John D. Brown as sergeant- -— an a oy eee en Wallace house, of December 14, 1876, page 6.) 
; y rill vading clerk.’ (. ai ie Mikatieee 4 tomarks: It will be noticed— 
at-arms, and W. B. Williams, - ading clerk.} (Journal of said house, pages 3 and 4.) 1. That the senate of the State of South Carolina was not present at any time 
Election of General M. C. Butler. wiih the Wallace house during the pretended opening and publishing of the elec 
On the 12th of December, 1876, the Wallace house proceeded to vote for a United | Hon returns for governor. 


oe « Tae 
OrFick OF SECRETARY OF STATR. 

TI, H. E. Hayne, secretary of state, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true 
and correct statement of the vote for governor at the general clections ot 1874 and 
1876, as appears by the commissioner's returns, now on tile in this oilice. 





States Senator to till the office for six years from the 4th of March following. 2. That there was no pretense that the proper election returns were opened and 
Que ballot was taken, which resulted in no choice.—Journal of that date, pages published. : ; 

2and 3 ne 3. That the whole proceeding from beginning to end was in utter contempt and 
On the 13th of December, 1876, the Wallace house voted again for United States | disregard of the provisions of the constitution nereinbefore recited, and was void 

Senator, having sixty-eight members present, and seven members of the Senate (See report of Messrs. LAWRENCE, Banks, and Lariam, of the House of Repre 


present. The speaker declared there was no choice. sentatives, on the recent election in South Caroljna, page 65.) 
On the 14th of December, 1876, the Wallace house again voted for United States The reference is as follows: 3 , , . 
Sevator, having sixty-seven of its members present and five Senators. The speaker “It is sufticiently shown that D. H. Chamberlain, the republican candidate for 
declared that, @ majority of the joint assembly not having voted, there was no | £°VeTnor, was elected over Wade Hampton, the democratic candidate, and the 
election republicans had a majority for all the candidates for State officers aud for members 
On the 15th of December, 1876, the Wallace house again voted for United Statea | Of each branch of the Legislature. 
Senator, with a similar result as on the 14th of December, 1°76. “The Legislature was duly organized, the returns of the election for governor 
On the L6th of December, 1876, the Wallace house again voted for United States | Were duly ‘returned to the speaker of the house of representatives,’ who, as the 
Senator, with a similar result as on the 15th. No senator present. constitution requires, did ‘open and publish them in the presence of both houses,’ 
On Monday, the 18th of December, 1876, the Wallace house azain procecded to and Chamberlain was declared elected and duly inaugurated. The two houses 
vote for United States Senator, with a similar result as on the 16th. No senator | 0ccupied the proper legislative halls in the capitol. . ; 
being present, “It was never pretended that any organized -enate existed which did or could 
On Tuesday, December 19th, 1876, the Wallace house again proceeded to vote for | hear any returns published for Hampton. The fragmentary house which professed 
United States Senator, with the following result : to declare him elected never had the election retarms. It met in a private ball, 
Total number of senators voting and had no more authority than a town meeting, because there could be but one 
Total nein her ai ties einen voting legal house. But, notwithstanding this, a fragment of the members of the house 
of representatives, without any authority, organized as a pretended house—a mere 















— | revolutionary body—and without a senate proceeded to go through the form of 
Total ...... ----+++-- 200 eeeeeeeeees © cosees ccccesccoccocecs cocce creeee ----- 79 | inaugurating Wade H Ampton as governor, ea with a few members of the senate 
Necessary to a choice, 40. | pretended to go through the forms of electing as United States Senator General 
M. C. Batler, enq., Tecclved Votes ..2000 ccsscccccoce conccecsccecscess bivenice ecose @ | MC. Daler. © © * 
M. W. Gary, esq., received votes ...... 5 The two legal, constitutional, and regularly organized houses of the General 
J B. ¢ ampbell, esq., received votes .... 5 | Assembly elected in proper form Hon. D. T. Corbin, a gentleman of high character, 
Robert Smalls, esq., received SEE Hand Gbebed de cpabancesteencensonwnenceebenest 3 | integrity, and talents, as United States Senator, and he has been duly commissioned 
J. B. Kershaw, eaq., received votes ...................-- ae oF es cae 1 | assnch. The General Assembly has adjourned. Governor Chamberlain, duly in 
| e J ; 
— | augurated and installed in oflice, is acting as governor, has the great seal of the 
0 ith eth aan aa ith olen hi ae al Re a . 79 | State, and occupies the executive ottice in the capitol, while Wade Hampton is as 
j 1 I I 


And the speaker announced “that M. C. Batler, eq., having rece ved 65 v ‘tes, | suming also to actas such. In various forms the right of the rival claimants to act 
which is a majority, is elected Senator to represent the State of South Carolina in | i8 before the courts. One of the circuit courts has decided that Chamberlain is in 
the United States Senate for six years commencing the 4th day of March, 1877." — fact governor. Another has undertaken, in a collateral way, to decide he is not 
Journal of December 19, 1876, pages 2 and 3. * ’ (See appendix to evidence, part 1.) But this is so manifestly without authority 

Remark.—Among the members who vuted for Mr. Butler were the pretended that it cannot be sustained. Upon the principles already shown, the decision of 
membre from Edgefield County, nam ly, Allen, Sheppard, Callison, Jennings the speaker of the house in the presence of the two houses of the Gencral Assembly 
and shaw. and at-o the pretended members from Laurens County, namely Hum. | 18 conclusive as to whois governor. The two houses are authorized to canvass 
bert Watts, and Anderson. r . 3 the votes, and the result as declared by them cannot be called in question, (con 

: z ms seaate there were present but eleven members. six less then a quorum ee. article S sqeion 6) except by a oo anaes to oomtee the right to 
of that body, nine o: ri see i r the offico, as provided by the constitution and statutes of the State. (Constitution, 
December 19 Ae whee voted fer Mr. Butler, (See journal, Wallace house, of article 3, aia 4; Revised Statutes of 1873, page 32, section 28 ; Chase's Decisions 

The senata, as such, as before stat a, never recognized the Wallace house, never | LY Johnson Griffin, case 402.) The authorities already cited proved this. 2 Bean 
received from it any communications or sent any to it, or weat into joint session | %- Thompson, 19 N. H., 115; Ballou vs. Bangs, 24 Lils., 184; Taylor vs. Skinner, 2 
with it. ; . | $.C., 696; State vs. Bloom, 17 Wis., 54; the decisions of the electoral commission, 


y i 3 2 ac tongress of January 29, 1877, als« -e it. 
Declaration of the election of Wade Hampton, governor of South Carolina. under the act of Congress of January 29, 1 7, also prove it 


. * 
The Wallace house, on Tuesday, December 14, 1876, adopted the following reso- “It"is well settled in all the authorities on evidence that it is the duty of the 
lation ; courts and they are bound to judicially know the officers of the State. They are 
Whereas the secretary of state has failed and refused to deliver to ths speaker | bound to know the great seal of the State. It requires no proof. There ean be but 
con hen @ the origina: returns of the election he d on the 7t day of November | one seal. Whoever, under color of right, oceupics the executive office, acts as gov- 
Ste “ur _soverner and lieutenant-governor as required by the constitution of this | ernor, and authenticates his acts with the great seal, is, in law, governor. There 
: me Therefore, would be no order or peace if every pretender could assert a right to office collat 

vennia pee « Chat the speaker be directed to publish secondary evidence of the | erally io proceedings in court. Law and public policy forbid it. : 
Toes ‘ the election for governor and lieutenant-governor held on the 7th day of “The courts cannot inquire whether the regularly-actiug houses of the General 
Sovember last. Assembly are lawfully organized. They have so decided themselves and that de- 
* Bird ant l - ae a a ae 733 ae ———— | cision is final. This is a political question with which courts cannot interfere. 
States Sinchenne y returned and acted with the Mackey house ; voted for United | Courts only have judicial power. The power to determine the organization of the 
{This acti . i ere. (Journal, page 46.) : General Assembly is political. Courts can neither make nor unmake Legislatures. 
ae eotien oases that the Wallace honse doubted its right to accept and swear | (Paschal, Annotated Constitution, 129-194, notes, 195-199 ; Scott vs Jones, 5 Maw: 
titieat I f ns claiming seats from Edgfield and Laurens counties, who held no cer- | ard, 374; Luther rs, Borden, 7 Howard, 57; Mississippi ra. Johnson, 4 Wallace, 
«s of election from the board of State canvassers. | 500) Theconstitution of the State settles this question. By it cach house is made 


} Thus again showing, by this acti i izati : : ig 
g, action, that th p ‘ ‘ » exe re ‘judge he clecti stun: wn mem- 
tho house were considared invalid. a, the previous organization and acts of i qnenes judge of the clection returns and qualifications of its own mem 
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“ This is certain from another consideration : 

“Tt reats with Congress to decide what is the established government ina State. 
(7 Howard, 57.) Until Congress acts the President must decide, whenever called 
upon by the governor for troops, in parsuance of the Constitation And State 
courts cannot control Congress or the President The President has recognized 
Governor Chamberlain as the lawful executive, and this is couclusive until other- 
wise determined by Congress, or by a * contest,’ in pursuance of the Constitution 
and laws.’ 

The Wallace house continned in session until the 2st of December, 1876, when, 
(at onc o'clock and thirty minutes p. m.,) upon its own resolution, it adjourned. 

Governor D. H. Chamberlain was first clected governor of South Carolina in 
November, 1874; and he was the unquestioned governor of South Carolina after 
his inaageration on December 2, 1574, for the term of two years, and by the consti- 
tution “until his successor shall be chosen and qualified.” 

Up to and after his inauguration on December 5, 1476, as hereinbefore recited, he 
continued to occupy the office of governor in the State-house at Columbia, and was 
in possession of all the records and property pertaining to that oflice, and exercised 
all the fanctions of said office, except when occasionally obstructed by the machi- 
nations of Hampton and his supporters, antil the 10th day of April, 1x77, when, 
atter repeated effort, failing to obtain tho aid of the National Government to suap- 


press the domestic violence systematically organized against his government, he 


retired from his office and declined further to actively assert his right to the oflice 
of governor 

Wace Hampton finally sneceeded to the office of governor on the 10th day of 
April, 1-77, after his (Governor Chamberlain's) retirement, and is now in the pos- 
seasion and enjovment thereof 

It will be noticed from the foregoing statement of facts that D. T. Corbin was 


clected United States Senator by the co vote of the senate and house of rep- | 


representatives of the State of Sonth Carolina, duly organized, and while D. H. 
Chamberlain was governor, and before there was any attempt even by the Wal- 
lace house to declare Wade Hampton governor. 


Wade Hampton as governor. 

Norr.—The following documents are filed as exhibits, to wit: 

1. Exhibit A, consisting of the journal of the senate of South Carolina, regular 
acssion, commencing November 28, 1876, and the journal of the house of represent - 


atives of South Carolina, (Mackey bouse,) regular session, commencing November | 


2+, 1276 

2. Exhibit B, being the journal of the house of representatives of South Caro- 
lina. (Wallace house.) regular session, commencing November 28, 1“76. 

3. Governor D. H. Chamberlain's address on retiring from the office of governor 
of South Carolina. 


Mr. McMILLAN. It will not be necessary, perhaps, to read any 
further statement from the opposite party in this case to show the 
propriety of adopting the amendment to the resolution which I have 
offered. Mr. Corbin in his statement of facts shows that the board 
of canvassers of the State of South Carolina were unable to decide 


who were elected members of the Legislature in that State from the | 


counties of Laurens and Edgefield. 
Legislature from either of 


Therefore no members of the 
108e counties received any certificate of 


. o : . . . | 
their election or had any prima facie evidence of a right to a seat in | 


the Legislature of South Carolina. The legislature under which Mr. 
Kutler claims title to a seat in the Senate here was composed only of 


a house of representatives, no senate ever having acted in conjunction | 


with that house, the senate of the State of South Carolina having 
recognized the Mackey house of representatives. The Wallace house, 
or the house of representatives under which Butler claims his elec- 
tion, embraced within its members persons who claimed to be elected 
from the counties of Laurens and Edgetield. The only evidence of 
their election is that which was furnished to that house of representa- 
tives. They have no prima facie evidence of their right, so that their 
right to a seat in that house depends upon the fact of their election. 
Their election must be proved by other evidence than that prescribed 
as the prima facie evidence of their right to seats in the Legislature. 
How can that be done? Mr. Corbin denies their right to seats in the 
Legislature. The law which prescribes what shall be the prima facie 
evidence of a right to a seat in that body is absent in their case. 
‘Then the question is an open one, and itis a fact which must be proved 
by evidence bronght before either the Senate of the United States in 
open session or before its committee appointed to examine into that 
question. It seems to me, Mr. President, that for the Senate to invite 
these parties to appear at the bar of the Senate with their witnesses 
and proofs to sustain allegations of this kind would not be tolerated, 
und if these facts are to be settled for the Senate, the matter should 
be committed to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

I hope, therefore, the amendment submitted by me to the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio will be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. BAYARD. On that 1 ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WHYTE. Let the amendment be reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be reported for the information 
of the Senate. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike ont all after the word 
“ resolved,” in the resolution, and in lien thereof to insert : 

That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be instructed to examine and 


report what questions of fact, if any, ia the Corbin-Butler case are not settled by 
the admission of the claimants, 


Mr. MCDONALD. Was not that proposition submitted once before? 

Mr. CONKLING. No, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is not aware of it, havin 
been out, The Chair is advised that it was submitted but not vo 
upon, 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 24, 
nays 28; us follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Allison, Anthony, Booth, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 


His credentials are duly signed | 
by D. H. Chamberlain, governor of south Carolina, and those of M. C. Butler by | 


| Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Dawes 
Howe, Ingalls. Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, MeMillan ; 
| Rollins, Saunders, Teller, and Wadleigh—24. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beek, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davi . 
nois. Davis of West Virginia, Dennis. Garland, Gordon, Harris i wot ad Mi 
Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, McDonald, McPherson, Morgan k id ai 
som, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—2s olph, J 
ABSENT—Messrs, Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Brace, Eaton, Edan ds F, 
| Grever, Hamlin, Johnston, McUreery, Matthews, Maxey Merrimon. M Fors : 
| Patterson, Plumb, Sargent, Sharon, Spencer, and Windom—21. my Afitehell 


Dorsey 


) How 
» Morrill, Ozlesly : 


Y, Paddock 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on tho res 
the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THuRMAN. ] 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, as I said when I rose bef 
there are some facts in this case which affect the decision of the 
question before the Senate. Those facts are contained in the pepor 
of the committee of the Senate which went to South Carolina. A 
part of the evidence taken by that committee relates to what wa 
| known as the Hamburg massacre. That massacre was the ag 
| mencement-— r 

Mr. MCDONALD. [I rise to a point of order. 
2 VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state 
| order, 

Mr. MCDONALD. The Senator from New Hampshire has spoker 
twice already on the main question, - 

Mr. WADLEIGIL I bave not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is not aware of the fact, I» 
| was out for a long time. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I have spoken but once to the resolution. That 
massacre —— 

Mr. MCDONALD. That is my recollection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
| from New Hampshire. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. 


Nntion of 


his point of 


I may be mistaken. 
The Chair must leave it to the Senator 
He was out for an hour. 

I think I have spoken but once. 

Mr. MCDONALD. And not twice on this subject? 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator from New Hampshire wil] give 
way for a moment, I will offer an amendment to the pending resolu. 
tion. 1 move to insert at the end of the resolution the following: 

And that debate on this resolution sha!'l close at eleven o'clock p. m. to-lay ani 


a vote be taken on its adoption to-morrow, November 27, at half past twely 
o'clock p. m. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear that again. 
understand it. 

The Secretary read the amendment of Mr. MITCHELL. 

Mr. THURMAN. If that amendment were adopted, the effect of 
| it would simply be this: that if it should be the sense of the presid 
ing officer of the Senate and of the Senate itself that Rule 50 applies 
in this case, then this resolution, if adopted at the hour indicated to- 
| morrow, would go over until Wednesday. That is not what | desire, 
| and I hope the majority of the Senate will not desire it, aud that the 
| amendment will be voted down. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire will 
proceed, 
| Mr.WADLEIGH. I was proceeding to say, Mr. President, that the 
| Hamburgh massacre, so called, was the commencement of that very 
| vigorous campaign which resulted in the election, or the alleged elvc- 
| tion, of General Butler to the Senate of the United States. One of 
| the grounds upon which Mr. Corbin relies is, that in the two counties 
| of Edgetield and Laurens there was so much violence and intunida- 
tion that there was no lawful election. If there was no lawful elec. 
| tion in those counties, then no representatives nor senators had the 
| 


I did not quite 


right to sit for those counties in the Legislature which attempted to 
elect General Butler. Without the votes or without the presence of 
| those representatives, it is confessed, as 1 understand it, that there was 
| no quorum in the Legislatare by which he claims to have been clected. 
| The question as to whether there wasa free and fair election, or an elec- 
tion so freeand so fairas to be legal at all, dependsupon what was doue 
in that election by the political friends of General Butler to carry 
theelection by the commission of crime or by intimidation, The report 
of that committee will soon be before the Senate, but knowing that the 
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber choose to decide this case 
| in ignorance of what lies iu that report, and to attempt by theiract ou 
here to prevent the facts stated in that report from going to the coun- 
try, I know of no way to get information as to what is contained tn 
| that evidence, no way of giving to the Senate such information, excep 
to have read here such portions of it as bear upon the facts which 
must be in controversy in this case; and I will ask the Cierk to read 
from this report the evidence of D. L. Adams, who commanded tle 
militia company parading upon the Fourth of July, in reference to 
which the difficulty which led to the Hamburgh massacre occurred. 
The Clerk will read. 
| Mr. WHYTE. I object to the reading of the paper, and I eall for 
the submission of the question to the Senate under the fifteenth mc. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WaLLAcE in the chair.) The 
| Senator from Maryland raises a point of order. 


| 
| 


Mr. WADLEIGH. I ask that this may be read as a part of my re 
marks. 

Mr. CONKLING. What does the Senator ask to have read as 
part of his remarks? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. 

Mr. CONKLING. 


A portion of the evidence. 
Appearing how? 
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Mr. WADLEIGH. Appearing in a report of a committee of the | 
sete WHYTE. In another case. ; ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is it in order to hear evidence on a qnestion of | 
this kind? Can it be possible that anybody wants to know the truth? | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is not advised. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Sol supposed. : : ; 

Mr WHYTE. Ido not object to the reading of evidence in this 
case, but this evidence is not in this case. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. — The Senator from Maryland Taises 
the point of order that the reading of this testimony is not in order, 

nd asks for a submission of the question to the Senate, 
: Mr CONKLING. May I be allowed to understand exactly how 
this point arises, as I was engaged for the moment? — ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks to have read as part of his remarks the evidence of D. L. Adams 
jn thereport of a committee on South Carolina affairs. The Senator 
from Maryland raises a point of order, and objects to the reading 
thereof as not being in order. _ , 

Mr. CONKLING. May I inquire ? The Senator from New Hamp- | 
shire is engaged in debating the pending resolution, and as part of 
his remarks and assigning reasons for the argument he is delivering 
he proposes to refer to a report found on the liles of the Senate, the 
open files of the Senate, and the point of order is that that evidence 
was not taken in this case? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands it. 

Mr. INGALLS. May we bear the rule read ? 

Mr. WHYTE. It is the fifteenth rule. 

Mr. INGALLS. _ Is not the question on the amendment of the Sen- | 
ator from Oregon? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the rule? 

Mr. WHYTE. [I call for the reading of the fifteenth rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The rule will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 


15. When the reading of a paper is called for, and the samo is objected to by any 
Senator, it shall be determined by a voteof the Senate and without debate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the paper under consideration ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No paper, sir. I am amazed at the point of order | 
of wy friend from Maryland, perhaps not more so than he is himself, 
I will say by way of apology to him. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. What I proposed to have read was a part of the 
evidence, the testimony of one of the witnesses, taken by the Senate 
cowmittee in South Carolina upon the occurrences that took place 
preceding the election in the county of Aiken, and bearing upon the 
occurrences in the two counties where it is alleged the election was | 
invalid on account of violence, the evidence tending to show the 
degree of violence there was there. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand you ask to have it read as part of 
your reasons, setting i forth. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHYTE. LI raise the point of order that this question is not | 
debatable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not. The Chair understands that 
the Senator from New Hampshire proposes to have an extract read 
as a part of his speech ? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Yes, sir. 
one CONKLING. I have a right, I believe, to ask a question of the 

air. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg to inquire whether the Chair rules that 
this present point comes under the fifteenth rule of the Senate. If it 
does, it is not debatable, and if it does not it is debatable. It 
is debatable if the fifteenth rule does not apply to it; and I hum- 
bly submit that the fifteenth rule has no more reference to it than 
the first rule of the Senate which provides for a quorum. The fif- 
teenth rule applies to cases where the President sends a message 
here or any other paper lies here, and some Senator asks to have it 
read. It does not apply to the remarks a Senator makes. I am on 
the floor in order. I take up the Manual. I propose to read a 
passage from Jefferson’s Manual. That is not calling for the read- 
ing of a paper, I humbly submit, in the language of the rule; 
but the Chair sees the point and of course I will not debate upon it, 
and I submit it to him. 

_ The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that the point of order 
is not well taken by the Senator from Maryland, if he understands it. 

Mr. WHYTE. This fifteenth rule, as I understand, is nothing more 
than a general parliamentary rule. I ask the attention of the Senate 
to the rule in Hatsell and the rule in Jefferson’s Manual: 

For the same reason a member has not a right—— 


Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘What page does the Senator read from? That is 
an oe question to me, and I should like to spend some little 





time on it. [Laughter. 

Mr. WHYTE. I should like the Senator from Vermont to investi- 
gate it. I read from page 251 of the Manual : 

For the same reason— ® 

Says Jetferson— 


out leave of the House. But this rigor is never exercised but where there is an 
intentional or gross abuse of the time and patience of the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator be kind enough to read the 
whole of that section 32? He may get some light by reading the 
context. 

Mr. WHYTE. Iam sure I have read it quite as often as the Sena- 
tor from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very much more. 

Mr. WHYTE, But the light bas not shined as brightly into my 
intellect as it has into his. . ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very likely. [Langhter.] 

Mr. WHYTE. Bat, forthe satisfaction of the Senator, I will read it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senator would in all seriousness, 
because I think he will convince himself that he is wrong if he does. 

Mr. WHYTE. Perhaps I shall. 


Where papers aro laid before the House or referred to a committee, every mem- 
ber has a right to have them once read at the table before he can be compelled to 
vote on them ; butit is a great though common error to suppose that he has a right, 
totics quoties, to have acts, ae, accounts, or papers on the table read inde- 
peocensty of the will of the honse. The delay and interruption which this might 

© made to produce evince the impossibility of the existence of such a right. 

We were treated to it alittle while ago for about an hour. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

There is, indeed, so manifest a propriety of permitting every member to havo 
as much information as possible ou every question on which he is to vote, that 
when he desires the reading, if it be seen that it is really for information and not 
for delay, tho Speaker directs it to be read without putting a question, if no one 
Aas s but if objected to, a question must be put.—2 Hats., 117, Lis. 

tis equally an error to suppose that any member has a right, without a ques- 
tion put, to lay a book or paper on the table, and have it read, on suggesting that 
it contains matter infringing on the privileges of the house.—Jb. - 

Now I have read it all, and I am only clearer in my opinion. 

A member has not a right even to read his own speech, committed to writing, 
without leave. This also is to prevent an abuse of Ume, and therefore is not re- 
fused but where that is intended.—2 Grey, 227. 

And the House is to judge of that itself. Now I have read it all, 
and I have no doubt about the proposition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Did the Senator read that by right or by leave 
of the House? 

Mr. WLIYTE. In compliance with your polite request, I politely 
read it for you. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ah, Mr. President, but I have no dispensing 
power. 
Mr. WHYTE. Now let me repeat this sentence : 

For the same reason, a member has not a right to read a paper in bis place, if it 
be objected to, without leave of the House. 

There are my authorities, and they are quite light enough to guide 
me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair rules only upon the question 

resented by the Senator from New Hampshire, that if he chooses to 
lave extracts from that report read as a part of his speech, it is his 


| right. 


Mr. WADLEIGH. I am sorry, Mr. President, that an attempt to 
put before this Senate only part of the testunony of one witness 
in relation to that transaction should be so vigorously opposed. | 
supposed that what the Senate desired upon this occasion was light. 
It seems that I was mist ken; that there are Senators here who wish 
to keep the facts in obscurity, who wish to veil from this Senate and 
from the public the atrocities proved beyond doubt to have occurred 
at the inception of the political campaign in South Carolina at the 


last election. I hope that the Clerk will now proceed and read as 


part of my remarks the passage which I have marked. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
D. L. Adams, Aiken Connty. 


COLUMBIA, SouTH CAROLINA, December 16, 1876. 
D. L. ApAms (colored) sworn and examined. 
By Mr. CAMERON: 
Question. Where do you live? 
Answer. I live in Hamburgh. 
%. How long have you lived there ? 
. I have beeu living in Hamburgh about two years and stx months, I guess. 
Q. What is your ago? 
A. I was thirty-eight years old on the 4th day of July. 
Q. Where did you live before you went to Hamburgh ! 
A. In Augusta, Georgia. 
. How long did you live there ? 
A. L have lived 
years, I guess. 
Q. Of what State are youa native? 
A. I was born in the upper part of Georgia, Talbot County. 
. Where had you worked or lived # 


. 1 generally have worked in Augusta, Georgia, upto the 8th of July. [haven't 


been in Augusta since that time. 
. On what day did the Hamburgh massacre take place! 
. On the 8th of July. 
2. Where were you on the 4th of Jaly? 
. T was also in Hambargh. 


Q. 1 will ask you if you were captain of the colored militia company in Hamburgh 


at that time? 
A. Yea, sir. . 
Q. Of how many men did that company of militia consist? 


A. It consisted of eighty-four members. 1t was called Company A, Eighteenth 


Regiment National Guards. 
Q. State whether or not it was organized under the State laws. 
A. It was organized under the State laws. 
Q. How long had it been an organized company ? 


ere about twenty-five or twenty-six years—about twenty-six 


ee 


nen Se ae 


a me A. It had been an organized company sowe five or six years, I think, or probably 
member has not a right to read a paper in his place, if it be objected to, with. | more. 
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Q. How long had you been captain of the company ? 

A. I had been captain of the company, 1 guess, about seven or eight months— 
somewhere about that, as near as | could come at it 

Q. Who were the other commissioned officers of the company ? 

A. Louis Cartiledge was first licutenant; A. T. Attaway was second lieutenant. 

Q. How frequently did the company meet for military drill or exercise? 

A. According to the rule and according to the law we drilled once every month ; 
but after I got to be captain of the company I drilled them about once or twice a 
week. 

Q. State whether or not the company had a hall or armory. 

A. It bad a hall; we called it an armory. 

Q. How was the company armed? 

. With thomb-loading rifles, . 

Q. State what occurred on the 4th day of July; begin with the beginning and 
go through with the narrative 

A. On the 4th day of July about six o'clock in the evening, or probably half past 
five, to be sure of it, I took the company out on parade. As we were going upa 
street in Hamburgh called Market street, about six or half past six o'clock, I guess 
it was, there was a man by the name of Henry Getsen, and Tom Butler, son of R. 
J. Butler, and also a son-in-law of R. J. Butler, all white men. They had been on 
one side of the street, sitting in a buggy, looking at us dri!l up and down the street, 
I reckon, for about half an hour. After a while they went back down the street 
from where we were drilling and went around on the street called Main street. 
Afterward they came back on the street. 1 was at the upper part of the street 
and we were going down, marching by fours, in what is called an interval march, 
open order, having an interval between ranks, I suppose, of twenty or thirty feet. 

Q. How wide was the street? 

A. It was one hundred and fifty-eight feet wide, and we were about the center 
of the street going down. They turned the cornerand came up the strect in a slow 
trot. I saw that they intended to drive through the company, and I halted the 
company, and then they stopped. I was atthe head of the company, and I went 
around in front of their buggy and said to him, ** Mr. Getsen, Ido not know for 
what reason you treat me in this manner.’ He asked me, “ What?” I said, 
“Aiming to drive through my company, when you have room enough on the out- 
side to drive in the read.” He aid 
I, * That may be true; but if ever you had a company out here I should not have 
treated you in this kind of a manner.” Said I, “1 would have gone around and 
showed some respect to you.” “ Well,” said he, “this is the rut that I always 
travel, and I don't intend to get out of it for no d—d niggers.” Said I, “All 
right; I won't hold any contention with you; I will let you through.” So I gave 
command to the company to “ open order,” and let him go through ; so he went on 
through, and I then went on down to the hall. Some of the men seemed to have 
got alittle flustrated because they drove through the company, and commenced 
talking, but I ordered them to hush, and carried them in the hall and dismissed 
the company. On Monday his father-in-law came down and took out a warrant. 

Q. Mr. Getsen’s father-in-law # : 

A. Yea, sir. 

Q. What was his name? 

A. Robert J. Butler. He took out a warrant, and on Tuesday morning T received 
asummons. The constable bronght it to me, and, after looking at it, L told him 
that it was all right; I would be there at the time designated. Sure enough I 
went 

Before what justice ? 

A. Before Trial.Justice Prince Rivers. So I went down to the court at the time 
designated, and when I got there Rivers read—I don't know what you call it—but 
auvhow he did not say that it was a warrant. LI asked him if it was a warrant, 
and he said it was not. He was general of the militia organization, major-general 
of the State. 

Q. Butler was? 

A. Rivers was. And he said he wanted to find out from the evidence in the 
case—he wanted to hear the ofticers’ testimony, and afterward he wanted to find 
out whether it would be a case that would be suitable or a case calling for his 
court-martialing oflicers, or whether it would be a case to prosecute them before 
a court. He went on to hear Getsen's testimony, and after he got through, if 1 
mistake not, he heard Tommy Miller's evidence—no, he had just heard Getsen's 
evidence. After he got through he told me, “ As you have no counsel you can 
ask any question of the witness you desire.” So 1 asked him a few questions, and 
at the same time, said I, * Mr. Getsen, did I treat you with any disrespect when I 
spoke to you or didn't I treat you politely?’ He said,‘ I can't say that you treated 
me with any disrespect, but I can say this much, that there was one or two mem- 
bers of the company that showed some impudence to me, and also I saw them 
load their guns.” I said, “Mr. Getsen, didn't you see me examining the 
cartridge-boxes, and also the pockets of the members of the company, to see if 
they had any ammunition, baler they went on drill?’’ He said, “ Yes,” he did. 
Said I, ° Did you seeany!"” He said, * No, I didn't." I made him recollect this; 
said I, * Didn't you know that I found one man with a cartridge in his pocket and 
I took it away from him aud scolded him about it!" He said, * Yes,” he did. 
Said I, * Well, then, are you certain that these men loaded their guns?” He said, 
* Lsaw them move their guns, and I thought they loaded."" Whilst [ was asking 
that question, Rivers, the trial.justice, said to me, says he, ‘I don't want you to 
treat my court with contempt.” Said I to him, “Judge, I don’t mean to do that if 
I know myself. I never expect to treat any lawful officer with auy contempt,” 
and said I, 1 was only asking the question, and if the question is not legal _ 
I don't want to ask him” Before he could say anything to me I was taking 
my seat, and said I, “1 will ask the witness no more questions, but will leave it 
to your diseretion.” He then said that sitting down was contempt of court ; 
I told him if it was he must excuse me, as I was not accustomed to law, and if 
it was any contempt I was then asking his pardon for it, for I did not mean con- 
tempt of the court. Le said it was contempt and he woald put me under arrest, 

and he dismissed the court until Thursday; [ think it was Thursday; it was on 
the Sth of July, anyhow. I was also then under arrest with the constable. Ho 
wont out to his divner and came back again. and when he came back he asked 
mo if I would retract. I told him I did not know what be meant. He said if I 
was willing to beg pardon of the court he would excuse me from the fine. I told 
him, well, if [ had ceontempted the court I was willing to ask pardon of the court. 
He said, well, he would relieve me of the fine, and I was to appear again on the 
sth of July, at half past four o'clock. I teld bim all right, I would appear. So it 
passed off, then, until the 8thof July. During that time I heard a great many 
threats that were made. These persons would send me notice at different times 
of what they bad heard; what they were going to do with me on that day. 
I «did not pay any attention to them; did net give po notice to them at 
all. The day before the trial, (on the 7th of July.) I went home to dinner at one 
o'clock, and when I got home to dinner it was not ready, and it was very warm, 
and the company’s drill-room was joining my house where I lived ; it was a part 
of the house, and I could pass right out of my bed-room into the drill-reom ; so I 
went out of my bed-room into the drill-room, and I was sitting by the window when 
a man by the name of Mr. Melen, {Meling } (a white man and a preacher,) him and 
some other white man were together, and were right by the drill-room, and I got 
up and looked out of my window and I heard them say, “ That's where that 
d——d militia company drills ;" and, said he, “ To-morrow they are going to have 
a trial and we intend to kill the captain of that eee before he gets away from 
that court.” Well, I heard a great deal of big talk and of threats, but I did not 
pay any attention to them. Sure enough, on the &th of July I came home from 


, “Well, this is the rut I always travel.” Said | 
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| 
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work as usual, and I did not go back with the expectation o at 

About two o'clock R. J. Butler and Tommy Butler his —— <a ling to court 
son-in-law, and Harrison Butler, another son of bis, were there, a di . _ 
ing out before my door when they came on down. Henry Getsey hal Ws stand 
posed it to be a sixteen-shooter ; it might not have been; there was ace se Ls 
of gun at that time, but it appeared to be a sixteen shooter whic. ih — 
his saddle. R. J. Butler and his son Tommy were in the buggy = hha 
had a sixteen-shooter in the buggy. I auppesed from the looks of it th a 
seven or eight pistols in the buggy; large Navy pistols. They ak 2 

the town, and yet 1 did not pay mach attention to that. Ina little ap n in 
was about thirty men came armed witb sixtecn-shooters and douvle-bar Hat there 
guns; they were coming in from Edgefield. aITeled shop 

Q. How far does R. J. Butler live from Hamburgh ? 

A. One part of his place isin Hamburgh and the other just out 
the main part of town he lives three-quarters of a mile, or it may be 
about thirty of these men come in, but [ did not get scared yet - 
two o'clock I reckon there was about one hundred men in the 
all armed, somo with pistols and some with guns also. 

. White men? 

. White men; they were getting drunk very fast, or drinking liqnor ani 
ing like they were drunk, and saying they were going to kill every God da 
ger in Hambargh that day, and especially Dock Adams ; that was myself 
ing all this, I went down to Judge Rivers's house and told him. Said I. * 
ers, I can't appear before your court to-day, for I feel that you are unabl: 
court is unable, to protect my life, and I believe my life tobe unsafe. Lam willine 
that you should go to work and draw up a bond that you think properand [ am w)| a 
to give bond to a higher court, where I think my life will be safe. The reason |, ae 
to you to tell you, is because I don’t want you to suppose that [ treateu your « as 
with any disrespect by not coming, but it 1s because I don’t think my lile is ia 
He stopped and said to me, * Well, you must use your own judgment: of couran 
if your life is unsafe, and if these men intended to take your lite of course [¢ 
protect you. I haven't protection enough to protect you; my consiable cap 
much.” Said I, “ Thatis my belief, and for that reason I don’t want ty go iy 
your court without you force me to, and then if Iam killed you will be respor 
sible.” He said, * You can use your own judgment; I shall go to court at the 
usual time ; your name, of course, will be called, and if you don't answer to your 
name—well,” he says, “you won't be there; that is all; you won't be there to ay 
swer.” So, sure enough, before I got through talking with him a whiie man by the 
name of Sparnick—I forget bis other name—before [ got out of the house this nay 
Sparnick eame up to his house and knocked at the door and camein. Ie said that 
Mr. M. C. Butler had met him at the store that they call George Dan's, aud he 
said that he would like to see me ; that he appeared as counsel tor kJ. Butler and 
he woul: like to settle the matter without any difficulty and without going betore 
the court, if it conld be settied. I told him, * Well, there is no one more ready to 
settle it than Iam.” He said that Mr. Butler wanted the officers of the compang 
in fact, to meet him. While he was talking another man came in, by the name of 
Sam. P. Spencer, and said that M. C, Butler also had said that he would like to 
have a conference with the officers of the company. Ltold him, * Well, L will go 
but afterward I went to the door and I saw a great crowd down at bis place, all 
armed men, and they were drunk orplaying off drunk ; they appeared to be diunk 
avy way. I went back and told Mr. Spencer to go and teli Gen. Butler that [ would 
meet him, but I would like for him to come away trom where those men were, and 
that I was willing to meet him at Spencer's house. So Spencer went back and to) | 
him, and he agreed to meet me there. In this time I was in my shirt-sleeves . | 
had just come from work and had pulled off my coat ; so I went back and put on 
my coat to go down there, and sent word that I would come and meet him. Ono 
of the officers refused to go. I told him, well, I would go, and I supposed it I 
went it would be sufficient ; and the first lientenant agreed to go, but the second 
lieutenant wouldn't go, because he believed he would be killed ; he expressed the 
reason in that way. I went on down to meet Mr. Butler. Before getting there 
Mr. Butler left ; in fact he didn’t go to Spencer's house ; he left Mr. Dainm's store 
after promising to meet me, but he did not go. He got in the baggy and went on 
across the river to Augusta. I desire to alter that; he didn't go to Augusta at 
that time; he went on to the court, where we were to meet the court at. He came 
on up where Rivers lived and said that the time to meet the court had come, and lio 
was ready to go to court and he was going on there. Rivers got his book and went on 
down to the court. I didn’t go, but they went. I couldn’t tell yoa—I couldn't tell 
you, but if I was to tell you 1t would be what I heard, and that wouldn't be rela 
tive, I[suppose. General Butler came back from the court and sent word for me 
to meet him at the council-chamber ; that was at the town-hall. I sent word back 
expressing more reasons, that the men were still gathering in the town, and that 
they had expressed themselves as guing to kill me on sight, but that I was willing 
to meet him to settle the matter any way that it could be settled, that was right; 
but that I couldn't go down to the council-chamber ; that his men were all around 
him, and he had already expressed himself that he couldn't control them; that 
they were drank, and that I wouldn't be able to go to him; but that if he was 
willing and wanted to see me, of course he could go where I could make it conven- 
ient to see him. He said he wasn't going nowhere else, and right there I had to 
come. So I said I wasn't going to that place. Then he left the council-<bamber 
and went on around to Augusta. 

Q. About what time did he go to Augusta? 

A. He went to Augusta about 5 o'clock in the afternoon, as near as I can guess 
at it. He came back from Augusta with a man by the name of 5 Bb. Picksley, 
who, I think, was on the committee; and he met him and had a talk with him. I 
don't know what that talk was. 

Q. How long did he remain at Angasta? 

A. He remained, I suppose about twenty-five or thirty minutes. He came on 
back. The intendant of the town went to bim and tuld him tisat there was a creat 
many women and children, and he | elieved there was going to be a fuss, and he 
would like to have some time to get the women and children out. He told me, [ 
t ink, that he would give him fifteen minutes to get them out. He assed him, 
then, wasn’t there any way in the world that that matter could be settled wiihout 
adiflicuity He said the only thing that would settle the matter was for the com 
pany to surrender the arms and the otticers to him and he wanted ap answer from 
me. I sent word back to him that the arms that were borne by that company be 
longed to the State; that I had received those arms in my charge, and was respou- 
sible for them, and I couldn't give them up to no private citizen ; but if any oticer 
who had a right to take them would come to me for them, I would give them to 
him. The intendantof the town asked him in case the arme were surrendere:d to 
him, would he tee the safety of the town. He said it depended entirely 
upon how they behaved. He ufterward turned around and said he wouldn't vouch 
for anything; he bad nothiag to do with that part. So I sent word, in reply his 
answer, that I coul‘n't give them to him; that 1 had no right, but be could send 
any oflicer that had a right to receive them that would relieve mo from respous!- 
bility, and I would give them to him. So the major-general came, (that is, Rivers.) 
and tld me what Mr. Butler had said, and all about it, and what he said he would 
do, and that if we didn’t give them up he was g.ing to melt the ball down betore 
tea o'clock that night 


Mr. OGLESBY. If I do not intefrapt or disturb the Senator from 
New Hampshire in his remarks, I inquire of him whether the M. C. 
Butler that this witness Adams is now testifying about or that the 
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‘Verk is reading the testimony from, is the M. C. Butler who is claim- 
: “~~ ra seat on the floor of the Senate. D ; 
ant on ADLEIGH. The M. C. Butler who is referred to in the 
tee of the witness is the same person, as I understand. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed. 
The Chief Clerk resumed and continued the reading, as follows: 


+» “General, Lsee you are major-general of this State, are you not?” 

I said or ae hai. “Do you demand these arms! ison de. I will 
Bo id, 0 3e8 ” He says, “I have no right to do it under the law.” I says, 
ey, oF ae come dowa to the law about a matter of law, of course I don't 
» Well, im have a right to do it; but if you do demand them, to relieve the 
ener hility of any blood being shed in the town from me, I will give them to 
epee ead “No, [don't demand them; I have no right to doit; you must 
Jou ar own discretion about it; I said, * Well, if that is the way you leave me, 
use y* a voing to give them to General Butler.” I then wrote a note to General 
Tom ae ing in the note: “ General Butler, these guns are placed in my hands, 
i ut phe responsible for them, and I have no right to give them up to no private 
eon. [can't surrender them to you.” He sent me word back that he was going 
eee them in fifteen minutes. I told him, well, then he would have to take 
~~ _ force, and then I would not be responsible for them. So then, after that, 
ee ene placing his men; in the first place, about twenty-tive or thirty 
sorsemen—men mounted on horses—in front of the drill-room, near the river 
bank. 

‘ar from the drill-room wero they ? 

. poten were about seventy-five or eighty yards. Then he placed be- 
bind the first abutment of the N. &C.C.R. R., he placed about fifteen or twenty, 
na near as I can guess at it without counting. Dewn below, on the river, under a 
loom tree, he had some thirty or forty. And there was a well about two hundred 
canis from the drill-room, and just beyond the well, about fifty or sixty feot, there 
stood, L suppose, eight hundred men, allinarms. He placed them all around the 
-ouare, back of the drill-room, on the street. I forget the name of the street ; but 
‘von hack of the drill-room. He had men placed all around there, and up on a 
jill, about five hundred or six hundred yards—may be a httle more. I could see 
him placing men all around town. 

Q. He was stationing them there himself ? 3 

A. Yes, sir. He was with the men that was doing it. 


Mr. CONKLING. Is this M. C. Butler the person ho is now speak- 
ing of that stationed these men ? 

Mr. OGLESBY. Who superintended the arrangement of men that 
the witness is describing. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Secretary says it is. 

The Cuter CLERK. He is designated here as “ General Butler.” 


Q. He was stationing them there himself? 

A. Yes, sir. He was with the men that was doing it. Pick Butler was also in 
the crowd. Colonel Butler was also carrying out the orders. I could go up on top 
of the drill-room and see them, and I did so. Then I came down otf the top of the 
dyill-room into the drill-room, and I placed my men then where they wouldn't get 
hurt. 

By Mr. CHRISTIANCY : 


Q. How many had you in the drill-room ? 

A. Thirty-eight ; [suppose about twenty-five were members of the company, and 
some others were taking refuge there. Those I didn’t call in myself. I only had 
twenty-five members of the company in the drill-room. After he got all the men 
placed he sent word back to me to know if I was going to give the guns up; that 
the time was out. I sent word back to him that I could not give them up; that I 
didn’t desire any fuss, and we had gone out of the streets into our hall for the 
safety of our lives, and there I was going to remain; that I was not going to give 
the guns to anybody. He did not send n> more answer then. About the time he 
must have got the word his men commenced firing. There was a signal-gun 
tired; I suppose it was a signal-gun; it was down the river, sorter. It looked 
like it fired right up into the air. These horsemen that I was telling you 
about, that had been Send in front of the drill-room, they were removed before 
the firing commenced, and went down the street back of the square. I didn't see 
them after they got out of sight, and don’t know where they went ; and these men, 
when that signal-gun was fired behind the abutment of the bridge, fired upon the 
drill-room. They fired rapidly, I suppose for about half an hour. They shot out 
nearly all the window-panes in the puilding. There were four windows in front, 
and they shot mighty near all the panes out; I don't think there were two panes 
left standing in each one of the windows, but there may be three ; anyhow, the 
mostof them was shot out; the glass rattled all over the floor. There was side 
glass and transom lights over the door, and all those were shot out ; the men were 
standing between the windows and behind the wall. After awhile, just about 
half past six o'clock, I guess, they kept closing up like they were coming up to the 
drill-room, and after awhile I gave orders to fire, for it was the only chance of 
our lives to fire, and they commenced firing then. The firing was kept up, 
I srupeen, for about a half an hour from the drill-room, but only every now 
and then ; not regularly. During that time this man that was said to 
have been shot (Mackey Merrivale) was killed He was one of the men 
that was firing from behind this abutment. Then I went upon the top of the 
drill room to see where the largest body of the men was. I had heard somebody 
holler down the street, and I recognized it to be A. P. Butler's voice; I was very 
familiar with it; he hollered to a man by the name of Walker McFeeny to go 
over the river and bring two kegs of powder; that they were going to blow that 
balding up. There was one part of the building that we couldn't see nobody 
from it. It had then got sort of dark anyway; it was moonshiny, but it was so 
dark from the trees and heuses that were handy to it that we couldu't see them. 
Of course, then I was afraid that they might do something of that kind, believing 
that they could do it. I then went to work, and tore up some lamber, and made a 
ladiler, and got out of the back way of the building; there was no way to get down 
without a ladder; and we escaped from the building the back way. 

Q. All of you went out? 

A. Yes, sir; we all went out. But before I went out of the building I sent the 
men out. I seen that in the back part of the yard there was no firing ; everything 
was perfectly still. I had been outside of the building, and went down the street, 
1 suppose, between two hundred and three hundred yards, to see where the men 
fete all around. I went back in frontof the building, and weut through 
lientenant ; he had got outside somehow or other; he had got scared, and left the 
uilding before 1 knew it. I told him to go down first and receive all the men that 
} ee in the building, and keep them together till I came out ; that I would stay u 
t ‘ere with two or three men, and every onco in a while fire and make them thin 
we were in the building, while they Were escaping. So he went out, and he got 
& ared, aud, I suppose, got excited—I couldn't allege it to be anything else—and 
cnatretiod off the best part of the company; so when I got to them there wasn't 
oe men with myself. So I aske@ for Lieutenant Ataway and the balance 
T he men, and they told me that he had gone off and tried to carry them off. 
Ke y cald they couldn't tell me where he had gone. Said I, *‘ Men, we are sur- 
Nn ed.” I think there was over three thousand men thero: they were coming 
‘wm Angusta at all times, three and four hundred togcther, all around ; the lower 





a of Market street had been completely blocked up with them for about two 
1undred yards; it looked like just as thick as they could stand ; and in the rear 


street it was the same way, and also on the street called Main street, which runs 
across. So I told these few men that were there, said I, ‘‘ Men, I don’t know how 
we will get out of here, and there is but one way; and said I, ** You will have to 
fight poy rapidly to get out that way.” 


{ad you your guns with you! 

A. Yes, sir; weall had our guns. We went out that way, and got out on tho 
street, and had to fight pretty rapidly ; in fact the fight lasted until about half-past 
one o'clock that night before we did get out. None of the men that was with me 
got killed. One of them got wounded in the thigh, but he managed to get away ; ho 
didn t fall or anything of the sort. I carried them away in the upper part of the street 
and put them down next to the river in R. J. Batler’s ticld. Of course they didn't ex- 
pect us to go there, he being such an enemy to us. I carried themin there, and put 
them over by the side of a little branch, where it was very thick with bushes. I was 
very troubled abont these men that had hid themselves, and wanted to get them 
out. I believed if they were caught they would be killed; the men with the second- 
lieutenant. So after [ got these men safe—they were out of ammunition then; they 
hadn't had very much any way—said I, ‘* You stay here now, and I will go back and 
find the men, if I can. I will try to work my way back, and wil! try to bring them 
out.” So I did go back. I was shot at, I reckon, over two hundred times before I 
got in the square; however, I didn’t turn my course; I went on. I went back in 
the square, and I went under most every house there was in the square ; that is, I 
went far enough to call under it. Some one or two, probably three, men answered ; 
the balance wouldn't answer. They were scared, I suppose, and wouldn't answer. 
I got three of them. By that time [ was surrounded, and couldn't get out no more, 
but I carried those three men where I thought they would be safe. I knocked out 
some bricks under a brick house with the but of my gun, and told them to crawl 
under there. That was under a house that was very near to the ground, and was 
bricked up all the way from the ground. After they got in there I placed the 
bricks all back just like they were before, very smooth, so you couldn't discover 
any hole, especially in the night. Then I went back in pursuit of these other mon, 
but I didn’t findthem. While standing in alittle corner field, neara garden, look 
ing out, one of the men, which was the town marshal, run across the garden, aud 
Icalled him, but I suppose be didn’t recognize my voice, as he didn’t stop. Heranuon 
and jumped over the fence, and I managed to get up on some partof the trestle of the 
railroad and could see through it. The moon was shining very bright, The corn made 
a shade where I was, and of course they didn't see me. They stopped the town mar- 
shal; his name was Jeems Cook. Henry Getsen, a man by the name of Bill Morgan, 
and I recognized one of the men I thought to be Kenlo Chaffee, but L was not certain 
whether it was him or not, but 1 knew Henry Gibson and Bill Morgan. I recog- 
nized their voices. They stopped him and told him *‘ God damn you! we have got 
you. You have been town marshal here going about here arresting democrats, but 
you won't arrest any more after to-night.” Said he, “ Mr. Getsen, | know you and 
will ask you to save my life. [bavn’t done anything to you. I have only done 
my duty as town marshal.” “ Yes," says he, “God damn you, your knowing me 
ain't nothing; I don't care anything about your marshalship ; we are going to kill 
you ;"’ and they fired. There was four or five men in the crowd, and all of them 
shothim. He fell. I staid there aud saw them taking his boots off, and they took 
his watch out of his pocket. 


By Mr. CAMERON: 


Q, Who did that? 

A. They were all down in a huddle and I couldn't see who it was took the watch. 
So some of them said, “ By God, [ reckon some of us had better go over in the 
corn-field,” Then I moved out of the corn-field. Louis Shiller—his house was in 
the same square—I went then in his office. 

Q. Was Shiller a white man ? 

A. Shiller was a white man and a trial-justice also. I went in his office, right 
under his house, I remained there, I suppose, about an hour. They were break 
ing in the houses everywhere and shooting people. This time they came to the 
front door and broke in the front door of the office. So I went out of the back door 
into the back yard. They came in there, and they looked around and found what 
I didn’t find the whole hour that I was in there. I suppose they had lights, and 
found these men that were in there who wouldn't answer me when I called them. 
They found one or two colored men in there and took them out. I heard them 
cursing and say, ‘God damn you, we have got you."’ They were beating them 
with sticks and guns, or something. 

Q. Did you know any of the men that went into Shiller's house? 

A. No; I didn’t know any of them. Whilst I was standing in the back yard I 
could look right into my bed room window, and also into my sitting-room window, 
and I saw them taking down my pictures and breaking up the furniture. They 
broke up everything I had in the world; took all my clothes, my mattresses and 
feather bed and cut it in pieces and scattered it everywhere, destroying every- 
thing that I had. I didn’t have a suit of clothes, only what I had on my back. 
They took all my wife’s clothes, and broke up all my furniture and everything. 
By that time they commenced getting very thick in the square, and they com- 
menced getting thick I jumped over a little cross fence in Shiller's yard; and as 
I got up on the fence 1 heard somebody say “ Halt!" and I looked over the fence 
and I saw old man R. J. Butler run out the back part of Latayette Davis's store, 
and he shot, and I heard him say ‘God damn him! I have got him.” This was 
a man by the name of Moses Parks. So he shot him. He turned around and 
said, ‘God damn him! I have got him,” and shot Parks and killed him. I went 
then up in the postmaster’s house, where he lived. His name is Rawles. I 
forget his other Lame. It was a two-story house, and I went up sta rs in the ver 
anda and it had slats all along on the top of the banisters along there in front. 
It was like the house fronted on a street; this way. (Illastrating by diagram on 
paper.) I was on the back part of it, and here came another street. Right on this 
street, I suppose there was over a thousand men. They had their headquar-. 
ters there, and General M. C. Butler was among the crowd, and every time a 

arty would come in and bring a colored man that they had captured they would 
ora him right up there to what they called the “dead-ring.” They had a 
‘‘dead-ring " down below me there, I suppose about seventy-five or eighty yards, 
and that is where they would bring the colored men that they would capture. Every 
time they would come in General Butler would yell, ‘Good boys! God damn it! 
turn your hounds loose and bring the last one in."" That was General M. C. But- 
ler, and also Pick. Butler. They were together most of the time, and they would 
ask, “ God damn it! can't you find that Doc Adams? We want to get him; that 
was myself ; and some asked what kind of a man I was, and some would try and 


| agree what sortof a man I was—‘‘a man with side-whiskers and mustache "—and 
oor, the entrance leading up in the hall, and told this Ataway, the first | 


some would roll up their sleeves and write it on their entfs. One man wrote down 
my description on the bosom of his shirt, and said, ‘* We'll have him before day,” 
and I was standing right there looking at him. 1 was looking through the blinds 
where, I reckon, there was about a half dozen slabs broke out right at the end, ane 


| I could stand there and look at them. I could move back where they could not sce 


me, and it was dark anyhow. So I staid right there till day. I guess that was 
about between two and three o'clock. So, tinally, time commenced running out, 
and they said, ‘‘ Well, we had better go to work and kill all the niggers we have 
got. We won't be able to find that son of a bitch.” 

. Could you distingu sh who said that? : 

. Well, I don’t think I could tell who it was that made use of the expression, 
It was made in the crowd. Some said “ We had better kill all,” and some would 
say, * We had better tind out.” From what I heard men say, Geveral butler had 


genngenittlegion tor 
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moved men around tothe corner house, on Main street, in the rear of the building, 
and had made that his headquarters 
Davis's store and there we will tind General Butler ; 
do just whatever he says."’ Some of the men would say, “ We had better kill 
all, becanse, if we don't, they will give testimony against us some day to come.” 
Se they had quite a wrangle among themselves at one time, because some of 
them did not want to kill all. They wanted to pick out certain men, and some 
wanted to kill all, and they got up quite a fuss, and talked about shooting among 
themselves about it. 
well, but I can't think of his name now, to save my life; he has a kind of a curious 
name, and I have been trying to think of his name ever since I have been here ; 
but anyhow he told them that they had better have a court-martial of twenty men, 
and whatever that court-martial decided on, then do it. So they agreed to that; 
they went off, and when they came back they had the men's names that they in- 
tended to kill down on paper, and called them out one by one and would carry them 
off across the South Carolina Railroad, by that corn-field, and stand them up there 
and shootthem. I saw M.C. Butler. He came around there once, about the time 
the court-martial was decided, and was telling them what men to kill and what 
men he wanted to be killed; and I heard him call Ataway's nate distinctly, and 
another by the name of Dave Phillips. The other names I could not hear. They 
wanted to kill some who got away. 

Q. You heard Butler call those names as the names of the persons who were to 
be killed ? 

A. Yea, sir; IT did. The men seemed to be very much dissatisfied, and they said 
that General Butler onght to kill the last one of them. They wanted to kill all of 
them, and they were sort of dissatistied about it. Some said they would go off 
home because they would not kill all. 


By Mr. Curistiancy: 

Q. What did this Georgia man do? 

A. Ile said there ought to be a court-martial ; he was not in favor of killing all. 
There was one or two men taken out of the ring that they wanted to kill and car- 
ried over in Georgia by some one or two of the Georgians. They got a man by the 
name of Spencer Harris, who was in the dead-ring, and they slipped him off; also 
Gilbert Miller; and they carried another young man by the name of Frank Robin- 
son across the river to save his life. A man by the name of Pompey Curry, he was 
to be killed. They called him, and when they called him he answered to his name, 
and then jamped and run at the same time. They shot him down, but he got up 
and got away at last; he lingered a good while, but he is up there now. 
never been able to be out much since. 

By Mr. CAMERON: 


Q. What time of the day were these last men that you have mentioned shot ? 

A. They were shot, I guess, about three or four o'clock in the morning. 

Q, Was it daylight? 

A. No, sir; It wasn't quite daylight ; the moon was shining very bright—about 
as bright as ever you seea itshine, Lt appeared to me that the moon shone brighter 
than it ever did before. 

By Mr. CAnistiaNcy: 

You did not want it to shine half so brightly ? 

. No, sir 

By Mr. CAMERON: 

Hlow many were shot at that time ? 

There were four men killed out of that deal-ring. 

Give the names of those who were killed? : : 

The first was A. T. Ataway, the first lieutenant; the next was David Phil- 


Q 


Was he a member of your company ? 
. He was; he was the armorer. The third one was Alfred Minyon. 
. Was he a member of your company ? 

A. Yes, sir; he was 

his last name was Stephens; but he was not a member of the company. 
By Mr. CurisTiancry : 

Q. They are the ones that were killed in the dead-ring? 

A. Yes, sir. Then there was Getsen and Morgan, making in all six. 
two wounded, but they were not killed. 
killed, but he run away. 

Q. Was he a member of your company ? 

A, Yes, sir; he was a member of the company; and a fellow by the name of 
Eugene Banks, he was also wounded, but not killed. 

Q. How long did you remain in the house ? 


A. IL remained in the house until the main crowd had dispersed, except some | 


few stragglers. I remained there until you could just discoverday. I came down 
then out of the building from where I was and went out of the back lot and looked 
at Jimmy Cook, the town marshal, that was killed by Getsen and Morgan; and 
afterward I went right on out through the back way down and got on the South Car- 
olina Railroad, and then I came to Aiken. 

Q. How far is that from Hamburgh? 

. Seventeen miles from Hamburgh We had a good many in this dead-ring ; I 
suppose some twenty-five or thirty. They just wenfintotheir houses and took them 
out of their houses—men who had taken refuge in their own houses to save them- 
aclves, and had nothing to do with the affair. 

Q They did not kill them! 

A No, sir, only Stephens; they took him out of his house and killed him. I 
heard—I am not able to say who the men were, there was such a crowd—but right 
near where I was standing they expressed theirreasons why Minyon and Stephens 
were killed. A man by the name of Lamar, (I forget his other name—I am sorry 


T can't recollect it,) but it was from some previous falling out that they had had at | 


some sale prior to that, and he wanted him killed on that account; that was ex- 
pressed in my hearing by some of the men. Also Stephens was another man that 
some man had a grudge against him; but these others were killed down there 
simply because they were leading republicans and also belonged to that company. 
Prior to the difficulty—I reckon about two months before the 4th of July—Harrison 
Batler, one of R. J. Batler’s sons, was in conversation one morning with me, John 
Thomas, Pres. Williams, and John Bird, and, if I mistake not,’ man by the name 
of S. B. Picksley. He told me that the democrats had made it up in their own 
minds, and they had organized all over the State, and also had about thirty 
men from Texas and Mississippi to come in this State, and they were feeding 


them, organizing all of the white men into certain different clubs, and before the | 


election that there had to be a certain number of niggers killed, leading men, and 
if they found out after the leading men was killed that they couldn't carry the 
State that way, they were going to kill enough,so that they could carry the major- 
ity. He said he bad nothing to do with it; that he wasn't a member of any of these 
clubs; that all he had todo with was on his own plantation and the ple that 
lived on it, and if any man interfered with them he should protect his home. But 
he said that it was a fact that that was to be done, and he said in the presence of 
all these men that it had to start right in Hamburgh. He said Hamburgh was 
the leading place of Aiken County, and if they could be successful in killing 
those they wanted to kill in Hamburgh, they would certaimly carry the county‘ 
but it had to be done in all the counties; that there was no way to prevent it. 
I says, “Supposing that the colored men should have a poll to themselves and 
the white men te themselves?" (Ll was just suggesting that to draw him out.) 
He said, “ Lt don't make a damned bit of difference what sort of polls they have ; 


Some would say, “ We will go around to | 
‘and then he says, “ We will | 


Finally, there was a man from Augusta—I know the man | 


sie has | 


There was another one—I can't think of his firstname, but | 


There was | 
Pompey Curry was called up to be | 


| these men have got to be killed; the white men have ¢ 
zot to be ruled by white men; we have got to have jus 
yal before the war, and when we get it all the , 
| disfranchised, and the rich men would rule. We can't stand it yo Will be 

it.” And he told me then “Jimmy Cook and Dan will cert sinly Won t stand 
asked him why? He said there was men who had a pleuty a rainst tl ee Killed.” 
would kill them sure. Said I, “ Mr. Butler, will I be in that number! 2!) 
“No, ; Idon't know whether your name is down or no; but it mae | He sa 
on how you behave yourself.” There was one boy that was drammer 8 entire 
pany. He was a minor (under age) and by request of his mot ; 
to be a drumwer in the company. They took that boy up and 

By Mr. CAMERON: 
. Who did that? 
. Old man Butler did that. 
By Mr. Cnristiancy : 

Q. Was that before the Hamburgh riot? 

A. Yes, sir; just prior to that. They had him whipped once 
| omeeee him once, and then made his mother do it. 

she had todo it. After that I received a note. The note was destroy: a hes ant 
of my papers was destroyed. I received a letter with my name arena 
dozen or two different names that was in the vicinity of Hambur 
killed, and I was sure to be killed. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from New Ham 
a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I shall submit that motion, but before , 
I desire to say a word in reference to the amendment I offered a mo- 
mentago. When I offered the amendment I supposed it would receive 
the unanimous vote of the Senate. If I had not supposed so, I shou\ 
not have submitted it in the exact form it was; but as my frien from 
Ohio objected very seriously to it, I ask to modify the amendment so 
that it will read as follows: : 

Insert at the end of the resolution these words: 


And that this resolution be made the special order for half past twelve o'clock 
to-morrow, November 27. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
sure. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon move 
that the Senate adjourn? 
Mr. MITCHELL, (at eleven o’clock and fifty-five minutes p,m.) 

I do. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the amendment is adopted by unanimous 
consent. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. WHYTE. Objection was made. 

. Mr. WALLACE called for the yeas and nays; and they were or- 
dered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CONOVER, (when his name was called.) On this qnestion I 
am paired with the Senator from Mississippi, (Mr. Bruce.} If he 
were here, he would vote “ yea” and I should vote “nay.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the vote was announced— 
yeas 23, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania 
Cameron of Wisconsin, Christiancy, Conkling, Dawes, Edmunds, Hoar, Howe, In- 
galls, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, Rollins, 
Saunders, Spencer, and Wadleigh—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of Illinois, Davis 
of West Virginia, Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Flor 
ida, Kernan, Lamar, McDonald, McPherson, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, Kan- 
som, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—2s. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Armstrong. Barnum, Blaine, Bruce, Chatlee, Conover, Dor 
sey, Eaton, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Johnston, McCreery, Matthews, Maxey, Mer- 
rimon, Mitchell, Plumb, Sargent, Sharon, Teller, and Windom—22. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. RANSOM. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me 
to ask him a question ? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Certainly. 

Mr. RANSOM. If the Senator cannot answer me some gentlemen 
; who are members of the committee can. I should like to know if 

General M. C. Butler had an opportunity of cross-examining this 
witness ? 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. He did have. 
Mr. RANSOM. He did? 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Well, Mr. President, Mr. Butler did 
| not, buat Mr MERRIMON—— 

Mr. RANSOM. Ah, yes. ’ 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Ab, yes; wait one moment until I 
state the facts in regard to it. The testimony of this witness was 
taken down by a stenographer, was written ont and was handed to 
General Butler. Not only the testimony of this witness but the tes- 
timony >2f all republican witnesses who were examined was written 
out from the notes of the stenugrapher, was handed to General But- 
ler, and he suggested any witness that he pleased to call to contra- 
dict or explain the testimony of those witnesses. Be 

Mr. RANSOM. I will ask the Senator from Wisconsin if this test!- 
mony was not taken within closed doors, and if General Butler was 
not excluded from reading the testimony of these witnesses as it was 
taken ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
that. 

Mr. RANSOM. Well, what are the facts? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Wait one moment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (to Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin.) Are you under 
cross-exalmination ? 


leclared that the Stat ha 
t sucha £overnment as ; 
wor men and the nig ill be 


in my ¢ 
her we al] 


‘ lowed him 
Whipped him, 


or twice. He 
lle Just got up and teld : 


aud specifyine a 
gh that had to be 


pshire yield for 


loing so 





There cannot be any objection to that, I am 


I will state the facts in regard to 
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Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It would seem that I am under Mr. RANSOM. I would not be guilty of any discourtesy, of course 
cross-t xamination. 4 = . not. Ido not desire to cross-examine my friend from Wisconsin. 
Mr. RANSOM. I did not hear the witness. [Laughter.] I did not Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I am perfectly wiiling to give you 
hear the Senator. No, I will not correct it; I did not hear the wit- | all the information I can, 
ness then. uf . ’ Mr. RANSOM. But I asked him this question, if these witnesses 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. President, the Senator from had not been there with Mr. Corbin for two or three weeks betore 
North Carolina desires me to state the manner in which the testimony their examination ? He replies that they had been there as witnesses 
‘cas taken by the subeommittee in South Carolina. The committee | upon some indictment. 
did determine that they would sit with closed doors, and they did sit Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. Corbin at that time was the 
with closed doors during the time that they were engaged in taking | district attorney of the United States for the State of South Carolina, 
the testimony; but a person who represented the democratic party Mr. RANSOM. Then Mr. Corbin had been there with the wit- 
was admitted, and he took full notes of the testimony ; those notes | nesses some two or three weeks ? 
were handed to General Butler ; General Butler remained there in an Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. Corbin had been there; I did 
adjoining room duripg the whole time that we were engaged in taking | not say 
the testimony; and as I stated before he suggested the witnesses who Mr. RANSOM. If I must continue to examine and cross-examine 
should be called for the purpose of contradicting and explaining the | the Senator from Wisconsin 
testimony. . Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I did not say he had been there 
Mr. RANSOM. Then, Mr. President—— with the witnesses. The witnesses were there as witnesses before 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. One word more. And be furnished | the courts, and Mr. Corbin was there as prosecuting officer before the 
to Senator MERRIMON notes and suggestions upon which that Senator | courts. 
cross-examined the witnesses. Mr.WALLACE. Will the Senator from Wisconsin answer me this: 
Mr. HOAR, (in his seat.) The usual way with investigating | Does the sworn testimony of General Butler contradict the material 
committees. allegations of this witness ? 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. So far as I know, it is the usual Mr. EDMUNDS. We shall find out when itis read. We shall get 








way of proceeding by investigating committees. down to it by the afternoon. 

Mr. CONKLING. Did General Butler offer himself as a witness, Mr. WALLACE. The Senator from Wisconsin will answer that 
may I ask? ; ; question. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. General Butler did offer himself as Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I do not think it does. 
a witness, aud was examined, and his testimony is reported in that Mr. McDONALD. I will ask the Senator from New Hampshire if 


volume. he would object to the testimony of General Butier being read now 
Mr. RANSOM. Then, if the Senator from New Hampshire will | as part of his remarks? 


allow me, the Senator from Wisconsin states that this testimony was Mr. EDMUNDS. No, let us have it in its order. 

taken within closed doors, in the absence of General Butler? Mr. MCDONALD. Would he consent to it in justice to General 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Yes, sir. Butler? 
Mr. RANSOM. But he says that General Butler had an opportu- Mr. WADLEIGH. The proofs put in on the other side come first. 

nity of seeing Senator MERRIMON, and of suggesting testimony to him. Mr. MCDONALD. Will you then call for the other testimony? 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I said more than that. He not Mr. WADLEIGH. Perhaps. We shall sew what time it is. 

only had an opportunity of seeing Senator MERRIMON, but he had an Several SeNaTORS. There is plenty of time. 

opportunity of seeing the testimony that was taken. Mr. WADLEIGH. But let me suggest to my friend the Senator 


Mr. RANSOM. Then I should like to know why it was that Gen- | from North Carolina that this examination and cross-examination, 
eral Butler was not allowed to be preseut and cross-examine those | and these inquiries as to what this witness testified and that witness 
witnesses ? testified, show the force of the argament made by the Senators upon 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. There are various reasons. One | our side of the Chamber that this evidence itself should be consid- 
reason is that he did not ask to be, avd if he had I do not say that | ered by the Senate before they are compelled to act upon this case. 





he would have been admitted. Here is evidence going to show that the man who claims this seat 
Mr. RANSOM. Does not the Senator know it would have been | obtained it by means of horrible crimes. 
refused ? Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President—— 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. No, I do not know that it would Mr.WADLEIGH. Whether that evidence is contradicted or not —— 
have been refused. I think it would have been refused. I would Mr. RANSOM. Will my friend from New Hampshire allow me to 
bave been in favor of refusing him. ask him a question ? 

Mr. RANSOM. I heard the Senator from Massachusetts say in a Mr. WADLEIGH. Certainly. 
low voice, but it was distinct to me, that that was the usual way of Mr. RANSOM. I would ask him if he would convict the humblest 
conducting investigations before committees. It is unusual to me, | man who walks the earth for the most trifling crime upon such testi- 
sir, that in any civilized country, before any tribunal in ancient or | mony when the man was not allowed to cross-examine the witnesses 
modern times, testimony shall be taken to damn the character of a | and have a fair trial? 
man and he not be allowed to confront the witnesses and to cross- Mr. WADLEIGH. My friend the Senator from North Carolina 
examine them. begs the question when he puts that interrogatory. 

Mr. DAWES. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Wiscon- Mr. RANSOM. No, sir. 
sin whether it was before or after this witness testified that General Mr. WADLEIGH. He asks me whether I would convict any one 


Butler testified ? who could not cross-examine the witnesses and have a fair trial. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. General Butler testified after this | Mr. RANSOM. I will put it in this way—— 
witness testified, Mr. WADLEIGH. OF course I will say no. 

Mr. DAWES. And after this witness’s testimony had been sub-| Mr. RANSOM. I will ask the Senator from New Hampshire if the 
mitted to him ? universal rule under English jurisprudence is not that the defendant 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The testimony of this witness and | shall cross-examine witnesses produced against him, and confront 
of all the witnesses was submitted to General Butler, and he had it | his accusers? 


in his possession days before he testified. Mr. DAWES. Not unless he wants to. 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President-—— Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 





Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator from Wisconsin Mr. RANSOM. [I ask if that is not a part of our bill of rights? 
one other question and then the Senator from Massachusetts can say Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from North Carolina if he 
what he has to say to me. I will ask him if he thinks Senator Mer- | has not been struggling all night to have this case decided without 
RIMON, Who was not at Hamburgh, who was in North Carolina at the | giving General Butler an opportunity to reply to these things? 


time of the scenes there, could think of putting questions tothat wit- | Mr. RANSOM. Ihave not. On the contrary, we have been here 
hess in @ way to draw out the truth as General Butler might have | for six, seven, and eight months with this case undecided, and South 
done if he had been allowed to cross-examine the witness. Carolina with but one Senator on this floor, asking to have Mr. Bat- 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I will suggest this to the Senator | ler’s right ard claim decided. 
from North Carolina: I was not present at Hamburgh, and Iam very Mr. HOAR. I did not know that the Senator from North Carolina 
glal Il was not. I examined the witnesses, and no suggestions were | had been here all the vacation. Iam glad to understand from his 
made tome. I knew generally what had been done at Hamburgh, | lips that he has been so industrious. 
and I examined the witnesses in regard to those general facts. Mr. RANSOM. That is a quibble unworthy of the Senator and un- 
Mr. RANSOM. I desire to ask the Senator from Wisconsin another | worthy to be addressed to me. The Senator understands very well 
question. what I meant. The Senator knows very well that these credentials 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Well. were presented here in March last, at the last session of the Senate ; 
Mr. RANSOM. I desire to ask him if General Butler’s competitor | we have been here six weeks at this session, and if the Senator still 
for this seat, Mr. Corbin, did not have those witnesses there with him | knows nothing of this case it is no fault of mine. 


for two or three weeks before this examination took place ? Mr. HOAR. The Senator from North Carolina assumes a style of 
Mr?CAMERON, of Wisconsin. General Butler was under indict- | speech that is entirely unbecoming his character on this fluor. 

ment, aud nearly all the democratic witnesses were under indictment. Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President—— 

A term of the United States circuit and district courts was held in Mr. HOAR. I have the floor. Ido not yield for an interruption 


Columbia, and these witnesses were subpanaed there as witnesses | in thisstyle. I propose to proceed with my remarks, if lam permitted 
before the term of the court ty dy so by the Chair, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts has the | to lay all crimes resulting from your misgovernme 
floor. This is what you have done, 

Mr. HOAR. When the Senator from North Carolina said that we Mr. President, I do not want to say anything personal. 
had been here eight months, and I called his attention to the fact | say anything personal here. If I could conceive that | had said 
that a large proportion of that time had been a vacation, to which | word unbecoming myself or unjust to the Senator from een 
both parties agreed, and that we had been here but five or six weeks | setts, I should retract it. I should hold myself a coward it 1 dia 
of legislative time, it is a little unbecoming of him to get up and tell | not do so. If my manner is warm, it is my nature; I cannot hel 7 
me that is a quibble, or tell the Senate that it is unworthy of this | But let me say to the Senator from Massachusetts that when | a 
place. The Senator from North Carolina took occasion to observe | man come here whom I know of my own knowledge to be his ; ‘ 
upon a remark, which he says he heard, of mine that this method of | my peer; when I see a mancome here in whose veins flows the blood 
proceeding was a usual method in l¢gislative investigations, and said | of Perry—and I need not say who Perry was—when I see ; ; 
it was a strange thing to him that investigations of this character | according to the admission of all, in whose heart beats the blood of 
should ever be entered into where the common law prevails without | Butler of the Palmetto regiment ; when I see a nephew here of th * 
the presence of the persons whose characters may be affected by it to | Butler who was so long the chairman of the Judiciary Committee of 
confront the witnesses. It isa strange thing that anywhere where | this Senate—when I see that honored name sought to be tory q 
the common law or the Christian law prevails there should be found | and degraded unjustly, I must rise and defend it. If my manne) i 
communities in which outrages of this character, not one, but a hun- | warm, I am glad that it is so. I would not permit the characte; of 
dred, all over a wide section of country, should prevail, and among | the humblest negro in the Carolinas, I would not allow the character 
the members of one large party, and there should not be found one | of the poorest man that walks this earth to be destroyed by such tes. 
man who either will refuse to profit by them, will raise his hand to | timony as has just been read, and when he had not been heard in hyis 
spot them, or even in any kind of investigation will report them | own defense; and when I appealed to a Senator from Massachnsetts 
honestly. that great cradle of liberty, to stand by these principles, I am mort;, 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President—— fied, 1 am ashamed that he should fail to do it. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Isthisout of my time, Mr. President ? [Laughter. } Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President 

Mr. RANSOM. Is that quite fair? I know the Senator from New Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I shonld like to have heard from tho 
Hampshire will not exclude my reply. I had the floor by the cour- | honorable Senator from North Carolina who has confessed at least 
tesy of the Senator from New Hampshire. The Senator from Massa- | that this Hamburgh massacre was a matter which received, and I sup- 
chusetts interrupted me, The Senator shakes his head; but I say | pose he did not mean to deny that it deserved, the indignant denyp- 
that is the fact. He then claimed the floor and would not allow me | ciation of one of his democratic associates on this floor—whether this 
to interrupt him, and he took occasion, in his remarks which he has | very case is not an attempt to profit by the result of that transaction ? 
just submitted to the Senate, first to reflect upon my character and | And I should like to have him tell the Senate who of the party to 
then to reflect upon the party to which I belong and the section of | which he belongs, in the State of South Carolina, has done anything 
the Union from which I come. to bring to punishment the persons who committed that crime? . 

I should not have alluded to the suggestion made by the Senator Mr. HILL. If the Senator from Massachusetts is through and the 
from Massachusetts to the Senator from Wisconsin, but I could not | Senator from New Hampshire—— 
presume that a Senator upon this floor could make an utterance loud Mr. WADLEIGH. I was not through. I supposed I retained the 
enough for my ears without his intending that it should be noticed ; | floor. 
and before I go further let me say once for all to the Senator from The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire is 
Massachusetts that when I desire to be instructed as to what is be- | entitled to the floor. 
coming me as a Senator here, I trust I shall have the good sense to Mr. WADLEIGH. What does the Senator from Georgia wish? 


seek that instruction from other sources than the Senator from Massa- Mr. HILL. I wish to ask the Senator’s indulgence a moment if | 
chusetts. may. 


nt at our door, 


T will not 


4 Man here, 


Wh 


Why, Mr. President, when I stated that in no civilized country, and Mr. WADLEIGH. Certainly. 


certainly in no country where the English common law prevails, could Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I desire, by the permission of the Senator 
the character, the property, or life of any man be affected by a state- | from New Hampshire, to submit to the sense of justice of every mem- 


ment made in his absence and when he had no opportunity of cross- | ber of this Senate what this testimony and this discussion has to do 
examination—when I make that statement in reply to the Senator | with any issne between these parties. We are to determine whether 
from Massachusetts, is it a fit answer of a Senator from that great | M. C. Butler or D. T. Corbin has been duly ana legally elected Sen- 
State to get up and ask when before did it happen that certain out- | ator from South Carolina. These transactions to which our atten- 
rages existed in certain sections of this country and found no cen- | tion has been called occurred long before the election of either took 
surer and no man who would not profit by the wrongs? Is that an | place. Nothing in that testimony relates to the constitutional quali- 
answer? Is that the answer of a Massachusetts Senator? Sir, I | tications of either of these gentlemen. Nothing in that testimony 
I should do no injustice to my own character as an American citizen, | relates to the manner of their election. Now, I submit to every 
as a man who respects the great State which the Senator represents | Senator if it has anything to do with the question. The question 2s 
on this floor, if 1 said that answer was unbecoming his character and | to whether General Butler or Mr. Corbin is a fit person to be elected 
unbecoming the character of Massachusetts. Sir, what right hasthe | Senator was a question to be determined by the Legislature of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to say that no man of the democratic | State when they elected. 
party and no man of the South has failed to profit by these wrongs? Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
8 the statement true? I say it is not true. Nothing prevents me | tion? 
from using a harsher term to denounce the statement of the Senator Mr. HILL. Yes. 
from Massachusetts but the proprieties of this Chamber. Who of us Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not ask it in order to be offensive to any 
has profited by these wrongs? If I was to tell in this Chamber here | gentleman, but to put a case to him. It has been stated that this 
to-night what we have undergone for the last ten years, there is not | testimony affects the candidate for senatorial admission here. I take 
a hair upou the head of a Senator here who has the impulses of a man | that to be so, Now the question I wish to put to the Senator who 
that would not stand on end at what we have undergone. Profited | says this has nothing to do with the case is, whether he maintains 
by such wrongs! that the constitutional duty and the law of the Senate is that, sup- 
Wherever committed, they have been known and admitted to be | posing Mr. Butler had been tried and convicted of the offense with 
wrongs and never palliated. There is not a good man in the southern | which it is said this testimony charges him—I do not say it does; | 
country who has not denounced them. Does not the Senator know that | have not listened to itenongh to know—but I put the case to hin 
my eloquent friend from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR] in the other House | whether it would be the duty of the Senate of the United States to 
denounced the affair at Hamburgh? Let the Senator tell me what | admit him nevertheless, and that it would be bound by the fact that 
southern man has undertaken: to defend a wrong committed upon | he has been elected by the lawful Legislature. Should we be obliged 
any human being in the Southern States in the last ten years. to admit a person who had been convicted of a crime of that kind! 
He speaks of whole communities so engaged. Does it become an Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I have this to say. I will answer the 
American Senator to throw, I will not say dirt, but calumny, upon | question that is before us, and not a case that is not before us. | 
eight millions of people, upon thirteen great States, upon the sons | say that Mr. Butler has been convicted of no crime. He has been 
and the danghters of men who have illustrated American history | charged in the courts with no crime. He has demanded that the 
with a glory that does not pale before that of Massachusetts herself? | charge should be made, over and over again, and the officers of the 
Aud if these things are to be denounced, who is responsible for them? | State have informed him that they did not make the charge, because 
Here to-day we have witnessed upon the floor of the Senate an as- | there was no evidence to sustain it. 
sault by a leading republican upon a republican Senator of this body, Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Will the Senator allow me to ask 
one of your own men. You say yourselves by your votes he ought to | him one question, and that is this: Has not General Batler been 
be investigated; one of the men that y6ur party put over us. Who | indicted for a crime? 
has had control of the Southern States for the last ten years? The Mr. HILL. General Butler has not been indicted. He has asked 
republican party. You have had control of them; you have had the | to be indicted, and it has been refused; and a republican solicitor 
Army; you have had the Navy; you have had the Treasury; you | informed him that the reason why he did not indict him was that the 
have had the Judiciary; you have had everything in your hands; | evidence was not sufficient. That is the trath. Why is it—no, I will 
and then you come here aud undertake to lay at our door—when our | not ask, for after witnessing what occurred this morning I caffnot be 
hands were tied, when we were shackled, when we could not lift up | surprised at anything here, and I do not intend to become excited. 
our heads in the land of our fathers—you come here and undertake | I make the legal question, and I desire to confine myself to it. What 
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nas the conduct of General Butler to do with this question? Are we 


should take time to consider it. It was agreed in the beginning that 


trying the Hamburgh riot? Are we trying the parties to the Ham- | for this Senate to take this testimony, to go into the merits of this 


surah riot ? > ; : 
Seated Senator by the Legislature of South Carolina which was 
aul) 


elected subsequent to that riot and whose election of Senator took 

lace subsequent to that time? The State of South Carolina by 
Pat very election has passed upon his fitness, and I maintain that a 
State has a right to elect a gentleman to this Senate, if she chooses 
to do so, that some Senators might think not very fit to be elected. 
That isa question for the State. That is not a question for this 
Senate. Weare to determine the constitutional qualifications of a 
Senator. Has he been acitizen of the United States nine years; is he 
thirty years of age; has he been elected in the manner prescribed by 
the Constitution and the laws; has he been elected by the Legislature 
at the time and place and in the manner prescribed by the law? These 
are the questions we are to settle here. The issue is not whether 
General Butler is a more fitting man to be elected to the Senate by 
the State of South Carolina than Mr. Corbin. The question is which 
has been elected. 


| 


| 


Are we not trying the question whether he has been | case, would take a very much longer time than it would for the case 


to go to a committee ; and I am sorry—— 

Mr. MCDONALD. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. WADLEIGH. One moment. I am sorry, Mr. President, that 
after this Senate has decided that this is the tribunal to hear the tes- 
timony and hear the facts, certain members of the Senate are so ex- 
ceedingly anxious that we shall not have any of the testimony or any 
of the facts presented. : . 

I proceed, Mr. President—and my friend from Indiana will pardon 
me for a moment—to say that another reason why this evidence is 
offered is this: As I said, Mr. Corbin contends that in two counties 
in South Carolina at the last election there was such an enormous 


| amount of violence, intimidation, and crime from the date of this 


I trust, sir, that this Senate is not to resolve itself into an inquis- | 


itorial body to inquire into the moral character of every member thata 
State chooses to send here. There would be no end to that inquiry and 
we cannot tell who would be permitted to take seats. Here, sir, when 
we have a plain legal question who has been legally elected Senator 
from South Carolina, the Senate is going behind that question to in- 
quire into the private conduct of gentlemen on charges preferred by 
anybody against this gentleman previous to that election. 

Now, sir, one more question and I am done—— 

Mr. WADLEIGH. 

Mr. HILL. Iam speaking to the President. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. 
of. 

Mr. HILL. No, I did not say question ; I said “‘ one more remark ” 
or I should have said so. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I am satisfied either way. 

Mr. HILL. 
the question before the Senate, nothing to do with the issue made up 
by these parties as to which has been duly elected Senator from 

South Carolina, but I must say that after the revelations made by 
the Senator from Wisconsin, I do feel astonished, and I believe the 
country will be shocked. I believe it is a stain upon its civilization 
that a gentleman whom a sovereign State deems worthy to be a Sen- 
ator, and who is claiming a seat, should be assailed by testimony 
which it is confessed was taken with closed doors and the man 
charged with it not allowed to be present and cross-examine. If 
there is one right sacred to Anglo-Saxon history, it is the right to be 
confronted with the witnesses against you, it is the sacred privilege 
of cross-examining those witnesses. Do not tell me that he was fur- 
nished with the testimony and asked what other witnesses might be 
called to contradict it. That is not the question. There is nothing 
more odious in English history than the circumstances which gave 
rise to this constitutional privilege of being confronted with the 
witnesses against you. When all liberty had been trampled under 
foot, it was deemed necessary to secure the liberty of the citizen, 
the character of the citizen, and the rights of the citizen, that he 
should never be condemned until he had an opportunity of confront- 
ing the witnesses against him. And the Senate of the United 
States has been treated to a long account given in closed doors, 
three-fourths of it hearsay, another large portion of it conjecture, 
belief, suspicion by the witness. I challenge any lawyer to take 
that testimony and point out fifty lines in it that would be admitted 
in acourt of justice and held to be legal testimony. There is not 
a justice of the peace in the country that would not exclude nine- 
tenths of that testimony as inadmissible testimony on any ground. 

_ Lhave no personal issue with any gentleman, but I do think that 
in the Senate of the United States we should contine our remarks to 
the question at issue; and I do hold that a State has a right to send 
unybody she pleases hefe who is qualified for the seat under the Con- 
stitution; but I understand that if a gentleman has been sent here 
who after he has been elected, especially after he has taken his seat, 
does an unfit act or commits a crime, he may be expelled. That is a 
very different question from that of his qualifications for the office 
under the Constitution and the fairness or legality of his election. I 
do say, and I believe I would submit it to the fair candor of every 
man on this floor, that the question about the Hamburgh riot has 
no reference whatever to the admissibility or the qualifications of 
General Butler to a seat on this floor. 

_Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, my friend the Senator from 
Georgia makes bis point very clearly, as he always does; and his 
point, as I understand it, is this, that we cannot make inquiries into 
the character of the person whom the Legislature of the State of 
South Carolina selects to represent her on this floor. Now, to this 
in its fullest extent I agree. That is true; but the evidence in this 
case, the evidence which is now being read, is not put im for the- pur- 
pose of showing the character of M. C. Butier. It is put in for two 
purposes : one is to convince members of the Senate that when this 
evidence is all before the Senate, three volumes of it, when none of 
us ha®e had a chance to see it or to weigh it, when it contains such 
strong testimony showing the circumstances that invalidate, as Mr. 
Corbin claims, the election in two counties of South Carolina, they 


(Laughter. ] 


To me or to the Senator from Massachusetts ? | 


Hamburgh massacre, which commenced that series of tragedies, up 
to at or about the time of the election, that nobody who wished to 
vote the republican ticket could feel safe in so doing; that the right 
of free, fair election was trampled down; that there was nothing of 
the kind there ; that in the language of all the parliamentary writers 
who have ever written on this suject there was no election at all 
because there was no freedom of choice. 

Mr. GORDON. Were not those two counties taken into account in 
making up the electoral vote? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I was going on to say that I have had no time 
to examine this case as I desire todo. I went to my friend, the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin, a short time ago and inquired of him whether 
without the members from these two counties in which this tragedy 
and others occurred General Butler could have any claim to a seat 


| here. 


I thought it was a question the Senator spoke | 


I say this testimony not only has nothing to do with | 


! 


| 





Mr. HILL. Does the Senator mean to say that a tragedy occurred 
in either one of the counties to which he has alluded—Edgetield and 
Laurens ? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. In the language of the old gentleman who was 
on the witness-stand, I should say it was thar or tharabouts. [Laugh- 
ter.) It was either in those counties or / 

Mr. HILL. Either there or thereabouts. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. It was on the edge of one of the counties. 

Mr. GORDON. How far? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Ido not know. 

Mr. HILL. An entirely different county. 

Mr. GORDON. Hamburgh is twenty-two miles from Edgefield. 

Mr. CONKLING. In what county is Hamburgh ? 

Mr. GORDON. Aiken. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Hamburgh is in Aiken County, and if I re- 
member aright, the State canvassers counted in the vote of Aiken 
County. 

Mr. CONKLING. They counted them in on the electoral ticket, 
but not on the State ticket. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Aiken County, I observe on the map before me, 
which I presume to be cotrect, joins Edgefield County. 

Mr. CONKLING. And was part of it formerly. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. And was formerly, as my friend from New 
York suggests, a part of it. Now I will listen to my friend from 
Indiana. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I was going to ask whether Mr. Corbin, in his 
statement of his case before the committee, which hay been read to 
the Senate to-night, raises any objection whatever to the vote of 


Aiken County, the county in which Hamburgh is situated? I also 


| desire to ask whether any report has ever been made to this Senate 


on that testimony ? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I suppose that my friend from Indiana knows 
very well that the report has not been made, because as I stated in 
the beginning, I thought part of the anxiety to get this case finishod 
was because somebody desired to get through with it before the report 
came in. It has not been finished, 1 understand. 

Mr. McDONALD. When was that testimony taken? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I do not know. 

Mr. MCDONALD. Nearly one year ago. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Yes, but our friends on the other side have a 
habit of counting as a part of our session the muny months that have 
elapsed since we were here in the spring. 

Mr. HILL. Have they a right to report in vacation ? 

Mr. CONKLING. No, because the committees did not exist but 
fell in vacation and had no right to sit. Thatis one reason there was 
no report. 

Mr. MCDONALD. Another reason why they did not reach a re- 
port was that it became unnecessary, inasmuch as the electoral com- 
mission settled the question without the testimony. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. What I was going on to say was—and I dislike 
to have these interruptions, because they consume time [laughter ]— 
that, as] understood it, the evidence in this volume here before usshows 
very clearly that this Hamburgh massacre and other little transac- 
tions of that kind, which my friends now condemn so pointedly, had 
a great deal to do with the fact that in one of these counties they cast 
more than two thousand votes over the whole male population in the 
county; that not only when negroes were to be killed, but when votes 
were to be cast, the citizens of the State from which come my friends 
behind me, some of them bad men, doubtless, rushed over to the 
State of South Carolina for the purpose of helping the democrats 
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to carry that State. My friends, the Senator from North Carolina 
and the Senator from Georgia, manifest, it seems to me, a very un- 
necessary degree of excitement over this matter. I see no occasion 
for it whatever. My friend the honorable Senator from North Caro- 
lina—and certainly I have no stronger feelings of friendship toward 
any man on this floor than I have toward him—seems to assume that 
1, in bringing this testimony to the light of day, am making an as- 
sanlt upon the people of the South. Sir, 1 mean no such thing and 
I have no such sentiment in my heart. I do not accuse the Senator 
from North Carolina and the Senator from Georgia of being assassins 
or the associates of assassins; but, because they happen to live in 
that part of our country, embracing many thousand square miles, 
known as the South, it does not follow that, when assassinations and 
outrages are committed in the South, I am not to allude to them be- 
cause my friends happen to live there or happen to represent certain 
parts of that country. It has been said here by my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts that no southern man ever condemped these things. That 
is not exactly so. 

Mr. HOAR. It was not what I said. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. It was something similar to that; something, 
at least, which was so near it that my friend from North Carolina 
seemed to understand it to be that. But, although I admit that 
there has been on the part of the democrats in this Chamber in for- 
mer times, and wise, no doubt, in their view, a judicious reticence 
in regard to matters of this kind, these matters have been going on 
for years. The Ku-Klux were raiding over the South for years. I 
have no doubt my friend the Senator from North Carolina and my 
friend the Senator from Georgia, whose hearts I believe to be as gen- 
erous and just as those of any men here, condemn those things in the 


South. But it so happens that my friend the Senator from Ohio | 


never found time to do it on this floor, that I recollect. 

Mr. THURMAN. If the Senator will allow me to set him right, I 
defy him to show any language ever uttered by man of stronger con- 
demnation of those Ku-Klux outrages than has been uttered by me 
again and again in this Senate, and by my friend the Senator from 
Delaware who sits nearest to me,[Mr. BayarpD.] It is the Senator's 
ignorance that makes him assert what he does. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, l have nothing to say in reply 
to that very senatorial suggestion on the part of my friend from 
Ohio. I confess that I am not so old as he; my life in public service 
has not been so long—— 

Mr. THURMAN. But the Senator alluded to me personally. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. And Iam willing to admit that I do not know 
so much as he does; but Iam not so ignorant as not to see that the 
condemnation which the Senator from Obio speaks of was rather of 


matters in the abstract than in the concrete. It was always qualified | 


by the suggestion that if the things were so and so he had no words 
too strong for condemnation of them; but I never heard from him a 
frank admission that they were so. There was one southern man 
who did say just what I feel in my heart about those outrages, and 
what I felt about them when I went to Louisiana at a much later 
day. There was a southern man who once represented with great 
honor his State in this Senate—a great advocate, a great lawyer, a 
man who went abroad to represent our country at a foreign court. 
He was a democrat. As such and on account of his distinguished, 
his pre-eminent professional ability, ne was selected by those men or 
by the friends of those men who were prosecuted for Ku-Klux 
outrages in South Carolina to defend them against those charges. 
He went down there and went into the trial; and here—and I say it 
to help my friend from North Carolina and my friend from Georgia— 
was a southern man, here was a Maryland man, here was a democrat 
that spoke from his generous heart just what he felt and what every 
man with any heart does feel about these things. Let meread what 
he said in reference to the very case in which he was acting as coun- 
sel, where as counsel he could admit more than many on this floor as 
Senators can. 

But Mr. Attorney-General has remarked, and would have you suppose, that my 
friend and myself are here to defend, to justify, or to palliate the outrages that may 
have been perpetrated in your State by this association of Ku-Klux. He makesa 
great mistake as to both of us. I have listened with unmixed horror to some of 
the testimony which has been brought before you. The outrages proved are shock- 
ing tohumanity; they admit of neither excuse nor justification ; they violate every 
obligation which law and nature impose upon men; they show that the parties 
engaged were brutes, insensible to the obligations of humanity and religion. The 
day will come, however, if it has not already arrived, when they will deeply lament 
it. Even if justice shall not overtake them, there is one tribunal from which there 
is no escape. It is their own judgment; that tribunal which sits in the breast of 
every living man; that small, still voice that thrills through the heart, the soul of 
the mind, and as it speaks gives happiness or torture—the voice of conscience—the 
voice of God. If it has not already spoken to them in tones which have startled 
them te the enormity of their conduct, 1 trust, in the morey of heaven, that that 
voice will speak before they shall be called above to account for the transactions 
of this world; that it will so speak as to make them penitent; and that, trusting 
in the dispensations of heaven, whose justice is dispensed with merey, when they 
shall be brought before the bar of their great tribunal, so to speak—that incompre- 
hensible tribunal—there will be found in the fact of nee Sena or in their 
previous lives, some grounds upon which God may say, pardon. 

There, Mr. President, was one southern man who occupied a posi- 
tion which required him to defend such outrages, if ever any man 
could be required to defend them, whose obligations as counsel should 
be stronger than any obligations which any of us owe to party, and 
you have heard what he said. I should be delighted to hear occa- 
siovally from my democratic friends upon this tloor some talk of that 
kind. I would have been delighted to-day, if instead of tryiug to 
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stifle this testimony, if instead of trying to get action and final acs; 

on this case before this testimony went to the Senate and the —e 
they had come out and condemned these outrages and ancovendd 
them. . 

My friends, the Senators from North Carolina an: 
said very much here about the sacred rights conferred upon men he 
the common law to meet their accusers face to face and have th. 
privilege of cross-examination, In that they state what I feel bor 
what I believe. But while they say that, how does it happen ve 
they have no word of condemnation for outrages such as were ame 
trated at Hambargh? They are swift to condemn a committee aie 
sits with closed dvors for reasons which seemed good to it: but thee 
have not one whisper to utter against atrocities which would mal 4 
the hardest-hearted man grow pale. Why isit? I will say that ; 
a member of one of these investigating committees I have not - 
forced the rule which our friends in South Carolina seem to hays 
enforced, in New Orleans where as a member of an investivatins 
committee I took part. Those who were implicated by the evidence 
were allowed to come before the witnesses, and I want to say frank- 
ly here to my friends on the other side that what I saw very strongly 
leads me to believe that the rule adopted in South Carolina was rie: 

My friend, the Senator from Alabama, (Mr. SPeNcer, ] reminds wo 
of the fact which did not occur to me, that committees of the other 
branch of Congress sat with closed doors the last winter; but [ heard 
so little complaint of it that I had forgotten it. But [was going ou to 
say that my own experience in Louisiana led me to strongly suspect 
that the rule adopted by the committee which went to South Caro. 
lina was the right rule. I have seen witnesses come upon the stand 
in the face of men who were known to have committed outrayes like 
these in their own parishes and be almost paralyzed with fear, | 
would not suffer what I have seen them suffer from terror on the 
stand for all the gold of India, for all the gems that lie in the bosom 
of the earth. I believe that in order to get the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the trath, from witnesses who feel in thei 
inmost heart that their own lives and their property and the lives 
and welfare of those who are dear to them depend upon the gool- 
will of men whom they are to testify against, they should have the 
poor privilege of testifying when the overpowering influence of that 
terror does not stand before them in the shape of those whoi they 
have known as their oppressors and their tyrauts. 

I have endeavored, Mr. President, to show that this evidence is 
proper to be read and to be heard, and to be considered by the senate 
for a two-fold purpose; and I will ask the Clerk to resume the read- 
ing of the testimony of this poor unlettered carpenter of South Caro 
lina, who, as my friend from Wisconsin tells me, was a man uaturally 
of strong intelligence and of the most candid appearance. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


1 Georgia have 


By Mr. CAMERON: 


Q. You may give the names of any of the others that yon can recollect. 

A. James Cook, and Ataway, and Anderson Minyon, and Sam. Spencer, Charley 
Gritlin, Mortimer Mims, and I don’t know that I can think of the balance ; but 
I had the names of all of them. 

g. That letter had no name to it, I suppose? 

A. No, sir; it had no name to it. 

. How did you receive it—through the post-office ? 

A. L received it through the post-ollice. 


By Mr. CHRIsttIancy : 


Q. How long before the Hamburgh affair ? 
. That was about three weeks before that. 


By Mr. CAMERON: 


. How old a man is Harrison Butler? : 7 
. Ishould judge that Harrison Butler was abont thirty-six or thirty-seven; I 
don't know certain. He is a son of R. J. Butler. = 
He said they had a wild man there fron, Texas who had been killing people for 
four or five years; they said he was in the Mississippi fracas; and they said he 
didn’t have ‘more than a word and a blow with a man before he would shoot him 
right down. F 
. Where have you been since the Hamburgh affair? . p 
. Well, sir, I have been the most of my time in Aiken; I conldn't — stay 
at home. Whenever I would go home and stay a night or two I would have to lay 
out in the woods. My wife would be up there, but in fact I had nothing else in the 
world; I had no furniture, nor nothing; I had to let my wife remain there wil i het 
mother in Augusta; but since that time I couldn't go into Augusta There was 
men over there, on account of that fuss, who expected to be arrested, and they have 
sworn to kill me if Iever put my foot there, and my wife would see me, an! I 
would lay ont in the woods all night. 1 just laid in the woods regularly from that 
time; I couldn't sleep in the house. 
Q. Have any of the other colored people of Hamburgh been compelled to lie out 
in the woods : 7 Si p c 
A. Oh, yes, sir; there has hardly been a time since that riot until jnst since the 
district attorney has been down there arresting some. They may have probatils 
run into their houses row and then since that time and prior to that time; bula 


| man darsen’t sleep in his house ; he couldn't sleep in his house. 


Q. Did the women and children sleep in the houses, or did they go out foo t 
A. Some few of them had to be up all night. Some of the women have got U 
laying out in the woods. 


By Mr. Creistiancy: 


Q. During the night while that crowd of armed men were around there. and 
when they were killing these colored men, was anything said about politics ; 

A. Yes. sir; that wasthe whole talk all the time. You could just bear itall the tine: 
“By God! we will carry South Carolina now ; about the time we kill four ~ Bee 
hundred more we will scare the rest.” You could hear them say, “ Thisis - 
beginning of it. We have got to have South Carolina ; we have Ft $O gO cat white 
the State has got to be democratic ; the white man has gst to ral); a ate sie 
man's government!" Politics was used all night long, all the time; e7u in t ” 
evening, before it begun, you could hear, * We are going to redeem Soath Caro me 
today!" You could bear them singing it on the streets, * This is the beginning: 
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: 5 Carolina.” And they allowed there was no court in South 
the redem opted pat oe that every hundred years the law run out, and there 
Carolina thaw. They tell it constantly up about Hamburgh that they ain't 
Fa oe at what they are going to kill. They. most all of them around there, 
begun to % nd to kill me, if I am the last man on earth ; and I have received from 
say they eT reckon. a dozen notes. T have got some now, and I wish I had 
— poet be called in, and I should have sreenine them. 
ee D vou think it safe for you to return to Hamburgh ! 

Y = sir: itis not safe for me to be there, but I am compelled to be there ; 
oi 4 Tam elsewhere I am on expenses ; I haven't been able to make five cents 
since that time; I am afraid to work. 

By Mr. CAMERON: 
What is your business ? 

\. Lam a boss carpenter by trade. : ‘ 

©. Have you heard threats made to colored people since the Hamburgh riot, or 
at any time during the summer ? 

« ys 

A atc aseaally what the nature of these threats was ? 

i. Well, even up to the election and since the election, it has been usually ex- 

aed that they were going to killout all the radicals, aud all those that didn't vote 
re jemocratic ticket they would kill. They said there would be clubs after the 
a sion until the next election, and every colored man that didn’t join the clubs 
cher were going to kill, if they lived in South Carolina. 

(. You have heard those threats yourself ? F 

A. I have heard them myself time and timeagain. I have heard men make use 
of it more times than enough, different times. 


Mr. ALLISON, (at one o’clock and ten minutes a. m., Wednesday, 
November 27.) I doubt if there is a quoruin of the Senate present. 
I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. WHYTE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. ; ; : 

Mr. BRUCE, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Florida, [Mr. ConovER.] Were he here, I should vote 
“yea” and he would vote “ nay.” 

‘Mr. INGALLS, (when his name was called.) The Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] is ill, and I have paired with him. 

The roll-eall being coucluded; the result was announced—yeas 25, 
nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS~—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaftee, Christiancy, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, 
Hoar, Howe, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, 
Rollins, Sannders, Spencer, Teller, and Wadleigh—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of Illinois, Davis of 
West Virginia, Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, 
Kernan, Lamar, McDonald, McPherson, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, Saulsbury, 
Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—27. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Bruce, Conover, Eaton, Ferry, 
Grover, Hamlin, Ingalls, Johnston, McCreery, Matthews, Merrimon, Maxey, Mitch- 
ell, Plumb, Ransom, Sargent, Sharon, and Windom—21. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CONKLING. Will it be inconvenient for the chairman of the 
committee if I w: re to make an inquiry of him? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. It will not. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, this proceeding opened with a 
statement that it was unobjectionable to discharge the committee 
from the South Carolina case because no disputed fact would be found 
init. The exact statement was that every fact material to the in- 
quiry had been agreed on in the briefs of the respective parties. The 
reading of testimony during the night has awakened somewhat of 
sensation in the Chamber, not as I believe because the North or the 
South or the East or the West has been referred to. Theve is a rea- 
son nore cogent and pertinent than geographical or sectional feeling 
for the animated exhibition the Senate has witnessed. The reason 
is that Senators have had forced upon them the ugly circumstance 
that there are elements in this case not agreed upon, not even hinted 
at in the briefs, on either side, aimiyg as they do to state the law and 
very little of fact. ° 

The reason is that no Senator can have looked even only so far as 
T have just now hastily looked into these ponderous pamphlets with- 
out discovering a field of inquiry, of pertinent inquiry, which beyond 
question does bear upon the subject from which the committee is 
threatened with discharge. I do not mean to assert or even to inti- 
mate now that either of the claimants should be excluded or con- 
denned on this evidence. On the contrary, the few observations I 
purpose are aimed at the question whether these facts or allegations, 
these depositions, have any bearing legally upon the question which 
the Senate is to be summoned to decide—whether they have anything 
to do with the proffered claim to a seat, or whether as asserted by 
the Senator from Georgia they are wholly abstract, utterly foreign, 
quite aloof from the real matter before the Senate. I have in my 
hand a paper which professes to give literally a certificate from the 
secretary of state of South Carolina. It is brief. I will read it: 
State oF Souta CaRourna, 

Ofice of Secretary of State: 

I, R. M. Sims, secretary of state, do hereby certify that it appears from the records 
of this office that in determining the number of votes cast at the late general elee- 
tion. held November 7, 1876, the board of State canvassers for South Carolina did 
count the votes of the counties of Edgetield and Laurens for the presidential elee- 
tors and State officers, but not for members of the General Assembly. 

Witness my hand and the seal of the State, at Columbia, this 12th day of Novem- 


ber, A. D. 1877, and in the one hundred and second year of American Independence. 
(SEAL OF THE STATE. ] M. SIMS, 


Secretary of State. 
I may assume I think, prima facie, that the board of State canvass- 
ers as here stated held that no votes were cast either in Laurens or in 


Edgefield deserving to be counted in making up the returns of the 
election of members of the Legislature of South Carolina. I may as- 
sume also, it being so stated in one brief and not denied in the other, 
that the Legislature, or that body asserting itself to be the Legisla- 
ture, the house which together with the senate sent Mr. Corbin here, 
concurred with the board of State canvassers in holding that the pro- 
ceeding which should have been an election both in Edgetield and 
in Laurens had been so perverted, so prostrated by violence and 
fraud, that no election in law or in fact took place on that day in 
either of these two counties, 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the honorable Senator allow me to ask him 
a question on that subject? Is he not aware that the votes of these 
two counties were counted by the board of State canvassers in refer- 
ence to the election for presidential electors and that Mr. Hayes’s 
majority in South Carolina was based upon those votes ? 

Mr. CONKLING. Is that the question ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator could it seems hear me read the 
certificate of the secretary of state without knowing that I was 
aware of the fact; but I could not read the certilicate without 
knowing myself that it declares that the votes of these counties 
were counted for the presidential electors, though not for the State 
officers. My copy of the certificate affirms that for State officers and 
legislative candidates the votes were not counted. The question the 
Senator puts to me invites only an answer which is part of the 
statement I am proceeding to make. I was in the act of saying that 
in these two counties it happened that the board of canvassers of 
South Carolina did count the votes for presidential electors, and they 
did count the votes for the State officers, but not for members of the 
Legislature. 

Mr.WHYTE. Oh, no; it says here they did not count the votes for 
State officers. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator from New York allow mea 
moment ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York yield 
to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CONKLING. To everybody. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, I have not lost the floor yet. 
The Senator from New York is speaking out of my time. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I want to state to the Senator that the board 
of canvassers in South Carolina counted all the returns by order of 
the supreme court. The supreme court ordered the State canvassers 
to cast up full returns of ali the counties for presidential electors and 
for State officers, and not for members of the Legislature, because the 
Legislature had the right to do that themselves, 

Mr. CONKLING. LI should not doubt that a better statement will 
be made by the aid of other Senators thay would come from me alone. 
But still if Senators will forbear I will endeavor to make the facts 
tolerably clear. 

I return to the assertion with which some Senator in his seat took 
issue a moment ago, that they did count the votes in these counties 
not for the presidential electors at least. Sothis certificate says. The 
Legislature being the judge of the elections, qualifications, and re- 
turns of its members, did not count the votes from th se counties cast 
for the members of the Legislature as the board of canvassers previ- 
ously had for the like purpose not counted them, 

Mr. THURMAN. You say the Legislature did not count them ? 

Mr. CONKLING. I do say that. 

Mr. MORGAN. Task the indulgence of the Senator from Nev York 
again to state the date of the certificate. I inquire as tv the date of 
the certificate witich the Senator from New York read ? 

Mr. CONKLING. November 12, 1577. 

Mr. MORGAN. My reason for calling the attention of the Senator 
from New York to the certificate which he was reading was that either 
he or myself is in error as to the contents of the certilicate. LT may 
read from the same paper or from a different one; I do not know; | 
will read the one which I hold in wy hand: 


STATE OF SouTH CAROLINA, 
Office of Secretary of State: 

T, R. M. Sims, secretary of state, do hereby certify that it appears from the 
records of this office that, in determining the number of vetes cast at the last 
general election, held November 7, 1-76, the board of State canva+sers for South 
Carolina did count the votes of the counties of Edgefiell and Lanrena for presi- 
dential electors and did not count the same for State officers aud members of the 
General Assembly. 

Witness my hand and the seal of the State, at Columbia, this 12th dayof Novem- 
ber, A. D. 1877, and in the one hundred and second year of American Independence, 

(SEAL OF THE.STATE.)} RK. M. SIMS, 


Seeretary of State. 


Mr. CONKLING. It is the same thing except that the certificate 

sad by the Senator aftirms that they did not count the votes for 
State officers. This certificate in my hand affirms that they did. 
But, Mr. President, this interruption illustrates the working of con- 
stant interruptions. If the Senator will wait for what I am going to 
say, which will be brief, be will find that if the truth be as his cer- 
tificate imports, it only presents in a more glaring light the repug- 
nance and disorder to which I mean to invite attention. If it be true 
not only that the board of canvassers discarded the election in these 
counties not only for members of the Legislature, if it be true not only 
that the Legislature itself discarded the votes of these counties, but 


| thatthe board of State canvassers discarded these counties also when 
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counting the votes or returns for State officers, it but aggravates the 
condition, 
counties in the estimation of the board of State canvassers, and in the 
estimation of the Legislature, becanse both these t wo bodies concurred 
in holding that no proceeding had taken place in either of the two 
counties worthy of the name of an election, or entitling the result to 
be counted or returned, 

Mr. GORDON. I dislike very much to interrupt the Senator from 
New York, but I should like to ask him which body he means when 
he designates the Legislature as refusing to count these votes— 
whether he means the Legislature which the supreme court recog- 
nized ? 

Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator from Georgia will allow me to 
proceed, one of the things I will state will answer his question. The 
difficulty is, that being unable to state more than one thing ata time, 
it is impossible for me simultaneously to gratify the curiosity of all 
the Senators who thinking of various topics, rise and present them. 
Quite likely the Senator from Georgia could make a simultaneous and 
multitadinous presentation of all these things, so that instantane- 
ously we shonld hear them all at once, but I cannot do this. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Like Morphy’s playing ten games of chess at 
once, 

Mr. CONKLING. Yes; and, so, in my poor single-footed gait, I 
must proceed. Returning again to the short journey I have several 
times tried to pursne, the Legislatare—and I will state which Legis- 
lature presently—held that in these two counties something not an 
election had transpired, on the day appointed as election day. What 
was the difficulty, and how does it connect itself if at all witha 
pivotal qnestion now in the mind of the Senator from Georgia, namely, 
the question which of two rival bodies was the lawful Legislature? 
How do these facts connect themselves with that question? 1 will 
state just here, how they so connect themselves, The first rule of 
the Senate of the United States, and it is not found on the brief of 
either contestant, I believe, undertakes to detine what a legal quorum 
is, and it aflirms that a quorum is not a majority of all the Senators 
who could be elected or who could sit, but it is simply a majority of 
the Senators in point of fact elected and qualitied. It was held in 
South Carolina that although one hundred and twenty-four members 
was the complement of the Legislature of that State, there had been 
a failure to choose eight of that number, and that instead of one 
hundred and twenty-four having been chosen but one hundred and 
sixteen had been chosen. 

The Legislature from which Mr. Corbin comes proceeded to assert, 
as the rule of this body asserts, that whenever one-half and one more 
of the members who in truth and in fact had been elected and re- 
turned appeared, a quorum was present in the hall. This result was 
reached by a process of arithmetic. If the eight men apportioned to 
Edgefield and Laurens Connties had not been chosen, if no election 
had occurred, it was easy to conclude that fifty-nine and not sixty- 
three members would constitute a quorum of the house. Finding 
fifty-nine members present holding certificates from the State return- 
ing-board, the clerk of the last house under the statute of South 
Carolina proceeded to conduct the organization and to call the roll. 
Thereupon a namber of members I think it was fifty-three—am I 
right in that? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Fifty-seven. 

Mr. CONKLING. Fifty-seven. Members to the number of fifty- 
seven denied that a quorum could be found with only fifty-nine men 
resent, and they withdrew. They took themselves away and estab- 
ished themselves in some other building or close, and there proceeded 
to organize another house as they called it. Senators on both sides 
will admit that a very vital question in this case is whether the legis- 
lative body of which I first spoke was the true and authorized body, 
or whether those who seceded and established themselves elsewhere, 
became the regular and authorized house. The consequence of this 
point all will admit. The question is vital, because if the body of 
which I first spoke, and which subsequently along with the senate, 
the authenticity of which has never, I believe, been disputed, chose 
Mr. Corbin a Senator of the United States—if that body was the 
authorized body, then so far as its derivation is concerned, Corbin’s 
title is beyond question. On the other hand, if it was an unaathor- 
ized body, inchoate, and lifeless, without function or being, it cannot 
send Mr. Corbin here; and, if in truth the scepter of regularity and 
power was in the hands of the rival body, and that body, along with 
the senate, sent General Butler here, Butler’s title in respect of its 
derivation, is beyond question. Obviously, then, how it came to pass 
that neither house had sixty-three members to begin with, is of the 
very graramen of this inquiry. 

It appears from a cursory reference to these reports that on elec- 
tion day—and it will be appropriate hereafter to remark upon the 
connectioy, if there isone, between what occurred on election day and 
what had eccurred at Hamburgh, connected, if they are connected, 
by events in the interval—it appears that on election day in Edge- 
field County a very extraordinary.spectacle was seen at the time and 
place appointed for a free and orderly election. To illustrate this, I 
will read first from a memorandum which, I believe, is likely in aday 
or two to become a report to the Senate. I read a statement which, 
as I understand—and one of the Senators from Wisconsin will correct 
me if I fall into error—is a literal transcript from sworn testimony 
given by one of the witnesses, ora verified report made by an official 


There was obviously some great difficulty in these two 
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pone. It appears in quotations. He is speaking now of etecti 
day. ‘on 
Mr. WADLEIGH. What is the name of the witness ? 
Mr. CONKLING. I will turn back and look in a mome 
quite unfamiliar with the paper. I took it up first on} 
since, and I cannot without further inspection state 
witnesses. 


nt, but Tam 
Y & Woment 
the names of the 


It was very difficult for me to get throngh the crowd of horsemen 
packed in as close as they possibly could be in front of the building bet 
door and the fence. There were from thirty to fifty in front of it “The 1 the 
about as thick as they could be, and then extended backwards severa] aey 'W 
very dense away from the building. ™ rods; not 


They were 


To show the condition of things at the same time and place 
up other sworn testimony which has not been read, de 
understand aright, by Mr. Butler, that Mr. Butler who is one of tl 
claimants for a seat here. He testifies, and I am told that hes, 
being present on election day in Edgefield, he was the com; 
rifle companies or a rifle company. Is that true? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I am not certain on that point 

Mr. CONKLING. Iask the chairman of the committee if he knows? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Unfortunately the chairman of the commitios 
never saw this document. 

Mr. CONKLING. I am going to read from testimony taken yy . 
committee of the Senate in South Carolina when it was supposed that 
the testimony was to determine among other things whi was te 
lawful governor of South Carolina. It was taken by a conmitten 
composed of Senators representing both political parties, and some of 
the Senators on the committee will doubtless know, if it js impor 
tant, the precise official position held by General Butler. [understand 
he was in command of a rifle company or ritle companies or other 
military organizations. 

Mr. GORDON. Why, Mr. President, the Senator is wholly mis. 


» I take 
livered, if | 


Sie 


hander of 


| taken. There was no rifle company parading there on the day of the 


| Senate. 


election. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ah, Mr. President, I have not said anything about 
parading. The affair on election day seems to have been not a pa- 
rade. 

Mr. GORDON. There was not an armed man there except the 
armed soldiery. 

Mr. CONKLING. There wasvery little parading there. As wassaid 
by another, describing a not wholly dissimilar scene—it was “ still as 
the breeze and dreadful as the storm.” There was no holiday eavort- 
ing. The transactions of that day meant business; substance not 
show. Now, let us see what General Butler testities. He knows 
where he was and what he saw. He says: 

I live off a mile from the village, on the road leading to Columbia. I got down to 
the village about half past six or seven o'clock. The polls had been open for some 
time, and the people were in possession of the polls when I got there. 

Again he says: 

While standing there, I told him that I thought the real cause of complaint was 
that the negroes had heretofore generally been in possession of the polls, aud kop 
them until one or two o'clock, but that on this occasion the white people had resolved 
to vote, and bad got possession of the polls and proposed to keep them until they 
got through voting. 

That is the difference between an indefinite postponement and a 
postponement to a day certain, in the language of the rules of the 
It seems that when the black people voted first they kept 
possession of the polls only till one or two o'clock ; but this time it 
seems the white people had taken possession and they proposed to 
keep them until they “got through voting.” Let me look to see 
when that was—according to General Butler: 


There was a large crowd of colored people who went up to that poll, and, in fact 
all of them left precinct No. 1 tothe white people in the main, and I should say that 
there were perhaps from five to six hundred who did not get an opportunity to 
v>te, not that there was a purpose on the part of the soldiers or the democrats to 
preventit, but it was simply a physical impossibility for them to doso. They coull 
not have voted in the nature of things. 

Afterward, in the evening, the crowd came into town for the purpose of voting 


at precinct No. 1, about half past four— 
It was not so very late in the evening— 
but they did not do so. 


They did not vote. 

Here, then, is a statement by General Butler that at this one pre- 
cinct where he was, five to six hundred men were not permitted to 
vote. He says it was not in the nature of things. No, sir, it was 
not in the human nature of things that they should vote, and they 
did not vote. 

Mr. GORDON. I ask the Senator if that is the only place in the 
county where they could have voted? Were there not ten or twelve 
other places where they could have gone to vote? } 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, if the Senator takes me up in 
geography, I shall be like the poor girl who was rejected — 

Mr. GORDON. That is a very material fact, in geography and 
philosophy also. 

Mr. CONKLING. Philosophy! I should not dare to enter that 
domain with the Senator, and if even in geography he should take 
me to task I should find myself in the condition of the girl reje« ted 
on a competitive examination as a copyist, because she could not tell 
the names of the three principal rivers that empty into the Casjg" 
Sea and could not define and locate the isothermal line. [Laughter.] 





187 /. 
eo ere were other precincts in the county of Edge- 

: It may bo oes il aakeean might have repaired had they | 

field to f them, and it is possible that had they been able to reach 
— ‘list ant precincts they would not have been wedged out or tram- 
oo ] r the hoofs of horses. 

dled wncer ve: it may be there were precincts where it would not | 

This may be; it may be ere ee . . 
have been according to the nature of things impossible for them to | 

ee but to be convineed of it, I should require something more than 

_ ip: | should want higher evidence than the fact that there 
— pal lot-boxes and election officers in other places; if that be the 
— wvidence I should fear that these armed horsemen would have 
a | peripatetic. They might have proved a movable troop 
rete ss fant and as far as these poor black men could have gone in 
Sursnit of the shadowy hope of being allowed to deposit their ballots. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And on foot. . 

Mr. CONKLING. And, as my friend from Vermont says, on foot. 
The black people in South Carolina are not a mounted race: as a rule | 
they do not ride in chariots or on horses. . 

rom this evidence it appears that General Butler being present, 
and being an actor and participant, was not without part or lot in 
yoverning and characterizing and controlling the condition of things 

Jection day. 

ae further that the testimony shows that the massacre 
at Hamburgh opened the proceedings of that kind in that campaign. 
The massacre at Hamburgh was the opening horror in a drama of 
blood which extended, with what frequency I am not able to say, in 
the counties of Edgefield and Laurens down to the election day and 
on that day still proceeded with such momentum that nine or ten 
hundred colored voters were terrified from the privilege of deposit- 
ing their ballots, and the so-called election was so far prostrated and 
overthrown that the board of State canvassers and the Legislature 
concurred in saying that nothing had happened which could be dig- 
nified with the name of an election, that the occasion had been only 
a carnival of violence and wrong. What connection the doings of 
election day had with Hamburgh I am not able detinitely to say. I 
present to the Senate however the statement which I am advised is 
true, that beginning with Hamburgh, and extending on through the 
interval, and never ceasing till election day, disorders, tumults, acts 
of violence and barbarity, terrorism enough to have intimidated men 
not so defenseless and helpless as those against whom these abomi- 
nations were leveled, continued, and were prosecuted, and prosecuted 
for political purposes. The results were wrought out. As I have 
said already these two counties were eliminated altogether in the 
popular branch of the Legislature. Eight men came from Edgefield 
and Laurens. Did they bring certificates of election? No, sir. Did 
they bring the certificate of a court? No,sir. They came bearing a 
paper certified by the clerk of a court which certificate declared 
that it was a transcript of something that appeared on the files as 
the records of that court. The court refused to make an order, or to 
do any act under which these returns from Edgefield and Laurens 
would be sent to the Legislature. 

It appears in one of the briefs that the court, although moved, re- 
fused so fareven to sanction the so-called election which had occurred ; 
but the clerk of the court furnished to some parties a transcript or 
copy of a paper which had been filed, and at the foot of it he put a 
certificate that it was a true copy. Eight men bearing this copy of 
a paper came to the State-house and proposed to enter the hall as 
members of the Legislature; but the house said “no.” Under the 
statutes of South Carolina the clerk of the last house survives for 
the purpose of organization, and it is his duty to receive and put 
upon the roll the names of those bearing the certificate provided by 
law. This transcript of some proceeding in court was not such a 
certificate; it did not resemble it; and they refused to recognize 
these men, grounding their refusal upon the fact that Laurens and 
Edgetield had chosen and had been permitted to choose no one of the 
eight members by law assigned to them. 

Thus the Senate will see that in consequence of these acts of vio- 
lence perpetrated by somebody, countenanced by somebody, such a 
result was prodneed, and upon that result depends the question which 
one of these two houses, if either, had a legal quorum, and that must 
be decided by ascertaining whether there had in truth been one hun- 
dred and twenty-four or only one hundred and sixteen men elected 
entitled to seats in the house. 

_ Hinging, as this case ultimately largely must, upon what happened 
in those two counties and on the question whether the election there 
was valid and substantial or null, I submit to the Senate whether 
there is not some legal relationship, some connection between what 
one of these claimants is charged with having done at Hamburgh 
and again on election day by countenance and sanction and influ- 
ence, and the title or claim he now prefers to aseat. Some principles 
will not be disputed in the case of any claimant, even one wearing such 
proud distinctions as we have heard of in this debate, “a gentleman, 
ayentleman deemed important enough by a sovereign State to be 
talked of for Senator”—and such a personage is entitled to no more 
consideration than the humble man whose testimony has been read | 
and who whatever his lot, fate, or color, is a born leader of men. He 
may be unlettered ; he may have been painted black by nature’s 

brush; he may be descended from tiger hunters on the gold coast of 
Agica; but of whatever race he is, no man ever did the acts he re- | 
counts unless he had in him the stuff and metal which constitute | 
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primacy among men. He may not be “a gentleman“ in the estimation 
of the proud and the dominant, but whether he wears robes or rags, 
I would accept his plighted faith with more confidence than I would 
take the word or the oath of any man, no matter if the blood of all the 


| Howards be running in his veins, who was ever, in coldness or in 


passion, accessory before or after the fact, when the defenseless, the 
ignorant, the inoffensive, the harmless were bratally shot down as 
this testimony recounts. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Hoar in the chair.) Order! 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, what may have been done by one 
of these claimants disconnected with the election and antedating it, 
might become a question, if at all, for lawyers and scholars in their 
profession like my honorable friend from Maryland to discourse upon 
and tell us whether it could be made an objection unless a conviction 
had taken place. England’s history abounds in cases in which it was 
held that if an unlawful act had been committed by one afterwards 
claiming*a seat in Parliament and he had been legally convicted and 
the record was produced against him, he was attainted. It was such 
evidence of turpitude, in the language of one of the cases, as the house 
would hear, and hearing would act upon it. 

I will not go into such a supposition. The allegations here are of 
quite another nature. Here is an allegation, not of astray act of vio- 
lence, not of a random or isolated felony to which some claimant 
may be found in some sense to be a party, but the allegation that, 
addressed to the election, addressed to the decision of the election, 
addressed to the overthrow of the ballot-box, a series of acts were 
committed, in some privity with which—greater or less—it is said one 
of these claimants was. 

If it were alleged against one claiming a seat in the Senate that on 
the day preceding his choice he had gone out and with his own hand 
done anumber of murders, which murders were done upon members of 
the Legislature who would vote against him, and in consequence of 
their absence a majority was found for him—a majority thus produced, 
am I wrong in supposing that such facts would belong to the inquiry 
when the Senate as to him came to judge of the election, qualification, 
and return of its members? I once heard it argued in the Senate 
that a Senator who sat in yonder seat for three years, who presented 
regular credentials, was regularly sworn in, and continued for three 
years to act as a Senator, who it turned out had been chosen on joint 
ballot in his State by 51 majority, had in truth all that time been no 
Senator at all, never had been elected, never had been a Senator, was 
from the beginning not a Senator, because it was alleged that proof 
had been discovered of bribes or inducements given to thirteen of that 
body of men who by a majority of 51 had elected him, on the day, at 
the place, and in the manner provided by law. I thought that carry- 
ing the doctrine a great way. I heard some Senator to-day refer to 
the case and say that half the Senate was one way. The Senate 
never voted on that question. It always quieted me to believe that 
both halves of the Senate wonld have been against such a proposi- 
tion. ‘They might have held that the Senate could expel the mem- 
ber by a two-thirds vote, but I never believed that a majority of the 
Senate upon that case would have held that no election had ever 
taken place, and that the man who had been here for three years 
after he was sworn in, had in truth never been a Senator in any legal 
sense, 7 

But suppose on the threshold of that case when the credentials 
were presented or the motion was made to swear in the person referred 
to, it had been alleged as matter of inquiry that by his violence, or by 
violence to which he was privy, or had incited, a number of the mem- 
bers of the Legislature had been removed, a number sufficient to cast 
the die in his favor sufficient to determine his election, and it had 
been so determined, will it be pretended there would or could have 
been a division in the Senate on the question whether inquiry into the 
facts was pertinent and competent? And yet here is an allegation 
not so brief as the one I have supposed; it begins a remove further 
back; but an allegation that one of these claimants was art and 

art—was privy, I prefer to say, rather than to use a more familiar 
egal phrase—was privy to proceedings unlawful, violent, barbarous, 
brutal in the extreme, which proceedings had no motive that any man 
can suggest except political effect, and that those proceedings, ushered 
in by the fearful horrors at Hamburgh, repeated themselves in greater 
or less degree now and then, here and there; and it so happens in these 
two counties in which both the State returning board and the Legisla- 
ture held that the riot of brutal forces had been such as to expel the 
election and overthrow it, and all this supplemented by the fact that 
this very claimant was present himself, apparently the most conspic- 
uous and influéntial man who was present on election day, observing 
at least, and taking part, to somo degree at least, in the culmination 
of that reign of terror which in his very presence beat down and 
overthrew the ballot-box. 

Mr. President, I am not arguing that this contestant ought to be 
condemned on this evidence in any forum—even the forum of public 
curiosity or sentiment. I am not laboring to show that he is at all 
stained by these occurrences. That is an ultimate question to be 
passed upon, if at all, when the evidence is thoroughly out, and pre- 
sented to the Senate. I can say, without affecting such compunction 
as does not belong to ordinary men, that it would be a very distaste- 
ful duty, should I be called upon to affirm by my vote or by my voice 
that I believed General Butler to be in guilty complicity with these 
acts. Certainly I am not arguing that now. I am simply presenting 
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these considerations to bear, as far as they do bear, upon the preten- | 
sion with which this motion was introduced to the Senate, that there 
were no contested facts here, no questions of fact; that everything 
was agreed upon in these two briefs, and, therefore, why not dismiss 
the committee, why not bring it in and have these “ grave and rever- 
end seigniors” express their opinion upon a pure question of law 
arising on the face of the papers, which need not ruffle a feather? 

I cannot believe, were there only a question of law, that it would 
be wise to dispense with the ministration of a committee in such a 
case. I should not so vote unless by that vote I meant to convict 
the committee of laches, neglect, or mal-proceeding of some kind. 
But when it turns out that all these matters of allegation exist, not 
hid under a bushel, but known very generally abroad in their out- 
lines—when such turns out to be the case, I cannot believe it is hos- 
tile to the party whose name has thus been mentioned, if, indeed, he 
can be acquitted of all blame, as I trust he can, I cannot believe it 
is hostile to him to have a committee sit down and sift this evidence 
and call upon him, if they wish to call or he wishes to be called 
upon, to give any explanation or to offer any evidence to resolve all 
doubts and clear up all suspicion, On the other hand, if it is true 
that exoneration cannot be, that there are suspicions, something not 
to be cleared up, then I cannot think it is unkind to the cause of 
jest ice or the orderly conduct of proceedings that a committee should 
« employed—should be left as it has been already employed—to 
apprise the Senate of the truth. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I should say, Mr. President, that the question 
of my friend, the Senator from New York, can perhaps better be an- 
swered by my friend, the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. CAMERON, } 
than by myself. As I have once said, this evidence never came to 
my attention at all until within a day or two, and until to-day, this 
evening in fact, I never saw the report from which the Senator from 
New York has read. But I do understand the fact to be (and what 
cursory brief examination I have been able to make of this testimony 
has confirmed me in the belief) that it was as stated by the Senator 
from New York, that the ball was opened, so to speak, the campaign 
wascommenced by the atrocious massacre at Hamburgh, which struck 
terror to the republicans in that and the neighboring counties, and 
from that day on up to and at the election there was aseries of fright- 
ful outrages which in my belief rendered the election absolutely 
null; and I wonder that there is on this floor ary man, I care not 
what his party relations may be, who can directly or indirectly sanc- 
tion, cover up, excuse, palliate, or pass over testimony like this. I 
cannot but feel if I were that man that I should be a disgrace to 
human nature itself. I ask, Mr. President, that the Clerk read—— 

Mr. SPENCER. Will the Senator yield for a motion to adjourn, as 
he must beeweary ? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Iwill. I should like, however, in this connec- 
tion, and then I will yield, to have the Clerk read a very brief pas- 
sage from the testimony of an Army officer, who appears from this 
passage, which is all I have been able to read, a democrat himself, as 
to the way the election was conducted down there in that equal 
country of South Carolina, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me to ask him one question ? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Certainly. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I ask him whether he thinks it proper to refer 
a question to a committee that has prejudged the case, as has evi- 
dently been done by three of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions this evening ? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, in answer to a question of my 
friend, the Senator from Delaware, I will say that I have not pre- 
judged the case, because I have had no opportunity to see the evi- 
dence except in fragments. From those fragments I believe what I 
have stated, and when I see the anxiety on this floor to press this case 
to a hasty conclusion, to shut out from the Senate and the public 
evidence like this, I cannot help thinking that somebody on this floor 
is afraid of the effect that evidence will have upon the Senate and 
upon this country. Ido not believe that a man wko comes to this 
body with evidence concerning him and his election to this high 
office such as that which has here been read, much more of which is 
within the pages of the volumes before us, can be pressed into this 
Chamber in hot haste without revolting the sense of humanity of the 
people of this country, their sense of justice, their sense of right, be 
their politics what they may. 

Mr. Clerk, will you read the passage I have marked. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


T can tell you that from my own experience. I came down from Laurens, South 
Carolina, on my way to Charleston to meet my wife, who was to arrive by steamer 
from New York. 


Mr. WADLEIGH. It was in Laurens County that this happened. 
This is the testimony of Lieutenant Anderson, of the United States 
Army. 

The Secretary read as follows : 


T had about an hour and a half or two hours to spare in Newberry, at the janc- 
tion of the two railroads. They were having at that place a political meeting—the 
republicans were trying to have; but they hadn't succeeded very well, because 
there were about fifteen hundred or two thousand Hampton cavalry there, and 
every time the republicans commenced to speak they wouldg@ommence to yell, and 
would drown the voice of the speaker. T caw no violence at all there. I was 
dreased in my citizens’ clothes at the time, and paid no attention to them. I went 
and got my dinner with a friend who asked me to dine with him, and after dinner 
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I started to the depot to take the train for Columbia and thence to Char) 
the depot there was quite a crowd of mounted Hampton cavalry. with, y 
who rode up around me and commenced to give me very abihing sae 
didn't pay any attention to it, because I didn’t think at first that it 
for me. I had been stationed in Newberry previous to that, and I su 
everybody knew me; but it appeared that a number of these men wer 
field and belonged to the ‘‘ Sioux” company of men in Edgefield. 
to the depot, and just before I got there quite acrowd came up ar 
and demanded to know my politics. I hadn't thought of politic 
said a word about it. I was simply 
uestion as that was so impertinent t 


re 


At 
shirts 
!adguage I 
Was intende4 
- dn arly 
re from Edew 
I walked along ap 
nd surrounded me 
8 that di i 
og along as a private cltizes, ani wnn* 
t I told the man it was none of his busines. 
hen they rode up and surrounded mo and tried to ride their horses ov . on 
endeavored to make them kick, bat I got through the crowd and got u sa Asay wy 
form, and then turned round to see what was wanted. They then ap “ef 
and used such lang asI never heard in any civilized community an 
called “Shoot bim! shoot him! the radical son of a bitch,” and all cine 
thing, and I just told them to sail in. Finally, there was a man there wl — 
me. and he rede up and told them to let me alone. He told them tuat ho 
as Lieutenant Anderson, of the Army. As svon as they found I belonged | 
Army they apologized for their conduct and wanted to shake bands with : 
called out “Hurrah! three cheers for Lieutenant Anderson; he isa oe ant 
democrat.” So they cheered me pretty lustily, and pretty soon the train st a 
I simply relate that to show the general feeling that exists in that y Seca 
against any man who had the courage to stand up and say that he was ; r sub 
can. It was such a proscription a3 I doa’t believe ever existed since ihe i { 
the martyrs. = 

Q. The white men here, for the most 
I suppose f 

A. Nine-tenths of them. 


Mr. SPENCER. I now renew my motion. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Let me first saya word. The testimony whi, h 
has just been read from an Army officer, who was apparently known 
as a democrat, shows how the campaign was carried on from the time 
of its opening by the Hamburgh massacre up to the day of election, 
when the polls were obstructed by the Butler cavalry. The ritle ely)s 
of South Carolina did not feel themsel ves quite competent even to 
take care of the republican meetings in their State; they imported 
the Sioux Rifle Company from Georgia to help them in the work, | 
will now yield to my friend from Alabama. 

Mr. SPENCER, (at two o’clock and twenty-eight minutes a. »,) 
I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. WHYTE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and, being taken, resulted—yeas 
26, nays 28; as follows: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Pony 
sylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey 
Edmunds, Hoar, Howe, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Morrill, Oglesby, 
Paddock, Rollins, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, and Wadleigh—26. 7 

NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davis of I)}i 
nois, Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, i)! 
Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, McDonald, McPherson, Morgan, Patterson. Ran. 
dolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—2x 

ABSENT—Messrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Eaton, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin 
Ingalls, Johnston, McCreery, Matthews, Maxey, Merrimon, Mitchell, Plamb, Ran. 
som, Sargent, Sharon, and Windom—19. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, my friend, the Senator from 
Ohio, suggests that I give him a little more reading ; and although I 
oneneael the Senator might be weary at my remarks, yet, to gratify 
the wishes of my friend, the Senator from Ohio, who is evidently a 
great deal amused by the treatment of these colored people, I will 
have a little more of the same sort read. I ask the Clerk now to 
read Harry Mays’s testimony. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


plit 


here 


koew 
W ine 


4 the 


part, are democrats—nine tenths of th; a, 


Coiumaia, 8S. C., December 18, 1876. 
Harry Mays (colored) sworn and examined. 


By Mr. CAMERON: 


Groeten, Where do you reside f 

nswer. In Hamburgh, South Carolina. 

. How long have you resided there? 

. Nine years. 

. What is your business ? 

. I work over the river in a store. I am what is called a porter in the store, 


By Mr. CurisTIaNcr: 


By “over the river" you mean in Augusta? 
Yes, sir. 


By Mr. Cameron: 


Where did yon live before the war ? F 
I lived about twelve miles from the bridge—in South Carolina. 
Were you a slave before the war } 
Yes, sir. 
. Can you read or write ? 
No, sir; but I know what I am talking about. 
What are your poe, are you republican or democratic 1 
I always vote the republican ticket, sir. 
You are a voter? 
Yes, sir. 
Where were you on the 4th of July last? 
1 was in Hamburgh. 
Where were you on the 8th of July? 
. I was in Hamburgh that day too. 
? o rs ever have any conversation with Colonel A. P. Butler! 
Yes, sir. 
. You may state what the first conversation was and when you had it. 
. On the 9th day of July I met Colonel A. P. Butler up in his field, on Tuesday, 
and he said, “ Harry, what do you think of thetimes?” I said, “I think the times 
is mighty rough.” He says, ‘“ Well, the white ple has beea imposed upon by 
Jim Cook, and these marshals around town, and these niggers, and we ain't going 
to stand that no longer. We are going to start at Hamburgh, and we are going 
clean out the Government officers, from Chamberlain down to the last one in South 
Carolina.” I asked him, “Is this the policy you take to carry the State!” Le 
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“Well, you see how we have commenced it, but you aint seqn nothing yet 
says va Will see before this is over I told him, “If that is the case, I am 
to W anes wl about voting. I am done talking aboutit.” He says, ‘ Well, you had 
done tat ci” up unless you vote the democratic ticket.” I says, “I won't vote 

» if i h ive to vote that ticket.” He says, “ You had better give up voting alto- 
none pecause we intend to carry the State.” Isays, “If that is your plan to 
gether Tam done. I don’t want to be killed for voting.” He said that Jim Cook 
a . ated people; and I told him that Jim Cook was the town marshal, and 
= ‘lid his duty when he arrested men, I supposed. He said Cook wouldn't allow 

Je to drink at the spring, and he commenced talking that way. I says, “Is it 
ee to kill a man because he has done his duty?” Isaid, “I don’t think it is 
ce to kill him when he has only done his duty.” He said that was the plan that 
— ntended to carry the State with. That is the last word he said to me. He 
= he “] heard you lost some of your things.” I said, “Yes; I have lost every- 
eye Thad in my house.” ‘Then he asked, “ How much did you value your things 
_ I said, “I don't know; I haven't made up my mind. Ihave been so both. 
a 1 about this matter that I haven't put any valuation on them at all.” He told 
a "the n to make up my mind, and when it got settled to let him know about what 
twas worth. I told Lim that I didn't know what I would do about it, and that I 
thought | would let it go through the legal channel. He says, ‘Oh, I suppose you 
expect to sue the county, then?” I says, “ T don't know ; but if I get anything, I 
will get it; and if I don’t I will let it go." He didn’t say anything more after that. 

Q. Was Henry Getzen present at this conversation! 

A. He waa. 

0. What did he say about it? ‘ 

{He says, “ Harry, I don’t believe you done anything actually yourself; but 
you were there among the crowd of niggers, and you knowed all about what was 
~oing on.” I said, “I knowed nothing about it.” He said I knowed there had 
heen stealing going on, I said, “No; I didn’t know nothing about stealing at 
all.” He said I was ame apres oe, and ne aan “ys why they won 
accused me, unless it was that I was there among them and was as good as the 
ee a He thought they was ali mean. . & 

Q. What did Robert Butler say? t s . 

A. Well, he said just about nearly the same thing. He said the white people 
didn’t intend to be ruled by niggers any longer in this State, and that “ this year 
would be the last that the niggers and Chamberlain would rule." Them was the 

ords he said. 

“0. Did you have any talk with Harrison Butler on Sunday morning after the 

jassacre f 

7 A Yes, sir; he came down there about the time the dead man was being moved 
on the street. He rode down to my door and I was out on the porch, and he said, 
“Tlarry, how is it this morning?” I said, “Mighty rough with me.” He said, 
“ What's the matter?” I said, “‘Come up here and look, and you will see what is 
the matter.” He got off his horse then and started up stairs, but I told him “I'll 
come down to you,” and walked down and met him on the street, and he talked to 
me and he asked me what did they do to me last night? I said, “ They took 
everything in my house—even took all my meat and meal.” He said it was none 
of the men here that done it, but it might have been some of the boys from the 
factory. I said, “I don't know about that. If the boys hadn't started it the boys 
from the factory wouldn't have done what they did, and wouldn't have been 
here.” Then he says, “ Here's seventy-five cents to get you something to eat to- 
day ;” and I told him I was mach obliged to him. 


Mr. EDMUNDS, (at two o’clock and forty minutes a. m.) Mr. 
President, Iam very tired. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. MCDONALD. I call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MITCHELL, (when his name was called.) I am paired for 
the night with the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Merrimon. } 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—Messxs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsyl- 
vania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, Ed- 
munds, Hoar, Howe, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Morrill, Oglesby, 
Paddock, Rollins, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, and Wadleigh—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davis of Tlli- 
nois, Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Till, 
Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, McDonald, McPherson, Morgan, Patterson, Ran- 
dolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—22. 

ABSEX T—Messrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Eaton, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, 
Ingalls, Johnston, McCreery, Matthews, Maxey, Merrimon, Miichell, Plumb, Ran- 
som, Sargent, Sharon, and Windom—19. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hampshire 
desire to have the reading continued. 
Mr. WADLEIGH. Yes, Mr. President. This is, however, read at 


the request of my friend the Senator from Ohio, who is at this mo- 
ment absent from the Chamber. 


Mr. = )MUNDS. The reading had better go on. He will come in 
presently. 


Mr. MCDONALD. I suggest that the reading at that point be laid 
aside, and that General Butler’s testimony be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We shall come to that about day after to-mor- 
row. Let us go on with it as it is. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will resume the reading. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows : 


Q. What did he say about the white people intending to carry the election ? 

A. He told me on the &th of July, the day of the fight, this: It looked like 
things was getting too stormy around there. He was standing at my corner, and 
I says, “ Mr. Butler, what is going to be the result here?” He said, ‘‘ By God, we 
are going to take your guns.” I said, “ Wouldn't the United States Government 
interfere with that !” He said, ‘The United States Government haint got any- 
thing to do with it; and Harry, I tell you one thing, there's no Constitution now. 
It has been one hundred years since the Declaration of Independence, and the Con- 
stitution is played out now, and every man can do just as he pleases. There is 
nothing to be done about it.” Isaid, ‘then it is a bad country to be in,” and I 
says, * Does you pretend to say there is no law in this State?’ He said, “ No; 
there 5 no law in this State or any other State.” And he said, “ We are going to 
get ( hamberlain and his crowd out.” I said, “* How about Grant? You know he 
is President "He said, “ By Ged, we will have him too.” 


Beforo that the water had been very high there once. We had a big rain and the 
niver was very high. 


better g 


By Mr. Curtstiancy : 
Q. How long before? 


A. I think about six weeks. Me and Picksley was sitting on the bridge day 
‘ ’ ge one day 
and he rode up and asked us what we thought of the weather, and went on talking 


675 


ent the boys. He said, “There is going to be hell to pay here in Hamburgh be- 
ore long." e 


Q. Who said that? 
A. Harrison Butler said that. I said, “ What is that.” 





Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator from New 
Hampshire who the General Butler is to whom reference is made by 
this wituess as carrying on the dialogue ? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I think from what little examination of the 
testimony I have made, that always when “General Butler” is spoken 
of in the testimony it refers to General M. C. Butler, and that Colonel 
A. P. Butler is always spoken of by the witnesses as “Colonel But- 
ler.” 

Mr. PADDOCK. Is there any other Butler styled “ General ?” 

Mr. WADLEIGH. No. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I understand there is still another, a Mr. A. P. 
Butler, to whom reference is sometimes made. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Yes, that is Colonel Butler. 

Mr. GORDON. I believe that the A. P. Butler, and another Butler 
spoken of in the testimony are not at all related to General Butler. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is what I should like to inquire. 

Mr. GORDON. They are not related at all in any way. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. So far as that is concerned, I am happy to learn 
that there was not so much iniquity and so much wickedness in one 
family as would appear from the similarity of name in the testi- 
mony. 

Mr. PADDOCK. So am I. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. The Clerk will go on. 

The Secretary proceeded to read, as follows: 

By Mr. CAMERON: 

Q. When did he tell you this? 

. That was about six weeks before the fight. I said, “ What's the matter, Mr. 
Butler?” He says, ‘ Well, there's a fellow from Texas here—some two or three 
of them—and, by God, they are going to kil! Jim Cook and nobody is going to know 
who does it, and then they are going off.” I said, ‘‘ Whois he; what does he know 
about Jim Cook?” He says, * He has had some information of his character, and 
I tell you Cook won't be living in this town three months, and neither will some of 
the rest of them.” He didn’t call any of them by name except Cook. I says, 
** How about the Harmony case!" (the case where they were massacred.) He said 
he wasn’t there, but they done it and there was a programme laid down this year 
for the white people, and if the white people were doing wrong, no matter, they 
were going to kill the colored people ; that they had no law. He said, ‘ You will 
see how it will be yourselves.” Sure enough, it turned out just as he said. 

Q. Did you see any of the trouble on the 4th of July between Captain Adams's 
company and Butler and Getzen ? 

A. I was about two hundred yards from them. 

. State what you saw at that time, 

A. Mr. Butler was standing on the corner of a wide street, and Mr. Butler and 
Mr. Getzen sent Tom right down towards Nunberger's store; the company was 
coming up from the end of town. 

3y Mr. CHRISTIANCY: 

. You were not one of the company ? 

A. No, sir. They drove down and got out and went into the store. Isaw them 
coming back and when they got within about two hundred yards of the store, he 
was coming that way and met them and talked a while, but I did not know what 
they said. And the company came on and he drove off. 


Mr. PADDOCK, (at two o’clock and fifty-five minutes a.m.) I 
should like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire to yield, that I 
may make a motion for a recess. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is right. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I am somewhat reluctant to do that, but I will 
yield in deference to the wishes of my friend. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I know the Senator is anxious to proceed with 
the debate. Nevertheless, I think we should have a recess. I move 
that the Senate take a recess until two o’clock p. m. to-day. 

Mr. MCDONALD. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
22, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesasrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Penn- 
sylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, 
Hoar, Howe, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Oglesby, Paddock, Rollins, 
Saunders, and Teller—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bailey. Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davis of West 
Virginia, Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Ker- 
nan, Lamar, McDonald, McPherson, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, Saulsbury, 
Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—27. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Conkling, Davis of Tlinoia, 
Eaton, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Ingalls, Johnston, McCreery, Matthews, Maxey, 
Merrimon, Mitchell. Morrill, Piumb, Ransom, Sargent, Sharon, Spencer, Wal- 
leigh, and Windom—24. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire will 
proceed. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. The Clerk will resume tho reading. 

Mr. MCDONALD. If my friend from New Hampshire will give 
way and allow General Butler’s testimony to be read, either as a part 
of his speech or as a part of my interruption, I shall be very glad. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We shall come to that in the regular way in a few 
hours. 

Mr. McDONALD. If we can come to it in a couple of hours, that 
will be altogether satisfactory. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. My friend the Senator from Indiana seems to 
be afraid of the effect of this testimony, as he insists on our taking 
up one case before we finish another. 

Mr. McDONALD. I think this is er parte testimony. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Iam afraid if we should inject into the testi- 
mony which is now being read different testimony, it would tend to 
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confuse the Senator from Indiana so that he would not know on which 
side to vote. [Langhter.] 

Mr. McDONALD. There is not the least danger of that. 

Mr. WADLEIGH,. The Clerk will proceed. ; . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear that testimony, if we can 
have silence. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 
night. aa 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Say Sunday night, I suggest, as it is a good deed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will resume the reading. 
Time is being lost. 

The Secretary resumed the reading, as follows: 

Q. Did you notice whether the company opened to let them through ? 

A. They did; they divided so one party could get through, and the other party 
drove right on through, and there was no more about that. > 

Q. You said you were in Hambargh on the 8th of July ? 

A. Yeas, sir, 

. State what you saw of the troubles on that day. 

A. On the 8th of July, in the morning, Judge Spannick, from Aiken, was in 
Hamburgh; Ido not know what he came for; anyhow we got to talking, and I 


said, “Judge "’— 

\. Who was he? 

A. He is probate judge in Aiken ; he lives here in Colambia now, I think. 

Q. Is he a white man / 

A. Yes, sir; he isa white man. The crowd commenced getting pretty thick, 
and they had pistols and double,barreled shot-guns. 

Q. Were they white men! 

A. Yes, sir; they were white men, and on horses. They kept on coming in town, 
more and more, and about one o'clock there was about three hundred men in town. 
My wife was upstairs, and had been in bed sick for eleven months. I went to her 
and said, ‘*‘ You have got to go over the river, away from bere ; I don’t know what 
the result will be here; these men will ravish the women and do everything else.” 
She said, “I ain't able to walk.” I said, “1 will get yon a wagon and carry you 
out So I sent her out in the country to some white people's house, where I didn't 


think they would bother her. Then I walked around and stood about the streets, 
and General Butler rode by. 


. This was in the afternoon ? 

A. Yea, sir; late in the evening, and before that, me and Needham O'Bryan went 
down to Rivers's office. I says,‘ Let us go down and see General Rivers about 
this thing and get him to dispatch to Governor Chamberlain to help us.” I said, 
“I think there is going to be trouble.” He said, “I will go with you.” So we 
went down to Rivers's office, and he was sitting back behind his table looking 
at his books. I says, “General, what is you doing.’ He said, * 1 am waiting for 
people to come into court.” I says, “If you wait here a while longer they will 
make you jump out of here entirely.” He said, ** What is the matter!” said 
there were about four handred men out there with guns and pistols. Tle said, ‘I 
will go out and see.” He got up and went to the corner and when he got there he 
was surprised. He said, * What is all this?” I said, “I don’t know. They 
are going to take the guns away from the armory.” I and him walked around to 
the next corner and there were Mr. General Butler. Butler rode up to Rivers and 
said, “ Who is the colonel of this regiment!” Rivers said, ‘Colonel Williams.” 
Butler said, Where is he!” Rivers says, “At his house, reckon.” Butler said, 
“7 want him.” 

By Mr. Curistiancy : 

Q. Who is this Williams? 

A. John Williams; a colored man. He used to be colonel of the regiment. 
Then General Rivers and General Butler got into a talk. He says, “1 want them 
guns, and, by God, I have got to have them.” 


We can have testimony read until Saturday 


By Mr. CAMERON: 

Q. Butler said | 

A. Yes, sir; to Rivers, and Rivers said, “General, I don't know what to do 
about them; I'll go up and see the captain and consult with him and see if he says 
to give them up.” Rivers was obliged to do that, I believe, and I don't know what 
would have happened if he hadn't done so. 1t was no use to consult anybody about 
giving the guns up. Rivers said, “I must go up and see him and see what he 
says.” Rivers did go up and see the captain, and I don't know what the arrange- 
ment was or what was said. I know he went to the drill-room, and when he come 
back General Butlersaid, “ I will give you half an hour to give up the guns.” Then 
the intendant of the town asked General Butler would he allow him time to get the 
women and children outof town. He said, “ By God, half an hour and no longer.” 


By Mr. CHRistiANcy: 


Q. Who was the intendant of the town f 

\. John Gardner, a colored man. About half an hour after that I found every- 
thing was getting gloomy, and Attaway was.up looking out of the window of the 
armory where the guns was, and he says to me, “ How is it down there? How 
does the times look?’ I told him the times looked pretty squally down here. I 
told him the best way for us all to do was to close the windows up and fasten 
them, and let the whites shoot at the house; the armory was in a big brick house, 


and I told him to stay in there and let them fight as much as they wanted to, and 
then I went on. 


By Mr. CAMERON: 


Q. Who was Attaway ! 

A. He was a county commissioner there, 

Q. Was he a member of this company ? 

A. Yes, sir; the second lieutenant, I think; I know he was. I went down to 
my house where I lived, on the same street, and I went up stairs and shut myself 
up in the house. Thinks I, “I had better stay here and they won't come in the 
house when itis all shut up.” I went to the window and looked out of the window 
down on the ground and saw old man Batler. 

. That is Robert J. Batler? 

. Yes, sir; he and Harrison Butler was standing on the corner with their pis- 
tols in their hand, and Sam Picksley started up to go to the drill-room and walked 
up to old man Butler, and Butler says, ‘‘ Where are you going!” Sam said, “I 
am going to the drill-room.” He said, “ You can't go.” Picksley staid a few min- 
utes and consulted about it; but Butler said, “I tell you you can't go.” I saw that 
they kept looking out to see what they were going to do. Butler said, “ You can’t 
go, and you may as well go back.” Sam said, “All right," and tarned around and 
walked back. Then about three or four minutes after that there was a man walk- 
ing across on the far corner, a colored man named Charlie Haden, and Butler says, 
“ Where are you going?” He said he was going about his business, Butler said, 

* By God! you had better go back ; if you don’t I'll shoot you.” 


By Mr. CurisTIancy: 


Q. Which Butler was this? 


A. Old man Robert Butler. So Charlie went back in the yard and got out of the 
way 


By Mr. CAMERON: 

. What next? 

. Then after that the firing commenced on the bu 

. How far was your house from the armory? 

. My house is right on this corner. {Illustrating.} T) 
wide, and the armory building is on the next corner ml ato et very 
and the armory buildi=g all front the same way. I could look out of my wits, 
and sce the flash of the guns when they would shoot. my wine 


By Mr. CurisTIancy : 
Q. Was it dark? 
A. No, sir; not when they first commenced ; that is how I saw so rood 
By Mr. CAMERON: 
Q. State whether or not there was a large number of armed white 
streets at that time. 


A. At that time there was between nine hundred an 
about a thousand, I think. 


. How long did they continue to fire with small-arms ? 


. They fired with small-arms until about 11 o'clock. 

. What happened next ? 

. Then I heard a cannon fire, and when I heard that I said, “ Jeans | ( 
are all done killed!" I thought they would shoot every house down in towr 
I says, ‘* I will have to take it as it comes.” I then slipped off my shoes, eas hike 
and walked across the house so I couldn't be heard, and peeped out of the « ind 
The moon was shining as bright as day, and I heard Harrison Butler say. © ile a 
aw — and they fired at the niggers and the niggers fired at them. | a 
vOth fires. 


Mr. PADDOCK, (at three o’clock and twelve minutes a. m,) Ag 
the Senate looks pretty thin, I suggest that there is not a quorum 
present. I should like to have it determined whether there js 4 quo- 
rum present or not. 
on VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll of the 
Senate, 

The Secretary called the roll, and, after some little delay, thirty. 
seven Senators answered to their names. ; : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll-call shows the presence of g 
quorum. The Senator from New Hampshire will proceed. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Let the Clerk proceed with the reading. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


ilding. 


low 


men in the 


d a thousand men thy r 


sod! we 


By Mr. CurisTiancy : 


Q. The negroes fired from the armory ? 

A. No, sir; the niggers had done come out and was going across the street, get- 
ting ont of the way ; the white men this way and the niggers that way. 

Q. They ran away from each other ? 

A. Yes, sir. Then I staid in the house and I heard the firing of the cannon 
The firing from the building ceased when the cannon fired. After the boys went 
across the street the cannon fired, I think, four times. : 


By Mr. CAMERON : 


Q. Did you notice afterward whether the cannon-shot entered the building’ 

A. Yes, sir ; I had some of the balls in my house. I went down next morning, 
and the balls were all over the house, good sized balls, between the size of a } 
egg and a turkey-eggwhat they call canister, I think. Then they kept continu 
ally firing in the street. Every time they would see a nigger they would shoot at 
him, and would holler, ‘Here he comes. They got a fellow in Davis Lepfield’s 
yard by the name of Parks. and they fotch him out. There was white men ol! 
around, Good God! I don't know how many. There was about twenty-tive men 
around him, and I think half of them shot him. He fell. I knowed there was a 
colored man killed, but I didn’t know who it was till next morning I found it was 
Moses Parks. They killed him as close to my house as that door. [Poivting.) 
The streets are not very wide there. ‘ 

2 Did you notice next morning how many shots were fired into him ! 

A. No, sir; Ididn't. I saw him lying there, but it was such a disgusting thing 
that I didn’t want to see it, and turned away. There was another man, Jim Cook 
and I heard them say, ‘* I've got the son of a bitch.” I heard him holler. 1 know 
his voice. He said, “Oh, Lord!” They said, “ You call on the Lord, you damnel 
son of a bitch.” And it seemed to me that fifteen or twenty of them shot him then 
By that time they got done shooting niggers in the street. There was one or two 
that was killed in the street that way. Then the next man they got was me my 
self. I was living in the house next to Rivers. There wasa folding-door between 
us. I heard them in Rivers’s house. From the smashing up of things and going 
on I felt pretty bad myself. I thought the next turn would be mine. And sure 
enough. I went and stood in the hall, so as to go ont the front door, and when | 
heard them strike the middle door with the butts of their guns L unlocked my door 
and walked out on the porch, and there was about ten or twelve at the foot of the 
steps. They hollered, **Come down, you damned big son of a bitch.” I said, “1 
haven't done nothing.” They said, “None of you haint done nothing.” Theu 
they took me around into this ring. 


By Mr. Curistiancy: 
9. What ring did they call that? 
. I don’t know. It was just a ring, and they had a whole parcel of men there, 
and you couldn't sec outside after you got inside. You couldn't see among the 
white folks at all. They then had us inthe ring. After they got me there the 
next man they got was Attaway. They had between twenty-tive and thirty of 
us, I think, in that ring. When they fotch Attaway they set him right down 
close by the side of me. He said, “ Mays, what do you think of this!” I said, I 
don't know Attaway, what to think of it.” Hesaid, ‘‘ Do you think they will kill 
any of us?” LI said, “ Yes, I do think so; justso.” He said, “ Do you think they 
will kill me.” I said, “I do;” and I said, *‘All yon have got to do now is to pray 
to God to save your soul. Just give up your wife and children and everything 
else, for they are going to kill you.” And then he hang his head and commence 
crying, and never said a word to me. I was satisfied they would kill him. 
By Mr. Merrion : 
2 Why did you think so? ' 
. There had been lies told on him, and they said he was goin 


folks; the niggers had made up lies on him, and the white folks h. 
such awful threats against him before. 


By Mr. CAMERON: 


Q. You heard the threats before? aa 
A. Yes, sir; and I also heard what Harrison Batler said, that they were g01g 
to kill Cook and others. Ono of them says, “ Boys, all get on this side 
One of the white men said! ‘a “All 
. Yes, sir; they had about four hundred white men there, and they said . 
get on this side of these damned niggers.” They were all going to get ov one side 


to kill white 
been making 








~ 
1877. 
on were going to tire mghtintous. A white man, Bill Robinson, Judge 
of us and tn in ieaetnot knew him well—said, ** Now, gentlemen, 
Rovineon * - 8 He made a speech; he said, * The way to do is to go and hold a 
oe vial and whatever the court-martial determines you can do then you can 
court ~ b ¢ crowd of them then went off, and I aa they held it. Then they | 
dot back and said tous, “All you black sons of bitches get up here; we are going 
eee en ou to Aiken and put you in jail.” Some said, ‘No, we will start to Aiken, 
eee on leave them on the road;" and some said, ‘We'll attend to them.” | 
ee wried us about twenty yards from where we went the first time, and they | 
cael us ip a ring and all circled about us, and said, “ Stop here ;” and we all sat | 
down in the dirtard sand. 
(. How many colored were there then? 3 2 
i. Between twenty-five and thirty—about thirty, I think—and he says—— 


By Mr. CHBISTIANCY : 


"ho said t ; : 

5 i a the name of John Swaergen, (Swearingen?) He was acting as 
contain over the killing. So they went out in acrowd and had a big piece of paper 
a a“ <o big, (illustrating with his hands,} and went off a piece—about twenty 
ds from us—the whole cluster of them together. Isaw them go. Then they 
see back. ‘The first man they killed was Attaway. Isatthere. I was talking 
: =e thead then for my own life, and one of t em says, “You hush! God damn 
oe von talk too much!” I said, ~s am going totalk. It is life or death with 
me, and I am going to talk for my life.” Then they called Attaway. Attaway 
«avs, “Gentlemen, | am not prepared for death.” Some of the white men said, “I 
don't care.” I don’t know who it was. Attaway says, ‘ Will you allow me to pre- | 
sare to meet my God?” They said, “I don't care; we are going to kill you;” | 
aI d they took him off over the hill, and I heard the guns fire. When they come 
hack they called for Dave Phillips. Dave got up just like asoldier. He looked 
like he didn't care no more for it than he would about eating, and he walked right 
along. Lheard the guns fire, and they came back, but Dave didn't come. Then 
they came back and called Pompey Curry ; he was sitting right by me. Me and 
hin) was cousins. I says, “* Pompey, you rup,” just so, and Pompey got up and 
darted out, and got away from them. 

Q. Did they shoot at him ? 

\. Yes, sir; they shot him right here, [pointing,] but the ball only scalped his 
leg and he got away. The next one they killed was Hamp Stevens. He was sick. 
He says, “ Oh, gentlemen, I haven't done nothing.” They says, **Come out here.” 
He was a big mulatto fellow—a young man. They took him ‘ont, and I heard the | 
guns fire, and they came back, but Hamp didn’t come. The next time they called 
‘Alfred Minyard. He wasa small fellow, and was sick. He was grown, but he | 
was only alittle fellow. One of the white men said, ‘* Oh, let that boy alone; heis 
rick: but they said, ‘Oh, God damn him, we'll fix him too.” I heard the guns 
fire. and they came back, but Alfred didn’t come. That was the last one they 
killed. He didn’t die then: not till the next day at nine o'clock. I saw him after 
he was killed, and I saw where they had cut off a big piece of meat from off his 


| 
rump. | 
| 
| 


Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. Clerk, the testimony is not finished at that 
point. It commences again at page 138. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, (at three o’clock and twenty-five minutes a. m.) 
] move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. WHYTE. I ask for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
28, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsyl- 
vania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, 
Howe, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Oglesby, Paddock, Rollins, Saun- | 
ders, Spencer, Teller, and Wadleigh—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davis of West | 
Virginia, Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Ker- 
nan, Lamar, McDonald, McPherson, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, Saulsbury, 
Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—27. E 

ABSENT—Messrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Davis of Illinois, Eaton, Ed- 
munds, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Hoar. Ingalls, Johnston, McCreery, Matthews, 


ae Merrimon, ‘Mitchell, Morrill, P.amb, Ransom, Sargent, Shiron, and Win- 
jom—23. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


, Mr. WADLEIGH, I ask the Clerk to begin reading again on page 
3a 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
By Mr. CAMERON : 


Q. Describe again how this man was mutilated, injured ? 

A. Well, this Alfred Minyard boy had a great big piece of flesh cut off of his ramp, 
just chopped off with a hatchet or something. Then he was cut in his side here; 
chopped right between his ribs with a hatchet. 

By Mr. Curistiancy : 

Q. That was before he was dead # 

A. Ob, yes, sir; he didn’t die until the next day at nine o'clock. Well, when they 
got through with him, shooting him, they came back to the ring again where le 


was, and one of them says, “ Well, now, I reckon we will turn the rest of these 
damned niggers loose.” 


Q. That was what the whites said ? 

A. Yes, sir; some of them said, ‘* That ain't worth a damn; we had better kill 
all these niggers ; we just as well to kill them all as to do what we havedone. If 
we kill them all there will be nobody left to tell the tale, and if we leave anybody 
they will go and testify agin us; and I tell you we might as well make a sure thing 
om. The other one said, * Oh, no; it won't do to kill them all ;” and they said, 
x. ow, you damned rascals get up here,” and they all got, and they made them get 
Ther again, and they all got down on their knees and held up their right hands. 

ie boys all held up their right hands, and then they swore them, that they never 
_— £0 into any court to testify and to know nothing about it; don’t know who 
fi — it; don't know any of the men whe was in the party ; and carried the thing right 
ang straight in that way all the way down, and then all the boys swore. Then 

ne : said, ‘* Now, you damn rascals, get away from here,” and the boys all got up 

ond oo eeme but me. I was off on one side. One of the captains took me off one 

a 0; ; aptain ara a one-armed man, he took me off one side. The boys all got 

; Det started off, and there was about fifteen men got up and leveled their guns 

ph e hind them, just se, [indicating,| and some of the men said, “‘ Don't shoot 

—— _ t . — a bey ep “ By God, we don’t care ;” and after 
Y go een feet away the n or tw 

Q. Were any of them hit? = ne ae 

A. One ; that was the last of the ring crowd. 

2 bere was he hit? 

iy) soot him in the arm. Mr. Roper asked me, “Harry, where do you live?” I 
we, I live right on the corner, opposite David ‘Lipfeld’s.” Says he, “Go 
aan - Isays, “I can't doit” ‘He says, “ Why can’t you?” ITasaid, “Iam 

ve ed to go through them men by myself.” He says, “Come on, I will go with 
you.” So he was on his horse and [I was walking, and I took right hold of his | 
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horse right by his side, and I walked right along by the side of him, to be sure If 
any of them shot at me they would hit him as well as me. I took hold of his saddle 
and we went home ; and I got to the next corner and there lay Jim Cooke 


; and he 
was talking to me and says, “ Well, Harry, by God now you see what the result is 
when niggers votes against the white people.” Says I, “I don't know what you 


are talking about.” Says he, “ Have you always voted?" I says, * Yes, I has; I 


voted the republican ticket all the time.” He says, “ Well, you don’t intend to 


| Say you want to vote it!” And I says, “If this fuss isabout I shan’t vote no kind 


of a ticket.” This time a man heard me that knew me. His name was Jerry 
Gardner; we were raised up boys together. Ho says, “ Now, Harry, you needn't 
talk that sort of talk." He was sitting on his horse on the other side of the street 

He said, ‘‘ You needn't talk that way, for, by God, we know you are a nigger that 
has got good common sense.” He says, * You see where this nigger is lying 
here "—that Jim Cooke. I says, ‘* Yes; I see him.” He says, ** Well, just so we 
will lay you, if you ever vote the republican ticket.” Isays, ‘‘ Well, sir, 1 will vote 


| no ticket of any kind.” Says he, “ No, by God, that’s the plan, and we intend to 


carry it out, and the only way for you to save yourself is to come over and vote 
with us, because we know that you know damned well when you vote against us 
you are voting against our interest ;" just so. I says, “I didn't know it was so 
much against your interest as to killa man. I had no idea that it was any such 
thing as that.” He says, “ You see what the consequence is, and, by God, we are 
going to carry this State, and we intend to do it, if we have to kill every nigger, 
and this damned Chamberlain, too ; he is the head of all the thieves in South Caro 
lina, and the white people don’t intend to stand it no longer; they intend to start 


| and break it up ” 


This was the last that any of them said to me about it, and I went on and got to 
my place where I live. Captain Roper says, “ Is here where you live?" I told him, 
“ Yes, sir.” He says to me, “ Harry, I have got a little talk for you. I, to-night, 
by your being recommended to me, saved your life, and now you can do me a favor, 
and I will tell you what it is.” Says I, “It is all right, Captain; there ain't noth 
ing that I could do that I wouldn't do for you, for you saved my life.” He says, 
“Yes; what 1 want to say to you is, for you, that yon don’t know nobody here to- 
night; you don't know anything about this thing at all; that they had you around 
there, but you knowed nobody ; that these are unknown parties; and if any one 


| come to get you to go into court to testify or say anything about calling anybody's 


name, you don't know. This time, we will let you off; but next time we get at this 
thing we'll get you. Now, I will tell you as a friend, you do me a favor and don't 


you call anybody's name ; don’t you own to them that you do know, and tell them 


not to say anything about it; and if anybody asks you anything about this thing, 
tell them you don’t know anything about it; that you seen the boys, but you don't 
know who it was.” These were just the words he said to me: “ If any one asks 
you tell them you don't know ; it was unknown parties.” ‘That was the last, and 


| then he told me good-night. 


By Mr. CAMERON: 


Q. What condition did you find your house in when you went back ? 

A. When I went there, sir, iny wife's clothes were taken out of the bureau, and 
they flung them all over the floor. As I stepped in I stepped on some of her clothes, 
and says I,“ What’athis? Same as lexpected.” Everything was torn up. I had 
three trunks in my house, three large trunks, and all three of them was broke up. 

Q. Were they locked? 

A. Yes, sir ; locked—all three of them was locked, and they was all three broke 
open, and every rag I had was taken ont, and one piece of my wife's. She lost all 
her jewelry, watch and chain, and other jewels ; and they taken a gown she badd 
made to be baptized in, bran new—had never had it on; it was for her to be bap- 
tized in the second Sanday in August, and they stole it. It was very fancy made 
up, and they taken that; that wasall her clothes they taken. They taken all mine 
and all her jewelry. 

Pick. Butler said to me, “ I understood they took your fine pin you wore in your 


| shirt.” I said, “‘ Yes; they took a pin that didn’t cost me but $65.” 


Q. When was that? 

A. This same day of the massacre. He says, ‘‘ I seen you wear a very fine pin.” 
I said, “ I had one, sir, that was pretty good He says, “ 1 heard they took that.” 
I said, “ Yea, sir; it didn’t cost me but $65, and I don’t suppose some of them white 
fellers ever had $65 in their lives.” He said, ‘“‘ Well, it was some of the ‘actory 
crowd.” 

By Mr. }{2RRIMON: 
Q. What do you meen by that? 
A. People came from Augusta, you know, over there. He said that was the 


| crowd, and none of his men hadn't doneit. I said I don't know; I seed some of 
| his men looked pretty bad, too, and I thought they would take things just as soon 


us anybody elsc. He says, “Well, there’s bad men in all crowds,” 
By Mr. CAMERON: 

Q. Was the furniture in your house injured ? 

A. Yes, sir; everything was broke up. The bedstead—the headboard was split 
open; the things on the burean was broke; took all my lamps out of my house ; 
tore down the curtains around the room, but didn’t carry them off, but tore them 
down ; spit over my wife's clothes and walked over them ; just walked right along 
and spit on them. 


By Mr. MERRIMON : 


Q. Harry, what did they do all thia mischief for? 

A. Well, they said to me, sir, before it happened, that I would see it; that the 
white people intended to carry this State democratic. That's what Harrison But- 
ler told me that night when I was going home, as I said to you before. They told 
me, after they done killed the men that was lying there, then that, by God, they 
intended to carry this State ; and I asked them how they intended to carry it, and 
1 said, ** Well, if that’s the way you are going on, I aint going to vote no more; 
I'm done voting.” They said, ‘‘ You better be done unless you vote the democrat 
ticket.” 

Mr. CHAFFEE, (at three o’clock and forty minutes a.m.) I make 
the point of order that there is not a quorum present. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado raises the 
point of order that there is not a quorum present. The Secretary 
will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Several SENATORS, (to Mr. MITCHELL, who did not answer to his 
name.) Why do you not answer? ; 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I am paired. I have no right to 
vote or to be present either. There was a positive agreement between 


| the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. MERRIMON] and myself that 


we should both go home. He went, and I was not disposed to go. 

Mr. HILL and others. That does not excuse you. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If I break my pair on this, I shall break it on 
other matters. I give notice of that fact, because that was the un- 
derstanding. Ifthe other side desire that I should break the pair 
now, I shall do it on all matters. 
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Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam in favor of every man exercising his own 
judgment in regard to his actions. No example ever has been set 
which has not been followed. 

Mr. WALLACE. Idonotunderstand that it isa question of voting 
now. Itissimply a question of the presence of a majority in the Senate 
inordertomake upaquorum. I presume the Senator must answer to 
his name or that he will do so. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I stated precisely what I am willing todo. If 
the Senate orders me to answer, of course I shall answer; and if itis 
insisted that I shall answer after the arrangement I have made with 
the Senator from North Carolina that we both should leave the Sen 
ate and go home, I shall consider the pair broken. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Oregon will understand that we are 
not insisting upon anything. Still we give our opinion. 

Mr.CHAFFEE. Lobject to debate unless there is a quorum present. 

Mr. WHYTE. I desire to inquire whether a quorum have answered 
to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is awaiting the report of the 
Secretary. He is calling the roll for that purpose. There is not a 
quorum present, the Chair is informed. 

Mr. WHYTE. Then I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to compel the attendance of absent Senators. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maryland, that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to pro- 
cure the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
order of the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think there are Senators enough 
about the Chamber, but they are asleep, and all that is necessary to 
do is to inform them that their presence is required. 

Mr. SPENCER. I rise to a point of order. I do not think the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms can compel the attendance of absent Senators. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is the order of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is done under one of the new rules adopted 
at the last session. I helped to make that rule just to meet such an 
emergency. 

Mr. BAYARD. I call for the reading of Rule No. 3. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is aware of it. 
Senator wish it read for the information of the Senate? 

Mr. BAYARD. Yes, sir; I ask that it may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the third rule of 
the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

3. No Senator shall absent himself from the service of the Senate without leave 
of the Senate first obtained. Whenever it shall be ascertained that a quorum is 
not present, a majority of the Senators present may direct the Sergeant-at-Armsa to 
request, and, when necessary, to compel, the attendance of the absent Senators ; 
which order shall be determined without debate; and pending its execution, and 
nntil a quorum shall be present, no motion, except a motion to adjourn, nor debate, 
shall be in order. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What is the pending question f 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No motion is in order except a motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. MITCHELL, (at three o’clock and fifty minutes a.m.) Then 
I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I ask for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GARLAND. Is that motion in order until the Sergeant-at- 
Arms has executed the order of the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is in order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That motion is not debatable. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I withdraw my motion for the present. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator from Oregon was not 
present for any purpose a moment ago, and my point is that it is not 
in order for him to make the motion. 

Mr. TELLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays will be regarded as 
ordered upon that motion. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 4, nays 
26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Cameron of Pennsylvania, Dawes, Teller, and Wadleigh—4. 

NA YS— Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of West Virginia, 
Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, 


McDonald, McPherson, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voor- 
hees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—26. 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Booth, Bruce, 
Burnside, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chatlee, Christiancy, Conkling, Conover, Davis 
of Ulinois, Dorsey, Eaton, Edmunds, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Hoar, Howe, Ingalls, 
Johnston, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McCreery, McMillan, Matthews, Maxey, 
Merrimon, Mitchell, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, Plumb, Ransom, Rollins, Sargent, 
Saunders, Sharon, Spencer, and Windom—43, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The vote discloses that no quorum is 
»oresent. 
: Mr. THURMAN. 
be directed 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order has already been made. 

Mr. WHYTE. We should like to know whether it has been ex- 
ecuted? 


The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute the 


Does the 


Mr. President, I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms 


NOVEMBER 26 
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ee 
ee 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tho Chair is not aware 
it has been. 

Mr. WHYTE. The Sergeant-at-Arms is 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Chair} eee communicated w ith the 

The Sergeant-at-Arms has informed the Chair that he has notif 
the Senators, but has no means of compelling their attendance . 

Mr. THURMAN. I believe one of the new rules applies to 
case. 0 tis 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The rule has been cited and the ora 
made in pursuance of it. The Sergeant-at-Arins has been in , ae , 
compel the attendance of Senators. That is the order of the Sea: 

Mr. WHYTE. Does the Sergeant-at-Arms report that he bas... 
fied the absent Senators to attend ? = 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He does. 

. a WALLACE. Does he make his report in writing to the Cler\’s 
esk 

Mr. COCKRELL. And name the Senators? 

Mr. WHYTE. Does he name the Senators who have been notified 
and refuse to attend? 

Mr. WALLACE. We want it upon the record, 

Mr. WHYTE. Let that report be made and filed of record. 

After a panse, 

Mr. CONKLING, (at four o’clock a.m.) Mr. President, is jt jy 
order for me to inquire what proceeds now? Ihave been out for 4 
few moments. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms is executing tho 
order of the Senate in producing absent Senators. ae 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senate find itself without a quorum? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has on two votes. 

Mr. WALLACE. I understand that the business before the Senate 
now is obtaining the names of Senators who have been requested to 
attend but have failed to obey the summons of the Sergeant-at-Arws? 

Mr. CONKLING. Is there such a motion before the Senate? 

Mr. WALLACE. The Sergeant-at-Arms has been requested to 
present the names of Senators who refuse to attend. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He is now preparing the report. 

Mr. CONKLING. If any business is in order, it is proper for me to 
be heard on that motion, and I submit that I have aright to debate it, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair holds that no debate js in 
order, and no motion is in order except to adjourn. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I have aright to inquire, in order, by what 
authority less than a quorum the Sergeant-at-Arms is directed to 
spread on the record anything? 

Mr. WHYTE. By the rule of the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. I want to see the rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The rule we made at the last session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was not the order of the Senate, but 
a suggestion of Senators that he make his report in writing. 

Mr. CONKLING. I object to that, Mr. President, if I have a right 
to, and I believe I have under this rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s objection will be in order 
when the report shall be presented. 

Mr. CONKLING. I object to anything except what this rule calls 
for, and there is nothing here which authorizes the Sergeant-at-Arms 
or anybody else to publish to the country absent Senators. 

Mr. THURMAN. I call the Senator from New York to order. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have a right to submit my point of order to the 
Chair, which I do, and it is that, in the absence of a quorum, no order 
can be made and no proceeding had except either to adjourn or to 
direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to do what this rule specifies; that is 
“to request, and, when necessary, to compel the attendence of the 
absent Senators, which order shall be determined without debate.” I 
respectfully submit to the Chair that a motion, or a suggestion, or a 
hint that the Sergeant-at-Arms present any written report or take 
any other proceeding to publish to the country Senators who, from 
infirmity or any other cause, have been compelled to go off now at 
four o’clock in the morning, is not in order under this rule. 

Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 
no quorum, and debate under this rule is not in order. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have submitted that I agree with the Senator; 
nor is a suggestion, or an order to the Sergeant-at-Arms to do any such 
thing in order. 

Mr. WHYTE. The Senate is entitled to hear from the Sergeant-at- 
Arms whether he has executed the order of the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. Unquestionably. 7 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms is now preparing 
that report, the Chair understands, in his office. 

Mr. HONY. I wish to vote “yea” on the motion upon which 
the roll-call is proceeding. : : 

Mr. THURMAN. Was there a call of the Senate, Mr. President! 
I ask that the absentees now be called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be again called. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let there be another call of the Senate. 
there is a quorum present now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. THURMAN. It is always in order to find out whether we have 
a quorum, 


of the fact that 


t present in the Senate 
The Chair does not new « — 
[The Sergeant-at-Arms 


hat report 


ex] 


There is 


I think 
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a“ CONKLING. The call has taken place. The Sergeant-at-Arms | 


. 10 POCKRELL. Is it not proper now to call the names of the 


est 
to NICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. GARLAND. Is not “ rule on nothing can be done until 

” sergeant-at-Arms makes his report 
~ sere CE PRESIDENT. There is no such rule. A motion to ad- 
‘ourn is in order. The rule does not provide for any report of the 
Sergeant-at-Arms. : 

Mr. GARLAND. The Senate ordered him to make a report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The only parliamentary motion now is 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. GARLAND. If he was ordered to make a report I contend that 
that order should be executed. , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator from Arkansas submit a mo- 

ion to adjourn ? 

* aS GA iRLAN D. No, sir; andI do not want the rollcalled. I want 

the report from the Sergeant-at-Arms which he has been directed to 

make. That, in my opinion, is the regular order ; and I submit that 
otion. 

” Mr. CONKLING. That is not in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is already the order of the Senate. 
The Senate is awaiting the report of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and pend- 
ing that a motion to adjourn is in order, or a suggestion that the roll 

called. 

Mr. GARLAND. Who has made a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. CONKLING. We supposed on this side that the Senator from 
Arkansas rose to submit that motion. 

Mr.GARLAND. That side is very much mistaken; the Senator 
from Arkansas submitted no such motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator rose, and as no other motion was in 
order I thought he made it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope the call of the roll will proceed. It is 
obviously the right of the Senate to ascertain at any time whether it 
has a quorum. 

Mr. a INKLING. The roll has been called, and it has been ascer- 
tained that there is no quorum. 

Mr. THURMAN. That was some time ago; and now I know there 
isa quorum. The roll-call will disclose the fact. 

Mr. GARLAND. Now, what becomes of the order which has been 
entered that the Sergeant-at-Arms make his report ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Whenever he comes in it will be received, 
if the Senate desires. 

Mr. GARLAND. That is the ruling of the Chair. Then I want to 
know what becomes of that order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with the call 
of the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll; and thirty-seven Senatorsanswered 
to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum is present. The Senator from 
New Hampshire will proceed. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires first to understand 
from the Senator from Maryland whether he desires the proceedings 
to be prosecuted further ? 

= VHYTE. Yes, sir; I desire to have the report of tho Sergeant- 
at-Arms. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms has placed before 
the Senate a report, which will be read—— 

Mr. CONKLING. Do I understand the Chair aright to say that a 
quorum is present ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He is so informed by the Secretary. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I believe business is in order and it is in 
order for me to rise to a question of order, and I do so not because the 
present instance is of any consequence, the Senate having found itself 
now with a quorum, but for the future it may be important for us to 
know how the new rule as it is called operates upon the Senate. I 
submit to the Chair that this proceeding is not warranted by any rule 
that ever revailed in the Senate, and certainly not by this rule 
which I hold in my hand. A question under the rule was raised by 
some Senator,—I was out at the time and do not know by whom,—a 
call of the roll disclosed the absence of a quorum. Thereupon but 
two motions by any possibility were in order. One was a motion to 
adjourn. That was not made. The other was a motion that the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms request, or perhaps it was to “compel, if necessary, the 
attendance of absent members” which the rule says “shall be deter- 

mined without debate.” 

hat order was passed. Under that order the roll was called, I 
am told by Senators who were here. On the call of the roll it turned 

out that a qnorum was not present and the Sergeant-at-Arms pro- 
ceeded to notify absent Senators. Several Senators came in, lamong 
others; and then, on the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio, the 
roll was called again, having once been called and fully called and 
the fact disclosed that there was no quorum and the Sergeant-at- 
Arms was directed to make a report of the absentees. The roll was 


called again, and now the Chair announces that the fact is that a 
qhorum is present, 
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of the prior order? Certainly it is not in order to proceed now be- 
cause a quorum is present and the rule permits the proceeding to 
take place only in the absence of a quorum. Thus we have the order 
of the Senate fully executed, the Sergeant-at-Arms waiting to make 
his report, but in the mean time on a fresh roll-call at the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio a quorum is found present, and the 
Senate has on its hands a partly executed order which a quorum has 
no power in the world to execute or to do anything about, because 
the rule says that that power obtains only “ whenever it shall be 
ascertained that a quorfim is not present.” A fresh proceeding has 
now ascertained that a quorum is present, and here isthis unexecuted 
order which, according to the rules with which the Chair is very 
familiar in the other House, as here, must be disposed of in some way 
or other. Ordinarily when Senators have been invited to come in, 
they come in and appear, and in that way, not by a fresh roll-call, it 
turns out*a quorum is present, and then a motion is customarily 
made to dispense with further proceedings under the call. Now, are 
we to dispense with further proceedings under the call? The call 
under which this proceeding took place has been superseded by 
another call, and that call reveals the presence of a quorum, and thus 
the rule and the proceeding is thrown I submit into utter disorder. 

Mr. WITHERS. I submit to the Senator by what process is it 
possible to ascertain whether a quorum is present except by calling 
the roll the second or third time or a dozen times if necessary ? 

Mr. CONKLING. The rule provides that the roll shall be called as 
it was called in this case. 

Mr. WITHERS. Precisely. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then it provides that in one event and only in 
one event, namely the absence of a quorum, this order shall be made. 
That was done. In place of the Sergeant-at-Arms reporting and the 
Senate proceeding under that call, a fresh roll-call was demanded 
and a fresh roll-call has taken place, and that reveals the presence 
of a quorum. 

Mr. WITHERS. Precisely; and in a proper parliamentary mode. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is the opinion of the Senator ? 

Mr. WITHERS. It is. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to know whether the Senator ever 
happened in the Senate before to witness such a proceeding as this. 

Mr. WITHERS. No, sir; I never did in this Senate, but I often 
did in other deliberative bodies which were subject to the same rules. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator has not seen it here, and he has 
been here some time. I have been here some time, and have not seen 
it here. 

Mr. WHYTE. The new rule governs the case. 

Mr. CONKLING. The new rule, I remind the Senator from Mary- 
land, makes no change whatever, material to this point. The change 
made by the new rule is the introduction of the words, “and, when 
necessary, to compel.” That does not change at all the bearings of 
the rule which I am now discussing. The point is that this rule is 
applicable, and applicable only to the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will my friend let me ask him a question? 

Mr. CONKLING. Several. 

Mr. THURMAN. Suppose the Sergeant-at-Arms were now to bring 
in a Senator in custody, (for compelling means bringing in in cus- 
tody, if it means anything,) would the fact that there was a quorum 
here deprive us of any right to say what should be done with that 
member who was brought here in custody: whether he should be 
censured, or confined, or how dealt with ? 

Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator were to be brought here in cus- 
tody, it would arouse my indignation to such an extent that I should 
not be prepared to say what should be done; but if some Senator 
that I could endure to see brought in should be brought in under 
such circumstances, I submit to the Chair that the proceeding would 
be this: the Senator comes in and answers as the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ANTHONY] did, not by a fresh call of the roll, but he 
comes in to address the Chair and says ‘‘I am here.” That he has a 
right to do, not on a new roll-call, but on the old roll-call. That is 
executing that order. The Sergeant-at-Arms has invited him and 
he has come in; but the Senator from Ohio suggests that as a fresh 
proceeding the roll be called again. Now just see for one moment 
to what this proceeding would reduce a parliamentary body. If a 
half-dozen Senators were to step out from time to time by accident 
or design, this calling of rolls might go on eternally and you would 
never get to an end, whereas the rule means that the roll shall be 
called, that if that call reveals the absence of a quorum the body 
shall either adjourn or shall make the order which was made hero 
and that that order shall be executed. When it is executed and a 
quorum is being brought in, undoubtedly it is in order to move, (as 
you can make any other parliamentary motion a quorum beiiig pres- 
ent,) that further proceedings under the call be dispensed with. Then 
the body finds itself with a quorum. 

Now, this proceeding supersedes entirely what took place before the 
Sergeant-at-Arms has any right, Isubmit, tomake any report, and there 
is no mode of disposing of that prior proceeding, except to say that 
by another, and, as I think, irregular proceeding, it has been super- 
seded. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, there is another part of this rule 
which we have had practically in operation here within the last half 
hour that I think entirely disposes of the objection raised by the Sen- 


Just look at the condition of this proceeding. What has become | ator from New York, that there is anything in the calling or recall- 
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ing of the roll that tends to confuse the business of the body. 
rule directs that— 

A majority of the Senators eee may direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to request, 
and, when necessary, to compel the attendance of the absent Senators; which order 


shall be determined without debate ; and, pending itsexecution, and untila quorum 
shall be present—— 


Mr. CONKLING. “ And until.” 

Mr. BAYARD. “ And until a quorum shall be present, no motion, 
except a motion to adjourn, nor debate, shall be in order.” 

After the majority of the Senators present had directed the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms to request the attendance of absent Senators, some 
one moved to adjourn. There had been previously a call of the roll, 
which disclosed the absence of a quorum. After the order had been 
made to the Sergeant-at-Arms to request the attendance of absent 
members, a motion was made to adjourn, and on that the yeas and 
nays were called, which disclosed still the absence of a quorum. So 
I say that under the rule it should not be strictly in order to have a 
repeated call of the roll. A motion to adjourn would test by yeas 
and nays the presence of the number of Senators requisite ; so that 
no confusion could come in that way; and I have not been able to 
see how confusion should arise from any motion before the Senate to 
ascertain the number of persons present to conduct its business ac- 
cording to its rules; but the duplication of the call could be readily 
supplied, and a test of the number of those present practically had 
by a motion to adjourn, which was put here. 

Mr. CONKLING. The rule provides for it. 

Mr. BAYARD. The rule provides for it, and under the rule the 
roll was called, and so now it can be ascertained in the same way if 
that were the only method ; but I do not think it is. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now, Mr. President, just there, to add only a 
word : my point can be stated fully on the part of the rule which the 
Senator from Delaware has read : 

And pending its execution— 

That is, the order to the Sergeant-at-Arms— 

And until a quoram shall be present, no motion, except a motion to adjourn, nor 
debate, shall be in order. 

In place of that rule having been observed, pending that order, 
and in spite of this rule, a motion or suggestion is made by a Senator 
that the roll be called over again; and when it is called it turns out 
that there is a quorum present, and this other order which has been 
made is in a predicament which I do not altogether understand, but 
in some way it is supposed to be superseded by this fresh proceeding, 
which the rule forbids, if I can understand the meaning of the lan- 

ruauge, 

Mr. WITHERS. I would inquire of the Senatar from New York 
by what procedure in his opinion is the presence of a quorum to be 
ascertained, It having once been demonstrated that a quorum isnot 
present, and the Sergeant-at-Arms having been directed to invite or 
compel the presence of absentees, pending the execution of this order, 
the Senator from New York says, and until a quorum shall be present, 
no motion except a motion to adjourn shall be in order. How is it 
possible to ascertain the presence of that quorum? Is it not perfectly 
competent for the presiding oflicer upon motion or upon his own 
volition to order a call of the absentees in order to ascertain the fact 
whether a quorum is present or not. If that be not the procedure, 
by what process does the Senator propose to ascertain the fact ? 

Mr. CONKLING. Why, Mr. President, whether it would be in 
order if the Sergeant-at-Arms reported A, B, C, and D were absent, 
to call those absentees, is another question. The proposition I am 
combating is that it is in order to have afresh roll-call de novo. Now, 
the Senator asks me how you are to ascertain the presence of a quo- 
rum. In the way in which he and I have so often seen it ascertained, 
in the way illustrated here this evening by the Senator from Rhode 
Island, [Mr. ANTHONY, ] who being invited or informed came in, rose 
in his place, addressed the Chair, and answered. He is marked on 
the roll-call. On which roll-call? The original roll-call—— 

Mr. WITHERS. That is the roll-call of absentees though, at last. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is a part of the original roll-call. He gets up 
and notes his presence. The thing I am combating is that dispens- 
ing with that roll-call entirely, and in spite of this rule, a new pro- 
ceeding is invented and set on foot. I say that is not within tho 
rule. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I do not know but that the time 
of the Senate might as well be occupied with this matter as with any 
other; but really it does seem to me that the only reason in the world 
why this question is mooted is that the Senator from New York wants 
to give some variety to the proceedings. I cannot see anything else. 

Mr. President, you have often noticed that in the deepest of Shakes- 
peare’s tragedies, those which excite our emotions and stir our hearts 
to their utmost depths, there is a comic scene. It is not all tragedy. 
It is tragedy and comedy intermixed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Here isthe book. [Exhibiting a copy of Shakes- 
peare.] Will the Senator point out the passage? [Laughter. 

Mr. THURMAN. I should, with great pleasure, but my friend from 
Vermont, who feeds on poetry morning, noon, and night, does not 
need me to point out any poetry to him. That is the only reason I 
can think of for the Senator from New York at four o’clock in the 
morning introducing this subject which he has brought to the atten- 
tion of the Senate. Mr. President, I have a very few words to say in 
reply to that. 


The 
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In the first place, I say that there is not one minute in tho \ 
the Senate is in session that it is not in order to ascertain Z oe hen 
o— is present, and that no rule can exist, or does exist . ae 
did exist in any legislative body which prevented the neat T ver 
of that fact atany moment of the day. I could have got yy on am 
you, Mr. President, to stand and count the Senate. It 2 ake d 
been within your discretion whether to do it or not. It would — 
been a perfectly proper request for me to make. If I had os a 
motion it would have been perfectly proper for you to gay § 
put that motion now, because on the last call of the Sena’ 
not a quorum present. I cannot put it until I ascert 
a quorum, and I will ascertain that by counting the 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘The rule says he shall not. 

Mr. THURMAN. No; it does not say any such thing. 

Mr. CONKLING. Read the second rule. That rule says: 

If, either at the commencement of any daily session of the Senat« on at any t 
during its daily sessions, o.qaentien shall be raised by any Senator as to the ne 
ence of a quorum, the Presiding Officer shall forthwith direct the Seer: tary to cl) 
the roll of Senators, and shall announce the result to the Senate ; and thes: F 
ings shall be without debate. Propees 

Mr. THURMAN. To be sure it does. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator says he has a right to ask that tho 
Senate be counted. 

Mr. THURMAN. To be sure it does say that; but that is not the 
only right the Chair has. The Chair would have had a perfect rig}; 
without any request from a Senator, without any request whatsoever 
or without any question whatever being made, to have said, if | jar 
made that motion, “I will not put that motion until I ascertyiy 
whether there isa quorum.” Why, sir, I can recollect in the olden 
times—and I donot like to talk about the olden times for it makes yyo 
old—that the President of the Senate refused to let the Chaplain utter 
his daily prayer, refused to call the Senate to order until he had stood 
at your desk and counted and seen that there was a quorum. 

Mr. CONKLING. The rule provided for that. 

Mr. THURMAN. No; but those who recollect when William R. 
King, of Alabama, was President of the Senate will remember that 
he never would call the Senate to order until he saw that there was 
@ quorum. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator, then, how it could possi- 
bly occur if a quorum did not appear that the Senate would be called 
to order? 

Mr. THURMAN. 
there was a quorum. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; but suppose that did not happen, how would 
he have ruled it? 

Mr. THURMAN. That case never did happen. 
reason. Let us see now has it happened? 
which says: 

A majority of the Senators present may direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to request 


and, when necessary, to compel, the attendance of the absent Senators, which order 
shall be determined without debate. 


Now, suppose this order had been made on the Sergeant-at-Arms to 
request the attendance of absentees, and that would have been the 
only order we could have made prior to this new rule. Under the 
old practice no other order ever was made; the Senate could not 
compel the attendance of an absent Senator; at least, it never as- 
sumed to do it. All it ever assumed to do was to request him. Snp- 
pose the first order had been made here that the Sergeant-at-Arms 
should request the attendance of absent Senators, would it not be 
right to receive his report that he had made that request? Would 
it not be right for him to report that he had requested the Senator 
from New York to attend and that the Senator from New York had 
told him he would not attend ? 

Mr. CONKLING. That is not a supposable case. 

Mr. THURMAN. It is a supposable case. Would it not bave been 
his right to so report, and oe not the Senate have a right to that 
fact before it in order to determine whether it would compel his at- 
tendance? And does not that show conclusively that those who are 
here have a right to a report from the Sergeant-at-Arms of his pro- 
ceedings ? 

Again, sir, suppose that the Sergeant-at-Arms reports, “ I have gone 
under the order of the Senate,” which was to compel the attendance 
of Senators, “and [ find Mr. A B sick and Mr. C D sick and Mr. E 
F sick ;” is not that a proper return for him to make in order that 
the Senate may know what it will do in those cases? Why, Mr. 
President, it will not do at all to say that there is anything abnormal 
about this business. The great object of the Senate is to haves 
quorum to do business, and whenever that fact can be ascertained, 
whether by a new call or whether by the President of the Senate 
counting the Senate, it is perfectly right and proper to do it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question before he sits 
down? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. ; E 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I call the attention of my honorable friend from 
Ohio to page 37 of the book he has, section 5 of article 1 of the Con- 
stitution : 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
own members, and a majority of each shall constitute a quorum to do business ; 
but a smaller number may adjourn from day to day, and may be authorized to com- 


pel the attendance of absent members, in such manner and under such penalties 
as cach House may provide. 


ea 
‘I cannot 
ehate there was 
ain that there js 
Senate.” 


He never would call the Senate to order until 


That is sufficient 
Here is this very rule 





1877. 


Now, what I wish to ask the honorable Senator is where each House 
+ wet that authority which the Constitution says it may be author- 
98 4 fo exercise. Another clause of the Constitution says that Con- 
pose shall have power to pass all laws necessary to give due execution 
Oe all the provisions of the Constitution. : 

iend’s judgment, and in all seriousness, whether, without an act of 
‘ saan which shall provide for the two Houses exercising this power 
of depriving a citizen of his liberty, sick or well, there is any author- 
“in either body to do it by any rule, because a temporary order is 
= for the occasion. My question is whether either House by a 
i ading or temporary rule has the power to compel, that is to say, to 


arrest 2 memberand bring him in—because that is compulsory—with- | 


out the authority of an act of Congress to provide for it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I will answer the question. I answer it by say- 
ing that these words, “as each House may provide,” apply as well to 
the words, “may be authorized” as they do to every other part of this 
section of the Constitution, and each House prov ides for itself. 

” Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the Senator quite sure that that is the true 
“ons etion ? 

OMT THURMAN. I will not say that I am if the Senator says it is 
pot so. On a legal question I am never quite suro when he dissents 

) Mw. 
te, EDMUNDS. I do not dissent. I only wish to get the Senator’s 
opinion on the record. ‘ s 

“Mr. THURMAN. That is my idea about it, and I think there 
cannot be any reasonable doubt about it. The reason why heretofore 
there has never been any authority to compel the attendance of a 
Senator has been from the fact that the Senate never, until this third 
rule was passed, authorized any such thing to be done. The House 
of Representatives did it long ago, and compelled attendance, and 
did it without any act of Congress; and nothing is more common 
there than for members to come in and give their excuse, and be ex- 
cused for their non-attendance, and without any act of Congress at 
all. That has been the interpretation of this clause of the Constitu- 
tion from the beginning, I think, and certainly it is the interpreta- 
tion which I should have placed upon it, for I never believed and 
cannot believe that either House would agree that the other House 
should in any manner interfere with or regulate its rules in regard to 
compelling the attendance of its own members, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course not. Neither House can control the 
other; but everybody knows that each House has, in the sense of 
law-enacting, regulated the proceedings of the other. Every step in 
the House of Representatives in respect to contested elections, as I 
understand from the statute—I am not appealing to their proceed- 
ings—is regulated by statute, the methods of proof, and so forth. 

Mr. HILL. Allow me to suggest that this is not a question of leg- 
islation, This is simply a question of regulating the proceedings of 
this body, with which the other House has nothing to do and can 
have nothing to do. The Constitution provides that each House 
shall adopt its own rules to regulate its proceedings. I do not give 
the exact langnage, but the substance. This is a rule for the govern- 
ment of this body, to regulate its own proceedings. This House has 
adopted a rule to regulate proceedings in the matter of the absence 
of a quorum, and the rule is that it may direct the Sergeant-at-Arms 
to request, or, if necessary, to compel, the attendance of the absent 
Senators. That is the rule of this House and that is the authority. 
The authority comes from this Senate, and I presume the Senator 
from Vermont would not say that is a subject of legislation, but sim- 
ply a rule for the government of this body. Here is the clause: 


Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its members for 
disorderly behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a member. 


This is simply a question of behavior; this is simply a question of 
order; this is simply a question of the proceedings of this body, and 
this body has absolute authority under the Constitution to adopt its 
own rules on this subject, and I must say that I do not think the 
Senator from Vermont can assert or will pretend to assert that we 
must pass a law and submit it to the other House and to the Presi- 
dent for his approval, providing what rules we shall adopt for the 
government of this House. We have a right, it is an absolute right, 
to adopt our own rules for the government of this body without ask- 
ing any other body’s permission, or seeking any other body’s concur- 
rence, or asking the approval of the other House or of the Executive. 
It is none of their business. It is not a question of legislation but 
simply of the order of proceeding. 

_ I will say while I am up that all rules have to be executed in some 
intelligent manner. It does appear to me, I will say frankly, that 
when it is ascertained that a quorum is not present, the members 
Who are less than a quorum may order the Sergeant-at-Arms to com- 
- or request the attendance of absent members. I think it would 
© a proper rule, and I think it is the parlimentary rule to call the 
roll of the absentees to ascertain who is absent and to furnish the 
Sergeant-at-Arms with that list of absent names and tell him to take 
those names and compel their attendance; and I think that as he 
brings them in one by one, singly or in platoons, they ought to render 
an excuse, and as they render their excuse they are recognized as 
present, and you do in that way ascertain whether there is a quorum. 
This I think would be the regular course of procedure. I think that 
se the parlimentary method, because how can the Sergeant-at-Arms 
now whom to bring in? He is not presumed to be a member of 
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the body ; he must have information from those who are here as to 
who is absent, and he takes that as a list of absentees and he goes to 
execute the order, and he brings them in until we get a quorum. 

I do not see that the Senator from New York can take anything by 
his point of order, because the offense is committed against the rules 
of the Senate whenever Senators are absent without leave. 

Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator from Georgia will allow me a 
moment, Ido not wish if I can to take anything by my point. A 
quorum is present; and I commenced by saying that in this instance 
it was practically unimportant ; but I was led to the discovery from 
the Senator’s remarks that he is able to see perhaps more vividly 
than I am how in future it may be important whether the rule is as 
he has stated it—and I agree with him entirely—or whether it is that 
any Senator who chooses can get up and suggest another roll-call, 
and in that way involve and supersede the previous proceeding so as 
to let out every Senator who chose to absent himself on the previous 
roll-call simply by his coming in and answering. 

Mr. HILL. I concur with the Senator from New York that it 
would be more regular to do what he and I think would be the proper 
way of doing, but the question is what the effect of the second call 
of the roll was 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I 
want to know what the question is before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is not aware. 

Mr. BECK. Then I object to all this talk. 

Mr. HILL. I was simply going to read 

Mr. BECK. I obvect. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky objects to 
further discussion, there being no question before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there no question at all before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is not aware that there is any 
question except the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ore- 
gon [Mr. MITCHELL] to the resolution of the Senator from Ohio, [ Mr. 
THURMAN. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Chair be kind enough to have that 
amendment reported? I think I have the floor now. 

Mr. WITHERS. I ask if the debate did not arise on the propo- 
sition that the Sergeant-at-Arms make his report? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was not aware of that. The 
Chair understood the Senator from New York, when he came in, to 
object to this entire proceeding from the beginning. 

Mr. CONKLING. If by that the Chair means the proceeding of 
starting a fresh roll-call, and abandoning the previous call, I did so 
object; and I ventured to call the attention of the Chair and of tho 
Senate fo it for the future. It has passed practically for this time ; 
but I simply wanted to state, as I thought it was well to do, my un- 
derstanding of this rule, to the end that at some time whea it becomes 
material we should not be in confasion about our practice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair supposes the situation to be 
this: the last roll-call, which was regular and permissible at all times, 
as the Senator from Ohio has justly remarked, under the second rulo 
of the Senate, disclosed the fact that there was a quormm present. It 
remains now for the Senate to determine what disposition shall be 
made of the Senators who were absent on the previous roll-call. That 
is for the Senate to determine, and not for the Chair. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that point, I move, in order to explain my 
position, that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to bring in the other 
absentees, great and small, black and white—all but the sick—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order has already been wade. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I rise toa point of order. As the Sena- 
tor is himself a prisoner at the bar of the Senate, what right has he 
to make a motion? [Laugliter.] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no official intimation of that fact, Mr. 
President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has no official knowledge of 
such a fact. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator has been arraigned for disobedience to the 
Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont has the floor. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire what the exact question 
before the Senate now is? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont made a motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the Chair said that motion had already been 
made, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It had already been made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I move to dispense with all farther pro- 


| ceedings. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont moves that 


| all further proceedings under this call be dispensed with, which is in 


order. 
Mr. WHYTE. 
himself ? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not know. I think I am here now. 
Mr. WHYTE. But you were not here when the order was made. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not know about that, 
Mr. WHYTE. The record will show it. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know that. 
Mr. CONKLING. The fresh call superseded that. 
Mr. WHYTE. He was not present at the fresh call. The roll-call 


Was not the Senator from Vermont an absentee 


| will disclose whether or not he is in default. 
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Mr. CONKLING. 

Mr. GARLAND. 
moment ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 


That is a last year’s bird’s nest. 
Will the Senator from Vermont yield to me for a 


I must really explain my position before I yield. 

Mr. GARLAND. I want to help my friend to keep the peace. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friendis very kind. I will call for volunteers 
presently, if I need them. 

Mr. GARLAND. Iam ready to volunteer when called for. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall certainly need his attendance, and I shall 
not call for any other if I can have his. He may be sure of that. 

Now, on this motion to dispense with further proceedings, I wish 
to ask 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. GARLAND. Until the Sergeant-at-Arms makes his report to 
the Senate and they take that report into consideration, nothing else 
is in order, unless a motion to adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair overrules that po of order. 
A motion to dispense with proceedings under a call is always in 
order. 

Mr. GARLAND. 
geant-at-Armsf 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To dispense with all proceedings under 
the call. The Senate can abandon it at any instant. 

Mr.GARLAND. Isthat question debatable, if the President please ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. GARLAND. Very well, then, I raise that point of order. 

Mr. WHYTE. Can that proposition be made by an absentee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is not aware that the Senator 
was an absentee. 

Mr. WHYTE. 
he was or not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair can only jadge by analogy to 
a rule of the House. If a man is adjudged in contempt there he can 
make no motion, but he must first adjudged to be in contempt. 
There is no such judgment of the Senate in the case of the Senator 
from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In order to gratify my friend from Maryland I 
will move to postpone the question about South Carolina—is that it? 
It is so long ago I have forgotten—and take up the question of my 
contempt, in order that we may find out exactly where we are. 
{ Laughter. 

Oh, no, Mr. President, I am sure my friends do not wish to cut this 
thing off at this moment. What I wish to ask the Senator from 
Georgia in all seriousness—because this is important, not at the pres- 
ent ntment, but afterward ; it is right that we should do right now 
when it is of no consequence, and then all may follow right hereaf- 
ter, and not scorn the consequences, which some people say they are 
ready to do—I wish to ask the Senator from Georgia what his theory of 
this tifth section of the first article of the Constitution is? 

Mr. HARRIS. I thought the Senator from Kentucky had objected 
to further discussion unless there was a debatable question before 
the Senate, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the motion is not de- 
batable. The pending motion is that proceedings under the call be 
dispensed with. Is the Senate ready for the question on that motion ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will withdraw the proposition, then. Now, 
what is the pending proposition f 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] to the 
resolution of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN. ] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Upon that question I shall be glad to address 
the Senate if there is no poe objection on the part of anybody. 
Now, if the Secretary will be good enough to read the amendment I 
will express my views upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment. 

The Curer CLERK. It is proposed to amend the resolution by 
inserting at the end of it: 

And that this resolution be made the special order for to-morrow, November 27th, 
at half past twelve o'clock p. m. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, I wish to consider—and I 
think if Senators will be attentive they will see that there is force 
in it—the propriety of that amendment—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask to modify my amendment by saying “ to- 
day” instead of “to-morrow” at half past twelve o’clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment can be modified by the 
mover, there having been no action on it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I want to keep up with the time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, as involving these questions 
under the rule that has been stated here, if there is no special ob- 
jection to it—and if there is I think I can show it to be sufficiently 
germane in this body to be entitled to refer to it, as the good old 
Saunders did at the common law when he wished to cite a civil law 
authority “ for an ornament to discourse ”—I wish to ask the Senator 
from Georgia, in view of what he has stated about his construction 
of this fifth section of the Constitution, how he reconciles that with 
his other position. If this be a subject that each House may deal 
with by itself, by its exclusive authority—taking the first clanse and 
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the second together, if you please, which would perhaps be the fai 
way—how does he reconcile that with the long continned ; oe 
Congress which regulate and provide for contested elections i — 
House of Representatives? I am myself, I confess, unable to ae 7 the 
upon his theory—I do not mean of the construction of ane. ca 
about which I agree with him—but how on his theory of the — 
tution he reconciles the legislation which has put the House ca. 
resentatives in the trammels, if the law is valid, in respect of the 
methods by which it shall judge of the election and qualiticat; cee 
its own members? me 
Mr. HILL. I will answer the Senator that in order 
power contained in the first clause it is necessary to ay 
tees to take testimony, and of course regulate the manner of { akine 
testimony and examining into an election. I will suppose it to - 
for the purpose of preserving the rights of parties contestant. yr, 
serving the rights of witnesses, regulating the manner of their a. 
tendance, and so forth—punishing them for perjury. There mys} be 
a legislative act to provide a punishment for perjury. You mys; 
have a legislative act declaring that when a witness is summoned |. 
fore a committee in regard to a contested election in the House ha 
shall be guilty of perjury if he swears falsely. That can only be ac. 
complished by legislation. It may be, and it is true, that there is yo 
legislation necessary to enable each House to carry out a specific 
power lodged in it; but that is very different from the second ¢layse- 
Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings. ; 


That is, the proceedings of the House for its government, for its 
own regulation, to compel the attendance of its members. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But does the Senator mean to suggest that that 
supersedes or overrules the preceding clause, which says, on the sy). 
ject which we are speaking of, the compulsion of attendance, that 
each House “ may be authorized to compel the attendance of absent 
members, in such manner and under such penalties as each House 
may provide.” Does the Senator think that the next clause about 
rules supersedes or affects that first one? 

Mr. HILL. What clause did you read? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The last part of the first clause of section 5, 
which says: 

A majority of each shall constitute a quorum to do business ; but a smaller num. 
ber may adjourn from day to day, and may be authorized to compel the attendanes 


of absent members, in such manner and under such penalties as each House may 
provide. 


to execute the 
point commit- 


Mr. HILL. Certainly, they may be authorized to compel the at- 
tendance of absent members. That is a proceeding peculiar only to 
that House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well, then, my question is how my honora- 
ble friend supports the constitutionality of the act of Congress which 
regulates, under very strict and specific limitations, contested elec- 
tions in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HILL, For the reason I have given, that third parties become 
interested. You have to prescribe penalties; you have to deal with 
witnesses; you have to deal with persons outside, who do not belong 
to either House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, but my friend will readily perceive, if he 
turns to the statute, with which he is perfectly familiar—more so 
than I am, as he has lately been a member of the House and I never 
was—that the statute is not confined to the compulsory attendance 
of witnesses, which is a parliamentary matter that a committee of 
either House would compel, and it is not confined to perjury, because 
the statute of contested elections I think says nothing about perjury; 
it is another statute that provides for that; but the gist of the clec- 
tion statute is to regulate the method by which the right of a member 
to his seat shall be tested, and, if that be a constitutional statute, so 
control the subject. Ido not assert or deny it ;. I only ask for informa- 
tion. If that be so, then I do not see how you can say it does not 
require a statute to enable either House to deprive a person of his 
liberty and compel him to come into either House. I only ask the 
question for information. I express no opinion of my own and will 
not take up farther time. 

Mr. HILL. The answer is very simple. In settling a question of 
this kind -—— ; 

Mr. BECK. I ask again whether this is pertinent to the issue of 
bringing the esehoutiols of Mr. Butler before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair cannot determine that ques- 
tion. In debate he must leave that to the propriety of Senators. 

Mr. BECK. I am very sorry the Chair cannot. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a very wide range here as com 

ared with the other House, as the Senator from Kentucky well 
ews. The Senator from New Hampshire is entitled to the tloor. 

Mr. THURMAN. I raise the point of order that the Senator from 
New Hampshire has given up the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. He has been standing here all the time. a 

Mr. THURMAN. That cannot help it. I object to his claiming 
the floor. If he gives it up once, he must give it up for all. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I did not give it up voluntarily. I was sus 
pended by the roll-call. 

Mr. WHYTE. By the departure of the gentlemen on the otter 
side. 

Mr. THURMAN. Wehave had a dozen speeches here and the Sena 
tor cannot.stand up and say he is entitled to the floor when it has 
been awarded to other gentlemen in the mean time. 
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Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, the Clerk was proceeding to read 
he testimony of Harry Mays. I hope my friend from Ohio will exer- 
= } ere that patience which he always possesses to such an extraor- 
cise Demxtent. This is the only way in which it is possible to get 
omens this body the evidence bearing upon this case, and I know he 
cate light always and is anxious for instruction. 
“ THURMAN. L object to the reading. And now I know that 

vuestion of order is not debatable unless there is an appeal ; but I 
. re a consent of the Senate to be allowed to make a brief state- 
beg t a why L object to that; and if my friend will sit down while 
aie it [shall be obliged to him. Ido not want him to be consid- 

2, , seb. 
ro LEIGH, Tam afraid my friend from Ohio will think my 
sitting down is yielding the floor, ! : 

Mr. THURMAN. No, I will not. Mr. President. I know that it has 
been the usage of the Senate to allow a Senator to read almost any- 
thing he pleases as a part of his speech, and the reason why it has 
heen the usage is that that privilege has never been abused until 
to-day. That is the reason ; but that the Senate has a right to say 
whether a paper or book shall be read, or not, no one will deny. The 
rule is perfectly plain; and the case in which a legislative body will 
exercise that right of refusing the reading is also very plain. It is 
very well put in Jefferson’s Manual where it is said: 

tan iemeaiit or to st » that any member hasa right, without a question 

- ~ ae gneer an ae table and have it read, on enggpating that it 
romain matter infringing on the privileges of the Honso. re é 

For the same reason, @ member has not a right to read a paper in his place, if it 
be objected to, without leave of the House. 

That is exactly the case of a member reading it as a part of his 
& vweech, 

s this rigor is never exercised but where there is an intentional or gross abuse 
of the time and patience of the House. 


That is very true, and that is exactly the common sense of the rule- 
Accordingly, with the indulgence which has been common in the 
Senate, and which I hope will never cease, it has been usual for a 
member to read anything that was proper as a part of his speech, the 
body relying on him and on his sense of propriety, on the respect that 
he owes to the Senate and to his fellow members, that he will not 
abuse that privilege. But, when it becomes manifest that what he 
asks to have read is an abuse, when it becomes manifest that it is a 
gross abuse, then the Senate owes it to itself to interfere. Why, sir, 
if the Senator can go on in the way he has gone on to-night and in 
the way that the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. MCMILLAN] went on 
to-day, he might send up the thirteen volumes of the Ku-Klux report, 
with the accompanying testimony, and ask that they might be read by 
the clerk, although the reading would consume more than the whole 
of the remaining time of this session. That cannot be, sir. It can- 
not be that the proceedings of this body are at the mercy of a single 
member who sees fit to say that he will read ten or thirteen volumes, 
or one volume, as a part of his speech. Therefore, I say the parlia- 
mentary rule is precisely as itis laid down here. I grant I have never 
known acase in which a member has been denied the privilege of 
reading what he saw fit to read as a part of his speech in this body ; 
but the reason is that that right has never been abused until to-day. 

Now, sir, it is as clear as that two and two make four, without 
charging any intention at all (for that is unnecessary on my part) to 
the Senator from New Hampshire of abusing this privilege, it is suffi- 
cient to 4 that it is a gross abuse, and there has been a gross abuse 
of it to-day. 

I therefore claim as a right that this question shall be submitted 
— Senate, whether or not we shall proceed with the reading of 
this paper. 

a VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the question to 
the Senate. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to state before the 
Senator proceeds that he does not feel at liberty to overrule the long- 
known practice of the Senate, but will leave the Senate to dispose of 
the question in its discretion. 

_Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, notwithstanding that rule, I de- 
sire to say one word in answer to what my friend the Senator from 
Ohio has said. The Senator from Ohio chooses to talk here upon this 
floor about abuse. Gross abuse of what? A gross abuse in lay- 
ing before this Senate evidence absolutely material and necessary to 
jadge of this case which this Senator and his party friends have sought 
to prevent coming to the Senate and the country. That is the abuse 
of which Lam guilty. Refusing to let the evidence go to a commit- 
tee; refusing to let either the evidence or the report in this case, ab- 
solutely necessary to judge of its merits, go either to a committee of 
Se tey or to the Senate itself, or to the country through the Sen- 

eB) 

Why, Mr. President, if the Senator’s position is correct, a Senator 
who found it necessary to defend himself upon this floor in a matter 
in which he was concerned or in which his rights as a Senator were 
concerned would be ape by the Senator from Ohio and his rule 
from reading to the Senate evidence absolutely necessary for his ex- 
calpation. That cannot be the rule, and it is no gross abuse, either, 
to make the Senator from Ohio and his political friends hear the tes- 
‘imony which is absolutely necessary to a proper consideration of 
this case, ayd to let this country know that in this Senate a party 


seeks to thrust into it a man whose record will not bear examination 
upon evidence which they do not dare to present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I call for the further reading of the testimony. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the question to 
the Senate as he has stated. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, much has fallen to-day in debate in 
the Senate—— 

Mr. WADLEIGH. This is upon a point of order, which does not 
prevent my having the floor. 

Mr. BAYARD. I did not mean to take the Senator from the floor, 
but I rose and the Chair recognized me, and I propose to respond to 
something that fell from the Senator from New Hampshire upon this 
point of order. There has been a good deal said to-day in the Senate 
that I suppose at some time we shall see in print, and charges have 
been made in the Senate, not to any individual of one of the parties 
here represented, but to all the members of one party, to which I 
shall reply in the proper way, I trust, and in due time. But the Senator 
from New Hampshire says that there is here a desire upon the part 
of the democratic party, or the members of that party who have seats 
upon this floor, to exclude from the country, from their own minds, 
from the ears of the members of the Senate, the facts contained in 
three large volumes of testimony collected nearly one yearago. Why, 
Mr. President, the honorable Senator knows that that testimony was 
not taken in relation to the case before the Senate. He knows that it 
was taken under a committee called into existence and which passed 
out of existence before this case had any presence in the Senate or 
expected presence in the Senate. The testimony which he here has 
read has no more to do in point of law, in point of parliamentary con- 
nection, with the case before the Senate, than any other of the vol- 
umes of Southern outrages so called, with which the shelves of the 
Senate have been so filled in the last ten years. He could just as well 
and just as pertinently read testimony collected by that joint com- 
mittee of the two Houses of 1871, of which I was a member, as to 
read that taken in 1876, and which closed with the session that pre- 
ceded the last session of the Senate. 

The Senator from Ohio has stated the reasonable rule that should 
govern this case. The rule of the Senate is unlimited debate in the 
discretion of its members, and so may it ever be. It was proposed a 
year or two years ago that debate should be trammeled by the intro- 
duction of the previous question. That was threatened, but I am 
glad to say it was never formally brought forward, and never became 
the rule of this body, and I trust the day is far distant when it shall 
be. But why is that? Itis because there is an individual discretion 
in the remarks of a member, and there is a termination that a human 
physique will put at least upon debate. But what have we witnessed 
here to-night? For all the just purposes of this debate, Worcester’s 
Dictionary might equally as well have been sent to that table and 
the two Clerks have spent their time and health in reading it aloud 
to this assembly. This testimony, so called, was in the possession of 
every member of the Senate and was open to the Senate last March: 
Had the committee desired to see it, it has been open to it during the 
entire vacation, and again after Congress convened here on the 15th 
of October. Therefore it is not within the facts, and it will not do 
for the honorable Senator from New Hampshire to say that the pub- 
lic or any member of the Senate has been excluded, can be excluded, 
or has sought to be excluded from a knowledge of all that this com- 
mittee found in South Carolina in the winter of 1876-77. 

Iam willing in all these cases to test the fact, not of the usual 
courtesy and the ease to a Senator of having remarks read from the 
desk, when, from any reason, he may be unable to read them or de- 
sires the assistance of the clerks; but to test whether the use has 
become an abuse; and, if so, then it is time for the Senate to vote 
accordingly. I would not prevent any man from. speaking his full 
mind, were it in my power to do so; but I do not hold that he has 
the right, under the form of debate, to inflict upon the Senate and 
upon the public the utterly useless reading of voluminous documents 
such as we have had to-night. I have been in this body long enough 
to know what opportunity is given for justitiable delay, and I have 
assisted in exercising it. When I came into the body, those with 
whom I voted ordinarily were nine in number. I have lived to seo 
the parties about equal here, and I would not make a rule for a minor- 
ity that I would not have had made for me; but I do know that, if 
that which has been attémpted to-night and which has been success- 
fully followed to-night had ever been attempted in those days when 
this small handful were vainly struggling to have some little time 
given for the consideration of laws which we thought were danger- 
ous to the peace of the country, we should have been stopped, and 
stopped instantly, if the attempt had been made, as I say it has been 
successfully made so far during the session of this day. No such 
attempt ever was made; no such document was sent there then open 
to the exceptions to which this may be. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator if he remembers the some- 
what historical instance, about 1850, I think it was, when Mr. Jeffer- 
son Davis, Mr. Soulé, and one or two other Senators, on a river and 
harbor bill, or something of that kind, had the whole night occupied 
in reading the messages of the earlier Presidents of the United States 
on the subject of the constitutional powers of internal improvements, 
and when a point was made it was agreed that they had a right, and 
the reading went on? 
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Mr. BAYARD. I do not remember that. I have a very clear rec- 
ollection of many nights passed here in debate and of many long and 
deliberate attempts made to stay the enrrent of an overwhelming ma- 
jority; but I never do remember that documents entirely outside of 
the consideration of the subject before the Senate were brought in 
to be read at the desk, with a species of vicarious sacrifice of the clerks 
in the manner that has been followed since this debate began. I have 
no recollection of that. I can recall noinstance of it. I donot mean 
to say that there may not have been tedious passages—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend will pardon me, I should like to say 
that I do not maintain that in the instance to which I referred the 
Senate decided that the clerks were bound to read these papers. That 
is a matter of courtesy. I agree that the clerks are not bound to 


read these papers, but do it only as a mere matter of courtesy, but | 


that the Senator has a right to read them I have not a sort of ques- 
tion, and the universal history of the Senate, and the particular in- 
stance I have referred to, 1 think very clearly show it. 

Mr. BAYARD. That is a different question, because we have seen 
to-day nothing of that kind. This has been, as I say, a species of 
vicarious expiation. Senators have sent to the Clerk’s desk all of 
these things to be read by the two unfortunate gentlemen who so 
well and ably serve us in their relative capacities. It is just that 
question ; because a gentleman might speak from memory, or he may 
read a speech to the Senate from written or printed slips. We have 
seen that here, and to that I make no exception and shall make none, 
because that is his discretion; but I think there should be some limit. 
‘There is a reason which it seems to me is perceptible to all members 
of the Senate, that it will depend upon the identical case to which 
the rule is sought to be applied; that if there is a manifest intention 
that matters outside of the case shall be brought in for the mere pur- 
pose of occupying the time, the Senate has a right, and I think it is 
a duty to arrest it; but I think that should be made manifest. 

In the present case let me say further, this is not a motion to swear 
an objectionable person; it isa motion todischarge a committee from 
the further consideration of one case; and should that motion pre- 
vail, then the motion to swear in the claimant will open the debate 
upon the merits of hiscase. I have questioned all the way through 
whether it was in order to have this discussion of the merits of this 
case upon a motion to discharge the committee; but as I believe under 
our rules the discussion is not compelled to be germane to the sub- 
ject, and a speech may be made upon any subject no matter what, 
whether the subject is before the House or not, so I have not made 
the objection that this has been an anticipation by discussion of the 
merits of this case when the case itself was not before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I not ask my honorable friend whether it is 
not within his recollection that in comparatively recent times it was 
the constant practice of the Senate to debate the whole merits of a 
question on an application for leave to bring in a bill when the bill 
itself was not before the Senate at all; and whether it is not also 
within his recollection, that whenever a case has arisen on a motion 
to discharge a committee that involved serious consequences, the 
whole subject, not only whether it was wise that the committee should 
be discharged in the technical sense, from motives of time or other- 
wise, but the very import of the thing, was under consideration? I 
will call to his mind one instance, where the Judiciary Committee 
had under consideration, I think, the subject of something about the 
State of Georgia. I happened to be a member of that committee, 
and we were not clear that the legislation which a majority of the 
Senate desired should be had until we could carefully investigate the 
matter. The late Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Sherman,) I think it was, 
moved to discharge the committee in order to get rid of the deliber- 
ations of the committee and to allow the majority of the Senate to 
come to an immediate vote upon it, and on that motion the whole 
subject was opened. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I did not rise at all to object to the 
discussion of the merits of this question under the present motion. 
1 happened to say that I thought it irregular, but I meant that 
to apply to the charge of the honorable Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that by reason of this question being so forced upon him 
he and those who agree with him were not to have the opportunity 
of discussing the merits of this case. I mean to say that after this 
motion is decided the question is still open to him and then will be 
the appropriate time for him to discuss this question upon its merits. 
I have not raised, and I do not propose to raise, the question of order 
that he is discussing the merits on a motion to discharge, but I only 
say to him it will not do for him to make such an allegation before 
the Senate and the country when the facts do not sustain him, and 
he is not cut off from debate by the decision of this question. On the 
contrary the best opportunity and the most correct time will come to 
him when this question has been met and decided by the Senate, then 
to show cause, if he may, why one or the other of these two contest- 
ants should not take the place, 

As I said, I do not propose now to answer the charge of desiring to 
suppress from the public mind any fact which existed in any State 
in this country. I do not care now to answer, and I feel some hesi- 
tation in answering a charge that implies any sympathy on my part 
with lawlessness, violence, or crime. I only know that a maz ought 
not to make a charge on this floor that he would not make in private 
in conversation. It seems to me the same rule of decoram that pre- 
vails between gentlemen in their private intercourse ought to obtain 


| Elsewhere I would know how to answer them. 
| is compelled. We are compelled in public business to com 
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in the debates of the Senate. Nay, there are rules of tho & 

obligatory of their own force which should prevent anything lil — 
divergence into a personal channel of debates upon a public "Ke the 
In addition to that comes the other rale to which I have to sae 
that does restrain and does control men from speaking rudely te > 
other in their private intercourse and making imputations , a P 
character of those with whom they deal which could not _o 
not be permitted, and yet this Senate to-day has be 
such. As I say, 1 hardly know how upon this floor t 


and would 
en filled with 
> answer they. 
Here our ASSOC ation 


Se . € into asso- 
ciation with each other, whether there may happen to be sepeend 


predilections or no; and so being brought, with or without our 
sent, into a certain degree of personal relation, it seems to ino it 
the right of every man in the Senate, and it is the duty of each » * 
in the Senate, that remarks in debate should contain no impagnment 
that would not be tolerated in private intercourse. 1 am sorry to x : 
that the debate to-day has contained much that I think exception 
able on this point, and which perhaps at another time, when Ish ull 
have seen these remarks in print, I may possibly feel myself called 
upon to take some notice of. But, for the present, in order to raise 
the question whether the reading of these papers which we "ane 
heard to-night is to continue from the desk, 1 am willing that jh. 
Chair should make the decision pro forma and on an appeal that the 
Senate should decide the question by a vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The rules of the Senate making no pro. 
vision for this case, the Chair submits it to the Senate in this fori: 
Shall the Senator from New Hampshire bo permitted as a part of jis 
remarks to have further extracts read from the report of the Senate 
committee on South Carolina affairs? 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to say one word. I made the point of 
order in perfect good faith. I believe that it was well made, ani 
the Chair, I think, does perfectly right in proposing to submit that 
question to the Senate, for I think it is for the Senate to decide; Wut 
after the debate that has taken place, and after what has been said, 
I feel it my duty to withdraw that objection and entirely trust to the 
sense of propriety of the Senator from New Hampshire as to what lie 
will have read or not. 

I wish further to say that I agree fully with him or any one else 
who says that the resolution that is now pending before the Senate 
opens the doors to the fullest inquiry into the right of Mr. Butler to 
a seat on this floor. Having said that, I beg leave to withdraw thy 
point of order I have made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is withdrawn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wanted to ask the permission of my friend 
from New Hampshire to make an observation on this very point, but 
as the Senator from Ohio has withdrawn it, Ido not wish to speik 
out of order; although I submit to him that it is not perhaps alto- 
gether fair—I do not mean it in any personal sense—not quite rigit 
perhaps I should say, to withdraw the point before geutlomen who 
take a different view of that point have had an opportunity to ex- 

ress their opinions as well as himself. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator from Vermont knows as well as any- 
body that in this Senate no one is required, as it is said, to speak 
germanely to the subject pending. The Senator can speak upon the 
»oint of order which has been withdrawn, just as well now as he could 
pefore. ° 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, yes; but I make it a rule of my life, as the 
Senator knows, never to speak out of germaneliness, as ho calls iv. 
So I am cut off for the present. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I think what I have to say in regard to this 
matter is perhaps germane to the question whether or not this caso 
shall be taken from the committee. I desire to say to my friend from 
Delaware in all sincerity that I have not done ono thing here that | 
did not really believe to be my duty. 5 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator would not suppose me to have sinned 
in the face of my own teaching. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. So far as any asperity of debate on my par! is 
concerned on this question, and so far as the criticisms which | 
have made upon the democratic party are concerned, I apprehend 
if I should go over the debates of the Senate on the Louisiana ques- 
tion, or on almost any question political in its character which lias 
been before this body, I migut cull from even the very refined 
speeches of my friend from Delaware some very tart and some very 
bitter denunciations of that party to which he is honestly opposed. 
But I have never considered that political denunciations of the party 
to which I belong were a personal offense to me. I do not believe 
that my good friend from Delaware will upon “sober second thought 
be inclined to take any such view of what I have said. Our inter- 
course ever since I came into the Senate has been such that he must 
know I would not, and could not, impute to him the doing of any- 
thing which he thought to be wrong, and, on the other hand, I am 
well satisfied and I believe that in his own heart he could say the 
same thing of me. So much for that, Mr. President. ! Sebi 

Now, as to the materiality of this testimony and as to its admiss!- 
bility in this case, let me say one word. My friend from Delaware 
has made the point that because this testimony was taken by a com- 
mittee who were investigating the presidential clection, to speak in 
brief, therefore it is not evidence before the Senate now, and ought 
not to be read; that for that reason it is not germane to the subject 


con- 





« Senate so far as to make it proper for me or any one else 


fore th : : : : : 
7 —- it to the Senate upon this question. But this testimony was | course you know, Mr. President, and the Senate knows, the commit- 
oat 


» with reference to the conduct of and the circumstances attend- | 
tak i . very election at which votes were cast for members of the | 
me lature whose election or non-election validates or invalidates the | the legal Legislature or whether or not the members fron 
a the contestant here, Mr. Butler, and not only his title, but | and Edgetield were elected. 


‘orbin, his opponent. 

that of SNKLING. Net aly that, but the title of Mr. Hampton the 
_.vernor Who signs Mr. Butler's credentials. 
HN WADLEIGH. Yes, it involves also that, because if the mem- 
bers from Edgefield and Laurens Counties who were elected by the 
forcible means whieh the testimony depicts, as well as by the im- 
mevse fraudulent vote the evidence of which we have not yet reached, 

ore not lawfully elected, as I believe they were not, then Mr. Cor- 
bin had a quorum in the Legislature which elected him, and his elec- 
tion is valid, in my judgment. 

Mr. GARLAND. Will the Senator yield to me a moment ? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Certainly. 

Mr. GARLAND. Admitting all that to be true, I should like to 
know if the Senator believes it is germane or relevant to the question 
of discharging the committee from the consideration of these creden- 


= WADLEIGH. I was about coming to that very point, and I 
propose to answer it. rf 

Mr. GARLAND. If the Senator will pardon me (and I only hold 
the floor by his courtesy) I will state that I confess all this to be per- 
fectly germane and legitimate when it comes to the question of swear- 
ing in Mr. Butler; and the consideration of all those matters I do not 
understand Mr. Butler or any friend of his here or anywhere else in 
the country has desired to avoid; but I do submit now to the consci- 
eytious conviction of the Senator himself, the chairman of the com- 
mittee, whether that is legitimate now to be discussed upon the mo- 
tion to discharge the committee from the consideration of this subject. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. In a few moments I will come to the point sug- 
gested by my friend from Arkansas. 

As I was saying, if the members from Edgefield and Laurens Coun- 
ties were not elected, if there was no valid election in those counties, 
then Mr. Corbin had a quorum of the whole number of legally elected 
members in the Legislature which elected him, and therefore his 
election is valid beyond all doubt, because he had in his Legislature 
a senate, and the only senate, which had any separate existence. On 
the other hand, if the members from those two counties were elected, 
there was a quorum of legally elected members, as I understand, in 
the house which elected or undertook to elect General Butler. But 
the question would arise of course, and would have to be considered, 
whether or not a fraction of another house of representatives and a 
senate which recognized the Corbin house, if I may call it such, could 
secede for an hour or two and go and ally themselves with another 
house and vote for Senator and then return and resumo their place 
in connection with the Corbin house which they had left; and it is 
a very serious question. 

But, Mr. President, before we get to that question at all, we have 
got to meet the question, which is the material question in this case, 
whether the members from Laurens and Edgetield Counties were 
elected. Some Senator in debate here has said that the supreme court 
of South Carolina has decided that they were legally elected ; but the 
answer to that is that neither the supreme court of South Carolina 
nor the governor of South Carolina nor any tribunal in South Caro- 
linacan take away from this Senate its constitutional right and duty 
to judge of the election of a Senator to this body. 

Mr. GORDON, Does the Senator from New Hampshire assert the 
doctrine that this Senate is to be the judge of the election. qualitica- 
tions, and returns of a member of the house of representatives of the 
State of Sonth Carolina? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I did not say so. 

Mr. GORDON. It is tantamount to that, I think. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I do say, however, that when, as in this case, 
there are two bodies, or we will say there is one Legislature and the 


half of a Legislature—for that is all Mr. Butler had—it is for the | 


Senate to decide, and it is their duty to decide, which of those two 
Legislatures is the Legislature of the State; and in that decision 
they cannot be foreclosed by the decision of the supreme court of 
South Carolina. 

_Mr. DAWES. I should like to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, if it will not interrapt him. I should like to know 
whether the constitution of South Carolina clothes its supreme court 
with any power to decide for the Legislature of South Carolina who 
are the members of that Legislature? If that is so, it is the first con- 
stitution of any State that.I have seen which does not clothe its own 
Legislature with the power of deciding that question withont the aid 
of its supreme court. I have not examined that constitution, but I 
Suppose the Senator from New Hampshire has. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I was proceeding to add that I do not under- 
stand the fact to be that the supreme court did so decide. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to know if the Senator has examined 
that question, and whether there is any such anomaly in the consti- 


tution of South Carolina as takes away from its Legislature the 


power to decide who constitute that Legislature and clothes the su- 
preme court of the State with that authority. 


Mr. MITCHELL, Each house shall be its own judge, is the lan- | 


suage of the State constitution. 
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Mr. WADLEIGH. I was proceeding to say that, althongh, as of 


tee have had no opportunity to examine this matter, I do not consider 
that the supreme court of South Carolina have decided which was 


1 Laurens 


Mr. GORDON. Did I understand the Senator to say the supreme 
court—— 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I ask the Senator to let me finish. But I do 
understand, and that is my belief now, that the supreme court of 
South Carolina declined to decide the question saying that that ques- 
tion was one for the Legislature itself to decide. That belief of mine 
I took from what has been read to-night by the Senator from New 
York; but the fact that there is in the Senate such a want of infor- 
mation upon a question so material as that furnished a very strong 
reason Why some committee should be allowed to investigate and 
report to the Senate the facts in the case. Now I will hear my friend, 
the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. GORDON. I understand the Senator to state by implication, 
if not directly, that the supreme court of South Carolina has never 
made any decision upon the question at all. My understanding is, and 
[thinkit isnotdifticult to find the decision itself, that the sapreme court 
have decided very positively and pointedly which was the rightful 
Legislature or which was the rightful house of representatives of the 
State of South Carolina, and that house of representatives which was 
decided to be the lawful house and to have the proper quorum under 
the constitution of the State of South Carolina, did pass upon the 
contested seats from the counties of Edgefield and Laurens. I should 
like to hear the Senator upon that point. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Knowing nothing about the fact and having 
had no opportunity to examine the facts except what is afforded me 
by the statement of my friend from Georgia made here upon this floor 
while I am talking, I am not prepared to say. As I have remarked, 
the facts are all unknown to me, and they are unknown to me because 
my friend from Georgia and his political friends undertake by bring- 
ing the decision of this case at this time and in this way—perhaps 
not intentionally bat really—to prevent me from getting the infor- 
mation which I very much desire to procure. 

Mr. THURMAN. May I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if 
he was not a member of the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
at the last session, and was not this case before that committee during 
the fifteen or eighteen days that we were in session ? 

Mr. CONKLING. Only five days. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. My friend from Ohio is continually falling into 
that mistake. It has furnished the burden of the song about tho 
delay that the committee is guilty of, from the time that this debate 
began. Let me tell my friend from Ohio once more that the com- 
mittee was organized and appointed on the 11th day of March, and 
the Senate adjourned on the 17th. One of those days was Saturday 
when everybody was busy at the Departments in anticipation of 
leaving Washington, and one of those days was Sunday. We had 


| before us the Louisiana case, and Senator Morton, the chairman of 


the committee, had to write the report, which he didin that time; 
and with all the matters then before the Senate, in three, four, or 
tive days there was really no time to take this case up. As the Sena- 
tor knows, we all have engagements other than those which keep us 
in one committee here. There was no delay, nothing that should be 
complained of; and I dislike very much to hear such a charge brought 
against the committee. It would have been impossible to have cou- 
sidered this case at the extra session of the Senate last spring. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then the committee expired with the session, 
did it not? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Certainly. There was nothing done in the re- 
cess, of course. 

Mr. CONKLING. There was no committee in the recess. The 
cominittee was not ordered to sit in the recess. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. My friend the Senator from Ohio well knows, 
and everybody knows, that the committee, some of the members of 
which live in New England, some in the West, and some in the South, 
could not get together and hold meetings during vacation. It is 
never done without a special order, and nobody expected it or asked 
it in this case, or any other election case that is before that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (at five o’clock and forty-five minutes a. m.) 
Will the Senator give way to a motion to adjourn? I am very tired, 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will change the motion, because I do not wish 
to displace anything. I move that the Senate take a recess until 
eleven o’clock, the next eleven o’clock that comes, whether you call 
it to-day or to-morrow. 

Mr. WHYTE. I ask for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (when Mr. Morriti’s name was called.) My 
colleague [Mr. MorRILL] is paired with the Senator from Illinois, 
(Mr. Davis.] My colleague would vote in favor of this motion, and 
I am almost afraid the Senator from Illinois would if he were here ; 
but they are paired. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony. Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Penn- 
sylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Coukliug, Dawes, Dorsey, 
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¥dmunds, Howe, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Oglesby, Paddock, Rol- 
lins, Saunders, Teller, and Wadleigh—23. 


NAYS—Meassrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of West Virginia, 
Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, 
McDonald, McPherson, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voor- 
hees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers.—26. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Conover, Davis of Illinois, 
Eaton, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Hoar, Ingalls, Johnston, McCreery, Matthews, 
Maxey, Merrimon, Mitchell, Morrill, Plumb, Ransom, Sargent, Sharon, Spencer, 
and Windom—24. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. My friend the Senator from Ohio suggests that 
I was mistaken as to the time when this case came into the hands of 
the committee at the extra session of the Senate. I may possibly be 
mistaken a day or two. I said it came into their hands on the 11th 
of March. That is my recollection. 

Mr. CONKLING. There is nothing in the Journal, which I have 
here, to show the contrary of that, but simply that the committee 
was appointed on the 9th. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Either the 8th or 9th. 

Mr. THURMAN. It didnot come on the 11th. 
Sunday. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. But there were only a very few days, four, five, 
or six days at the furthest, at the last session, when everybody was 
busy about something else. There was no want of diligence on the 
part of the committee. 

Mr. THURMAN. Here are the facts, if you want to know them. 
On Wednesday the 7th of March last— 


The llth was 


Mr. PATTERSON submitted the following resolution; which was considered by 
ananimous consent, and agreed to : 


Resolved, That the credentials of David T. Corbin and M. C. Butler, each claim- 
ing to be a Senator from the State of South Carolina, lie upon the table until the 
committees are appointed, and their credentials shall then be referred to the Com- 


mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

That was before the committee was formed. 
That was treated as a reference, 
in Mr. Kellogg’s case : 


That is the reference. 
The same kind of order was made 


On motion by Mr. Bayarp, 

Resolved, That the credentials of William Pitt Kellogg, claiming to be a Senator 
from the State of Louisiana. do now lie upon the table until the appointment of a 
Committee on Privileges and Elections to whom they can be referred. 

That was modified afterward as follows: 


Resolved, That the credentials of William Pitt Kellogg, claiming to be a Senator 
from the State of Louisiana, do now lie upon the table until the appointment of a 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, to whom they shall be referred. 


Those were considered referred to the committee whenever the 
committee was formed. On the 9th day of March the committees 
were formed, and these cases were considered as referred to the com- 
mittee on the 9th day of March. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Let me suggest to my friend the Senator from 
Ohio that, with his knowledge of the way business is done in the 
Senate, he could not expect a meeting of the committee on the day 
on which the credentials were referred, because the meetings of the 
committee are held in the morning, the session of the Senate oecupy- 
ing the rest of the time for the day, although I do not know how the 
fact was on that ae day. The chairmen of the committees 
call the meetings, but never for the same day, so far as I know. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Journal shows that the reference was made 
on Friday. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Yes, and no meeting would have been likely to 
be called before the following Monday. Of course there would be no 
meeting held on that Friday, for nothing is done in committee on the 
day when it is organized after the Senate adjourns; so that the time 
was very short indeed, and what time there was was taken up by 
other matters. I know that my friend the Senator from Ohio does 
not intend to unjustly charge the late Senator from Indiana or any- 
body else upon the committee with any negligence. I state the fact 
as it is. 

It is said here that reading this testimony is not proper at this 
stage of this business, and that the testimony is not germane to the 
question before the Senate. I beg my friend the Senator from Ohio 
to listen to me for a few minutes while I state my view of that mat- 
ter; and I beg leave to assure him in the beginning, that what I do 
here I have done not only because I believed I had a perfect right to 
do it, but because I felt it tobe my duty to do it—my duty in a two- 
fold aspect. There are two contestants interested in this question: 
Sones Butler, whose friends seem to have a majority in the Senate, 
and consequently who by mere force of numbers, without any regard 
to the facts, can put in the contestant that they desire ; oak on the 
other hand, Mr. Corbin, who is necessarily compelled to rest the 
merits of his cause upon the evidence which he can present, in order 
to give his claim that foree which numbers do not give him. That 
is the way he stands. He wants leave to present his case to the 
committee, so as to have a report upon it, and then the case would 
come to the Senate. I think he has a right to have a full considera- 
tion of the facts inthe case and of the law ; and there are both facts 
and law in dispute, attention to which we all know cannot be given 
here in open session. Look at this debate, and observe how it has 
gone on. I have said that the validity of the election in Laurens 
and Edgefield Counties is the most material question in this case, 
whether there was an election there according to the meaning of the 
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word “election.” That can only be determined by an _ 
the evidence in the case. How does this evidence stand witl 

ence to the question? A motion is made here, after Mr. Corbir ra 
the committee to hear his case, to take the case away from lay 
mittee, just as they are proceeding to consider it, and bring it t... 
Senate. Mr. Corbin’s case cannot be intelligently decided wit the 
the evidence that is contained in these papers. That committee ould 
of course go over and select such parts of it as are material, a; a 
sider them and report them; but the matter coming into tle Se... 
every one can see just what Mr. Corbin is obliged to do, ao 
way in which he can get the evidence that is materia] to his heh 
considered at all is to have it read in this way. * night 

My friends on the other side (and for myself I have no hostile fee! 
ings toward them) say in the first place that the evidence s)ya\) ‘ t 
be considered by a committee, that it shall come to the Senate - aoe 
then when it comes to the Senate an attempt is made to exslade 
from the consideration of the Senate all the testimony that hen 
upon the case. Now, if I have spoken warmly on that matter j; ig 
because I have felt keenly the injustice of such a course to Mr Cor. 
bin in the first place. I cannot see now how any Senator upon the 
other side, after Mr. Corbin has asked the committee to consider hic 
case, can vote to take that case from the committee, and ther gay in 
this Senate that the Senate shall not have the evidence, that jt shall 
not be presented, and none of us know what this evidence js, What 
I have read to-night has been culled out from time to time by simply 
opening the book at places and looking at the evidence which | hap- 
pened to find at the age where I opened it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order, ]t 
is evident that there is no quorum here, and the Senate has no right 
to proceed in the absence of aquorum. I ask to have the roll called. 
If we are compelled to stay here to listen, I think the Senators who 
compel us to do so, ought to stay and listen also. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Dawes in the chair.) The 
Chair directs the roll to be called, in order to ascertain whether 4 
quorum is present. 

The Secretary called the roll, and after some delay 45 Senators an. 
swered to their names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll-call discloses the presence 
of a quorum. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, I was saying when interrupted 
by the call for a quorum, that if I had shown warmth in expressing 
my views concerning the character of this motion, it was because | 
felt warmly upon the subject. I know perfectly well that this Senate 
cannot consider the evidence in this case. I have no idea that a body 
as numerous as this can take this evidence and digest it so that Mr. 
Corbin shall have anything like a fair trial; and the motion to take 
this case from the committee is a monstrous injustice to him, | think, 
and I do not believe my friends on the other side in a year from now 
will look at it in a different way from what Idonow. Not only that, 
it is unjust in another point of view. The Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber have urged as the reason why this case should 
be taken from the committee, that the State of South Carolina was 
not represented in this Chamber in one of herseats. That is astrong 
reason; but is no reason why a man who his no right to a seat here 
should be admitted. It is just as much tho duty of the Senate to find 
the right man who is entitled to the seat as it is to fill the seat at 
all; and it has no right to fill the seat until it has ascertained prop- 
erly, and with due consideration, and by means of witnesses, if nec- 
essary, who is the man who is entitled to that seat. 

The idea of arguing that the necessity of filling a seat does away 
with the necessity of inquiring who has the right to fill it, seems to me 
very absurd, and, as I said before, there is no one who does not know 
and who does not feel that evidence such as bears upon the vital 
points in Mr. Corbin’s and Mr. Butler’s case cannot be considered 
properly by the Senate, and I cannot help regarding this resolution 
as an attempt to carry by force of numbers what would not be car- 
ried by an investigation into the merits of the case. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to say one word in reference to a sug- 
gestion made to me by my friend, the Senator from New York. It is 
that the committees of the Senate lapse and cease to exist at the end 
of each session of the Senate. It is that this committee had no power 
and no right to meet during the vacation of the Senate, and that 
there was then no committee. That is his view of that matter. | 
have not examined that point sufficiently to form a jadgment for 
myself, but I do feel that there is no member of the Senate who can, 
upon a knowledge of the facts, charge the committee with any delay 
or neglect. 

Mr CONKLING. What is the point the Senator says he under- 
stands I presented ? , ) 

Mr. WADLEIGH. The point whether a committee of the Senate 
falls with the end of the session. 

Mr. CONKLING. If my friend will allow mea moment, I supposed 
that was one of those obvious things which nobody needed time to 
examine. I think I may appeal to every Senator present and aly 
sent, without hesitation at all, to establish the fact that the uv 
versal knowledge, the self-evident truth is that a committee 1s 4) 
pointed only during the session of the Senate. It never Is and never 
can be appointed for any longer term, except where by a speci! 

: aaa : : rae ee of 
exertion of power it is continued in a vacation. Such an exertion | 
power occurred in the Senate in respect of members of this couit- 
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tee, and here is the Journal of the 17th of March disclosing it. The 
senate on that day ordered : 
That the Committee on Privileges and Elections— | 
Which then existed, because the Senate was in session and to which 
had been referred a resolution about Mr. Grover, of Oregon— 


he, and the said committee is, instructed to appoint from its members a subcom- 
mittee of three who shall take testimony,— 











Mr. WHYTE. Is that in order, no business having intervened ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is adifferent hour. The motion is in 
order. The Senator from Nebraska moves that the Senate take a re- 
cess until nine o’clock. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to be heard one moment. I think this 
is unjust to the Senator from New Hampshire. He has been inter- 
rupted very often during the night. These continual interruptions 
must be very burdensome to him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. WHYTE called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered ; 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 16, nays 26, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, Cameron of Wis- 
consin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, Howe, McMil- 
lan, Paddock, Rollins, Saunders, and Wadleigh - 16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of West Virginia, 
Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, 
McDonald, McPherson, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Veor- 
hees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—26. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Booth, Bruce, Con- 
over, Davis of Illinois, Eaton, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Hoar, Ingalls, Johnston, 
Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McCreery, Matthews, Maxey, Merrimon, Mitchell, 
Morrill, Oglesby, Plumb, Ransom, Sargent, Sharon, Spencer, Teller, and Win- 
dom—31. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Now, Mr. President, in order to show the char- 
acter of the election in the county of Edgetield on the 7th of Novem- 
ber last, and to show thereby the impropriety of taking this case from 
a committee which can consider the testimony much better than the 
Senate, I will proceed to read to the Senators, who I have no doubt 
will give me that patient attention which they have given me during 
my previous remarks, the testimony of Captain Kellogg, of the United 
States Army, who was present—— 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me 
to interrupt him for a moment ? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. With great pleasure. 

Mr. THURMAN. In consideration of the fact that the Senator has 
been on his feet for over twelve hours, in the common courtesy of 
humanity I move that he be allowed to speak sitting in his chair. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, Iam very much obliged, indeed, 
exceedingly grateful to my friend from Ohio for this and the uniform 
kindness which I have experienced at his hands; but it is a little 
easier to speak standing, and I would prefer that he should not press 
the motion he has indicated. I will read this testimony : 














<s00ne- 
Bm such purpose such subcommittee shall have power to sit in vacation, and, if 
they deem expedient, go to the State of Oregon, &c. ; 5 

Here then, specifically, by the familiar rule expressio unius est exclu- 
sip alterius, the Senate asserted on the face of its Journal that the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections did not and could not exist 
after the Senate adjourned, and proceeded to call out of that commit- 
tee three members and to invest those three members as a subcom- 
mittee with power to exist, and, then, for one purpose, and one purpose 
only, to wit, to consider a resolution touching a Senator in Oregon. 
So, I think, the answer to these multiplied accusations, if such they 
are, that the Committee on Privileges and Elections has neglected 
its duty during all these months, is that there was no duty to neglect; 
there was no committee to neglectit. Any other seven or nine mem- 
bers of the Senate, with just as much authority as these seven or nine, 
might pave volunteered or undertaken to conrider the case of Butler 
and Corbin from South Carolina; the Committee on Finance, or the 
men who had constituted it, or those on the Judiciary, or on Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate might just as well have undertaken it as 
these gentlemen, and all for the simple reason that there was no com- 
mittee on any subject whatever, except those specially constituted to 
endure by the Senate, which were the Committee on Contingent Ex- 

venses and a subcommittee for one purpose, to wit, exploring a reso- 
fation touching a Senator in Oregon. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I want to say further, Mr. President, that Ihave 
selected here no testimony to bé read which does not bear directly 
upon the point as to the validity of the election in Laurens and Edge- 
field Counties. The testimony concerning the Hamburgh massacre 
was read for the reason that that was the opening of the campaign 
in that part of the State,and by that massacre there was created a 
state of terror and alarm which did not cease to exist before the 
election, which evidently, from all the testimony, lasted up to the 
time of the election, and, of course, the character of that massacre 
and who were the parties in it, to what party they belonged, and 
what their purposes were, is vital testimony to Mr. Corbin in this 
case, and any attempt to exclude it from the consideration of the 
Senate would, in my judgment, be very unjust, and it is material here 
because it shows that the statements made here, no doubt without 
any intention of being incorrect, are incorrect in that there is a con- 
troversy of fact with reference to the circumstances and the events, 
which, as it seems to me, rendered the election null and void in those 
two counties. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator, as it is now daylight and time 
to have a little breakfast, give way for a motion for a short recess, 
in order that we may get something to eat ? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (at six o’clock and fifteen minutesa.m.) I move 
that the Senate take a recess until ten o’clock. 

Mr. WHYTE called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered ; 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 17, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania’ 
Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Dawes, Edmunds, Howe, Kirkwood: 
Paddock, Rollins, Saunders, Teller, and" Wadleigh—17. 

NAYS—Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, 
Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, Me- 
Donald, McPherson, Morgan, Patterson, Randolpb, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, 
Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—26. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Bruce, Conkling, Conover, Davis 
of Illinois, Dorsey, Eaton, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Hoar, Ingalls, Johnston, Jones 
of Nevada, McCreery, McMillan, Matthews, Maxey, Merrimon, Mitchell, Morrill, 
Oglesby, Plumb, Ransom, Sargent, Sharon, Spencer, and Windom—30, 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK, (at six o'clock and twenty minutes a.m.) I move 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Che VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska moves that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. WHYTE called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered ; 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 19, nays 26; as follows : 
we AS—Messrs. Booth, Bruce, Barnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, Cameron of 

sconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, Howe, Kirk- 
wood, MeMillan, Paddock, Rollins, Saunde rs, Teller, and Wadleigh—19. 
penn = Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davia o ; West Virginia, 

. Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Kernan, La- 


mar McDonald, McPherson, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, 
Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—26. 


pABSENT—Mesars. Allison, Anthony, Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Conover, 
Davia of Illinois, Eaton, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Hoar, Ingalls, Johnston, Jones of 
jevada, MeCreery, Matthews, Maxey, Merrimon, Mitchell, Morrill, Oglesby, 

umb, Ransom, Sargent, Sharon, Spencer, and Windom—23. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President—— 


Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, to those of us who have been here 
































CAPTAIN E. R. KELLOGG, EDGEFIELD COUNTY. 
Co.umui, S. C., January 4, 1877. 






E. R. KELLoa6, sworn and examined. 
By Mr. CurisTIancy : 
Question. What is your profession ? 
Answer. Tam acaptain in the Eighteenth Infantry and brevet major in the 
United States Army. 
Q. Where were you stationed during the last election, on the 7th of November 
last? 
A. I was stationed at Edgefield Court-House, in Edgefield County, in this State. 
. Who was the officer in command ? 
A. General Brannan was in command of the post. 
. Well, were you at either of the polling-boxes during that day, or near them 1? 
A. Iwas. 
Q. Which one of the polling-boxes were you near mostly? 
A. At box number 2. 


Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will read 
louder. I do not hear him distinctly. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. If my friend the Senator who has last spoken 
will sit near me, I will endeavor to make him hear. Let him come a 
little nearer to me. [Laughter.] 

Q. We wish to ascertain whether there was anything took place that day, during 
that election, calculated to intimidate the colored voters or prevent them from vot- 
ing the republican ticket ; and whether any of them were prevented from voting 
by —7 means, and the conduct generally that you observed there of whites and 

acks, 

mn If you desire me I can state in a very short time what I actually saw and did 
there. 
































By Mr. CAMERON : 


. That is just what we want, captain. 

. I was sent for about half past nine o'clock in the morning by General Brannan, 
and was directed to take my company and go to box No. 2, and it was reported that 
the poll there had been closed; that I should go there, and [I would receive in- 
structions from the deputy United States marshal, a Mr. Beatty. I marched my 
company there, and on my way there I was passed by a large namber of mounted 
and armed white men who rode ahead of us, evidently for the purpose of getting 
there before I did, and who did get there before I did. It was between a quarter 
and half a mile from the court-house, where box No. 1 was held, to the place where 
box No, 2 was held, and about the same distance from where my company started. 

I marched to the place, and halted my company about a yards from the school- 
houseor church (I do do not know which it was) where poll No. 2 washeld. There 
were two buildings there ; one was achureh and one a school-house ; whether it 
was the church which was used as a polling-place I am not certain, but I think it 
was the school-house. They were quite near each other. I located my company 
about fifty yards from the voting-place, and the deputy marshal came to me then 
and reported that there was a large crowd of white men, mounted men, in front of 
the house in which the box was, and that they were preventing the admission of 
any one to the box except democrats. I saw this crowd was in front of the house 
and a large number of mounted white men, and back of them were negroes. 

Q. Were these white men armed that you saw there ? 


























lini : A. I did not see a single white man, sir, who was not armed, to the best of my 
all night it seems to me that it would be nothing more than justice that | recollection, at that place. I do not think I saw above six men that were not ar med 
we should at least have an hour or two to perform our morning ablu- | im the whole town—white men—that came under my observation. ‘The mar shal 






requested me to send some men to open a passage to the door leading into the 
building where the box was, and [ sent Lieutenant Hoyt with four men with the 
marshal to open a passage to the box. Soon afterward I gave instructions my 


tions and get our breakfasts: and for that reason I move that the Sen- 
ate take a recess until nine o’clock. 
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company, and then went down there myself to see the condition of affairs. It was 
very difficult for me to get through the crowd of horsemen ; they were packed in as 
close as they possibly could be in the front of the building, between the door and 
the fence. “There were from thirty to fifty in the front of it. They were about as 
thick as they could be, and then they extended back several rods, not very dense, 
away from the building. I sbould think there were altogether three hundred 
horsemen there. I tinally got through the crowd, but I had to request men te 
move their horses’ flanks one way and then to move their hcads another way, and 
in that way I worked my way through the crowd. As I was getting through I 
came up bebind General Gary, and just before I came to him, before he saw me, 
and be te I spoke to him, I saw him reaching down for his pistol—about taking 
hold of his pistol, which was in his saddle-bag. He said—I think these were his 
identical words nearly—“ If there is going to be a row here, by God, there will be a 
lively one.” 

A it these white men in front of the building and near it were shoutiog and 
cursing, and a great many of them shouting out “Shoot! shoot! God damn it, 
shoot!” LT really apprehended that there would be some troubvle, and I knew that 
if there shonld be that there would be bloodshed. [ spoke to General Gary thea, and 
asked him if he would not endeaver to quiet the crowd. He paid no att-ntion to 
me at first. I spoke to him again and said, “General, you have some iufluence 
over these men, and I wish you would exert it, end see if you cannot keep them 
quiet.” and he said, “Well, I am a deputy sheriff, and that is what I am here for.” 
Very soon afterwards I spoke to him again. I saw that there were a number of 
men who had their pistols drawn, these mounted men, and I asked him if he would 
rot direct those men to put their pistols up. He did rot do it, but he calied out to 
some of the men, “Tell those fellows to keep quiet," meaning, I suppose, those men 
that were brandishing their pistols. The men who had their pistols—I saw the 
most of them—were rigbt in near the soldiers when I worked my way through the 
crowd 

When I worked myself throngh I found that Lientenant Hoyt had made a pas- 
sage from four to six feet in width to the boxes. These men who had their pistols 
drawn were the men right next to the soldiers. I saw a number of them with 
their revolvers in their bands and with their thumbs onthe locks and their fingers 
on the triggers. I staid there a few minntes until there was less disorder than 
there had been, and then I returned to my company, where I remained during the 
day 

Lieutenant Hoyt requested me to send some more men, as he did not have a 
sufticient number to keep the crowd back, and I sent him four more men. 

Just before I went down there, and just as Lientenant Hoyt got down to this 
place, there was some disorder there and around in the crowd, which, I suppose, 
was caused by his going through the building. Ile entered the building and went 
out through the front deor. He could not go through the crowd very well and get 
into the building in any other way, and he went through a window, then opened 
the door and stepped out in front; and I suppose this commotion was excited by 
that. I saw that there was a movement in the crowd when he moved out of the 
house, and a great many of the negroes who were some distance back, that is four 
or five rods from the house, immediately began to shout, “ It's commenced! It's 
commenced!" and started to ran; and I called to them to stop and keep quiet, and 
they stopped then. 


By Mr. CurisTiancy : 


Q. What way did they begin to ran—to run away? 

A. Away from the building ; yes, sir. A large number of these white men, or at 
least I saw a number, a dozen or more, in addition to their fire-arms, had heavy 
clabsin their hands. I observed two or three men who had ax-helves, and others 
with large bludgeons of every description. I saw that the negroes were shouting 
occasionally ; they would shout, make a hurrah for Hayes and Wheeler, or for 
Chamberlain. I noticed that when they did it it seemed to anger some of the white 
men. IT remember of hearing on one or two such oceasions some such remarks as 
this from white men, * Now, there is going to be a fuss; "’ and I observed some of 
them handling their pistols at such times; and I therefore requested the negroes—I 
went down and 5 aie toa number of them and told them to tell others not to 
shout; to keep quiet; that there was no need of shouting for any one, but to just 
deposit their ballots as soon as they could and then get away; and they obeyed my 
re mneet, and there was very little shouting after that. The polls were closed at six 
oc —_—_ 

Q. What time was it when you left there and went back to the post ? 

A. When I left the house, do you mean ? 

Q. Yes, sir. 

A. I might say I was at the house all the time. I was within fifty yards of it 
after I went back to my company. The polls were closed at six o'clock. At that 
time there was a large seutber of negroes there who claimed that they had not 
voted. I cannot say whether they had or not; it is my opinion that they had not, 
as a great many of them came to me in the afternoon, when they saw it would be 
impossible for them to vote, and asked mo if they could vote on the next day. I 
told them, of course, that they could not; that the polls would be closed at six 
o'clock ; and as it became evident that they could not get to vote, about five o'clock 
they began to leave; but when the polls were closed thero were still a large num- 
ber remaining there who claimed they had not voted, and I don't believe they had. 

Q. Were you up, at any time, close enough to the polls to observe how the 
=oEs as going on at the polling-places—the putting in of the votes ? 

A. No, sir. There was no obstruction though to any man’s going in there after 
Lieut. Hoyt opened that passage. They usually went in then in squads; one of 
the managers would open the door and call for voters, and from six to ten would 

roinatatime. That was the way they were doing while I was there, and I be- 
eve that was kept up during the day. What was done inside of the building I 
have no knowledge of my own, 

Q. Did you observe anything in connection with poll No. 11 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You were not at that poll? 

A. No, sir; Ll saw nothing of that poll at all, except from a distance of eight or 
ten rods. Leould see the crowd about it before I went up to poll No. 2; that is up 
to half past nine o'clock in the morning. There was a great deal of disorder around 
there, and armed men riding about that place constantly. 

Q. Armed white men? 

A. Yes, sir, Idid not see any negro whom I knew to be armed. I don't know 
whether any of them had concealed pistols or not. 

. State then, generally, which, the colored or the whites, appeared most orderly 
aud least noisy. 

A. The colored men were perfectly orderly so faras I observed, except that men 
shouted for their candidate ; and that shouting, as I said before, was stopped where 
I was at the poll, No. 2, when I requested it; and there was cnly individual shout- 
ing after that, and very little of that. 


By Mr. CAMERON: 


Q. What was the condition of the town on the evening of the election, after the 
polls were closed ; was it orderly or boisterous ; and were the men whom you saw 
on the streets sober or drunk ! 


A. Well, sir, I never saw more disorder or boisteronsness in my life than I saw 
there, both the day before and during election day, and the day after. 


{At this point Mr. EpMUNDs read the extract at the suggestion of 
Mr, WADLEIGH. } 


| and their shouting there all night, I don't believe that there were very man 





By Mr. Curistiancr: 


Q. And the ss — the election ? 

A. And the night before the election, during the electj alias 
have been in a great many places that I thought peeked ie, and day after. | 
by eee but I never was in one where there was so much disrne ™ 
much drunkenness, and so little respect for the comfort of other om ase 
was there. It was almost ienensiaie to sleep for three nights Ag ce ee the re 
think it was altogether safe. There were pistols fired about the town. I I don't 
know that any one was shot at directly, but there was a great deal of nis) et 
during all three of those nights. Pistol tiring 


By Mr. Camrron: 

. Will you state particularly in regard to those demonstrati » nig’ 
wean that is the night of the 6th of November # trations the night bx fore 
A. Yes, sir; the armed white men were coming into town—I observed them a} 
in the afternoon; whether any had come in before that I don’t know. 7) ~ —— 
coming in in squads of from twenty to thirty generally; I think thers wey). 
from six to a dozen, and from the noise and riding of these men about Goto 
were sober. I did not see one that was not drank that came under jny ma ; “m4 
tion. I did not go around the town to look at them ; I simply only saw thos. = 
came near we; aud, as I said before, it was impossible, almost, for aman t,«.. 
—_ night. I know my own family complained to me that they were not ab . 

sleep any. 

, What were the cries and shouts of these white armed men? 

. Well, it was not any one particular thing; it was hurrahing for Hampto 
and generally shouting for Hampton, not much harrahing for ‘Tilden tal the 
singing of hymns, or campaign songs set to hymn-tunes, and interspersed with. 
great deal of swearing. n= 

Q. Their hymns were interspersed with swearing — 


By Mr. CHRistIANcy: 


. Swearing at what? 

. A man would sing a verse of ahymn, and then they woald say, ‘God damn my 
soul, hurrah for Chamberlain,” and something of that sort. It was disgraceful. tho 
way os many of them behaved—disgraceful, I mean, to the town that it was per: 
mitted. 


By Mr. CAMERON. 


. Do you know where Senator Cain, of Edgefield, resides ; where his house is? 
san sir; I had to pass it whenever I went to my company from where I 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I may remark, with the permission of my friend 
that I am very glad to read some part of this, as it seems to be tho 
only opportunity that the majority design to give to the minority of 
understanding what this case is. I continue the reading of this testi- 
mony at my friend’s request : i 


Q Do you know whether, on the night of the 6th, his house was surrounded by 
those armed white men ? ; 
A. Only from hearsay. 
Q. That you need not state. If there is anything else that occurred at that time, 
which you can answer, within the scope of our general inquiry, you may state it. 
A. Well, sir, I do not—— 


Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I am so much impressed myself ly 
this reading that I think there ought to be a quorum here to hear it. 
I suggest to the Chair that there is nothing like a quorum in the 
Chainber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and forty-four Senators answered 
to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum is present. 

Mr. ALLISON, (at seven o’clock a.m.) I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. WHYTE called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered ; 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 19, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, Howe, Jones 
of Nevada, McMillan, Paddock, Rollins, Safinders, Teller, and Wadleigh—l9 

NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of West Virginia, 
Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, 
McDonald, McPherson, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voor- 
hees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—26. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Christianey, Con- 
over, Davis of Illinois, Eaton, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Hoar, Ingalls, Johnston, 
Kirkwood, MeCrecry, Matthews, Maxey, Merrimon, Mitchell, Morrill, Oglesby, 
Plumb, Ransom, Sargent, Sharon, Spencer, and Windom—2s. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from New Hampshire requests me to 
continue the reading of this testimony for him: 


A. Well, sir, I do not know any facts that have a bearing upon that. Ido not 
know whether any opinion is desired from me in regard to it. 

Mr. Cameron. No, sir. 

The Wiryess. I may say that after the election was over, just after the polls 
closed, General M. C. Butler came around and requested permission from me to 
make a speech to my company ; I told him I had no objection, although I had; yet 
I could not very well say so; so I said I had no objection, provided he would 1 ot 
say anything about politics; and he said certainly, that he wished simply to thank 
us; and I then called the company to attention, and he made us a littlo spece) ts 
which he thanked us for the courtesy and the impartial manner in which we bad 
performed our duty during the day. 


That is rather a difficult thing to find out even in these days, Mr. 
President. 

After the poll closed, one, or I don’t know but two—I know ono of the mamnners 
of the election requested me to leave a gant in the building while they counted 
the votes. Well, was adverse to doing it, and one of the managers—I don oo 
whether he was a republican or democrat; I did not know any of them—sail | . 
did not think it was necessary, but he had no objection ; and one of the others. an i 
I think both, requested that the crowd should be left. I therefore sent tot - = 
Brannan for instructions, and he directed me, if the managers desired it, to lea . 
a guard there ; so I left an officer and ten men, I believe it was; a few men ¥ it 
the managers while they counted the votes. 
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Cross-examination by Mr. MERRIMON: 
7 itness, Jesse Jones, has sworn that General Brannan did not do his duty 
: ‘that day ~ What do you say on that subject? ; 
there Ido pot think that am called upon, as an Army officer, to criticise my supe- 


"O. You could say whether he responded to applications made to him, could you 
pot! J). of course, I cannot tell what applications were made to him. I 
A zs a a told me. I merely received my orders from him. 
= Wh it time did you go to the box No. 2? 
g I think it was about half past nine o'clock when I started, and about quarter 
wed -n I got there. 
to te ae you stay there after that? 
? [staid there until abont half past six in the evening. 
Q Was the voting steady from the time you went there until the polls were 
id? 
- = the time the lieutenant opened the passage there, there was steady 
voting until the polls were closed. 
Do you know how many men voted there! } 

{. Iean only state from my recollection of it—that is, what I heard. I think 
there were about nine hundred votes ; that is my recollection. I may be several 
hundred out of the way. 

Q. How long did it take a man to vote? 5 . ; 

i. Of my own knowledge I could not say. I did not go into the building at all. 
Tahould say, however, front what few minutes that I was down there, that it was 

» ow voting. 

a 0. Each man had to take tho oath! : 

\. That was what I understood ; I didn't see. i 

Q. After your subordinates were stationed there, Lieutenant Hoyt and Lieuten- 
ant Williams, do you know that they kept the soldiers stationed there and that 
the negroes just marched in by sixes and cights and tens? 

4. Whenever a man insidé had voted, then the door was opened by some one 
inside, and they called for more voters. Then from six to ten would go in, either 
white or black. There were very few whites, I think that voted there after I got 
there. There were not many that wished to vote, I believe. 

Q. But everybody that could vote voted after you got there? 

A. They were not prevented from going in to vote after I got there. 

Q. That is what I mean, Captain Kellogg. What was your relation with those 
white people around there, friendly or otherwise ? 

A.l had nothing to do with them at all. | 

Q. lask you whether you wrote an unfriendly letter about them to a paper in 

Yhio? 

: - No, sir; I never wrote a letter. 

Q. Did any member of your family? 

A. There was a@ private letter written by my wife, which was published in a 

aper in Ohio, and i have reason to believe that the paper in which it was pub- 
Ral d was stolen out of the post-office in Edgefield by the editor of the Edgeticld 
democratic paper, and eS in his paper. 

Was it a very unfriendly letter? 

A. ldidnotregardit asunfriendly. Iregarded it simply as a statement of facts, 
as | believed them, by my wife. In some particulars she was not strictly correct, 
and in some things she might have said more than she did. It was written witb- 
out my knowledge and without my consent. My wife writes her own letters and 
I mine 

Q. Was it partisan in its tone f 

A. Ido not knew what you mean. 

Q. Did it take sides in this contest between these people? 

A. I have only seen the letter—I only succeeded in getting a copy of it a few days 
ago, and I read it over hastily. It was a matter I did not take any interest in ; but 
1 think that it condemned the action of the white people there, and stated, in sub- 
stance, that the negroes were prevented from a free expression of their will at the 
ballot-box. I cannot pretend to give any one quotation from the letter. 


sy Mr. CHRISTIANCY: 


Q. You had nothing to do with writing it 1 
A. Ido not know anything about it. 


By Mr. MeRRIMON: 


Q. To what political party do you belong when yon are at home ¢ 

A. Lam an officer of the United States emmy and I havo never affiliated, accord- 
ing to my understanding of the word, with any political party since I have been in 
the Army. 

Q. You do not vote ? 

A. Lhave voted when I have been at home on two or three occasions. I voted | 
for Abraham Lincoln in 1864 when I was at home wounded. I voted in the State | 
of Ohio in 1867 against the amendment of the constitution permitting negroes to | 
vote, I believed it to be my duty to vote in that way; and I have voted there since | 
in a congressional election. I vote nowhere else. don't consider that I have a 
right to vote anywhere else. 

HENRY W. PURVIS, RICHLAND COUNTY. 


CoLumpia, SoutH CAROLINA, January 5, 1877. 
Hexry W. Purvis (colored) sworn and examined. 
By Mr. Curistiancy: 
Question. Where do you reside ? 
Answer. In Colambia, South Carolina 
Q. How long have you resided here ? 
A. About ten years. 
Q. What is your age? 
A. Thirty-one. 
Q. Do you know anything abont the organization of Captain Dock Adams's com- 
pany of militia in Hamburgh, Aiken County ? 
ie —_— — — 7 know of your own knowledge. 
A. Will ce hiy do i 
Gonanrhene y t. It was a part of the organization of the militia under 
By Mr. Curistiancy: 
Q. Before you begin, you may state what means you have of kn wing i 
A. I was adjutant-general of the State. . ne pane 
Q. You were adjutant-general of this State? 
A. Yes, sir, The company was commanded by Prince W. Rivers. 
By Mr. Merrion: 


Q. When was that company organized 
- During the first administration of Governor Scott, in 1869 or 1870, I think, 
named Wiles tee! Sarwan, and the company was commanded by a man 
South Carolina Nadi ae with a regiment known as the Ninth Regiment, 


By Mr. Curistiancr : 
% At that time? 


dwindled down very much, and was commanded by this man Adams, who wa8 
elected captain of it; and since 1872 he has been captain of it. 


) I was elected in 
1872 as adjutant-general, and he was then captain of this company—Company A. 
Q. Who was ? 
A. Adams. 
Q. In 18721 
A. Eighteen hundred and seventy-two, sir. 


By Mr. MerarMon : 


2 Are you sure of that? 
- Lam, sir. 
By Mr. Curistrancr : 

9. Was it Adams or Williams who was captain in 1872? 

A. Williams was promoted, and Adams was elected captain of the company. 

Q. Are you sure about the year? E 

A. I will not be right positive. My reports, anyhow, will show for that. The 
resent adjutant-general is, I believe, making out a statement of that fact, any- 
10W. 

9. You do not, then, pretend to give the dates exactly ? 

A. No, I will not be precise about that. 

Q. After Williams had been promoted to the coloneley — 

A. The command of the company fell upon this man Adams, by election of the 
company. 

Pe _— did you cease to have any connection with the adjutant-general’'s 
oftice 

A. In December, 1876. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator give way fora motion to 
ome! 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I will give way for that purpose. 

Mr. MITCHELL, (at seven o’clock and fifteen minutes a. m.) I 
move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. GARLAND called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered ; 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 18, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, Cameron of 
Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Dawes, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, 
Kirkwood, McMillan, Oglesby, Rollins, Saunders, Teller, and Wadleigh—18. 

NAYs— Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of West Virginia, 
Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, 
McDonald, McPherson, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, 
Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—26. 

ABSENT—Messrs, Anthony, Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Booth, Conover, Davis 
of Illinois, Dorsey, Eaton, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Hoar, Howe. Ingalls, Jotinston, 
McCreery, Matthews, Maxey, Merrimon, Mitchell, Morrill, Paddock, Plumb, 
Ransom, Sargent, Sharon, Spencer, and Windom—29. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
Mr. WADLEIGH rose. 


Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, what is the question now before 
the Senate ? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire is 
addressing the Senate. 

Mr. GARLAND. Upon what question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Oregon, (Mr. MITCHELL. ] 


Mr. GARLAND. The amendment of the Senater from Oregon to 
the original resolution ? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the resolution of the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from New Hampshire desires me to 
continue to read this testimony for him: 


Q. This last December ? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Have you any of the records of the office here with you ? 
A. I have not. 
Q. Do you know anything about the furnishing of arms to that company? 
A. No arms were furnished during my administration as adjutant-general. 
There were no arms furnished except under the administration of Governor Scott. 
Q. The arms, then, whatever they were, were furnished during Governor Scott's 
administration? 
A. Yes, sir. 
. When you were not adjutant-general ? 
. When I was not adjutant-general. 
2. Was any ammunition furnished them while you were adjutant-gencral ? 

. Not any. 

9. Was any commission actually issued to Adams as captain of the company ? 

. Application was made, but none actually issued; at least, it never left the 
office. 

Q. What was the reason that it was not done? 
A. They never called for it. 

. Was there something wanting—some returns to be made to the office? 

. Under the act of 1874 of the Legislature, reorganizing the militia, this com- 
pany, after its reorganization, elected Mr. Adams as captain, but ho never was 
commissioned, Ldon't think, under the reorganization. 

9. Never was commissioned under the reorganisation ? 

. Never was commissioned under the reorganization ; and the other officers of 
the company, they held over—their term of office had not expired as officers, and 
they held over. 

. Whatever the cause was, he did not receive a commission ? 

. He did not reveive a commission, but at the same time the company had 
elected him as captain. It was a mere matter of form, the commission was, as far 
as that was concerned. 

Q. Were you with Governor Chamberlain during the political campaign last fall, 
or any part of it! 
Yes, sir; I was at several places with him. 
. At what places? 
. I was at Edgefield and Newberry. 
. Were you at Abbeville ? 
. No, sir. 
. You were only at those two places ? 
. Only at those two places. 
. If you know onything of any intimidation of the colored voters in this State 
that has come under your own observation, from the beginning of the campaign 
down to its close, you can state it; intimidation by the democratic party, the 
whites, against the republican colored voters. 


Oporeopop 


A. Well, I do not know as against the colored voters, but against all republican 
Yes, sir; and on promotion of Williams to the coloneley the company had | v 


VI——_44 


oters. At all the meetings that I attended, with one or two exceptions, there was 



































































































































































































































TT 8 ROA ES orn 
PIER BES Sire nas 
a aie 























































































































































































































































































































690 


a general intimidation; where 1 voted I did not see any intimidation ; I voted here 
in Columbia, but during the campaign at all the meetings I attended there was 
almost in every instance on the part of the democracy an open source of violence or 
intimidation 
Q. Well, sir, just describe what it was; what you saw and what you know of 
your own knowledge 
" A. For instance, notice was given that a republican meeting would take place at 
such and such a time and at such a place, and the whites would go there in large 
bodies, generally armed men on horseback, and surround the stand and demand 
part of the time ; and, if that was not granted, the result has been in many instances 
that there has been no meeting. In some instances republican speakers—where 
be meeting was called at the village of Edgetield particularly, where I saw it—time 
was allotted to the republican speakers by the democrats, altLough it was a repub- 
lican meeting, a meeting held under arepublican call. The same thing occurred in 
the county of Newberry. 
Q. That was so both at Edgefield and Newberry, was it! 
A. Yeu, sir 


©. Well, during the time that the republican speakers were speaking what was | 


the conduct of the whites, the democrats present ? 

A. If there was reference made at all to the acts of the democratic party they 
were Interrupte d; they were not allowed to proceed. 

It is a good deal so here, too. 

Mr. GARLAND. I wish to ask the President who has the floor; 
whether the Senator from Vermont or the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GARLAND. Then the Senator from Vermont has no right to 
interject these remarks into his reading. He is a mere agent; a mere 
clerk, and a mere fungus of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I must subside under that last term, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. GARLAND. 
under. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
silence me at once, 

Mr. GARLAND. It does not make any difference what silences 
you. I make the point. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will go on. 


Q. Any names called, any threats of violence ? 


A. Well, abusive language and obscene language used against prominent men 
who happened to be present; such as calling them— 


There is a term that I think I will leave out, if I shall be allowed 
to interject anything in this performance. The Senator can read it 
for himself. 


Q. Did you see at those meetings any pistols drawn out? 

A. No; 1 do not remember of seeing anybody draw any pistol ; but these bodies 
of armed men were generally present at these political meetings and they were 
known as rifle-clubs, and they existed without any guarantee of law. Under a 
charter here obtained from the General Assembly, in 1574, these clubs organized as 
charitable clabs; but that act was repealed, and all the clubs that are now in ex- 
istence exist without any guarantce of law at all and in utter violation of law. 

Q. Well, upon this point [ will ask you one question in reference to the military 
organizations here. It is said that none but colored men have been organized as 
State militia; will you atate what was the reason they were not; docs the law 
make any difference between tho two! 

A. There is no distinction in the law; it was the same as under the laws of the 
United States. All persons of certain age are subject to military duty, but under 
this national guard system the governor had the right to select out of this militia 
element those whem he deemed fit to constitute that national guard. There has 
been no proscriptive: clement, or no proscription about it. The white meu ob- 
jected to joining the militia with the cae companies, and wherever there has 


It does not make any difference what you subside 


That high-bred observation of my friend would 


wen an application from them they desired to be a separate and distinct body of | 


armed men 

). That is, they wished to make the distinction of color, and that was impossible 
under the general law ¢ 

A. Yes, sir; thatcould not be done under the general law. As far as the falsity 
of the statement, if any such has been made, is concerned, I will say that a ma- 
jority of the commanding officers, I think, of the military organizations in this 
State are white men who haye affiliated with the republican party geuerally; or a 
great many of them are, at least 

(). Have you been out through the State enough to know anything of the riding 
about at night by these rifle-clubs, as you call them ? 

A. I have been all over the State a good many times, but I have never seen any 
of those parties riding out any more than the evidence in the Ku-Klux trials and 
the evidence taken before various committees. 

Q. Ido notinquire into that. Unless you know of some other facts of intimida- 
tion of these colored people or republicans by the democrats, I have no further 


qvestion to ask; but if any other facts are within your mind that now occur to 
you, you can state them. 


Mr. ALLISON, (at seven o’clock and thirty minutes a.m.) Mr. 
President, I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to yield to me to 
make a motion that the Senate take a recess now until nine o’clock 
or half past eight. I will say nine. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa moves that the 
Senate take a recess until nine o’clock. 

Mr. GARLAND called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered ; 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Measrs. Allison, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, Came” 
ron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, 
Ilowe, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Og!esby, Paddock, Rollins, Saun- 
ders, Teller, and Wadleigh—21, 

NA YS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of West Virginia, 
Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, 
McDonald, McPherson, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, 
Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—26. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Booth, Conover, 
Davis of [linois, Eaton, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Hoar, Ingalls, Johnston, Mc- 
Creery, Matthews, Maxey, Merrimon, Mitchell, Morrill, Plumb, Ransom, Sargent, 
Sharon, Spencer, and Windom—26. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. CHAFFEE, I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to further 
give way to enable me to make a motion which I have very impor- 
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tant reasons for making, which is that the Senate proces. 
sideration of execntive business. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the moti 
Senator from Colorado. , 

Mr. COCKRELL called for the yeas and nays, and they wer 
ordered ; and being taken, resulted—yeas 20, nays 25; as follows _ 
YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, Cameron so 
consin, Cosine, Cestesionne, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, How y - 2 
Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Oglesby, Paddock, Rolli ieee hen Ge eee Ot 
Wadleigh—20. & y eollins, Saunders, Tell T, and 

NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of W 
Dennis, Garland, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Kernan, La 
ald, McPherson, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurm 
Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—25. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Booth. | 
ver, Davis of Illinois, Eaton, Ferry, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Hoar.’ 
ston, MeCreery, Matthews, Maxey, Merrimon, Mitchell, Morrill, Pj 
Sargent, Sharon, Spencer, and Windom—238. , 


l to the con- 


on of the 


est Virginia 
mar, Me Dou. 
an, Voorhees, 


sruce, Cono. 
Ingalls John. 
ulm, Ransom, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I will continue the reading of the testimony for 
my friend from New Hampshire : ? 


Q. Ido not inquire into that. Unless you know of some other facts of intimic 
tion of these colored — or republicans by the democrats, I have no ere 
question to ask, but if any other facts are within your mind that now occur to aa 
you can state them. ; 

A. I know of nothing more, sir, than what I suppose you have heard from w 
nesses summoned, that they have been abused and whipped ; after they were whi, ; 
I have seen them . P 

Q. Well, state that. 

A. There has been a great many instances of men here—men that were in the 
Hamburgh riot and the Ellenton riot ; they have been here, large numbers of them 
that I have seen that have been whipped and abused. F 

Q. Did you see the merks on them where they were whipped ¢ 

A. Yes, sir. I think thero isa gentleman here now as ono of your witnesses that 
has got a wound where he was shot not yet healed up. 

Q. What was his name? 

A. He was from Marion County. 

Q. What was his name? 

A. I do not remember his name. 

Q. Simon Crawford? 

A. Crawford, I believe, his name was. 

. Have you seen any others ! 

. Ido not know as ¥ could remember the names, but there have been a great 
many of them here within the last six weeks before the United States court that 
were wounded and abused. I know nothing further. I was a member of the can 
vassing board here. I suppose you have got that evidence, though. 

Q. Were you a member of the State canvassing board ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CaMERON. Well, we do not propose to go into that question of the State 
canvass at all. 

Mr. Mernimon. I do, if you will let me do it. 

Mr. Cameron. You can examine the witness, Mr. Merrimon, 


t 
Ded 


Cross-examination by Mr. MERRIMON : 
Q. There was an act passed in 1874 which required the reorganization of the 
militia of this State ? 
A. I believe it was in 1874. 
Q. That act provided that, in order to reorganize it, any comp wies might bo 
| formed consisting of not less than the number fixed in the statute 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. It required application to be made to the adjutant-general's office that com 
| panies that had a prior existence might reorganize if they reorganized within a 
| specific time: that is, by the Ist of January, 1575. Task you whether, under that 
} reorganization, the companies that had an existence prior to that time—tho per 
sons reorganiziog—had a right to elect their officers ? 
A. I don’t believe they did; not until after they reorganized. 
Q. Well, = they reorganized, did they have a right to elect their officers? 
A. They did. 
Q. In that case did you issue commissions to them? 
A. I did when they made application. 
Q. How did it happen that you did not issue commissions to Dock Adams's 
officers? 
. The application was not made, 
. If application had been made, you would have issued commissions to them! 
. Very likely to have done so, . 
. The persons composing the company had a right to elect their officers ! 
. Their superior ollicers. me 
. And after the reorganization regularly they would have been commissione: | 
. They would have been. s 
Q. And you say that no commission was issued to Dock Adams's company, or 
any ofticer of it, after the reorganization took place! 
A. L did not say so. 
Q. What did you say? 
A. I said that Dock Adams was not commissioned ; the other officers of the com- 
pany were commissioned. 
Q. When were they commissioned ? 
A. After the reorganization and before. 
Q. The present adjutant-general stated yesterday that they were not. 
A. They were, and it so appears upon the records; Cartledge and some other 
moan; I forget now ; Coleman, I think. 
2 When did Dock Adams's company reorganize? 
. Ido not remember. 
Q. 
A. 


| 
| 


Do you know that it ever was reorganized ? 

I do. 
When was the master-roll filed in your office? 
. I do not remember. 

Was it filed there before the Hamburgh riot? 
. It was 

You swear that? 
. Yea, sir. 

You are sure of it? 
. Yea. 

Now, T caution yon about that. 
. lam pretty positive of it; the record will show if it was not so. — 
. I now ask you whether that muster-roll was filed there before the Hamburg! 
riot? a 

A. Well, I would not swear positively, because the record will show if it was. 

2. You said awhile ago that it was. 

. Lam under the impression that it was. 
Q. Why didu't you, then, issue to Dock Adams his commission t 
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\. He never applied for it. By Mr. CAMERON: 


‘ , is day! Teak ween oak ; 
Never has appiied to this day : +) ha Q. That was prior to the 4th of July? 
i | was not to know that Dock Adams was captain of that company until he A. Yes, sir; and was one of the first companies organized in this State, and has 


«| for his commission. ; ; been ever since. 
app > A muster-roll is forwarded does not the statute require you to commis- 


SW Q. om recognized by the State authorities as a legally-constituted company ? 

2 ; ’ ; 2 : oa phhg: | : 

ion the officers? ‘ : . eee a A. Yes, sir; I made a report to his exccllency the governor in reference to that 
we Tt does not. They have the right to elect their officers whenever they see | matter, which I suppose could be seen at any time. 
Bt epis company was reorganized by Dock Adams; when! That ends the testimony of Mr. Henry W. Purvis. 

A. 1 do not remonnber the foe. Mr. WADLEIGH. I will now read, Mr. President, the testimony 

as it reorganize ‘ anhaal Rtaw: aure . , 
Q . he n was ‘anized under this act; I don't remember the date. of Raphael Stewart, of Laurens County. 


“De you know whether it was before the lst of January, 16751 


' is 187 i RAPHAEL STEWART, LAURENS COUNTY. 
i The date of this act is 1874; March, 1874, ‘ 


© Thatact provides that they must be reorganized by the Ist of January, 1875, CoLumata, SOUTH CaRoLina, December 23, 1876. 
the officer mentioned in the act shall extend the time; were they reorgan- RAPHAEL STEWART (colored) sworn and examined. 
ra | before that time expired? 2 : : By Mr. C t0N: 
tee They may have been between 1874 and 1875; my reports will show it. er 
© And your reports are all filed in the office ? Season: Where do you live? 
\ They are, sir s Auswer. In Laurens County. 
+) Phe records are regularly kept there, and reports made touching this com- Q. At what place? 
are on file in the ottice you lately held 1 A. In Waterloo Township. 
* They are. Q. How long have you lived there ? 
() When did you issue any ammunition to those men last? A. I have lived there since ‘56. 


) 
i lL never issued any to them at all. . 
©. Never while you were in office at all? 


~ 


: How old are you ? 
. About thirty-nine years old ; will be forty next fall. 


% 


< No, sir as Q. What oflicial connection bad you with the last election held in your town? 
O. Lask you particularly whether any ammunition has been issued regularly or A. I was one of the managers-of the box at Hamilton precinct, in Waterloo 
pot within the last ten months? } Township ; chairman of the board. - 
\. | would not be likely to let them have any unless it was regularly issued. Q. You may state whether there were any rifle-clubs there on the day of elextion. 
0. How is it; did you or not? A. Yes, sir; there wero rifle-clubs; the first one that voted was a rifle-club. 
The WitNess. What do you mean f Q. Where was that club from ? 
Q. Lask you if you did do it? _A. From Saluda, the Saluda rifle-club, about two miles on the other side of the 
A. I say, no. . river— 
0. Are you positive that you did not? ; ay 4 
‘A. L would say positively that there is no use of my answering any such ques- Which I suppose means people from Georgia— 
ah Cunistiancy. Answer the question. Q. What did they do, if anything, in regard to taking down names of colored 


men who voted? 
A. Well, there were a man outside of the house where the votes was taken in, 
who had a paper, and was taking down names whenever they would invite them to 


The Witxess. I say, no; they have had none since I have been adjutant-general. 
Mr. Mexnimon. They got none from the office whether it was issued ollicially or 
otherwise ? 


. an ale come up and vote; and I asked him what he was doing, and he said he was keep- 
a es wea” . : ss . . | ing alist. I says, ‘* What are you keeping alist for?’ And he says, “ It isa list 
: ee Reet anenny gHatien at ne mein, Seating the Geahes | of all that vote the republican ticket; '’ and he would mark them on his list as radi 

riot, any @ oo . : seas Soses | cal, so that he would know all that did vote that ticket ; and I asked him what he 
2 stoees So Renee Se ee ie watts requisition of | was doing that for, and he said it was authorized by the clubs, and he would furnish 

ne anes te th C ee riot was oing on? i that list to the clubs, and they would know all who voted that ticket, and they 
- y “a og — gong was going to get no employment in the county or State. 
Q pees any arms? Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire give way? 
Q a on issue any arms after that! Mr. WADLEK( iH. Certainly. ; 
A. I did not. Mr. MITCHELL, (at seven o’elock and fifty minutesa.m.) I move 
(. Did you send any arms to the chief of police at Charleston # that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
= ra Mr. WALLACE called for the yeas and nays, and they were or- 

5 0 any. aie 

A. I think there were thirty or forty ; I do not remember just now. dered. eee ; : : ’ 
Q. Did ammunition go with the arms ? Mr. DENNIS. I have paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
A. It did. (Mr. CAMERON] for two hours on all questions except where my vote 
Y oes is necessary to make a quorum. 
Q. Where else did you issne any arms since January last ? Mr. PATTERSON. I am paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
A. None except to the State penitentiary, shire [Mr. ROLLINS] for a couple of hours. 
\. Nowhere else but to the State penitentiary ? 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 12 
A. And to the agricultural school at Orangeburgh. ! ™ vy vy J . 


). Did you issue any arms to any militia atall } nays 23; as follows: 

A. None at all. YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Burnside, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Conkling, 

Q. Did you issue any ammunition to any of the militia? Dawes, Edmunds, Me Millan, Oglesby, Saunders, Teller, and Wadleigh—t2. 

A. Not any. NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of West Virginia, 

Q. Lask you whether any arms were sent toa man at Newberry Court-House, | Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Lamar, McDonald, 
put up in a box marked “ Shoemakers’ tools 1” McPherson, Morgan, Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, 

A. None that I know of. and Withers—23. 

Q. You swear that no arms went from your office ? ABSEN T—Messrs. Allison, Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Booth, Bruce, Cameron 

The Witxess. As “ Shoemakers’ tools?” of Pennsylvania, Christianey, Conover, Davis of Llinois, Dennis, Dorsey, Eaton, 

Mr. MERRIMON. Yes, sir; marked “ Shoemakers' tools.” Ferry, Grover, Hanlin, Hoar, Howe, Ingalls, Johnston, Jones of Nevada, Kernan, 

A. Not any, sir. Kirkwood, McCreery, Matthews, Maxey, Merrimon, Mitchell, Morrill, Patterson, 

Q. And sent to Newberry ? Plumb, Ransom, Rollins, Sargent, Sharon, Spencer, and Windom—33. 

A. Not any. " TIA Dore > Ky" y 

. You wear thet noun wees lesned thare The V ICE-T RESIDEN K. No quorum has voted. 

x Yes, sir. , Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I move a call of the Senate. 

Q. And that none were sent from your office ? The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll of the 

A. None were sent from my oflice. Senate 

Q. Or ammunition ¢ a. ce ‘ } be 

A. Nex ammanition. The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and thirty-nine Senators 

Q. I would like to ask what was the object of this Hamburgh matter? answered to their names. 

A. Do you want to know the truthfulness of it? The VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum is now present. The ques- 

Mr. Merrion. Certainly. 


’ Poe tion is, will the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
The Witness. I could not understand what that had to do with the organization ae : 

of this militia. I could not understand the drift of this thing. Icould not see the business, on which.the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

pertinency of this matter, whether that company existed at all or not. The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Q. We want to know whether it had a legal existence? Mr. COKE, (when his name was called.) I am paired on this ques- 


\. Then that would be a guarantee that these men were legally murdered. i 7 » Sen; ws y rp ary P ae cs 
Q. Lask whether yon directed tho colonel commanding that regiment over there tion with the Senator from Iowa,[Mr. Kirkwoop.] If he were here, 


to gather up the arms belonging to that Dock Adam >t he would vote “yea” and I should vote “nay.” 
A. I did not. sing ogy 4 Mr. PATTERSON, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 


Q. Did Williams write you aletter before you left the office going on and telling | the Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. RouuiNs.] If he were here 
you where he had found various guns ? . 


— mite, + wan 7 . wente, Ob annee 8 

ae I did get a letter from Mr. Williams, colonel of the regiment that was, I he would vote “ yea” and I should ven — 

‘lieve, from Augusta, saying that after the Hamburgh riot a lotof democrats | The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 23; as follows: 

= it bee of the State arms, and I wrote him that I would be very glad YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Booth, Burnside, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, 

fe loon dues hone” them back. I believe that they captured them trom the Dawes, peaaet, Gordon, McMillan, Mitchell, Oglesby, Sannders, Teller, and 

) ; Yadleigh—15. e 
_ fou get all the guns ? NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Davis of West Virginia, Garland, 
0 He tid hot get any. Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, McDonald, McPherson, 
H we a “4 get any atall? Merrimon, Morgan, Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, 
venatathe nie re, Said he did not get any. The members of the regiment do not | and Withers—23. 

. o i iy Ket the guns when they get in the hands of the democracy in that region. ABSENT—Messrs. Allison, Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Bruce, Cameron of 
A ae he did not get any of the guns} Pennsylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Coke, Conover, Davis of Ilinois, Dennis, 
Q. He aie get any. ee: Eaton, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Hoar, Howe, Ingalls, Johnsten, Jones of 
i No ld ne did not in a letter? - Nevada, Kirkwood, MeCreery, Matthews, Maxey, Morrill, Paddock, Patterson, 

eae on't think that hedid. Company A, commanded by Dock Adams, is a Plumb, Ransom, Rollins, Sargent, Sharon, Spencer, and Windom—35, 

wee ar reanized company, and a part of the National Guard of this State, aud : 
4s at the time that these men raided on it. So the motion was not agreed to. 
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Mr. WADLEIGH. The testimony proceeds as follows: 


Q. You may state whether the democrats forced republicans and colored men to 
vote the democrat ticket, or said if they voted the radical ticket they would not 
furnish them with any employment? 

A. Yes, sir; they did; they said they that voted the radical ticket would get no 
employment. 

Q. Who told you that? 

A. Several white men. 

Q. Give the names of any that you can remember. 

A. One man, named Mr. Henry Fuller, told me so; and another man by the name 
of LB. F. Cloridy, be told mo that was the language of the clubs. 

Q. Were they both democrats? 

A. Both democrats, 

9 White men! 

. Yeas, sir; white men. 

Q. Do they reside in your township! 

A. Yea, sir. 

Q. What did they tell you about that being the language of the clubs ? 

A. Yes, sir; said that was the language of the clubs. There was a resolution 
that had passed the club that if acolored man voted the republican ticket he would 
get no employment in the county, nor even in the State; said itwas a known thing 
all over the State; that when he was out of work at one place he would be out of 
work at all places. 

Q. You may state whether or not they told the colored men that on the day of 
the election 

A. Yes, sir; I heard them tell them on the day of election. 

Q. State where you heard that said, and who said it. 

A. Well, sir, there was three or four men I can'tname; they was there watching 
who would vote the republican ticket; and when they voted the republican ticket, 
if they was living with that man, they would tell him that be was out of employ- 
ment 

‘There was one man by the name of Downing; a Mr. Dave Valentine, he had 
the man hired, and when he voted the republican ticket at that box he turned him 
off that night when he got home. The man came to my house after I went home, 
and told me that was what he turned him off for. 

. This man rented land of Valentine? 

. He had him hired for wages. 

. Who was the democratic supervisor of election at that time! 

. Mr. Gabriel Pinson. 

A white man? 

. Yes, sir; a white man. 

How did Gabriel conduct himself there f 

A. Ue acted very gentlemanly there; he did not aay anything wrong against 
any party. He assisted me in everything l undertook. We had two supervisors, 
one a white man and then a colored one. 

Q. Well, what, if anything, did the democrats say to this effect: that they did aot 
care how they carried the election if they only carried it? 

A. So they carried it, that’s all. They said they allowed to carry this election ; 
that they did not care how they carried it, so they carried it. I think that was 
Mr. Culverson, one of them was named ; there was so many said it I can't recollect 
the names; it was general talk. ‘They didn't care how they carried it so they car- 
ried it; so they beat Chamberlain. 

Q. How did the rifie-clubs carry on in your town the night before the election! 

A. They was riding through the country, and when they were going they were 
hollering at everybody's house as they passed by in great gangs; riding in big 
companies of about fiity or sixty in a gang; and they were hollering and hooping ; 
but they didn't interfere with nobody only about his pees and when they 
came down in gangs that way, if they knew you was a republican, they would tell 
you to hide out, and holler and hoot at you, and tell you, “We are going te beat 
you this time,” 

Is your precinct arepubliean or a democratic precinct? Which party has the 
majority in the precinct ? 

A. Well, the Eeassovate have been always carrying the majority at that precinct. 
I have been manager of that precinct right smart—well three or four elections ; but 
the republicans fell shorter than they ever did this time. 

Q How much shorter? 

A. We always got about one hundred and fifty or sixty, and this time we only 
got sixty-three. 

. Did the democrats poll more this year than formerly ? 
. Yes, sir; they polled more than they generally polled. 

How many did they poll? 

. They polled three hundred and thirty-seven at our precinct. 

How much did they poll two years ago? 

. I think it was about two hundred and forty and some odds, 

. Where did they get the extra hundred this year? 

. 1 don't know, sir; thatis hard for me to tell. 

. Did any colored men vote the democratic ticket f 

. Yes, sir; right smart voted the democratic ticket; yes, sir; I allowed that 
was so; and a good mapy didn't vote at all. 

Q. A good many colored ment 

A. Lots of them right round me where I live didn't vote no way. 

%. W hat reasons did they give for not voting! 

A. They said the white perme told them there wouldn't be any voting done at 
Hamilton precinct; that they had moved to Laurens; told them aboaut@hat the day 
before election ; and some of them said that the reason they didn't vote that they 
were afeared of losing their homes; that they was told that if they voted that 
ticket they would have to leave. That was general talk among them, why they 
didn't vote. There was a much more shortly vote, and that was the reason they 
stated they didn't vote ; they said if they voted the republican ticket they would 
have to leave; and if they didn't vote at all they could stay; but if they went to 
the polls they must vote the democratic ticket; and if they voted the republican 
ticket they had to leave. They said that to me. 

By Mr. Merrimon: 

Q. You say a great many colored men voted the democratic ticket ? 

A. At that place, right smart. 

. Were they red-shirt follows ? 

A. Yes, sir; there wasn't any who voted at all but had joined the club, 

2. Everything went along quietly and nicely the day of election! 

. Yes, sir; some of the clab when they started to Laurens hollered and whooped. 
We goannas poll until they went by. They went to Laurens after they voted at 
my box. 

. You voted? 

- Yes, sir. 


I will now read the testimony of William H. Rutherford, of Lau- 
rens County : 


>PO>Obo Po > 


WILLIAM H. RUTHERFORD, LAURENS COUNTY. 
Co.umbia, South CaRrouina, December 23, 1876. 
Wiu.u1aM H. Ruraerrorp (colored) sworn and examined. 
By Mr. CAMERON : 
Question. Where do you live? 
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Answer. I live in Laurens. 
. How long have you lived there? 
. Six or seven years. 
Where did you live prior to going there? 
. In Columbia. 
How old are you? 
lam going on twenty-six. 
Of what State are you a native ? 
. Georgia. 
How long have you lived in South Carolina? 
Sinee the first of 1870. 
Where were you on the 7th of November last ? 
Laurens Court House. 
Do you hold any office in Laurens County? 
. I don't now. 
Have you held any office there f 
I have. 
You may state what office you have held in that county. 
I were jury commissioner for two years. 
Have you held any other office # 
. Yes, sir; I was commissioner of election. 
Are you a republican 1? 
- Lam, *~ : . > 
. Do you know of any threats having been made by the ; 
republicans prior to the last election! If . you may state ae _— 

A. Yes, sir. How far shall Icommence back? —~ ae 

Mr. CAMERON. Well, commence at any time during the last year. 

The Witness. Well, sir, there was a general system of in 
threats of violence, and turning off hands. and of driving re 
county —those who voted the republican ticket. Those that was considered lead 
ers had to leave the county. White republicans were driven out o Sch 

Q. Whom did you hear make threats of that description ? 

A. T heard Colonel W. B. Ball, in a speech that he made at Laurens, at the tina 
the democrats broke up republican mecting. As near as I can remember. he said 
that the democrats didn't intend to employ any republicans to work their lands y 
heard Dr. Ervey, also, in a speech at Clinton. le said there that any one wl 
voted the republican ticket, and voted for that damn thief, shouldn't work esa 
land in the county. y 

9. Whom did he refer to as a damn thief? 

. Chamberlain and his party, was the words he used. I also heard Mr. Rich. 
ard C. Watts make the same assertion; and I also heard Mr. W. B. Bell post. 
master at Clinton, make the assertion ; and I also heard Mr. Finney. He advised 
me to vote the democratic ticket, and get as many others as I could, 

Q. You may state whether or not threats similar to those you have mentioned 
were general in the county. 

A. They were general, sir, through the whole county. It was an understanding 
you may say, among all democrats, that those who veted the republican ticket 
couldn't get any part of this year's crop, or get homes another year. 

Q. How could they deprive them of their share of the crop for this year! 

A. They could take it away from them. 

Q. Without any right? 

A. Without any right; yes, sir. 
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timidation, such aa 
publicans out of the 


f all society. 


Mr. EDMUNDS, (at eight o’clock and twenty minutes a.m.) [ 
rise to a question of order. I submit to the Chair that it is obvions 
there is no quorum here. I do not wish to cause delay but the Chair 
can see for itself that there are not twelve Senators in the Chamber 

Mr. COCKRELL. It isexceedingly important that a quorum should 
be here to see what transpires! 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is important if the quorum cares anything 
about the truth. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is that part of the quorum which has not gone 
that cares anything about the truth. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary reports that no quorum is 

resent. The Secretary will call the roll of the Senators. 

The Secretary called the roll of the Senate, and after some time 
thirty-five Senators answered to their names. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute the 
order of the Senate. 

Mr. WHYTE. I —— he will have a list of absentees, so as not 
to get into the same difficulty as he did on the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from New York. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He can get the list by applying to the 
Secretary. It is a matter of record. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I was paired with the Senator from Nebraska, 
(Mr. SAUNDERS, ] but not with the understanding that it should ailect 
a call of the Senate. Therefore I answer, “here.” 

— EDMUNDS. I thought we were executing an order of the 
nate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I just came in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not object to my friend putting in an ap- 
pearance, but we are executing an order of the Senate, and nothing 
can be done until we dispense with it. I shall make that point of 
order on everybody else. i 

Mr. GARLAND. I heartily co-operate with the Senator from Ver- 
mont in this movement. It is something like the proposition we had 
3g hours ago. I hope the Sergeant-at-Arms will execute the 
order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I agree with my friend from Arkansas entirely. 
It is the only way to get a quorum here. 

Messrs. CAMERON of Wisconsin, CHAFFEE, DENNIS, HARRIS, and 
McMILLAN entered the Chamber and answered to their names. 

Mr. GARLAND. Are those answers in response to the request of 
the Sergeant-at-Arms, I should like to ask ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They are. The Chair is informed that 
these Senators have responded to the request for attendance, being 
about the Capitol, and that officers have been sent to invite those who 
are away from the Capitol. 
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>; AND. In order to ascertain whether it is necessary to 
Mr. GART tendance of absent Senators, I ask for a call of the 
co 


Senate. 


“he VICE- SIDENT. That call is already pending. 
me . Li etn The only motion the Senator can make is to dis- 
oe with the call, and that will disclose whether we have enough 
pe 


= GARLAND. I can put the motion in cither way. I will move, 


ispense with the call. 
— to ick-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas moves that 
furt ber proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 
“Mr EDMUNDS. On that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The -call having been concluded 

_ rNORHEES, fatter having first voted in the affirmative.) I 

sted under the impression that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
SAUNDERS] had returned and was in the Senate Chamber. As he has 
net returned, I withdraw my vote. I am paired with him. 

Mr. DORSEY. Iam paired with the Senator from Tennessee, [ Mr. 
BAILEY. J If he were here, he would vote “ yea” and I should vote 
, ‘The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 15; as follows: 

“BAS Sars. rd, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of West Virginia, Garland, 
eee Ord, Hill Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, McDonald, Me- 
Pherson, Morgan, Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers— 


ae. ’ 

7\YS—Messrs. Anthony, Booth, Burnside, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, 
ae Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, McMillan, Merrimon, Mitchell, 
Oclesby, Paddock, and Wadleigh—1L5. 

“\BSENT—Messrs, Allison, Armstrong, Bailey, Barnum, Blaine, Brnec, Came. 
ron of Pennsylvania, Conkling, Conover, Davis of Tlinois, Dennis, Dorsey, Eaton, 
Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Hoar, Howe, Ingalls, Johnston, Kirkwood, McC reery, 
Matthews, Maxey, Morrill, Patterson, Plumb, Ransom, Rollins, Sargent, Saunders, 
Sharon, Spencer, Teller, Voorhees, and Windom—36. 


So the motion to dispense with further proceedings under the call 
was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Who is entitled to the floor? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Vanes was occupying the floor, ; J 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire give way 
to me to move, as, of course, we shall finish this business by twelve 
o'clock, that when the Senate adjourn it be to meet to-morrow at two 
o'clock? I suppose “to-morrow” will be to-day by the sunshine over- 
head. I make the motion in order that we may get a little breathing- 
spell. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I yieid for that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont moves that 
when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet to-morrow at two 
o'clock. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 12, noes 19; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. WITHERS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Several SENATORS. Oh, no! 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WITHERS. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CONKLING. There is not a quorum present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. THURMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that absent Senators be sent for. 

Mr. THURMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. They will disclose 
the presente of a quorum. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ah! Mr. President, I hope my friend who loves 
the law so well will let us have the law. This vote has disclosed that 
no quorum is voting. I move, therefore, within the rules, that there 
be a call of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont moves that 
there be a call of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll; and thirty-nine Senators 
answered to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary reports that there is a 
quorum in the. Chamber. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The question then recurs on the motion t hat 
— Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet to-morrow at two 
OclOCK. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays were ordereed on that 
proposition, and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, (when his name was called.) I am paired tem- 
porarily with the Senator from Indiana, (Mr.VoorHEEs.] I do not 
see him in his seat, and therefore I shall not vote. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 12, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Burnside, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, 
Dawes, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, McMillan, Mitchell, Teller, and Wadleigh—12. 
on AYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of West Virgiaia, 
| ec Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, Me- 


Whew a Mectienan, Morgan, Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Wallace, 


ob SEN T—Messrs. Allison, Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Booth, Bruce, Cameron 
of Yennsylvania, Conkling, Conover, Davis of Illinois, Dennis, Dorsey, Eaton, Ferry, 


Grover, Hamlin, Hoar, Howe, Ingalls, Johnston, Kirkwood, McCreery, Matthews, 
Maxey, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, Patterson, Plumb, Ransom, Rollins, Sargent, 
Saunders, Sharon, Spencer, Voorhees, and Windom—37. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Mr. President, the subject of ths action of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections has been referred to frequently 
in the Senate—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not in order to speak when there is no quo- 
rum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No motion is in order except to direct 
the attendance of absentees or to adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I was just about to say that, as the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections have a meeting appointed for this morn- 
ing, and in order that they may fulfill the duties of that committee, 
I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota moves that 
the Senate adjourn. 

re Is there a quorum present? Is the motion in 
order 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A motion to adjourn is always in order. 
Less than a quorum can adjourn. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
question of nef mangenai 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
15, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Booth, Burnside, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, 
Christiancy, Edmunds, Hoar, Jones of Nevada, McMillan, Mitchell, Oglesby, 
Saunders, Teller, and Wadleigh—15. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of West Virginia, 
Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, 
McPherson, Merrimon, Morgan, Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wal- 
lace, Whyte, and Withers—25. 


ABSENT—Messrs. Allison, Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Bruce, Cameron of 
Pennsylvania, Conkling, Conover, Davis of Illinois, Dawes, Dorsey, Eaton, Ferry, 
Grover, Hamlin, Howe, Ingalls, Johnston, Kirkwood, McCreary, McDonald, Mat- 
thews, Maxey, Morrill, Paddock, Patterson, Plumb, Ransom, Rollins, Sargent, 
Sharon, Spencer, and Windom—33. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I ask for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
cal! the roll. 

Mr. COCKRELL, (when Mr. ARMSTRONG’S name was called.) I 
desire to state that my colleague [Mr. ARMSTRONG] is paired with 
the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB,] and I presume that neither 
one of them will be here during the remaining portion of this called 
session. 

Mr. McDONALD, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska, [Mr. Pappock.] If he were here, he 
would vote “ yea” and I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. ROLLINS, (when his name was called.) I am paired tempo- 
rarily with the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. PATTERSON.] If 
he were here, he would vote “nay” and I should vote “ yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DENNIS. I was paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. CaAMERON.] He is not present, and as it requires but one to 
make a quorum, I will vote “ yea,” as that is the way he would have 
voted if he had been here. 

The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Burnside, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Dawes 
oe ae, Hoar, Jones of Nevada, McMillan, Mitchell, § «unders, and 

elleT—15. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of West Virginia, 
Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, McPherson 
een erg, Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and 

ithers—4. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Allison, Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Booth, Bruce, Cameron 
of Pennsylvania, Christiancy, Conkling, Conover, Davis of Illinois, Dorsey, Eaton, 
Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Howe, Ingalls, Johnston, Kirkwood, McCreery, McDonald, 
Matthews, Maxey, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, Patterson, Plumb, Ransom, Kollins, 
Sargent, Sharon, Spencer, Wadleigh, and Windom—36. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. BURNSIDE, (at nine o’clock and twenty-five minutes a.m.) I 
move that the Senate take a recess until half past ten. That will 
give us an opportunity to get our breakfast. 

. Mr. WHYTE. Does the Senator from New Hampshire waive the 
oor? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. At the request of my friend, the Senator from 
Rhode Island, L yield the floor for the purpose of his motion only. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I did not ask the Senator publicly to yield. I 
asked him in a low tone in his seat. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island. 

The question being put, it was declared that the noes appeared to 

revail. 

. Mr. BURNSIDE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Do I understand that the yeas and 
nays have been ordered ? 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I will withdraw the demand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Hoar in the chair.) The call 
for the yeas and nays is withdrawn. The motion appears to be lost 
by the sound. The motion is lost. 
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Mr. WADLEIGH. I ask myfriend the Senatorfrom Rhode Island 


to read the testimony of Mrs. Joanna Baily, one of the South Carolina 
Witnesses, 


Mr. BURNSIDE read as follows: 


MRS. JOANNA BAILY, ATKEN COUNTY. 
Coiumpia, SouTH CAnoLina, December 19, 1876. 
Mrs. JoaNyA Baty (colored) sworn and examined. 


By Mr. CAMEKON: 

Question. Where do you live! 

Auswer. At Ellenton Station, Aiken County. 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 


Q 
A 


How long have you lived there! 
. IT have lived there all my life. 
Were you a slave before the wart 
. Yes, sir 
Whose slave were you? 
Dr. Samuel J. Baily's. 
How old are you? 
. Well, sir, I reckon IT am about fifty. 
Was your nephew killed last fall! 
Yea, sir. 
What was his name f 
. His name was Wilkin Hamilton. 
Q. Where was he killed? 
A. Iu my house at Mr. Newman’s—to William Newman. 
Q. On what day was he killed? 
A. Killed Monday, about three o'clock in the evening. 
@. Now you may tell the cfreumstances of his death, who killed him, and how it 
was done. 

A. Paul Bows and John Barrs es 1) killed him. They two killed him. I 
wouldn't have knowed them, but I seed them when a big drove of white men was 
coming, and it frightened me very much; and I was frightened before, because I 
saw two come up to the gate. 

Q. Two white ment 

A. Yes, sir; and before that, Mr. Newman went off; I don’t know where he 
went to, and I don't know whether he was in it or no, but he was gone directly 
after he had his breakfast; and he took breakfast very soon, and after that then 
Sam Newman soon he took breakfast, and the first crowd of white men came right 
along. I reckon there was about three hundred directly came along the back 
read. Then he put out and went somewhere, but where he went to I don’t know; 
I can't say; and this Mr. Bill Barrs asked where he went to; and directly after ho 
was gone, there came two men right up to the gate, to Samuel Newman's gate, and 
1 had been home sick over six weeks, and I had been very low myself. I didn't 
get out; I just begun to get better, and so I thought to myself—I saw them ride 
up there, and it kept running in my mind that they were after colered people; bat 
nobedy had told me so; and I goes out, and with my band on the post standing in 
the shed; and they staid there, and they talked, and, after a while, they, too, rid 
off. Well, by and by there came three others and when they three came I got 
uneasy, sure enough; and they three, they stood there and talked with George 
Newman—Samuel Newman he was not home then—and stood and talked, and one 
of them, I think, must have shot his eye at him to let him know that I was looking 
at him; and all the time that they done it he looked round to me, and he said so and 
so, and so and x0; but I never did make a word out of it. When I saw him talk- 
ing he was waving his hand just that way, [indicating,] and saying so and so; and 
went right straight to the kitchen of my bouse, and I says, ** Wilkin.” says I,“way, 
you are adead man.” He says, “Why, aunty, what do you mean; why do you siy 
so? Don't talk that a way.” I says, “I have got a right to talk that way, because 
these white mep have so talked at the gate; they are going to kill you.” And I 
stood looking out of the door, and beyond to the corner of the fence was drawn the 
white men wailing for them three; and Wilkin says, ‘Aunty, do you think they 
will kill me?” and I says, “ Yes, it rons in me so; and,” I says, “I can't get it out 
of me.” I got some water in the pan to wash my face, but I was so frightened I 
didn’t wash my face. I didn't know what was ailing me, and I went to my back 
door and L opened the door, and I looked down to where I saw George Newman 
waiving his hand. I seed the men coming, and says I to Wilkin, “ You is a dead 
man.” I says, “ Look at them men.” And they all came to the house then, and I 
counted, and he looked and said, “Oh, my Lordy, aunty, what must Ido?” I said, 
“Tcan't tell you what todo. You is dead and tht is all the satisfaction I can 
give you." And, well, he ran under my bed and begged me to lock thedo r. I 
went out to lock the door and Mr. Paul Bowers said to me, he says, “Aunty.” I 
sys, Sir.” Hetays, “Aint there a wounced man at your bouse!” And I said, 
“Yes, sir.” I couldn't tell him nary a story, because I kno wed that he knew he 
was there. 


Q 

A. 
Q 
A 


By Mr. Curistiancy: 


Q. Was he wounded then? 
A. Yes, sir; got wonnded at Union Runs there that Sunday nicht; after that he 
said, “ You go in the house and stay there until we come ;” and, firs , I unlocked 
the door and pat my head in, and I says, “ Wilkin, come from under the bed there, 
you are going to be killed, and don't let them burn my bed-things shooting under 
there;” and he came out and run round the shed, and some of the people came in 
there and found him. 
Who did? of 
A. Paul Bowers; he shot him three times, but Johnny came at me—came with 
his pistol just in this way, and I stood right in the house with my back tothe wall 
looking right at him. 1 he first time he shot him, he didn’t hit him; it looked like 
he aimed to put the ball through here, [indicating tho back of the head.} but it 
must have missed and cut the Seer ust like we would take » hatchet and cut the 
floor across; and if anybody don't believe it, there is good proof of it right there 
to-day ; and then it bounced from the floor to the ceiling, and as he jumped up he 
held his pistol jast down right close to him and sbot bim in his breast. He hal- 
looed, and looked at me, and hallooed for me, and was trying to get to me, and the 
thing hurt me so—well, I couldn't say nothing, but when I put my foot on the 
rround to make my last attempt to get out of the door, they shot him then five times 
fi fore he came across the house, after I got out; but I don't know how he got 
across; he was out of the house; and they had had their two pistols going all the 
time. They took the door off its hinges, and I don't know how it was done; and 
he fell, and right where he fell the blood was fully that high—a foot high right 
back of his neck where the blood was coming from, here, [indicating,] it run right 
down, and it was there, and I had to get a bucket; and then it ran there, and I got 
my bucket and weeding-hoc and had to scrape it back just the same as you would 
take up manure. I placed it there for everybody to see; I hated to look at it, so 
that I put ashes over it, because I never did see such a thing before. Mr. New- 
man told me to get ashes and clean it up clean. Mr. Newman took him up; him 
and Sam Newman knew Bush, and knew Bush was there when they shot him, and 
when he was about dead and gave his last gape, my daughter was there looking 
at him. Iconldn't go back; and when I wenatback he was donedead. I took up 
the blood, but I never did scour the house, 


Mr. WADLEIGH. Now I ask my friend from Rhode Island to 
read the testimony of Governor Chamberlain. 


Mr. BURNSIDE read as follows: 
DANIEL H. CHAMBERLAIN, THE STATE AT LARGE. 


Cotumaia, 8. C., Janua 
Dantet H. CHAMBERLAIN sworn and examined. 


By Mr. MEgRIMON: 


Question. What official occupation do you now occupy ? 
Answer. Lam governor of the State of South Carolina. 
. When did you come to the State of South Carolina? 
. In December, 1°65. 
Q. You may, if you please, give a brief account of yourself s 
State, as connected with the public affairs of the State, up to t 
elected governor. 


Ty 12, 187, 


ince you came to the 
he time that you were 


A. I was engaged in _ business entirely from the time I came to the Si: 
in December, 1865, until January, 1868, except that in the fall of 1267 1 paid alitt, 
attention to the matter of tho first registration of voters, &c., in the vic inity » — 
I lived, and in that election I was chosen as a member of the constitutional wb « 
tion. I took my seat in the convention in January, 1868, I served Seictere. n 
thing like two months, and at the close of the sittings of that convention 1. 
nominated by the republican party as candidate for attorney-generai, and w.. 
elected in April, 1868, and entered upon my duties in July of the same oer a 
the new government was organized. I held that office for four years frow the . r 
lowing November. From that time, 1872 to 1874, I was ont of oflice entirely had 
no connection with public affairs in any way. In the fall of 1274 I was bominated 
by the republican party for governor, and was elected in that election, and ent. red 
upon my oflice as governor on the Ist day of December, 1874. , 

Mr. CAMERON. The committee have allowed Mr. Haskell, the chairman of the 
State democratic executive committee, to state, without regard to technical rules 
the democratic side of the so-called South Carolina question. We regard him asa 
representative democrat, and he is so regarded by his own party. You, asa repre 
sentative republican, may go onand state the republican side of the so-called South 
Carolina question. : 

Mr. Mexrimon. You will understand, Mr.Chamberlain, that this embraces only 
the late canvass. The committee have strenuously refused to go into the merits or 
demerits of the administration of the government in the State. I protest against 
going into any question outside of the late campaign, and if you allow the witness 
to goon and give the republican side of the administration of the government of 
this State, I shall ean it unfair and unjust. . 

Mr. CaMERon. You may go on and give a general history of your administration 
from 1574 to 1876. 

A. I was nominated and elected in 1874 as the candidate, as I understood it, of 
that portion of the republican y who were disposed more strenously than 
others to give the State a home administration. There had been com. 

laints made, and some of them that were very just, against previous admin 
istrations under the republican party, and I was elected upon ple 
and party, that we would make all possible efforts to give the State a vood govern. 
ment. I was very bitterly opposed in the campaign by some republicans, and by 
the democratic party, on the ground that I was not a sufficiently firm and deter. 
mined reformer,as I wascalled. But I was elected, and I delivered an inaugural ad. 
dress in which I set forth what my purposes and plans were, and it met the approval 
of those who had op d me, and I entered upon my work; and I may say gen. 
erally that my course through the two years of my administration was such as to 
command the approval of the entire people of the State, so far as practical matters 
were concerned. Ido not mean to say that politically I was sustained by every- 
body, but that the practical details of my administration were such that there was 
very little fault tobnd with me even here in South Carolina, whero the distinctions 
of party are wider and deeper than they ure in some other places. 

he tendency during my administration was to unite a certain part of the demo- 
cratic party and a certain part of the republican party in an effort to bring about a 
continuance of good government for South Carolina without reference to the dissent 
of parties upon national questions; without regard to republican or democratic 
names. There was a very strong tendency in that direction, and in the beginning 
of last year, in the spring and early summer of 1876, the question that was pre. 
sented to the people of this State was whether they would divide upon the line of 
democrats and republicans, or whether they would unite the better men of both 
parties, and leave national and party politics out of the question of the State gov- 
ernment. 

My name was connected with the movement. and I was ots spoken of, I 
suppose, as a matter of fact, as the person who, if oe nad succeeded, would 
have been offered at least the nomination and support of those who took that view. 

Q. I would ask you right there, ree, have you received indorsements pretty 
generally from the democracy of the State? 

A. Oh, yes, sir; I could furnish you volumes of indorsements from the democracy 
of the State, and I have here some specimens of then, slips from papers, which 
were published from time to time. Hero is a copy of the Union Htrald, of this 
State, which contains specimens of them, a small fraction of the number which 1 
received. (See Documentary Evidence, vol. 3, Part X, i.) 


By Mr. MERRIMON : 


Q Are those merely sketches of the proceedings of meetings, or are they all the 
proceedings ? 

A. No, sir; they are significant passages from much longer articles of tho same 
tenor. 

Q. Could you not furnish us with the papers that contain the proceedings aud 
editorials to which they rofer? 

A. Lhave in my private scrap-book the fall articles from which those are selected. 
I could not farnish you with the original papers, the files. 

Mr. Merrimon. It is not fair or just to submit these ; they are mere excerpts. 

The Witness. If it were desirable I could submit to the committee my scrap- 
book, which contains the whole of them. . ‘ 

Mr. Mernuimon. I have no objection to your putting in the whole articles, but I 
think it is not proper to put in the extracts from them. I object to this copy of 
the Union Herald as part of the testimony. 

Mr. Cameron. The governor will furnish 

| select snch of them as they think proper. : 
| The Wrrness. These extracts in the Union Herald, while all the surroundings— 


Mr. HILL. I rise to a point of order. Mer 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. HILL. We cannot hear the Senator from Rhode Island ; he 
reads s0 low. ae 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion that that 
suggestion must be addressed to the Senator reading, and is not 4 
point of order. 

Mr. BURNSIDE read as follows: 

Q. Are those merely sketches of the proceedings of meetings, or are they all the 
proceedings ? 

A. No, sir; 
tenor. 


To 
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his scrap-book and the committee will 


they are significant passages from much longer articles of the same 
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— | 
Conld you not furnish us with the papers that contained the proceedings and | 
editorials to which they refer? . ons Sci ac ; 
itorpave in my private scrap-book the full articles from which those are se- 
A I could not furnish you with the original papers. the files. 
le ne ; “Mon. It is not fair or just to submit these ; they are mere excerpts. 
ee If it were desirable I could submit to the committee my scrap- 
- w hi h contains the whole of them. . ) 
MERRIMON. 1 have no objection to your putting in the whole articles, but I | 
thiok it is not proper to put in the extracts rom them. I object to this copy of | 
the Union Herald as part of the testimony. 
Mr. CAMERON. The merase oo his scrap-book and the committee will 
. . e as they in » PT. 

” oct gush of Theae extracts inthe Union Herald, while all the surroundings | 
t ore sented there, are fair samples. The practical working of my adminis 
Se i. also stated in the public papers, and especially in the Charleston News | 
Oe censian and Lhave here an article published July 11, 1876, in the News and 
Ce a in which are detailed the practical results of my administration of the 
State government as they chose to state them,item byitem. (A. See Documentary 

Ey idence, volume 3, Part X, ii.) 


By Mr. MERRIMON: 


Q. Is that an editorial in that paper! 

A. That is an editorial. . oa ; 

Mr. Meruimon. I object to its being inserted in the testimony. 

Mr. CAMERON, (to the witness.) You can proceed. 

The Witness. The people of the State became divided to some extent upon that | 
theory carly in the beginning of last year, and the two parties took the name, 80 
far as the State was concerned, of tho “ straight-outs” anid the “conservatives |'— 
sometimes called by an old South Carolinian name, the “co-operation policy.” The 
straight-out party insisted upon nominating democratic candidates and inaugurating 
astrictly party campaign and the conservatives approved of the policy which I 
have indicated and were in favor of nominating somebody who would represent 
cood home government without reference to his feelings in national politics. The 
Jemocratic party held a convention here in May, 1876, and in that convention tho 
question was presented. 


By Mr. Mererimon: 


book 





©. Was that a State democratic convention ¢ 

A. That was a State democratic convention. The primary object of it was to 
select delegates to the Saint Louis democratic national convention, but this ques- 
tion of the proper policy to be observed in State politics came up. There was no 
decisive action taken; they declined to commit themselves to the straight-out 
movement, and it was understood in that convention that the prevailing sentiment 
of the convention was in favor of the other policy, the conservative policy, which 
l think at that time there is very little doubt the majority of the democratic party 
in the State were in favor of. Then came influences, the approach of the national 
conventions, the stirring up of political feeling upon both sides, and I think it hada 
tendency to make such a policy—the policy of co-operation or the conservative 
policy —impracticable; and we come down then to July. Early in July there was 
an cvent happened which has had probably great influence upon party polities and 
upon the constitation of political parties here since, and that is what I call the 
HMamburgh massacre, which occurred on the 8th of July. That, however intended 
or from whatever immediate cause it arose—there is, of course, a dispute about 
that as well as about tho individuals who were responsible for it; bat there can 
be no doubt that its effect was very considerable upon the politics of the Stote, and 
tended to make the conservative policy which I have spoken of still less practicable. 
That event, I believe, has been very fully described to you. After I had learned, 
as I believe, the essential facts of the case, I spoke officially and publicly with 
reference to it in letters. I had no occasion to speak ora'ly in public, but in 
various official communications I characterized it as brutal murder. I have never 
charged it upon any individual. I have been charged with holding individuals 
responsible dor it. That is a thing that I have never done, however much I might 
have been tempted to do it and thoroughly as I might be convinced as to who the 
individuals were who were responsible. I did not consider, in advance of a judicial 
trial, that it was becoming in me as governor to do more than characterize the 
event; that I did freely and fully, as I believed it to be. I have here, if the com- 
mittee will allow me, some official documents in connection with the matter that I 
think it proper to submit in giving a history of these times, as well as for the in- 
formation of the committee. 

Q. Will you state what they are to the committee ? 

A. I will peas them in this order: First, the official letter of the attorney- 
general of the State, who went, under my direction, to Hamburgh to investigate 
the matter. (See Documentary Evidence, vol. 3, Part X, iii.) 

The next paper that I present is an official letter of mine addressed to Senator 
Robertson. (See Documentary Evidence, vol. 3, Part X, iv ) 

Then an official letter of mine to the President of the United States and the 
President's reply. (See Documentary Evidence, vol. 3, Part X, v, vi.) 

Then a letter from the sheriff of Aiken County, in which Hambargh is situated, 
respecting the riot there, addressed to me officially, and also the verdict of the cor- 
over's inquest. (See Documentary Evidence, vol. 3, Part X. vi, viii.) 

Here is also a statement of the affair as contained in the address of a colored con- 
vention, held in Columbia, to the people of the United States. (See Documentary 
Evidence, vol. 3, Part X, ix.) 

Relating to a later stage of the Hamburgh matter, but still connected with it, I 
present the letter of the attorney-general to me relative to his reasons for post pon- 
ing the trials or consenting to a postponement of the trials of the parties engaged 
in the Hamburgh affair, at the September term of the court at Aiken. (See “u- 
mentary Evidence, vol. 3, Part X, x.) 

— papers, I think, cover the Hamburgh matter so far as it is officially stated 

y me, 

As I stated, the effect of the Hamburgh massacre was to arouse a very strong 
feeling, which took the line, to some extent, of white and colored. It was, in point 
of fact, the killing of a number of colored men by white men; it was also the kill- 
ing of a number of Sepebioane by democrats ; and it had natarally, and in point 
ef fact, a very great effect upon the relations of parties here; but, perhaps more 
than anything else, the anxiety that I feltin denouncing the Hamborgh affair led 
cralually to a very different feeling on the part of the people of the State as to my 
approval. The publications which I made respecting the Hawburgh affair were 
regarded by some portion of tho people of the State as reflecting upon the people 
of the State generally, and had a political effect. 

Ube demoeratic party held their State convention in August—I do not remember 
the exact date—and by that time (owing to two causes I should say ; first, the ap- 
proach of the national contest, which called out party feeling, but more especially 
to the influence of the Hamburgh affair) the conservative policy had lost ground, 
aul when that convention met in August it was found that those in favor of the 
conservative policy were in the minority. 

’ Z he conservative policy, though, still had a strong minority in that convention. 

link, Upon one or two test questions which arose in that convention, the vote 
=~ about sixty in favor of the conservative policy and about eighty in favor of 
tio straight-out party; bat the action of the convention resulted in the nomina- 
— of General Wade Hampton and a full democratic ticket, and no effort at 
eaten, but a straight democratic movement. Of course that ended, then, all 





position there might have been among republicans to sacrifice somewhat of 


————— eS 


party feeling for the sake of the government of the State, and made no course pos- 
sible except the nomination of a Straight republican ticket. The repubtican con- 
vention met on the 10th of September, and at that convention I was renominated 


for governor, anda full republican ticket was nominated along with me. Thus 


| the canvass was opened with General Wade Hawpton as the candidate of ihe 


democratic party with a full democratic ticket bebind him, and myself as the can- 
didate of the oeeeeneee party with a republican ticket asseviated wilh nie. 

In order to describe the campaign in its early developments betove the Ham- 
burgh affair, I will mention that during the months of July and August I made a 
canvass of the State in the interest of the movement of which Lhavespekin. Iwas 
very much in favor of a movement that should subordinate party politics, so far as 
the government of South Carolina was concerned, to good goverument, and in the 
division of parties here [ thought it would be necessary that both parties should 


| have some share in the government of the State; and while I was always a repub- 


lican, and a radical republican. and am still, yet I looked upou the goverument of 


| South Cavolina as something that should be conducted upon a less partisan basis 
| than we would act upon in other States; and 1 made a canvass during the months 


of July and August in the State, a sort of personal canvass, speaking in behalf of 


| good government and in favor of such action on the part of my own party as would 


bring that about. It was during this canvass that [ came to know tlic apuit of 
the opposition and the mode proposed of conducting the campaign on the part of 
the democrats. 

I think it was on the 12th of August that I went to Edgefield Court House to 
attend a meeting called at my instance by the republicans and arranged for by the 
republicans, and that was avery notable vecasion. Doubtless the committee have 
heard a great deal about it, and L need not describe 1t in detail. The public mect- 
ing was practically broken up and prevented. There was nothing like free speech 
allowed by the democrats who were assembled there, The demonstration was so 
overawing and threatening in size and so brutal and determined in its charac- 
ter as to make it a practical denial of free speech ; and alibough, as 1 have stated, 
the meeting was called by republicans and the platform erected by republicaus 
and no invitation extended to any other party to take any part in it, yet the white 
people, led by General Gary and cel Butler, did take possession of it and did 
poceeery deny free speech. I was myself abused and insulted, from the moment 

arrived at Edgetield Court House until I left the town, in a manner that would 
surpass the belicf of one who had not become familiar with the same course of 
treatment in this State. I bardly think there are any other States that would fur- 
nish an experience that would cause a man to lose his surprise at huowing what 
occurred that day in Edgefield. I do not know that it is necessary to undertake to 
give the language, but it was in all respects as opprobrious on the part of General 
Gary, for instance, as he could find language in which to express himself. He was 
not content with attacking me as a public man, or as a politician, but he descended 
to very low personalities 

As I said, the meeting was taken possession of by the white people who wire 
armed. So faras I observed, every white man on the ground was armed with 
from one to three or five pistols. They surrounded the stand, crowded upon it, 
and broke it down, and climbed into trees over our heads, and during the time L 
was attempting to speak (about half an hour) I was frequently interrupted with 
remarks which were intended simply as insults to me. 

At that time I saw also the organization that has since become well known under 
the name of rifle club, of which the committee must bave heard something; organiza- 
tions of a military appearance, and of military conduct, mounted, marching under 
officers who were recognized and obeyed as military officers, and’ who issued mili- 
tary commands. They appeared on that day in numbers, I should judge, ranging 
from six to eight hundred, perhaps more. They came inte town in military array. 
I saw there were a number of these clnbs. They took particular pains to pass in 
front of the hotel where I was stopping, to convey whatever insults they could to 
me, knowing that I was lodged at that house. They were marshaled and taken 
command of at the court-house square, and proceeded from there to tho grove in 
advance of my going there with the greater part of the republican audience ; they 
maintained their attitude, and the exhibition of armed force throughout the day, 
and left the town, some of them, about the time I did, still marching in military 
order, recognizing their officers; and carrying their weapons in their hands, in 
many instances, as they marched out of town, and as they marched about the town. 

I subsequently, during the same month, and a few days after, went to Newberry 
Court House and had a similar experience, perhaps not quite se violent as that at 
Edgefield. Soon after that I went to Abbeville Court House, and there, in some 
respects, my expericnce was equal to that in Edgefield. The array of rifle clubs 
was greater. I think there were ten or twelve hundred of them mounted, armed, 
and marching, as I stated, in military order, and under the command of persons 
who were obeyed as officers. I speak now from personal observation. ‘They came 
not only from Abbeville but frem the surrounding counties, and there were said 
to be about eighteen clubs there. Certainly there appeared, according to all our 
estimates, to be from ten to twelve hundred. They did not interfere so much with 
our speaking as they did at Edgefield Court House ; we were allowed tooccupy the 
time that was agreed upon ; but their demonstration had the samo cffect, and evi- 
dently had the same purpose, and that was the overawing and threatening of the 
republicans and the speakers gencrally. The speeches of Colonel D. Wyatt Aiken 
and Colonel Cothran were calcalated to intimidate the republicins and lead them 
tothink that there was danger to the republican leaders; that it would not be 
safo—— s 


By Mr. Merrmon: 


Q. State what they said, governor. 

A. I could hardly state all that. 

Q. The substance of what they said ? 

A. They said that the white people had made up their mind to rule this country 
hereafter, and that we might as well understand that at once; and that we leaders, 
if any disturbance occurred, would be held personally responsible. They were 
very careful to repeat that on all occasions, and to announce that they were armed 
and prepared. Colonel D. Wyatt Aiken, in the most inflammatory manner and 
style, declared that they were ready to assert their rights by war; and he added 
the well-known phrase, ‘‘ War to the knife, and the knife to the hilt.” That was 
one specific expression, and that was the tone of allofthem. I cannot repeat them 
in detail, though I wish I could, because they would convey a more correct impres- 
sion and a more graphic idea of the kind of speeches that were made 

I had the same experience in general at Midway, down in Barnwell County, a 
few days later, and the same again at Lancaster Court House, in another distant 

art uf the State, bordering on North Carolina, where the rifle clubs appeared in 
orce and conducted themselves in the same general manner that I have described. 

At Midway I think I encountered the most—next to General Gary's speech at 
Edgeticld, certainly, I think that in sheer brutality, unmixed and uorelieved by 
anything like wit or sense, the most brutal speech that I ever listened to, from one 
LD. G. Tillman, then, or afterwards, a candidate for Congress on the democratic 
ticket from that district. The speeches on all these occasions, as I stated before, 
were of the same general character, but I mention this as an exceptionally vicious 
and indeernt speech. There was another feature connected with these meetings 
that I want to speak of, aside from what I have already mentioned. It was the 
policy of demanding a division of time at meetings called by republicans to dis- 
cuss the political affairs of the country, and to defend republican principles and 
policy. The democrats came there and insisted that they had equal rights with 
the republicans. It is an incredibly impudent claim. 


Co am tage 
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By Mr. CHRISTIANCY: 


2 They demanded equal rights at the meetings? 

A. They demanded equal rights at the meetings. They came upon the platform 
and they practically enforced their demand of equal rights with us at those meet- 
ings without any leave or license, as at Edgefield, where they took possession of 
the meeting, and General Butler and General Gary both addressed the audience 
before the republicans, who had called the meeting, were at all recognized ; and 
General Gary announced that they had come there to be heard, and they were go- 
ing to be heard; if there was any trouble in consequence of the enforcement of 
the demand to be heard, that he wanted it to be understood that the responsibility 
would be with the republicans, and the republican leaders, intimating that if there 
should be trouble and bloodshed, the leaders would be killed or injured first. Well, 
that was division of time, a thing that I had never heard of before, and that I re- 
garded as the height of impudence and injustice ; but as the republicans were not 
armed, and were not prepared for physical collision with these people, this demand 
was yielded to at those er meetings that I have spoken of. I yielded to them 
timply because I was not willing to take the responsibility of a massacre. We 
would not have yielded to them if it had not been that the lives ofa great many in- 
nocent persons would doubtless have been sacrificed if we had made the offer to 
assert our rights. The democrats insisted upon having half the time, and usually 
occupied more than half the time. At the meetings which I attended democratic 
apeakers were always listened to with patience and silence. 

Q. Not interrupted by republicans ? 

A. Not interrupted at all; [never heard a discourteous word spoken by a re- 
publican speaker of a democrat who was present, or an offensive word of any kind; 
while I never attended one of those meetings that the republicans were not cov- 
ered with the most violent abuse. There were, of course, exceptions among the 
democratic speakers. I will mention that General McGowan, at the Edgefield 
meeting, made a fair democratic argument, and it was a very notable exception. 
Tho rest of the speeches were violent, personal, abusive, and calculated to stir up 
the bad feeling of the people and to alarm the colored people. There was at these 
meetings also the presence of armed bodies of men, called “rifle clubs,” and they 
were generally ae at these gatherings of republicans; and that, with this 
enforcement of the impudent and intolerable demand for a division of time at the 
republican meetings, constituted the two chief features of the campaign, so far as 
it took the form at all of public discussion. The democrats made it a point to 
assemble their rifle clubs and to have them present, and to march about the village 
uttering their cries, which are commonly called “rebel yells,” and making all the 
demonstrations possible short of actual violence on these occasions, and intimidat- 
ing and putting in fear the = pe Then they forced themselves on the 
meetings as I have said, and took those occasions to make it so uncomfortable for 
the republican speakers as to induce them to abandon the canvass. So far as my 
observation went, the object of these features which I have described was to pre- 
vent a canvass by the republicans of the State. 

By Mr. CAMERON : 


Q. You have spoken of rifle clubs ; now give the committee, as correctly as you 
can, a statement of the number, character, objects, and organization of those rifle 
clubs. 


A. Some of the rifle clubs that existed during the late campaign had existed for 
some time. They were professedly social, exclusively so, in their object, and were 
generally accepted as such by the people of the State, so far as 1 know, and cer- 
tainly so by myself; but they constituted comparatively few. Some of them had 
received charters of incorporation, and they had, therefore, some legal organiza- 
tion and basis; but the majority of them, by far the larger part of them, were 
organized and used—I cannot give the motives of the men, and can only speak, of 
course, of what occurred ; they were used for political purposes in the late cam- 
paign ; they were used as a basis of organization, if I may so speak: the rifle clab 
appeared to be the unit of organization. The number of ritle clubs in the county 
ordinarily measured the effective democratic organization of that county, as far 
asl could learn, and they extended all over the State. I t..ink there was no county 
in which there was not a good many of them. AsTI said before, they had every 
form of a military organization; they had their officers who were addressed as 
captains and lieutenants and sergeants and corporals. 1 myself heard all those 
addresses used, and commands given by using those military terms. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield ? 

Mr. WADLEIGH.,. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. At the suggestion of my friend, the Senator from 
Connecticut, I move an adjournment. 

Mr. EATON. I am somewhat astonished—— 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I call the Senator to order. 

Mr. EATON. What is the matter with my friend from New Hamp- 
shire? He has been on the floor all night. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. My friend from Connecticut is out of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The debate proceeds by unanimous 
consent. The Senator from Oregon moves that the Senate do now 
adjourn, [at ten o’clock a. m.] 

Mr. WALLACE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MITCHELL, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. SAULSBURY. ] 

Mr. MATTHEWS, (when his name was called.) I am paired on 
this question with the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. McCrrery.] If 
he were here, he would vote “nay” and I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MERRIMON, (when Mr. RaNnsom’s name was called.) I beg 
to state to the Senate that my colleague [Mr. Ransom] is ill and is 
paired with the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLs.] If my colleague 
were here, he would vote “nay” and the Senator from Kansas would 
probably vote “ yea” on this motion. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I am paired with the Senator 
from Maryland, [ Mr. aap re? 

Mr. ROLLINS. I am paired with the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. PATTERSON] until ten o'clock, Although it is slightly past that 
time, 1 am disposed to withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Meesrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Burnside, Cameron of Wisconsin, 
Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Dorsey, Hoar, Howe, Kirkwood, McMillan, Mor- 
riJl, Paddock, Saunders, Teller, and Wadleigh—18. 

NAYS—Measrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of Illinois, Davis of 
West Virginia, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Kernan, 


Lamar, McDonald, McPherson, Merrimon, Morgan, Randolph, Thurman, Voor- 
hees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—25. 
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ABSENT—Messrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Bruce, 
nia, Conover, Dawes, Dennis, Eaton, Edmunds, Ferry, G 
Johnston, Jones of Nevada, McCreery, Matthews, Maxey, 
terson, Plumb, Ransom, Rollins, Sargent, Saulsbury, Sh 
dom—30. - 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President—— . 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If the Senator from New i 
shire will yield to me for a short time, I should like a 
floor. 


Mr. WADLEIGH. I will yield to the Senator from Wisconsin 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. President, the Senator {; 
Delaware [Mr. Bayarp] remarked yesterday, perhaps Tought ao 
he remarked to-day, because it is the same legislative day, that the 
claim of Mr. Butler to a seat in this body cannot be discussed with. 
out at the same time discussing the claim of Mr. Corbin to a seat Z 
this body. I agree with that Senator that the claims of these oo 
gentlemen are so blended together, so to speak, that one cannot },, 
discussed without at the same time to a greater or less extent dis 
cussing the other. - 

Mr. Corbin claims to have been elected a Senator from the State of 
South Carolina on the 12th day of December last. Mr. Butler claims 
to have been elected a Senator from that State to fill the same seat 
on the 19th day of December last. If the election of Mr. Corbin was 
legal, there was no vacancy at the time that Mr. Butler claims to haye 
been elected. A very excellent brief has been banded to me, discuss. 
ing the claims of Mr. Corbin to a seat in this body; and, inasmuch 
as the Committee on Privileges and Elections has not had an oppor. 
tunity of reporting upon this case, I will ask the indulgence of the 
Senate while I read this brief. I do not read it merely for the pur- 
pose of killing time; I read it because it clearly, and at the same 
time succinctly, states the facts upon which the claim of Mr. Corbin 
to a seat in this body is founded, and also clearly states the law aris. 
ing from those facts. 

fr. HILL. Is that the same brief that was read in the speech of 
the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. MCMILLAN? ] 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It is not. It is one equally as 
good, however. , 

Mr. EATON. And no better. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I think it isa little better; but 
Senators will have an opportunity of deciding that for themselves 
after they hear it. If they do not choose to listen to it, it will go 
into the RecorD and they will have an opportunity of reading it in 
the Recorp at their leisure. I now proceed, Mr. President, to read 
this brief: 


; — facts upon which Mr. Corbin’s claim to a seat in the Senate rests are as 
oOllowWws: 

The term of T. J. Robertson as Senator from South Carolina expired March 4, 
1877. 

A general election was held in that State November 7, 1876, for State and county 
officers, and for members of the house of representatives of the State Legislature, 
and for a part of the members of the State senate. 

The returns of this election were made, first, by the several boards of precinct 
managers—each board consisting of three members—to the commissioners of elec- 
tion for their respective counties, called, in this connection, boards of * county 
canvassers;"’ second, by the several boards of county canvassers to the board of 
State canvassers at Columbia, the capital of the State; and, third, by the board of 
State canvassers who finally acted upon the returns and determined and declared 
the results. . 

The board of State canvassers on November 22, 1876, completed their canvass of 
this election and returned as duly elected sixteen State senators and one hundred 
and sixteen members of the house of representatives. 

Subsequently, and previous to November 28, 1876, the secretary of state deliv 
ered the official certificate of his election to each person declared elected by the 
board of State canv assers. 4 

On the 28th day of November, 1876, the newly elected senators, with those hold- 
ing over from the former election, met and organized as the senate, in the senate 
chamber of the State-house. The legality of the senateas a legislative body and 
the regularity of its organization have never been questioned. : 

On the same day, fifty-nine of the persons declared elected by the board of State 
canvassers met in the hall of the house of representatives in the State-house and 
organized as the house of representatives. ; 

The two bodies thus organized ized each other, respectively, as the senate 
and house of representatives of the State by the interchange of official commu 
nications pertaining to legislative business. They also officially recognized Gov- 
ernor Chamberlain as the governor of the State and were officially recognized by 
him as the senate and house of representatives, together constituting the General 
Assembly of the State. 

On November 29, 1876, five persons who contested the election of the persons de. 
clared elected by the board of State canvassers as representatives of Barnwell 
County were declared by this house of representatives to be entitled to seats and 
were admitted and sworn in as members. 

On December 2, 1876, five 3 who in like manner contested the election of 
the persons declared elected by the board of State canvassets as representatives of 
Abbeville County were declared by this house to be entitled to seats and were 
admitted and sworn in as members. ' 

On December 5, 1876, four oe pea contestants for seats from Aiken 
County, were in like manner admitted and sworn in as members. s : 

The members thus admitted, with the original membership of fifty-nine, mae 
the whole number of members of this house of representatives (commonly known 
as the Mackey honse) seventy-three. : 

On December 2, 1876, this house of representatives considered the matter of the 
election for members of the house of representatives in Edgefield and Laurens 
Counties, and declared that no valid election was held in those counties on the 7th 
of November, 1#76. 1 3th 

On tho 12th day of December, 1876, being the second Tuesday after the said 2th 
day of November, 1876, the two bodies above described, proceeded in the manner 
pape by the statutes —— United - (United States Revised Statutes, 
title II, chapter 1, page 3) to elect a Senator in Congress ; $ 

D. T. Corbin received a majority of all the votes cast in both bodies on December 
12, 1876. 

On the following day, December 13, 1876, the two bodies convened in joint as 
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: ive o'clock m.; the journal of each house was read, and it appearing 
ccs. : owelve had received a majority of all the votes in each house, he was 
declared ate iene ials were signed on December 13, 1876, by Governor Cham- 

eS a was until December 14, 1876, the unquestioned governor of the State ; 
al Hampton not claiming to hold the office until after his inauguration on De- 
comber 14, 1856. 0 consider the following questions : 

Itt now proposed to * of Mr. Corbin wallien the 13th of December, 1876 # 

yw jee been stated that no question has ever been made as to the complete 

It re = a lecislative body and a constituent house of the General Assembly, of 
eae which sat in the State-house and co-operated with the house of repre- 
sentatives, i which —~ Corbin received a majority of votes. No other body ever 

1 + » be the senate. 

, “This > oan in any manner soosgainet oe caishane. as a legislative body, 

Sa assemblage which assumed to be the house of representatives, (com- 
« = —_— as reg Btee house,) and which met in a public hall in Columbia. 
mThe action of this senate, therefore, 80 far as it enters into the title of Mr. Cor- 
pin, need not be further discussed, It was undeniably valid. 

‘The part performed by the house of representatives which sat in the State-honse, 
in the election of Mr. Corbin, presents the most important question which arises in 

his case. 

mI he validity of this body is called in question. It is claimed, in denial of Mr. 
Corbin's title, that this body was never a valid legislative body under the constita- 
tion and lawsof South Carolina; that it never had a quorum of lawfully elected 
members; that all its acts were null and void. 

The facts upon which this question must be decided are these : 

The constitation of the State, article 2, section 4, provides as follows : 

“The house of representatives shall consist of one hundred and twenty-four 
members, to be apportioned among the several counties according to the number of 
inhabitants in each.” 

Article 2, section 14, is as follows: 

‘Each house shall judge of tho election returns and qualifications of its own 
members, and a majority of each house shall constitute a quorum to do business.” 

At the election of November 7, 1876, one hundred and twenty-four persons were 
to be voted for as members of the house of representatives Of this number, con- 
stitating a full house, the board of State canvassers declared that only one hundred 
and sixteen were a elected, and the secretary of state issued certiticates of clec- 
tion to only one hundred and sixteen, the canvassers at the same time placing upon 
the records a declaration of their inability to determine that any persons had been 
duly elected as representatives for the counties of Edgefield and irens. 

Of the one hundred and sixteen persons thus declared elected by the board of 
State canvassers and holding certificates of election from the secretary of state, 
fifty nine took part in the organization of the house of representatives in the State- 
house on November 28, 1876, being a majority of all the members declared elected 
by the beard of State canvassers and holding certificates of election from the sgcre- 
tary of state. 

Was the body thus composed and organized the legal house of representatives of 
the State? 

Attention is directed in the argument against Mr. Corbin's claim to the fact that 
after the organization of the house of representatives which elected Mr. Corbin, 
certain of those who took part in that organization withdrew and acted with 
another assemblage calling itself the house of Segeeneniniress, thereby reducing 
the number of canvassing board members sitting in the Mackey house from fifty- 
nine to fifty-three, of whom only forty-four vor for Mr. Corbin. 

There is no force in these suggestions, because the fact is that the number of 
members who acted with the Mackey house was never reduced below fifty-nine. 
It is true that under peculiar inflnences which cannot be presented here, afew 
of those who formed part of the original fifty-nine canvassing-board members of 
the Mackey house, left their seats and joined the Wallace house; but before a 
single such person had left, the Mackey house had admitted other members in 
number more than equal to those who afterwards left. 

If, therefore, the original house of fifty-nine members was a lawful house on the 
day of its organization, it was a lawful house at all times thereafter till its final 
adjournment, December 22, 1876. If it was a lawful house for any purpose, it was 
a lawful house for the purpose of deciding contested elections of its own members 
and for admitting those whom it might aja to be lawfully elected. 

The statement that out of the origina fifty -nine who organized the Mackey 
house only forty-four voted for Mr. Corbin, has no significance. The inquiry is 
not how many canvassing-board members voted for Mr. Corbin, but how many 
lawful members voted for him? If the house was lawfully organized on Novem- 
ber 28th, then the members admitted on the 29th or subsequently were lawful 
members, entitled to all the rights and powers belonging to any members 

The constitutional provisions which regulate the matter of a legislativ,» qaoram 
in South Carolina are (1) that ‘‘the house shall consist of one hundred an¢l twenty- 
four members,” and (2) that “a majority of each house shall constitute a quorum 
to do business.” 

Stated in its most condensed form the inquiry here is, what is the meaning of 
the phrase, “a majority of each house?” Does it mean a majority of one hundred 
and twenty-four, or a majority of the members duly elected or qualified ? 

As an original question it would seem that there are strong reasons why the 
latter view should be adopted. 

If the former view be adopted a contin ‘y may easily occur in which it will 
be absolutely impossible te erganize a lawful hou If ander any circumstances 
there should be a failure to elect a majority of the whole possible representation 
the Government would be brought at once to a dead stop, nor would there be any 
power anywhere to remove the obstruction. 

In opposition to this view, it is said that if it be held that a number less than a 

majority of the whole aa representation constitute a quorum, then under 
some circumstances it will be in the power of a small fraction of the whole repre- 
sentation to hold and exercise the powers of the house. This is admitted, but such 
a danger will not menace the life itself of the State. The Government will be able 
to co on without recourse to extra-legal remedies. 
_ All governments aim at self- rpetuation. No element of self-destruction is 
intentionally admitted into the © work or fundamental law of a State. All 
ccnetationss provisions should therefore receive a construction, if possible, which 
: = be in harmony with this idea of the perpetuity of the government, of its un- 
- cen life and efficiency. If the rule were adopted that a quorum of the house 
© representatives of South Carolina must consist of at least sixty-three members, 
— —— any cause sixty-three members should not be elected it would be im- 
— © dy any constitutional methods to obtain a house of representatives, at 
cast until the next general election. 

= speaker could be chosen ; no writs of election could be issued. 

© most commanding precedents or decisions upon this question are those of 
the two Houses of Con 


fe. ena entice of the United States and the constitution of South Carolina 
the United States provider at puree ns upon this point. The Constitution of 


.. Article 1, section 3. The Senvte of the United States shall be composed of two 
Coates fom each State, chosen by the Legislature thereof for six years.” 
une be © 1, section 2. The number of Representatives shall not éxceed one for 
The a thousand, but each State shall have at least one Representative.” 
Y respect in which these provisions differ from the corresponding pro- 


visions of the constitution of South Carolina is, that here the numerical aggregate 
of senators and representatives is not stated. The rule of representation is laid 
down, and under that rule there is always, at any specified point of time, a fixed 
number of senators and representatives in Congress, precisely as much so as in 
South Carolina. - 

_In Female, and for the purposes of the present discassion, these two constitu- 
tional provisions are identical, and it is idle to insist that the mere verbal differ- 
ence is of the least importance. 

The provisions respecting a quoram in the Constitution of the United States and 
that of South Carolina are identical in terms, namely: ‘A majority of each House 
shall constitute a quorum to do business.” 

It will be found that in the Senate of the United States prior to 1862 it was held 
as a matter of parliamentary practice, in some instances, that a quorum consisted 
of a majority of the whole possible representation, and in other instances of a 
majority of the Senators elected and qualified. 

The question does not appear to have been discussed by the Senate, or to have 
been maturely considered in that body, until after April 11, 1862. On that day Mr. 
Sherman, of Ohio, offered a resolution, which was referred tothe Committee on 
the Judiciary, in these words; 

** Resolved, That a majority of the Senators, duly elected and entitled to seats in 
this body, is a constitutional quorum.”—Congressional Globe, April 11, 1862. 

On July 9, 1862, this resolution was debated in the Senate, and laid upon the table 
by a vote of 19 to 18. 

On March 7, 1864, Mr. Sherman offered a resolution, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, in these words : 

“ Resolved, Thata quorum of the Senate consists of a majority of the Senators 
duly chosen or qualitied.” 

On May 3, 1864, the Committee on the Judiciary having been discharged from the 
further consideration of the resolution, it was taken up and debated. On this and 
the oe day the subject was elaborately discussed, especially by Senators 
Carlisle and Davis against the resolution, and by Senators Johnson and Sherman 
in itsfavor. The words “or qualified " having been struck out, the resolution was 
adopted by a vote of 26 to 11, May 4, 1°64, in these words: 

oy. Resolved, That a quorum of the Senate consists of a majority of the Senators 
duly chosen.” — Congressional Globe, March 7, May 3 and 4, 1264. 

As has already been remarked, the precedents in the House of Representatives 
prior to 1861 had been varying, but here, as in the Senate, the subject does not ap- 
pear to have been maturely considered until 1861. During the first session of the 
Thirty-seventh Congress, in the House of Representatives, Speaker Grow finally 
decided that a quorum of the House consisted of a majority of the members chosen, 
and he was sustained by the House in this decision. (Journal House Representa- 
tives, first session, Thirty-seventh Congress.) 

The effort has sometimes been made to disparage this precedent, by stating that 
it was made under the stress of a necessity to secure an organization of the House. 
This is a mistake. The decision was made fifteen days after the organization of 
the House, and upon a question which did not involve the question of the validity 


if the organization. 


The resolution adopted by the Senate in 1864 has since been adopted by the 
Senate as a permanent rule of that body, and now appears among its ** Rules.” 

If, in opposition to these precedents, it is argued that they were made because 
of special circumstances then existing, or upon certain constitutional theories re- 
garding the status of the States then in rebellion, the answer is, that there is no 
doubt that the peril of an opposite construction did not lead to the final reversal 
of former precedents. And jastly so. One of tho truest canons of constitutional 
construction is that which adopts the construction which best effectuates the pur- 

»se of the instrument or provision to be construed. A construction which leads 
directly to the practical paralysis of the legislative power of a State can never be 
admitted. 

Professor Farrar, in his Manual of the Constitution of the United States, page 166, 
says in relation to the constitutional provision respecting a quorum, that ‘“ this has 
been held to be a majority of the members actually sworn in and entitled to seats 
at the time, and not a majority of a full delegation from all States.” 

Another precedent arose in the Senate of the United States on March 2, 1°61, 
when a proposition to amend the Constitution was on its passage. The Constitua- 
tion, upon this point, provides that ‘‘ Congress, whenever two-thirds of both Llouses 
shall deem it necessary, shall propose amendments to this Constitution,” &c. 

When the vote was taken in the Senate, March 2, 1861, Mr. Trumbull raised the 
point of order that this provision required two-thirds of all the Senators which all 
the States were entitled to elect. The presiding officer overruled the point of 
order, and upon appeal tho ruling was sustained by a vote of 33 to 1. 

Another precedent of considerable force is found in connection with the ratifica- 
tion of the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution. ‘Phe constitution of Indiana 
prov‘ded that two-thirds of each house should constitute a quorum. In 1867 cer- 
tain members of the Lgislature resigned in order, to defeat a vote upon the ratifi- 
cation of the amendment. The remaining members thereupon decided that two- 
thirds of the actual membership constituted a quoram and proceeded to ratify the 
amendment. This action was certified in forwarding the vote of the Legislature 
on the ratification of the amendment. No question was raised by Congress in re- 
gard to the legality of the vote, and the vote of Indiana, as thus cast, was accepted 
and counted. 

The case of State vs. Huggins, 1 McCord, 139, decided in the court of appeals in 
South Carolina, is in point. Eighteen managers of election were appointed bythe 
Legislature for the district of Georgetown. Two had refused to qualify, one was 
dead, and one was disqualified, reducing the number to fourteen. It was held by 
the court that a majority of fourteen properly formed the board of managers for 
the district to determine the validity of the election of a sheriff, a ro ity of those 
qualified to serve, and not a majority of the whole number appointec 

ul quorum. 

It may be remarked here that in the present argument it will be assumed that 
the Senate has the right to pass upon any and all matters and things which enter 
into the question of the election, returns, or qualifications of its own members ; 
that the Senate is not concluded to any extent in this inquiry by the action of any 
other body or authority. This seems to be clearly the meaning of the words “each 
house shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own 
members.” 

The action, opinion, or decision of any other body is, therefore, entitled to such 
weight or respect only as may be due to the reasons which support it. 

We come now to the connection of the supreme court of the State with this case. 
And it may be remarked that this presents the most remarkable and perhaps un- 
fortunate feature of the controversy. That court may be said, without injustice, 
to have taken part in the purely political contests of the State. Instead of leav- 
ing such contests to be settled by other departments of the Government, the court 
readily and zealously engaged in those contests. 

The action of that court, which it becomes necessary to examine at this point, 
was taken under these circumstances: After the Mackey house and the Wallace 
house were each organized, the former with fifty-nine and the latter with tifty- 
seven members declared elected by the canvassing board, a petition was presented 
to the supreme court by Mr. Wallace, as speaker of the Wallace house, asking a 
mandamus to compel the secretary of state and the speaker of the Mackey house 
to deliver to him the returns of the election for governor and licutenant-governor. 

By article 3, section 4, of the constitation of the state, these returns are required 
to be sent by the managers of the election to the secretary of state, who is required 
to return them to the speaker of the house of representatives. 
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Ihy the return of the secretary of state to the rule to show cause, issned by the 
supreme court upon the petition above stated, it appeared that that officer had 
delivered the returns to the speaker of the Mackey house. 

Lhe return of the speaker of the Mackey house showed that he had received the 
returns from the secretary of state, and held them by virtue of his office as speaker, 
and he denied the power and jurisdiction of the court in the matter. 


ther argument, and dismissed the petition as to Speaker Mackey. 

In coming to this conclusion, the court said that “ sixty-three members were in 
their seats when Mr. Wallace was elected. * * * That the house of representa- 
tives consisted of one hundred and twenty-four members, and sixty-three were 
necessary for a quorum to do business. * * * Thatall themembers had certifi- 
cates from the secretary of state except eight, and the qualification of these eight 
was established by the proceedings in this court. * * * That no matter what was 
the character of the certitieates they bad, the return of the board:of State can- 
vassers to the court showing that they had received the greatest number of votes 
in their particular counties entitled them to access to the floor for the purpose of 
organization 

It is submitted here that in taking cognizance of this matter and rendering a 
decision therein the court plainly transgressed the limits of its judicial powers, 

and that its decision is void and binding on no one, being entitled only to such 
consideration as its reasonings may claim. 

lhe constitution of the State, in section 26 of article 1, provides that “in the 
government of this Commonwealth the legislative, executive, and judicial powers 
of the government shall be forever separate and distinct from each other.” 

That the duc organization of the house of representatives is a legislative 
or function, and not a judicial one, seems too clear for argument. Two 
were claiming each to be the lawful house of representatives. This was confess- 
edly a purely political question. No rights of property, no personal rights were 
involved. It was a question bet #een two sections or parts of one legislative body, 
each claiming torepresent that body. No other qui stions were involved. 

It is not denied that out of such a controversy judicial questions may arise. 
Whenever the action of either of the contending bodies involves the rights of 
other persons, as, for example, if a statute had been passed by either of these 
bodies affecting the personal or property rights of any citizen of the State, it is 
not necessary for the purposes of this argument to deny that the courts of the 
State might have inquired into the question of the due organization of the house. 
But no such question was before the court. Two persons, acting in a professedly 
legislative capacity, were secking to obtain possession of certain papers which 
were deemed essential to the success of either party. No action of either house, 
affecting any rights except its own rights as a legislative body, was drawn in 
question 

' rhe case was, of course, disguised in the form of judicial ppaenine, There was 
plaintiff and defendant, relator and respondent. The ordinary judicial writ of 
mandamus was invoked, but looking beneath the forms and regarding the ques- 
tion involved, it must be evident that the question bore no judicial aspect. 
Whether Mackey or Wallace was entitled to bave the election returns was 
question which directly involved the action of the members of the legislative body, 
not in its effects upon citizens generally, but in relation to the due organization of 
that bedy under powers granted to it alone by the constitution. 

The conclusion of the court itself shows its waut of jurisdiction over the case. 
lt held that Mackey, not being an oflicial person, could not be reached by man- 
damus and dismissed the petition. It could grant no relief, accomplish no result, 
and yet it proceeded to express an opinion. This was extrajudicial. The court 
must have recognized this dilemma at the outset, namely, if Mackey is speaker he 
is the lawful custodian of the returns, if he is not speaker he is not such an official 

wrson as can be reached by mandamus. Hence, in either event no writ could 
oo e been issued, and nothing remained but to dismiss the petition. 

Under these circumstances, the expression of an opinion that Wallace was the 
speaker and that sixty-three members are necessary to form a quorum was utterly 
uncalled for, a mere empty obiter dictum. 

When, therefore, it is claimed that the supreme court of the State is empowered 
to construe the constitution, and hence to decide upon the question of a quorum, 
we answer that this is true only when the court has a proper case before it requir- 
ing the decision of such a question 

What reasons, then, did the supreme court give for holding the opinion that 
sixty-three members were necessary to forma quorum? None. It was their un- 
supported opinion, a dictum in every sense, not expressed in the course of reason- 
ing or discussion leading to a jadgment, and wholly unsupported by argument. 

In Carroll va. Lessee of Carroll, 16 How., 287, Judge Curtis said: “This court, 
and other courts organized under the common law, has never held itself bound by 
any part of an opinion which was not needful to the ascertainment of the right or 
title in question between the parties. In Cohens vs, Virginia, 6 Wheat., 399, this 
court was much pressed with some portion of its opinion in the case of Marbury 
ve. Madison. And Mr Chief.Justice Marshall said: ‘It is a maxim not to be 
disregarded that general expressions in every opinion are to be taken in connec- 
tion with the case in which those expressions are used. If they go beyond the 
case, they may be respected, but ought not to control the judgment in a subse- 
quent suit, when the very point is presented. The reason of this maxim is 
obvious. The question actually before the court is investigated with care, and 
considered in its fullextent; other principles which may serve to illustrate it are 
considered in their relation to the case decided, but their possible bearing on all 
other cases is seldom completely investigated.’ The cases of ez parte Christy, 3 
How., 292, and Jenness vs. Peck, 7 How., 612, are an illustration of the rule that 
any opinion given here or elsewhere cannot be relied on as a binding authority, 
unless the case called for its expression. Its weight of reason must depend on 
what it contains.” 

rhere is another question lying back of those already discussed, which will 
doubtless receive the attention of the Senate, viz: Was the action of the board of 
State canvassers, in refusing to certify the election of members of the house for 
Edgefield and Laurens Counties, legal ! 

How far the Senate will feel authorized or inclined to go in an inquiry into the 
right of members of State Legislatures to their seats, isof course matter of doubt. 
It is believed, however, that the case of Sykes vs. Spencer, presents the extreme 
limit reached hitherto. In that case two Legislatures were organized. One had 
a quorum made up of members holding regular certificates of election ; the other 
hada quorum ef members a part of whom held no certificates of election. Subse- 
quently to the election of Sykes and Spencer by these bodies respectively, a fusion 
was effected, and it was conceded in effecting such fusion that a part of those who 
voted for Sykes were not in fact elected though . holding certificates; and on the 
otber hand, that a part of those who voted for Spencer were in fact elected though 
holding no certificates. This admitted fact the Senate took notice of, and upon it 
held that the election of Spencer was good. The Senate did not then undertake 
for itself to inquire into disputed questions of fact regarding the election of mem- 
bers of the Legislature, nor to pass upon disputed questions of law regarding such 
e-ections, 

The present case presents disputed questions of law and fact regarding the right 
of any persons to sit for Edgetield and Laurens Counties in the organization of the 
house, or uniil their seats were determined by the honse itself. 

Ihe fact bas already been stated that the board of State canvassers did not deter- 
mine and declare any person elected to the house of representatives for Edge- 
field and Laurens Counties. It may also-be mentioned here, that in consequence 
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| of the county, and shall make snch statements thereof as the 
rhe court thereupon reserved the question as to the secretary of state for fur- | 


malies | 
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of this action of the board of canvaasers, no persons representin 
rens County took part in the organization of the Mackey house 
The provisions of the statutes of South Carolina defining the 
of the canvassing boards which are important tothe prese ‘ 
Sec. 16. The board of county canvassersa shall th 


& Edgefield or Lau. 


powers and 
nt qnestion are asf 
en proceed 


daties 
Ollow 
to count the vot, 
nature of th: elect a 
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canvassers any protest 


shall require, within ten days of the time of the first meetin 
canvassers, and shall transmit tothe board of State 
papers relating to the election. 

Sec. 24. The board of State canvassers shall, upon certified copies of t} 
ments made by the board of county canvassers, proceed to make = 
whole number of votes given at such election for the various officers, aud 
of them voted for, distinguishing the several counties in which they om oo a 
They shall certify such statements to be correct, and subscribe the sam: ad Elves 
proper names ; ith their 

Sec. 25. They shall make and subscribe, on the proper statement a certig 
their determination, and shall deliver the same to the secretaay of state. me 

Sec. 26. Upon such statements they shall then proceed to determine and dee] 
what persons have been by the greatest number of votes duly elected to sy 5 uoclare 
or either of them. They shall have power, and it is mado their duty. to Raat 
cases under protest or contest that may arise, whe = 
the constitution, reside in some other body. 

Sec. 27. The beard shall have power to adjourn from day to day for a tery 
exceeding ten days. : : Tm not 

A large mass of evidence in the form of affidavits was laid before the 
State canvassers, tending to show irregularities and illegal influences affecting th 
election in the counties of Edgefield and Laurens, to such an extent as to r nd ca 
impossible for the board to determine and declare who had been duly elected. , 

Edgefield County. 

Tt may be here stated that the leading evidences respecting the election in E ive 
field county were : ied 

First. The immense disproportion between the whole number of votes cast * 
this election, as compared with the entire population of the county, as exhibited 
by the United States census of 1270 and the State census of 1275. ~ ; 

By the former census (United States, 1870) the entire population of Edgefield 
County, as then constituted, was 42,4°6. This included the villaze of Hamburs 
and the townships of Gregg, Hammond, and Schumltz, having at that time. aceon 
ing to the same census, a population of 7,723, all of which were, in 1971, made q 
part of the new county of Aiken. Deducting this from the entire population, as 
above stated, we havo left 34,758 as the population, in 1870, of the territory now 
comprised in Edgefield County. A farther deduction should here be made for tho 
township of Shaw's Creek, fully one-third of which is in the county of Aiken 
this, however, we have made no deduction. 

According to the State census of 1875, the entire population of Edgefield County 
as now constitated, is 35,039. ; 

The whole number of votes castin this county at the late election, accordinz to tho 
returns before the board of State canvassers, was 9,374. Taking, then, either the 
United States census of 1870 or the State census of 1875, as giving the population of 
this county, the result is that at that election the votes cast considerably excecdet 
the ratio of one vote for every four inhabitants. This fact alone would throw a great 
discredit upon the accuracy of the retarns. 

But by the State census of 1875 tho whole number of male persons over twenty. 
one years of age in the county of Edgetield is only 7,122, showing an excess in tho 
total vote cast at this election, according to the returns, of 2,252 
sible vote of the county. 

Second. A comparison of the vote of the county at previous electicns. 

In 1870 the entire vote of this county for governor was8,.251. In connection with 
the vote of this year, it should be remembered that General M.C. Butler was a can 
didate upon the democratic ticket for lieutenant-governor. It is fair to presume 
that, owing to the fact of his being a citizen of this county, and the acknowledged 
leader of the democratic party in that county, he brought out the fall democratic 
strength. In the vote of 1870, as given above, is included the vote of that portion 
of the county which has since been made a part of the county of Aiken. By refer 
ence to the United States census of 1370, it will be found, as already stated, that 
the entire population of the territory now embraced in Aiken County was 7,723, 
which gives a voting population—reckoning by the same ratio as is established by 
a comparison of the entire population of the county with the whole number of 
males over twenty-one years of age—of, in roand numbers, 1,500. Deducting this 
number from the entire vote, 8.251, we have 6,751 as the vote for 1870 of what con- 
stitutes the present county of Edgefield. 

The aggregate vote of Edgefield County, as reported by the returns for this year, 
is 9,374, showing an excess over the unusually full vote of 1470 of no less than 2(2, 
or an excess over the vote of the entire county of Edgefield, before tho present 
county of Aiken was established, of 1,123; or again, an exeess in the vote of the 
present year for the democratic candidates over the entire vote of the old conaty 
of Edgefield for General M. C. Butler, in 1870, of 2,545. 

In 1872, there being no democratic candidate for governor, it will be necessary 
to take the vote for State senator in that county as the standard of comparison 
~*~ vote, in the aggregate, was 5,374, or exactly 4,000 less than the reportod vote 
of this year. 

In 1874 the entire vote of the county was 6,298. By the United States census of 
1870, the entire population of the territory embraced in the present connty of E:lge- 
field was 34,758. Allowing one voter for every five persons, the ratio established 
by the same census, there would have been in this county, in 1874, a total voting 
population of 6,951. By the State census of 1875, the whole number of males over 
twenty-one years of age in this county was 7,122. An examination of these figures 
will show that the above vote of 1874—6,298 —is very nearly six-sevenths of the entire 
number of persons over twenty-one years of age, according to the United States 
census of 1870, or the State censusof 1875. The statistics of popular elections in this 
country have established the fact that six-sevenths of the entire voting-popula- 
tion is the highest limit reached in any elections, except in a few extreme and 
exceptional cases, which do not affect tho general rule as here stated, ; 

The conclusion is that the vote of this county in 1474 was a fall vote, ander all 
ordinary circumstances, and yet this year the reported vote of this county exce eds 
the vote in 1874 by 3,076. And in this connection it may be added that General M. 
W. Gary. democrat, who claims to have been elected State senator from this county 
at the late election, has stated in a public card that about 600 colored voters (rept 
licans) did not vote, which number being added te the excess just named would 
give an aggregate excess of 3,676 over the very full vote of 1874. 

Third. The evidence before the board of State canvassers also showed that this 
large excess of voters over tho lawful vote of the county was duc to the increase 
exclusively of the democratic vote ; for while the vote was at the recent election 
largely increased over the vote at any previous election, yet the repnblican vote 
was decreased. This decrease in the republican vote was shown by the evidence 
before the State board of canvassers to be due not to a natural change of party a 
nections, but to the fact of an organized and systematic plan of intimidation ane 
violence carried on throughout the canvass, and reaching its calmination on the 
day of the election = 

The increase of the reported democratic vote of this year over the vote for (i i 
eral M. C. Butler in 1870, before the county of Edgefielil was divided, is 2,545, a0) 
an increase over the democratic vote in 1874 of 3,367, 
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The evidences before the board of canvassers also establish the fact 

Fourth he election officers in Edgefield County were deterred by fear of 

that many oe . from discharging their duties according to their convictions of 

sical violens t. This result was accomplished in various ways. Some of the 

, Sea — prevented by threats from assuming the duties of their eftices at 
wwers ‘ . 


hers. again, during the progress of the clection, were prevented from rejecting | 


. of persons not authorized to vote ; others were prevented from making 

se ec of the election as their judgment dictated, or from forwarding their 
siec ny other written evidences of the fraud and violence practiced at their 
cs * “analls the republican members of the board of county canvassers were 


‘he threats of violence into signing returns which they believed registered 
ved by 4 


tw of this overwhelming fraud and violence rather than tho free ballots of | 


lawful voters of this county. 


the Laurens County. 


I) Laurens County the conduct of the election in its leading features was | 


Le that in Edgefield County. This additional feature appeared, that the 

of the board of county canvassers was signed by but two of the three com- 

io +s composing the board, and one of the two signers signed the returns 

a aaa st. affixing his pretest to the return itself, and afterwards filing his 
lavit with the board of State canvassers, in the following terms: 

That so universal was this system of intimidation that deponent, influenced 

this knowledge, and also by a personal observation of the illegal way in which 

a etion was conducted in some particulars, did not feel justified in subscrib- 

; to tl « returns of the election in his official capacity as commissioner, and only 

onted todo so under protest, as said return will show on its face, when he 


couse 


scribe the said return.” 
Upon = provisions of the statutes which have now been presented, and upon 


the evidences affecting the election in Edgefield and Laurens Counties, of which | 


the foregoing statement is bnt a brief and imperfect summary, the board of State 
canvassers determined that they could make no statement or determination of the 
election in these counties. They did not, as has sometimes been stated, declare in 
terms that the election in these counties was invalid or void; but simply that no 
<tarement or determination of the election should be made by them. 
hat the board of State canvassers wis authorized to reach such a conclusion, if 
in their judgment the facts resented to them warranted it, appears from the state- 
ment of the law under which they acted. They were required “ to proceed to deter- 
ine and deelare what persons have been by the greatest number of votes duly elected 
towach oftices or either of them.” In the present instance they found themselves 


of votes duly elected as representatives for Edgetield and Laurens Counties, and 
they sodeclared. If for purposes of argument it were here agmitted that it was 
the duty of the board to declare what persons appeared to be elected upon the 
fave of the returns, still until they did so declare, or until the house of representa- 
tives itself hed acted upon the question, the persons claiming to be elected as rep- 
resentatives for these counties would have no claim to take part in the organiza- 
tion or proceedings of the house of representatives. 

It has been claimed in argument that the action of the board of State canvassers 
was illegal because they undertook to decide a case under protest or contest when 
the power to do so resided, by the constitution, in the house of representatives 
itself. The answer to this is, that they did not undertake to decide any cases un- 
der protest or contest, or to decide at all upon the final right of any person to sit 
as representative for Edgefield or Laurens County. Their action may more prop- 
erly be described as a mere reference of the matter to that body which by law 
hol aright to pass finally upon the question of the election, qualifications, and 
returns of its own members. 

I) is true that in many, and perhaps most of the States, the powers and duties of 
the returning or canvassing boards, have been held to be merely ministerial, con- 
sisting in the aggregation of the several returns from the various voting precincts 
throughout the State. The question, however, whether the powers and duties of 
a particular canvassing board are merely ministerial or not, will always depend 
upon the law under which they act; and it does not follow that, because as a gen- 
eral rule, the powers of canvassing boards are merely ministerial, that they are so 
in any particular instance, 

While the beard of State carvassers were engaged in the canvassing of the elec- 
tion, proceedings were instituted in the supreme court of the State for the purpose 
of controlling their action. And it is proper to consider the relations of those pro- 
ceedings to the present question. 

Those proceedings consisted of the petition of the democratic candidates for the 
various State offices, first, for a writ of prohibition to restrain the State canvassers 
from doing anything except the ministerial acts of ascertaining from the returns 
and statements forwarded by the boards of county canvassers for the respective 
counties the persons who have received the highest number of votes for the offices 
for which they were candidates, and declare the same and certify the statements 
to the secretary of state; second, for a writ of mandamus to compel the board to 
ascertain from the said returns and statements the persons who received the 
greatest number of votes for the offices for which they were candidates, and to 
declare the same and certify such declaration to the secretary of state, &c. 

Upon this petition a rule to show cause was granted by the court, to which a 
return was made by the board of State canvassers, setting forth the powers con- 
ferred on then by the statute, alleging that they were then proceeding to discharge 
their whole duty according to the constitution and laws of the State, &c. There- 
upon the court made an order commanding the board to proceed to aggregate the 
statements forwarded to them by the boards of county canvassers, and ascertain 
the | ersons who have received the greatest number of votes for the offices for which 
they were candidates respectively at the general election, and to certify their action 
in the premises under this order of the court. ; 

The board accordingly made a return to the court under this order, giving the 
various aggregates of the votes for the various candidates as they appeared on the 
face of the county canvassers’ return. The portion of this return relating to the 
counties of Edgetield and Laurens is as follows: 

‘The board of State canvassers, respondents herein, hereby certify that it ap- 
pears by the statements of the covered beards of county canvassers laid betore the 
board that the following-named persons have received the number of votes set 
opposite their respective names for the several offices designated, namely : 


* EDGEFIELD County. 
Senator. 


TOTO OO meme meee ee ewww eee aenne 


M. W. Gray 
L. Cain ..... 


W.S. Allen..... 
J.C. Sheppard. 
James Callison... 
TE. Jennings... 
H. A. Shaw....... 
Paris Simpkins .. 
Elisha B. Harris 
David Graham 


Augustus Simpkins. 


*This county is allowed one senator and five representatives. 


| RS. Todd 





LAURENS COUNTY, 
Senator. 
298 
nis 


J. Y. P. Owens . 


J.B Hubert 

J. Washington Watts.. sNenwedanwus 
D. Wade Anderson ‘as seoe 2908 
A. T. B. Hunter 


2,911 
909 


Seeceeecce . nil 
| W. H. Rotherford . és 


° cece lo 
Harry McDonald 809 

The board further certifies that ‘‘ This statement is made to the court in obedi 
ence to its order of November 17, 1876, but it is respectfully submitted that under 
the present proceedings in this court this board is not by law compelled to report 
any of its action to the court.” i 

. 7° . * . . . 

This board further shows to this court that allegations and evidences of fraud 
have been filed with this board asto the election held in Edgetield County by many 
of the managers of election in said county; but similar allegations have been mado 
and filed as to one or more precincts in Barnwell] County; that the statements of 
the commissioners of election for LaurensCounty laid before this board were signed 
by two commissioners only, one of whom signed, as he certifies, under protest; said 
commissioner has also filed an affidavit that the reason he signed said statements 


turn 0 , | was because he was in fear of bodily injury if he refused todo so; that various pro- 
iecame satisfied that his life would be placed in jeopardy if he declined to so sub- | 


tests and notices of contest have been filed from many other counties of the State, 
alleging irregularities on the part of election officers, illegal voting, &c. 

That in view of said allegations, protests, and notices of contests, none of which 
have been heard or passed upon by this board, because of the pendency of these 
 sgppene this board cannot, in their opinion, properlyascertain and certify who 
ave actually received the greater number of legal votes in said counties for the 
several oltices voted for, unless they have the opportunity of investigating these 
allegations and hearing evidence upon these protests. 

This statement having been made to the court, the next day the court made the 
following order : 

“Itis ordered, That a writ of peremptory mandamus do issue, directed to the 
chairman and members of the board of State canvassers and the secretary of state, 


| commanding the said board forth with to declare duly elected tothe oflices of senators 


| and members of the house of representatives the persons who by said certificates 
»nable to determine and declare that any persons had been by the greatest namber | of the said board to this court have received the greatest number of votes therefor, 


and to forthwith deliver a certified statement and declaration thereof to the secre- 
tary of state, and commanding the secretary of state to make the proper record 
thereof in his oftice and without delay transmit a copy thereof, under the seal of 
his office, to each person thereby declared to be elec ted. a like copy to the governor, 
and cause a copy thereof to be printed in one or more public newspapers of this 
State.” 

Before this latt-r order was served upon the members of the board, the ten days 
allowed by law having expired. the board completed its canvass of the election re- 
torns, declared the election, and adjourned sine die. 

The course of the supreme court in this case is deserving of notice in several re- 
spects. 

Priret. When the petition and the return were before the court there had been no 
refusal by the board to do any dut,; imposed upon it. The board had only begun 
their work as canvassers when the court issued its order in mandamus. It is an 
elementary principle of law that a refusal to perform a duty must precede an ap- 
—- mandamus. Eight of the ten days within which they could act still 
remained. 

Second. The court immediately issned an order requiring the board to report to 
the court itself the result of the face of the :eturns, The object of this order cannot 
bemistaken. It was to secure for the curt the information necessary to determine 
beforehand the order to be made in order to accomplish a desired end. Can any other 
purpose be suggested? The court is asked to ane the hoard to aggregate the re- 
turns and certify the results as the law directs. The court say in reply, Let tho 
board show us first what the results will be. When those results are presented to 
the court then the order is made t» declare those persons elected who, according 
to the report made to the court, have received the highest number of votes. 

Third Aside from all these evidences of partisan purposes, the action ot the an 
peeseconrt was wholly without jurisdiction. This is true as to all the officers voted 

or at that election, and particularly of members of the Legislature. It was in facta 
plain usurpation of power, whereby the functions of the board of State canvassers 
were usurped by the supreme court, and the board requirefl by the court to de- 
clare a specified result dictated to it by the court. 

The board had an undeniable right to deliberate and consu!t, and not until the 
expiration of its ten days could it be said to have refused to do any act imposed 
upon it by law. 

If at the end of that time it could be reached by mandamus, the court might have 
had the power to grant the writ, though this is more than doubtful. 

What the court actually did was to attempt to control its action in advance of 
any decision of the board, or of any failure or refusal to act. 

After the board had acted, the courts could by quo warranto have reversed the 
action of the board in cases where auch a writ would lie; but as to members of the 
Legislature it was without jurisdiction at any time, either before or after the final 
action of the canvassers, to entertain the case. 

Such action on the part of the court was without precedent in South Carolina. 
It is believed to be without precedent in any State. 

The board had aright to reach a conclusion uninfluenced and uncontrolled by any 
power within the time limited by law for the completion of its work. If at that 
time it acted wrongly or illegally, its action could by various means be reviewed 
and corrected. 

No power could rightfully compel any decision, and especially any particular 
decision, until the expiration of the ten days allowed for its action 

The only subsequent action of the court in this case was the imprisonment of 
the board for contempt of the order which was not served on them till after their 
adjournment sine die. 

Cushing, in his Law and Practice of Legislative Assemblies, (page 52, section 
141,) speaking of returning officers, says: 

“It remains to be observed, in conclusion, that the proceedings of these (return- 
ing) officers, from the necessity of the case, are,in the first instance, uncontrollable 
by any other authority whatever; so that if, on the one hand, notwithstanding 
an election has been effected, the returning officers neglect or refuse to make the 
proper return, the party thereby injured is without remedy or orders until the 
assembly to which he is chosen has examined his case and adjudged him to be duly 
elected; and, on the other hand, if the returning officers make a return when no 
election has in fact taken place, or of one who is not eligible, the person returned 
will not only be entitled, but it his duty to assume and discharge the functions of 
a member until his return and election be adjudged void.” 

After the final adjournment of the board of State canvassers, November 22, 1376, 
the orders of the supreme court already recited were served upon them 

That the board then had no power to reassemble and act upon the returns is clear. 
(Cooley on Coratitutional Limitations, 622; Clark vs. Buchanan, 2 Minnesota, 346 ; 
33 New York, 603.) 

In Minnesota it has been held, in accordance with the principle just stated, that 
if the board of canvassers, after anuulling the votes, adjourn without day, their 
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power in the premises is at an end, and they cannot reassemble; neither can a quorum, the house could do no business, but in 


court, by mandamus, compel them to reassemble, or give them any power in case 
of theirdoing se. (Clark ra. Buchanan, 2 Minnesota, 346. See also Gooding va. 
Wilson, Forty-second Congress ; State rs. Danmwirth, 21 Ohio, 216.) 

The court proceeded to imprison the members of the board for i 

After their imprisonment a writ of habeas corpus was sued out before Judge 
Bond, United States cirenit judge, sitting at Columbia. Judge Bond delivered an 
elaborate decision in which he held that the proceedings in the — court of 
the State were without jurisdiction, and that its order was void. He says: 

* The first question to be decided at this time and upon this motion is whether 
or not the anpreme court of the State of South Carolina had jurisdiction to hear 
and determine the matter before it.” 

After quoting the sections of the constitution which confer upon the supreme 
court its jurisdiction, and the sections of the statute which define the powers of the 
board of canvassers, he continues : 

" The objection to the jurisdiction of the supreme court made by the petitioners 
is that they are a part of the executive department of the government charged 
with the execution of a law of the State, and that they alone are authorized to can- 
vass the votes, and that they are not subject, in the exercise of their functions, to 
the control of the judicial branch of the government.” 

I'he Supreme Court of the United States, in a very able opinion by Mr. Justice 
Miller, in the case of Gaines rs. Thompson, 7 Wall., 347, has very clearly deter- 
mined what the law is on this subject, and that is, “ that if it appear that the act 
which the court is asked to compel the officer of the executive department of tho 
government to do be purely ministerial, the court having jurisdiction to issue the 
writ of mandamus may compel the executive officer to perform his duty ; but if 
the act required to be done by the executive officer be not merely ministerial, but 
discretionary, or one about which he is to exercise bie jntansent a court cannot, by 
mandamus, act directly upon the officer, and guide and control his judgment or dis- 
cretion in the matters committed to his care in the ordinary exercise of official 
duty.’ And the court further says that “ the interference of the courts with the per- 
formance of the ordinary duties of the executive departments would be productive 
of nothing but mischief, and we are quite satisfied that such a power was never 
intended to be given them.” And for this Mr. Justice Miller quotes the opinion of 
Chief Justice Taney in the case of the Commissioner of Patents vs. Whitely, 4 
Wall., 522, and the law is stated to the same effect in a very celebrated case in 
Maryland, by Chief Justice Bowie—Miles rs. Bradford, 22 Md. Rep., 170—a case 
where the power of the governor to canvass the votes was not so broadly given as 
in the case at bar. 

That this duty of the board of canvassers was not merely ministerial, but that 
they were clothed with a large discretion, it seems to me is very plain. They were 
not merely to take the returns and aggregate them. They were to canvass them, 
That is, they were to examine, to sift, to scrutinize them, which implies a power 
to reject such as were not lawful in their judgment; and more, they were to re- 
ceive all cases under protest or contest that might arise, when the power to doso 
did not, by the constitution, reside in some other body. 

They were the executive oflicers, appointed to declare the election of such per- 
sons as had, in their judgment, the majority of the legal votes cast. If they de- 
cided erroneously or falsely, the remedy of those candidates who thought them- 
selves wronged was by quo warranto; but no court had the jurisdiction to compel 
the board of State canvassers to do otherwise than their own judgment dictated. 

It remains now to be seen what the court was asked to do by the relators. Their 
suggestion sets forth “that the board is proceeding to hear and determine all 
matters of protest or contest before them in regard to the election of persons 
who were candidates at the general election, and is proceeding to certify their de- 
termination in such contests and protests to the secretary of state.” And they 
pray thata writ of mandamus may issue, commanding them to ascertain from 
“the manager's returns and statements, fowarded to them by the boards of county 
canvassers, the persons who, at the general election on the said 7th day of November, 
ultimo, had the highest number of votes; and commanding them and compelling 
them to revoke and annul any determination or decision which they may have 
made in any case of contest or protest, if any such there be.” 

Under the cases cited in the opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
Gaines vs. Thompson, 7 Wall., 342, above referred to, 1 am of opinion that the su- 

weme court of the State of South Carolina had no jurisdiction to entertain any such 
‘suggestion’ or “ petition.” * * * The board of State canvassers is required 
to meet on the 10th day of November for the purpose of sifting, scrutinizing, not 
merely aggregating the statements of the count "heels. . 9 8 

We have shown from the “ suggestion " itself that in our judgment the court had 
no jurisdiction to entertain it, and though the returns (to this writ) show that the 
parties are in custody solely for not obeying the mandate of th» court respecting 
State oflicers, it is our duty to go behind the returns and look at the case as it pre- 
sented itself to the supreme court at its inception. What the relators asked the 
court to do in their original suggestion is perfectly plain, and we have above quoted 
the paragraph of the “suggestion " which constituted the ground of complaint of 
the relators. In my judgment the whole matter was beyond the jurisdiction of the 
supreme court, and any order passed by them upon such “ suggestion” is void. 

. 7 . a. . . . 


I think this proceeding in the supreme court was beyond the jurisdiction of that 
court; that the board of State canvassers were clothed, under the law, with discre- 
tionary powers which required them to discriminate the votes, to determine and 
certify the candidates elected after scrutiny, and that they were a part of the ex- 
ecutive department of the government, and were in no wise subject to the control, 
as to what they should do after they had commenced to perform that duty, of the 
judicial department."—Judge Bond's opinion. 

Great importance is attached to the action of the Wallace house in passing upon 
the right of the persons who claimed to represent Edgefield and Laurens Counties. 
From the journal of the Wallace house it appears that on December 6 the creden- 
tials of the persons claiming to be elected for Paretiela and Laurens Counties were 
referred to the committee on privileges and elections, to investigate and report as 
to their right to hold seata. 

On December 7, this committee reported that the persons referred to were duly 
elected and entitled to their seats, and this report was ado » 

The chief and only real significance of this action is that it is evidence of the 
want of confidence on the part of the Wallace house in the legality of its own orig- 
inal organization, as well as in the right of the persons claiming to be elected for 
Edgefield and Laurens Counties, to take part in the proceedings of their body. 

‘The claim is that on the 7th of December, when the Wallace house adopted the 
resolution seating the Edgefield and Laurens members, that house contained sixty- 
three canvassing-board members, and hence that tho action of the house in seating 
those members cannot be questioned. It is to be noted, first, that this claim is a 
concession that that house, to be a valid house, must have a majority of one hun- 
dred and twenty-four holding the certificates of the canvassing board. 

If this be so, then the Wallace house, on tho day of its ergamiuation, was clear] 
— & quorum to do business, for it had only fifty-seven members holding suc 
certificates, 

The six members who joined that house between November 29 and December 7 
_ all been sworn in as members of the Mackey house, and had acted with that 
1OURe, 

If, now, the Mackey house was a valid house of representatives at its organiza- 
tion, the subsequent withdrawal of these six members te join another body could 
have no effect, either to impair the validity of the Mackey house or to cure the 
invalidity of the Wallace house. If their absence had reduced the body below a 
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int of fac a4 a 
reduce the Mackey house below a quorum. -” act their absence dij 
On the same day, December 7, the Wallace house also adopted resolut 


ing valid the election of the speaker and subordinate officers of that h 
28th of November. , 
This action is another evidence that the Wallace house 
on the 28th of November as at least of doubtful validity, 
Passing now from questions affecting tho legality of the action of tho } 
canvassers, we come to questions concerning the mode of organizijg {}. Pe of 
house, and especially tho exclusion therefrom of all persons not declar Mackes 
by the canvassing board. 


Mr. ALLISON, (at eleven o’clock and thirty miuntes a. m 
the Senator will yield, I desire to make a motion now that 
be taken until one o’clock. We have been here in g¢ 
twenty-four hours. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I ask the Senator from Iowa to yield until I eq 
offer an amendment to the deficiency bill, which I desire to offer . 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. = 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Hoar in the chair.) 
be no objection the pro amendment will be received an 
to the Committee on Appropriations. The Chair is not 
has the floor. 

Mr. WALLACE. I understood that the Senator from New 
shire yielded the floor to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
yielded the floor conditionally for the purpose of a motion to take 3 
recess. 

Mr. WALLACE. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WALLACE. Is it the understanding, then, that the Senator 
from New Hampshire has the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. The 

resent occupant has been absent from the Chamber, but he is so 
informed. The question is on the motion of the Senator from lowg 
that the Senate.take a recess until ono o’clock. 

Mr. WALLACE and others called for the yeas and nays, and they 
were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call tbe roll. 

Mr. MAXEY. am requested by the Senator from Indiana [ Mr, 
VOORHEES ] to state that he and the Senator from New York [ Mr. 
CONKLING] have paired. 

Mr. MATTHEWS, (when his name was called.) I am paired on 
this question with the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. McCrerry.]} 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. INGALLS. Upon this question I am paired with the Senator 
from North Carolina, [Mr. RaANsoM, } who is detained from the Cham- 
ber by illness. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I ought to announce that the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. BLarNe] is paired on this question with the Senator from 
Oregon, [Mr. GROVER. ] 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. Bruce] whether or not the Senator from Florida[Mr. Conover] 
is paired with him ? 

fr. BRUCE. He is not. 
bama, [Mr. SPENCER. ] 

Mr. INGALLS. I omitted to state when the name of my colleague 
[Mr. PLUMB] was called that he was compelled to leave the city sey- 
eral days ago, and is paired on this and all such questions with the 
Senator from Missouri, [Mr. ARMSTRONG. ] 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—Measrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Penn 
sylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Dawes, Dorsey, Hoar, Howe, Jones of 
a. Kirkwood, McMillan, Morrill, Paddock, Rollins, Saunders, Teller, and 
Wadleigh—21. 

NA YS-—Meesrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of Illinois, Davis 
of West Virginia, Garland, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, 
McDonald, McPherson, Merrimon, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, Saulsbury, Thur- 
man, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—25. : : : 

ABSENT—Messrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Christiancy, Conkling, Conover, 
Dennis, Eaton, Edmunds, Ferry, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Ingalls, Johnston, 
McCreery. Matthews, Maxey, Mitchell, Oglesby, Plamb, Ransom, Sargent, Sharon, 
Spencer, Voorhees, and Windom—27. 


So the motion was not agreed to. . 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. President, I will proceed. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Before the Senator proceeds, I desire to announce 
that the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, [ Mr. BURNSIDE. } 4 

Mr. BURNSIDE. That is the fact if the Senator from Georgia has 
not come in. He said he wanted a pair for half an hour so that he 
could go to his breakfast. That was three quarters of an hour ago. 
Still it is true that we are paired, but not absolutely for the whole 
time. I withdraw my vote. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A vote cannot be withdrawn after 
the result has been announced. , ite 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I will proceed with this brief: 


The legal and parliamentary principles on which the Mackey house was organ: 
ized may be stated as follows : by th 

First. That no persons, except those declared elected and duly returned y the 
board of State canvassers, and holding certificates of the secretary of state can 
entitled by law or usage to be placed upon the roll. (Cushing, sections 22and * ) 

Second. That the organization of the house must be effected by those persons on y 
whose election had thus been declared by the board of State canvassers and cert 
fied by the secretary of state, in accordance with the law of the State. 

Third. That all other persons claiming to be entitled to seats in the house as rep 
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He is paired with the Senator from Ala- 
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: bmit their claims to the house, after its organization by the 
oe o—< were undisputed. (Cushing, sections 229 and 240.) 
be observed in the outset that when a number of persons come together, 


resent 
members W 
es to 
rach claiming - 
nace redentials of membership are 
_ a Law of Elections, 377. , ’ 
Ge. a yparent that the case of Sykes vs. Spencer is notin conflict with the rule 
a a organization of legislative bodies persons holding the usual credentials 
ae ee authorized to act." —MeOrary’s Law of Elections, 392. E z 
ar Nhe well-known case of Kerr vs. Trego, 47 Pa. S. R., 292, cited in Brightley's 
a © Cases op Elections, (page 632,) Chief-Justice Dowrie, of the supreme court 
oe lvania, laid down the following principle: 
on the division of a body that ought to be a unit, the test of which represents 
1 vritimate social succession is, which of them has maintained the regular forms 
> vanization, according to the law and usages of the body, or, in the absence 
a oane according to the laws, customs, and usages of similar bodies in like cases, 
; analogy to them. This is the uniform rule in such cases. 
= as din the same case, speaking of the custom of the clerk of the former organi- 
sae taking charge of the organization of the new body, he says, (page 638 :) 
“Tt has the sanction of the common usage of every — body into which only 
a portion of new members is annually elected ; it is the periodical form of reor- 
oe izing the select council and the senate of the State, and also the form of organ- 
fon the Senate of the United States on the meeting of a new Congress, when the 
vie -President does not ap and the last President pro tempore does; and we 
pderstand this custom to uniform throughout the United States, though this 
is net very important. And when there is a president whose term as a member 
~ expired, then the functions of the clerks continue, and they, in all cases, act 
as the organs of reorganizin the body, and continue to hold office until their suc- 
ceasors are chosen and qualitied. Our State and Federal houses of representatives 
are illustration enough of this. So universal is this mode of organizing all sorts 
of legislative and municipal bodies that all departures from it can be justified only 
as founded on special and peculiar usages or on positive legislation. Whenever 
this form is adhered to, a schism of the body becomes impossible, though the pro- 
cess of organization may be very tardy. 
e . . * 


one entitled to participate in the organiza 


* * + 


“It is objected that a rale that attributes so much power to the officers of the 
previous year gives them an advantage which they may use arbitrarily and fraud. 
ulently against the new members, so as to secure to themselves an illegitimate ma- 
jority. No doubt this may be so, but no law can guard against such frands, so as 
to entirely prevent them, just as it cannot entirely prevent stealing and perjury 
and bribery the people are liable to such frauds at every step in ie preseante of 
au election or organization. But so much more the need for order an 
part of the process. The law can dictate that, though it cannot furnish honesty 
and sound judgment to the actors in it. That the law and order that we have an- 
nounced have existed so long and so generally is proof, at least, that they are better 

han no Jaw at all.” 
. In Wilson's Digest of Parliamentary Law, section 1603, page 221, this author 
says 

“ At the commencement of every regular session, the Clerk of the House opens 


the session by calling the names of members by States and Territories, if in Con- | 


gress, and by counties, if in State legislative assemblies. If a quornm answer to 
their names, he will put the following question: ‘Is it the pleasure of the House 
to proceed to the election of aSpeaker!' If decided in the affirmative, tellers are 
generally appointed to conduct the vote.” 

‘This seems to be the universal custom in the organization of legislative bodies, 
and such custom not only prevails in South Carolina, but is specially established 
by the rules of the house of representatives of this State. 

Rule #0, of the rulesof the House of Representatives of this State, is as follows: 

‘In all cases not determined by these rules, or by the laws, or by the constitu- 
tion of this State, as ratified on the 14th, 15th and 16th days of April, 1968, this 
house shall conform to the parliamentary law which governs the House ef Repre- 
sentatives of the United States Congress.” 

Rule 81 is as follows: 

“These rules shall be the rules of the house of representatives of the present 
and succeeding General Assemblies, until otherwise ordered.” 

Turning now to Barclay'’s Digest (pages 44 et seg., and 126) we find that the law 
governing the House of Representatives of the United States Congress requires 
the Clerk of the last House to make up the roll of the members of the new House, 
by placing thereon the names of such persons-only whose credentials show “ that 
they were regularly elected ;"" that having ascertained by a call of this roll that a 
quorum is present, the Clerk then proceeds to call the names of the members for 
the choice of a Speaker; the Speaker being chosen assumes the duties of presid- 
ing officer, and after swearing in the members, the oath of office being first admin- 
istered to him, proceeds to complete the organization ; pending the election of a 
Speaker, the Clerk preserves order and decorum. 

_Upon the question of the right of the claimants from Edgefield and Laurens 
Counties to be placed upon the roll and to participate in the organization, the fol- 
lowing citation from Cushing's Law and Practice of Legislative Assemblies, section 
"pe 87, is in point: 

“The right to assume the functions of a member, in the first instance, and to 
participate in the preliminary proceedings and organization, depends wholly and 
exclusively upon the return or certiticate of election ; those persons who have been 
declared elected and are duly returned being considered as members until their 
election is investigated and set aside, and those who are not so returned being ex- 
cluded from exercising the function of members, even though duly elected, until 
their election is investigated and their right admitted.” 

To the same effect is section 141 (page 52) of the same work, which has already 
been ¢ ited in connection with the action of the supreme court 

In section 238 (page 91) of the same work, in ng the principles of parlia- 
— law governing the assembly and organization of legislative bodies, Cusb- 

8: 
Hence it bas oceurred more than once that struggles for political power have 
gun among the members of our legislative assemblies even before their organi- 
zauion ; and it has happened on the one hand that persons whose rights of mem- 
bership were in dispute, and who had not the legal and regular evidence of election, 
have taken upon themselves the functiors of members; and, on the other, that 
persons having the legal evidence of membership have been excluded from partici- 
pating in the proceedings.” 
; In order to avoid such difficulties, this distinguished writer lays down the fol- 
owing principles in section 240, which are applicable to the question now under 
consideration ; 
That no person who is not duly returned is a member, even though legally 
tlected, until his election is established. ‘ 
ne those members who are duly returned, and they alone, (the members 
on rights are to be determined being excluded,) constitute a judicial tribunal 

; : ecision of all questions of this nature.” ° 
Justi cane Trego, (Brightley's Election Cases, page 636,) already cited, the chief. 
th Ju + bodies that are under law the law is that where there has been an au- 
an election for the office in controversy, the certificate of election which is 
tea by law or usage is a prima facie written title to the office, and can be 

~~ . e ay 7 contest in the form prescribed by law. This is not now dis- 
_— +o doubt this gives great power to dishonest election officers; but we 

W no remedy for this but by the choice of honest men.” 


be a member of a legislative body, those persons who hold the | 


law in this | 


| 


| 








It is proper here in this connection to again refer to the language already quoted 
from the same authority, (page 638 :) ; 

“It is objected that a LB that attributes so much power to the officers of the 
previous year gives them an advantage which they may use arbitrarily and fraud- 
ulently against the new members, so as to secure to themselves an illegitimate ma- 
jority. No doubt this may be so; but no law can gnard against such frauds so as 
wo entirely prevent them, just as it cannot entirely prevent stealing and perjury 
and bribery ; the people are liable to such frauds at every step in the processes of 
an election or organization. But so much the more need for order and law in this 
part of the process ; the law can dictate that, though it cannot furnish honesty and 
sound judgment to the actors init. That the law and order which we have an- 
nounced have existed so long and so generally is proof at least that they are bet- 
ter than no law at all.” 

Applying the law as now stated to the facts in the present instanco, it is clear, 
first, that there were no representatives from Edgefield and Laurens Counties hav- 
ing certificates of election according to the law and usage of this Stato; and sec- 
ond, that under the law, without such certificates, the clerk had no right to placo 


the names of any persons upon tle roll of the house as representatives from these 
counties. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I ask that the Senator from New Hampshire 
will yield to me for the purpose of moving an adjournment. 
Mr. WADLEIGH. Certainly. 


Mr. McMILLAN, (at eleven o’clock and fifty-four minutes a.m.) I 


| move that the Senate do now adjourn. 


Mr. THURMAN called for the yeas and nays, and they were 
ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. INGALLS, (when his name was called.) I am paired upon this 
question with the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. RansoM.] He 
— taken ill suddenly last night, and is unable to occupy his seat 
to-day. 

Mr. McMILLAN, (when Mr. W1INDom’s name was called.) My col- 
league (Mr. WINDOM] is paired with the Senator from Virginia, [ Mr. 
JOTNSTON. } 

Mr. SPENCER, (when his name was called.) I desire to announce 
that on this question I am paired with the Senator from Florida, 
([Mr. CONOVER.] If he were here I should vote “ yea” and he would 
vote “nay.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 24, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Penn- 
sylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee. Christiancy, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, 
Hoar, Howe, Jones of Nevada, McMillan, Matthews, Mitchell, Morrill, Oglesby, 
Rollins, Saunders, Teller, and Wadleigh—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of Illinois, Davis 
of West Virginia, Dennis, Gordon. Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Kernan, 
Lamar, McCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Merrimon, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, 
Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—28. 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Conkling, Conover, Eaton, Ferry, 
Garland, Grover, Hamlin, Ingalls, Johnston, Kirkwood, Maxey, Paddock, Plumb, 
Ransom, Sargent, Sharon, Spencer, and Windom—21. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire will 
proceed. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Do I understand that the Senator from Wis- 
consin has finished reading ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
New Hampshire. 

Mr. WHYTE. You cannot do that. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WHYTE. I dislike very much te interfere with our friend 
from New Hampshire; but is it practicable and possible under the 
rules for him to hold the floor and yield it to other gentlemen to 
make speeches, and continuously hold the floor, and not come un- 
der that rule which prohibits his speaking more than twice upon the 
same subject? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Hoar in thechair.) It seems to 
the Chair that that question of order does not arise at present, for 
the reason that when the Senator from Wisconsin was addressing 
the Senate the Chair inquired of him whether he was yielding to 
another Senator in bis own right or in the right of the Senator from 
New Hampshire. The reply was made that the Senator from New 
Hampshire had yielded a portion of his time to him, to which no ob- 
jection was made at that time, when the right so to yield might have 
been questioned. What the ruling of the Chair would have been upon 
it if it had been questioned it is unnecessary now to state; but the 
very of the Senator from New Hampshire yielding a portion of 

1is time to the Senator who has just addressed the Senate cannot 
now be questioned, and the Senator from New Hampshire is entitled 
to continue his remarks. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. If my friend from Maryland had waited asingle 
moment he would have found that there was no necessity whatever 
for making the suggestion he has made. I rise, Mr. President, to 
suggest to the Senate what perhaps they may be ignorant of, that 
we have had a very long and tedious session ; many of us have had 
no breakfast, and it is nearly time for lunch. I move that the Senate 
take a recess until two o‘clock. 

Mr. BAYARD. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, (when Mr. MorGaAn’s name was called.) The 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] requested me to state that he 
is paired with the Senator from Colorado, | Mr. CHAFFEE.] The Sena- 
tor from Alabama would vote “ nay ” and the Senator from Colorado 
would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PADDOCK, (when his name was called.) On this question and 


I yield the floor to the Senator from 
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all other political question I am paired with the Senator from Arkan- 
sas, {Mr. GARLAND.] If he were here, he would vote “ yea” and I 
should vote “ nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 27; as follows: 
YEAS—Measra. Anthony, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Cameron of Wisconsin, Christiancy, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, Hoar, Howe, Kirk- 


wood, McMillan, Matthews, Mitchell, Morrill, Oglesby, Rollius, Saunders, Teller, 
and Wadleigh—22 


NAYS—Measars. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of Minois, Davis 
of West Virginia, Dennis, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Ker- 
nan. Lamar. McCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Merrimon, Patterson, Randolph, 
Sanlabury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—27. 

ABSEN T—Measrs. Allison, Armstrong. Barnum, Blaine, Chaffee, Conkling, 
Conover, Eaton, Ferry, Garland, Grover, Hamlin, Ingalls, Johnston, Jones of Ne- 
vada, Maxey, Morgan, Paddock, Plumb, Ransom, Sargent, Sharon, Spencer, and 
Windom—24. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that the hoar of twelve o’clock, noon, which is the 
hour under the rule for the daily meeting of the Senate, has arrived. 
In the judgment of the Chair the legislative day goes on continuously 
until the actual adjournment of the Senate, notwithstanding the ar- 
rival of twelve o’clock upon a new day; and the Chair will so proceed 
unless some Senator shall request to have the question submitted to 
the Senate. The Chair recognizes the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I yield the floor, Mr. President. 

Mr. WALLACE and others called for the question on the pending 
motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the pending motion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The main question is the resolution 
of the Senator from Ohio to discharge the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections from the consideration of the credentials of M. C. But- 
ler, of South Carolina, and the Senator from Oregon has moved to 
amend by inserting at the end of the resolution the following: 

And that this resolation be made the special order for to-morrow, November 27+ 
at. half past twelve o'clock p. m. 

Mr. SAULSBURY and Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. DORSEY, (at twelve o'clock and ten minutes p.m.) I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Arkansas moves 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, 

Mr. DORSEY. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. McPHERSON, (when Mr. MorGAN’s name was called.) The 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN] being still absent I again an- 
nounce his pair with the Senator from Colorado, [Mr. CHAFFEE. ] 

Mr. OGLESBY, (when his name was called.) "The Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. MCDONALD] desiring to be absent from the Senate 
Chamber for a short time, we temporarily paired upon this question 
and all similar questions until his return. 

Mr. PADDOCK, (when his name was called.) As before stated, I 
am paired with the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. GARLAND. ] 

Mr. VOORHEES, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from New York, [Mr. ConKLING.] If he were here, he 
would vote “ yea” and I should vote “nay.” 

The roll-eall having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 22, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messis. Anthony Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Cameron of Wisconsin, Christiancy, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, Hoar, Howe, Jones 


of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews, Mitchell, Morrill, Rollins, Saunders, 
Teller, and Wadleigh—22. 

NAYS—Menssrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of Illinois, Davis 
of West Virginia, Dennis, Gerdon, Harris. Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Ker- 
nan, Lamar, McCreervy, McPherson Merrimon, Patterson, Randolph, Saulsbury, 
Thurman, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—25. 


ABSEN T—Messrs. Allison, Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Chaffee, Conkling, 
Conover, Eaton, Ferry, Garland, Grover, Hamlin, Ingats, Johnston, McDonald, 
Maxey, Morgan, Oglesby, Paddock, Plumb, Ransom, Sargent, Sharon, Spencer, 
Voorhees, and Windom—26. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Mr. President, I do not rise toenter upon a gen- 
eral discussion of South Carolina affairs as they appeared to me while 
serving as a member of a subcommittee of the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections in Columbia, in that State, in December and Jan- 
uary last. On some other occasion, when the Senate is in better tem- 
per to hear, I may find it convenient to do so. For the present my 

»urpose is to show by a few statements and statistics, which cannot 

“ successfully questioned, how dissembling, how unfounded, how 
false, how utterly false, are the suggestions that any considerable 
number of persons were intimidated and prevented from voting at 
the general election in South Carolina in November last. I say that 
it is utterly false, and that the statistics which I wish to bring to the 
attention of the Senate put this statement beyond question. 

The constitution of South Carolina, as framed by the republican 
party of that State, requires and commands that the voters of that 
State sball be registered. The evidence taken before the subcom- 
mittee, of which I was a member, shows that on repeated occasions 
the democrats in the Legislature made arduous and anxious efforts 
to induce the Legislature to pass a registration law, but that the 
majority had uniformly refused to do so. The whole State, all the 


| petent, and it was suggested to the committee and sworn 
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co-ordinate branches of the State government, were in the 

and under the control of the republican party. They nna 
State government and almost all the county governmenta od the 
State. Their majorities in the State Legislature at every Low reg 
were overwhelming. They could do as they would, and jaeaae 
as they pleased to do. 7 Se 

The striking fact that I want to bring to the attention of the 8 

ate is this: In the year 1875, in pursuance of a law passed | mip 
overwhelmingly republican Legislature, a census of the Stat ree 
taken. Nine-tenths of the census-takers were re a 


publicans, ; : 
census was taken by them. Many of them, it is true, eke 


4 : to th: 
many of the counties of the State they, by instructions and through 


intrigue, made false reports as to the strength of the colored people 
with a view to future political contests ; the number of peo oa 
twenty-one years of age was made larger than in fact it was. 
censns, by which at least they ought to he bound, there were maie ne 
sons in that State over the age of twenty-one years and entitled to en 
in 1875, 184,943. At the election in i876 there was polled a vere. 
103,358, the aggregate vote cast for the two candidates for governor 
It will be seen thus far that almost the whole voting population of 
the State voted in that election. Now I ask anysensible man, | ask 
any man whois willing to give an honest judgment upon the question 
how any considerable numberof persons could be intimidated in view 
of that result, when tiie whole political power of the State was exer. 
cised on that occasion? How could there be intimidation which pre. 
vented voters from voting? 

There is another striking fact in connection with the election of 
1876. The republican candidate for governor received, by many 
thousands, more votes than any republican had ever received in the 
State of South Carolina before. I ask any fair mind how that could 
be if there was any considerable intimidation affecting results? 
For the convenience of Senators I wish to call their attention to the 
state of the vote in the general elections for governor from 1870 
down to 1876. In 1870 Scott, republican, received %5,071 votes; Car- 
penter, his opponent, received 51,537 ; majority for Scott, 34,534. [p 
1872 Moses received 69,838 votes; he was the regular republican 
candidate for governor ; Tomlinson received 35,533 votes; majority 
for Moses, 33,305. In 1874 Chamberlain, the republican candidate 
for governor, received 80,403 votes; Green, his opponent, but not a 
democrat, received 63,818 votes; majority for Chamberlain, 11,5<5, 
In 1876, at the general elections, Hampton, the democratic candidate 
for governor, received 92.261 votes ; Chamberlain, 91,127 votes; ma- 
jority for Hampton, 1,134 votes. 

These figures, which seem to my mind conclusive upon the subject 
as to any considerable intimidation, and put to shame any one who 
would attempt to show there was, can leave no doubt that almost 
every man who wanted to vote at the last election in that State did 
vote. 

But this is not all, Mr. President. The subcommittee I have named 
sat there for a month. We heard hundreds of witnesses. Any one 
may take the testimony and cull and analyze it, and he will find that 
although there were disturbances and the campaign was most extra- 
ordinary in zeal and energy, the testimony does not show that as 
many as fifty men swore that they were actually intimidated. | 
challenge any man, I care not where he comes from, to take the testi- 
mony and find a greater number. I state further, that the testimony 
shows beyond any sort of question that more democratic colored men 
were actually intimidated and prevented from voting than colored 
republicans at that election. 

Ido not care to enlarge upon this subject. I submit these facts. 
There they stand in the volumes of testimony before us and any one, 
whatever may be his political affiliations, who will examine them 
will find that I have stated the substance of the truth as developed 
before the committee. I should like to see how any reasonable re- 
publican here or elsewhere can get over these facts and assert truly 
that there was intimidation. 

I feel that I would not do my duty for the contestant, Mr. Butler, 
if I failed to say a word in his behalf, in view of the unusual manner 
in which he has mercilessly been assailed here when he could not 
speak for himself. I undertake to tell the Senate and to tell the 
world that any fair-minded man who will examine the testimony 
taken by that subcommittee with reference to the “ Hamburgh riot 
cannot come to the conclusion that General Butler was responsible 
in any sense for the atrocious crimes and outrages perpetrated there, 
whether by the white people or the black people. He was there in 
his capacity as a practicing lawyer to appear in asuit pending before 
a justice of the peace in the town of Hamburgh. This riot was the 
consequence of a quarrel and many other circumstances connected 
with that lawsuit, and it was likewise and in a large degree the 
consequence of a long series of outrages and crimes that have been 
perpetrated in the town of Hamburgh and in that neighborhood by 
vicious negroes who lived in and frequented that place. Theevidence 
shows that Hamburgh was for the most part a perfect Sodom. Very 
few white pedple lived there; the ne had complete mastery, 
and ruled the town as they pleased. Neither life nor property was 
safe there. All manner of crimes were perpetrated there. Robberies 
on the highway near the town were common, as the evidence shows. 

It was in evidence that on one occasion, I believe more than one 
occasion, negroes there had opened and robbed the graves of the 
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dead. The bones of the dead were found lying exposed there. One 

nce gwore that he saw by the side of a grave that had been 
witne a the long, flowing hair taken from the head of a dead 
me Many outrages of all classes and characters had been per- 
fema ‘cd by colored people living in and frequenters of that town. 
— that any one who will take a just view of affairs in Ham- 

— t the time this riot took place, and of the condition of society 
—_ for along time before it, would be bound to say that it was 
a ind Sodom, and the riot was the offspring of grievances that 
had been accumulating for a long while. This riot was the conse- 
—— of an accumulation of outrages. Mr. Butler happened to be 
ions on professional business, and he sympathized, I have no doubt, 
with the white people; but to hold him responsible for the atrocities, 
homicides, shocking murders if you please to call them so, that were 

wrpetrated there, is an outrage upon him and gross injustice. I 
os that unbesitatingly. Many things that were done there horrified 
me, The very remembrance of them horrifies me. I well remember 
what indignation I felt at the time I first heard of the riot, and when 
| heard the testimony taken before thecommittee. But 1 feel bound, 
constrained to say in justice to this contestant, that he was not respon- 
sible for that terrible transaction. The evidence shows that at that 
time the most atrocious deeds were being committed by negroes there. 
When the riot was at its height men were taken out and shot down 
like wild beasts while some of them were praying for mercy. At the 
time the most atrocious deeds were done Mr. Butler was not there at 
all; he had left the town of Hamburgh and gone off to the place 
where he spent the night. The testimony is here, and in my jndg- 
ment any fair man who will read it will come to the conclusion that 
I have in respect to Mr. Butler’s connection with that riot. Ido not 
believe be instigated it. I am sure he was powerless to stop or con- 
trol it. It was uncontrollable by any one. 

I noticed that in debate last night something was said as to But- 
ler’s opportunity to be heard before the subcommittee. I always 
regret to say anything about what happened in committee. There 
is a parliamentary rule which provides that members of a committee 
shall not disclose what happens or is said in committee, and I 
would be the last one to cominit a breach of that wholesome parlia- 
mentary rule; but when other gentlemen of the committee do it, I 
am forced, in justice to the innocent, to give my version of what 
transpires there. I am bound to say that there seemed to be a set 
purpose, not on the part of my colleagues on the committee, but on 
the part of others, interested parties in South Carolina, some of them 
occupying important stations, to make a direct and persistent assault 
upon Mr. Butler, and to crash and ruin him in the esteem of all good 
people, if it were possible todo so. The witnesses against him touch- 
ing the Hamburgh riot were examined in private. He did not see 
them when they were examined; he did not hear them when they 
were examined; he had no opportunity to cross-examine them, and 
it was impossible in view of the way in which the proceedings of that 
subcommittee were conducted that he could have done so. It is 
true that he saw a summary of what they swore against him after 
the testimony was taken, but he was not there to cross-examine them. 
The cross-examination had to take place presently, after the exami- 
nation in chief. He was not there; nor, indeed, could he be there 
under the rule governing the examination to suggest to me, who 
cross-examined the witnesses, what questions I should put. I, like 
my colleagues upon the committee, was ignorant of the country and 
the state of affairs in South Carolina. I was wholly unacquainted 
with the witnesses and ignorant of the many transactions testified 
about, a knowledge of which was necessary to enable me to cross- 
examine the witnesses testifying, as they should have been to elicit 
the truth, more particularly when such witnesses had been drilled 
and prompted as to what they were stating. Most of them were very 


ign —_ end could easily be prevailed upon to make any statement 
and stick to it. 

Mr. KERNAN. He saw only a summary of their testimony after 
the witnesses left the stand. 

Mr. MERRIMON. He saw the summary only of their testimony, 
and sometimes it was very imperfect as to what the witnesses swore, 
and after they had left the stand and gone away. More than that, 
after we had examined as many I think as two hundred witnesses, 
from twenty to thirty witnesses were examined touching the condi- 
tion of affairs in the county of Edgefield, and such a class of wit- 
nesses I have never seen in a court of justice or anywhere else. 
They swore with fearful looseness, They had manifestly been trained 
4s to the monstrous statement of facts to which they swore. Amemo- 
randum was sent in to # majority of the committee, suggesting what 
questions to put to each witness, and he answered them in most in- 
stances as if he had learned his lesson. Highly respectable citizens, 
some in official stations and others not, asked, insisted, and im- 
plored the committee to allow them to bring good people from that 
county, but the committee more than once refused to do it. Gentle- 
men in Columbia sent a protest to the committee, protesting against 
the treatment which they received at the hands of the committee in 
refusing to allow them to produce witnesses to disprove much of 
What had been said against the white people in Edgefield county. 

I wish I had time here to turn over the pages of these volumes and 
tead the testimony touching Edgefield County and the Hamburgh riot. 
If this Senate and the American people could read it, no longer would 
they, if they do now, believe that Mr. Butler was the instigator and 
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leader of that Hamburg riot. It is just to him here, inasmuch as the 
republican side of the Chamber have paraded in fearful colors ail that 
they can against him, that he should at least, although time is now 
precious, have an opportunity to be heard as to what he has to say 
on that subject; and at the risk of detaining the Senate some time, 
I propose to give Mr. Butler's version of his connection with the Ham- 
burgh riot. He was anxious to be examined. The committee did not 
have to send for him. He came and told the committee that he had 
been anxious for an opportunity to give an explanation of his con- 
nection with that affair under oath. He was glad to have an oppor- 
tunity, and he proceeded to do it in the way with which I shall now 
acquaint the Senate by reading his testimony. In his testimony he 
touched upon many other subjects that are interesting to the Senate 
at this time besides those matters which relate to himself; and I pro- 
pose to give all that he said so that it may go into the Recorp for 
his benefit here and wherever the RecorD may be read. 


M. C, BUTLER, EDGEFIELD COUNTY. 


CoLumBIA, SouTH CAROLINA, January 2, 1877. 

M. C. BUTLER sworn and examined. 

By Mr. Merrimon: 

Question. State your age, your place of residence, your business, and with what 
political party you afiiliate. 

Answer. I am forty years of age ; I live in Edgefield Court House; I am a lawyer 
by profession, a planter also, aud I belong to the democratic party. . 

¢. State whether you took any part in the late political campaign in this State ; 
and, if you say yes, give the committee to understand the manner of conducting the 
same, and its temper and spirit, so far as it came under your observation 

A. I was one of the canvassers, I suppose, in the State in behalf of the democracy. 
I made several speeches in my own county ; I can't say exactly how many. I made 
a speech at Greenville in this State, one at Marion, one at Lexingten, and one at 
Winnsborough, in Fairfield County. Those are the points that I visited in connec 
tion with my canvass on behalf of the democracy. Of course in my own county I 
was quite active in aid of the democracy. I do not exactly understand what the 
purport of your question is as to the spirit of the canvass. 

Was it ‘en and were there any special grounds for a peaceful policy 
in this State 

A. That was my understanding of it wherever I went. I certainly used no other 
argument, and I heard of none being used. I think it was the general policy of 
those who were running on the ticket to use persuasive measures and produce a 
change in the republican party if possible. ‘hat was the general tenor and pur- 
pose of the campaign, I think. 

Q How were the white people affected politically! Were they all democrats, 
or were they divided? 

A. I think they were althost entirely democrats 

Q. The main object, then, I suppose, was to win over the negro vote? 

A. Yes, sir. Wherever I went in company with General Hampton I found that 
to be the case, and even when J] was not with him I know it was the purpose of 
otber canvassers to get access to the colored people with their arguments, and I 
remember of seeing General: Hampton on two occasions, at Winusborough and 
Edgefield Court Llouse especially. His pan was generally to request tho white 
people in front of the stand to give way in front and make room for the colored 
people to come up, in order that he might reach them with his speech, and I think 
that was very generally done. 1 know at Greenville, where I went to make a 
speech, Mr. Moise was candidate for adjutant and inspector-general, and the citi 
zens there seemed to be very anxious indeed that we should reach the colored peo- 
ple, and we requested those sitting in front of the stand to move their seats in order 
that thecolored people might be allowed to come in and take those seats, so they could 
hear, which was done. A number of the leading citizens, I remember, were sent 
out to invite them in, and they were given front seats. At Edgetield Court House 
I was requested by the chairman of the democratic executive committee to act as 
chief marshal for the purpose of preserving order, and I was requested to make 
tht arrangement there. I didnot doit. I thought that they ought to come in and 
take their seats in the crowd with the balance of the people, and I made no such 
arrangement, In the main, however, that was the plan pursued wherever IL went, 
and the purpose on the part of all the democratic speakers appeared to be to get 
access to the colored people. It was pretty generally, as we know, the policy of 
the republican leaders not to allow them to come and hear us, and hence it was that 
there was such ap anxicty. We thought perhaps in that way we might reach tho 
negroes and pursuade them to attend our meetings. 

). Do you Saowet any purpose, plan, or policy to intimidate the negroes or force 
them by any means to vote the democratic ticket? 

A. Not within my knowledge. I do not know of any such purpose. I know that 
exactly the opposite was the case. 

Q. You may state anything that you may know, specially, about the campaign 
in your own county. Did you attend any mecting there? 

A. There has been a good deal said in reference to one meeting that I should like 
to refer to—when Governor Chamberlain came to Edgetield. I have been made 
rather conspicuous in the newspapers by Governor Chamberlain, and I should like 
to state what I did do there. 

Governor Chamberlain came there. I presume it was one of bis regular appoint- 
ments. We understood in Edgetield that the State committees of the two partics 
had made some arrangement by which there might be a division of time. Wecon- 
sequently sent a committee to the committee of the republican party in Edgeticld 
to ask them for a division of time, and it was declined after a certain time. We, 
however, went over and attended the republican meeting at the academy, I sup 

e about half a mile from the court-house, and went upon the stand with Gov- 
ernor Chamberlain and Judgo Mackey. The proposition was then and there re- 
newed to Governor Chamberlain, Sickonnentell cohen a division of time, and him- 
self proposed that each of us should occupy a half hour, to which those of us on 
the side of the democrats assented. It was then agreed that Governor Cham- 
berlain should open the debate; that I should follow him: that Judge Mackey 
should follow me, and General Gary should follow him, &c. Governor Chamber- 
lain did speak his half hour out, and was subjected to a great many questions, sume 
of them, I have no doubt, very annoying to him; not more annoying, though, I 
think, than most politicians have been subjected to. 1 have been very often, I 
know, in a canvass I made in South Carolina once. When I got upon the stand I 
found quite a number present, perhaps a thonsand or twelve hundred white men, 
and I saw, perhaps, fifteen hyndred or two thousand negroes I got up and ap 
pealed to the white men, and*told them that Edgetield had a reputation for being 
turbulent, violent, &c., and I hoped that they would conduct themselves in sach a 
manner as to contradict this charge. It seemed to me that everybody was in a 
good humor. They were laughing, and put a good many hard questions to Gov 
ernor Chamberlain. 

It has been alleged that in my reply to him I was extremely bitter. Well, I 
expect I was. I confess very frankly that I felt bitterly. He had, I thought, tre ated 
me very shamefully in his report of tho Hamburgh matter, and I felt bitterly, and 
I suppose I did use pretty bitter language. I said in the outset of my remarks, 
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however, that with Governor Chamberlain's personal character I had nothing to 
do, but asa citizen I thoaght I had a right to speak, and I should take the liberty 
todoso. I think I confined myself to legitimate argument on that occasion, except 
on that one point. 
represents the Beaufort district in the Congress of the United States. He has seen 
fit upon the floor of Congress to assault me, and to represent me as a leader of riots, 
irregularities, &c.,in South Carolina, and Governor Chamberlain has done the 
same; and I now demand that they shall get up and make good that charge before 
this large crowd of their own political party, or stand confessed before the world 
as public liars.” I did say that. That was pretty harsh, I admit. I felt bitterly, 
onl 1 feel bitterly toward them now. That was about as far as I said ——— 
personally, and that was simply a personal matter between Chamberlain an 
myself. 

After I had finished my speech Judge Mackey replied to me.* He wis frequently 
interrupted, and it has been reported that the white men crowded the negroes 
away from the stand. That is not true. The negroes came up in front of the 
stand and the white people went around to the rear. 

lie spoke his half hour out, and General Gary replied to him. General Gary 
Was pretty severe upon Governor Chamberlain, very severe. It has been reported 
that he called him a damned bald-headed scoundrel, which is not true. He used 
no such language as that. After he had concluded Judge Mackey felt called upon 
to vindicate himself and friends, I presume, and for that purpose he replied. We 
had all made our speeches, and I suppose it was not right for me to reply, but I got 
up and asked the privilege, and they allowed me to go on; and then a reply was 
made to that, and a running debate was kept up between Judge Mackey and my- 
seli for I do not know how long; and I think this Mr. Sheppard also spoke. 

Governor Chamberlain left the stand and went off, and most of the negroes went 
with him. Judge Mackey went after a while, and the next place I saw him was 
over on the public square, half a mile off, making a speech to the democracy. Some 
little badinage passed between myself and himself, and Mr. Chamberlain left the 
town that ain and came back to Columbia. 

There was another republican meeting there somewhat later, I think, at which 
quite a number of democrats were in attendance ; he had come into town, and they 
had a meeting of the democracy over on the public square. Those were the only 
two noticeable events that I remember during the canvass. 

Q. Where were you on the day of the election t 

A. 1 was at Edgefield Court-House. 

Q. What was your observation of the manner of conducting the election there ; 
state whether force and violence were manifested towards the colored people or 
whether they were ne of the right to vote in any way, to your knowledge !? 

A. | live offa mile from the village, on the road leading to Columbia. TP got 
down to the village about half past six or seven o'clock. The polls had been open 
for some time, and the white a were in possession of the polls when I got 
there. After staying about some little time on the square, the first incident I re- 
member was Colonel Randall, of the United States Army, coming up to me and 
saying that the deputy United States marshal had reported that the ls were ob- 
structed, that the negroes were not allowed to vote. I said I had sohoastedes of 
any obstruction. I said,‘ You can see for yourself.” I was standing then, I suppose, 
about thirty steps from the foot of the court-house steps, which are fifteen or twenty 
feet high. The white men were occupying the entire space of those steps, and at 
the door of the court-house only so many were allowed to go in atatime. I saw 
no obstruction; I had heard no complaint from the managers, and I said, “ You 
can see that the voters are passing in and voting and coming out.” He looked, 
and said he saw no obstruction, and went back to headquarters, and, I presume, 
reported to General Brannan. While standing there, I told him that I thought 
the real cause of complaint was that the negroes had heretofore generally been in 
possession of the polls, and kept them until one or two o'clock, but that on this 
occasion the white people had resolved to vote, and had got possession of the polls 
and proposed to keep them until they got through voting. 

I was back and forth from that precinct to box No. 2, (which was perhaps a half 
a nile away.) at which there was a company of soldiers stationed under command 
of Captain Kellogg. There was a slight disturbance at that box. Fortunately I 
arrived in time to suppress that. The first indication of violence was a negro man 
having a pistol and making some demonstrations, and I rode up to him and ordered 
him to put up his pistol. This mélée caused some consid le excitement for a 
few moments, and there were some demonstrations, but I appealed to both parties 
and begged them not to have any disturbance, and the negro was arrested and car- 
ried off. Not long after that, a company of soldiers came up there to box No. 1, 
and when I got back there I found the soldiers had arrived, and I found Lieuten- 
ant Hoyt in charge of the front door of the entrance. There was a line of senti- 
nels around in front, and they frequently had to use their bayonets to keep back 
these people from crowding into the door. I walked into the arena and saapeeen 
to the lieutenant that he did not have sentinels enough to keep the ——_ rack ; 
that I thought perhaps he had better open an avenue from the door to the fence just 
opposite, and he wanted a couple more sentinels for that. He sent off to Captain 
Kellogg and did get more sentinels. They were posted and an avenue opened ; and 
from that time the voting was continued by allowing six or eight or ten men to 
come in at a time, as they were wanted by the managers. These men were selected 
by one of the officers on duty at the time. The point of egress was through the 
window, where there were two sentinels ited. There was a large crowd of col- 
ored people who went up to that poll, and, in fact, all of them left precinct No. 1 to 
the white — in the main, and I should say that there were perhaps from five 
to six hun who did not get an opportunity to vote—not that there was a pur- 
pose on the part of the soldiers or the democrats to prevent it, but it was simply a 
physical impossibility for them to dose. They could not have voted in the nature 
of things. 

Afterward, in the evening, the crowd came into town for the —— of voting 
at precinct No. 1, about half past four; but they did not doso. I am told that 
some witnesses, Jesse Jones and some others, say that they were prevented from 
doing so. If there was anybody prevented them, I do not know it. On the con- 
trary, | appealed to them and told them if they wanted to go and vote I would go 
with them. I recognized two negroes who did attempt it. With the exception of 
the noise, shouting, and so on, which generally pertains to elections, especially 
when there is as much excitement as we had, I saw nothing unusual. I saw no- 
body intimidated and I saw nobody attempt to frighten anybody. 

Q. Jesse Jones has sworn before this committee that you said to the white 
ple, in his presence, that “ We have just outwitted them this time." State whether 
you made any such remark. 

A. 1 have no recollection of having made any such remark, and I do not think it 
pease that I did. There was nobody tat the only time I could bl 
2ave made such a remark, which was in this interview between Colonel dall 
and myself, and I have just stated that. We were entirely alone, and I don't re- 
member that there was anybody within fifteen steps of us. 

. Do you know Jesse Jones ? 

- Yea, sir. 

Do you know his general reputation ¢ 
. I think I do. 

Is it bad for truth f 
. I think it is bad; I know it is bad. 
. Would you believe him on oath t 

I could not, sir. 

Harrison N. Bowie swore before this committee thaton one occasion you said 
speech that P. Simpkins and L. Cain would be killed if they did not desist 
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I said, “I see sitting in that wagon Congressman Smalls; he | have no recollection of it. 


_ With it. 
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from their course as radical rascals. I ask you whethe: 

as that or any euch remark ! i . * you made any such Speech 
A. I did not. If 1 mention wie’s name during the - - 

I am not so stupid as to threaten to kill he . Certainly 

Q I ask you whether you ever threatened to kill Bowie, or Simpkin: Feiss 

said in any speech that you knew they would be killed ? 8, or Cain or 
A. I never said any such thing; I never used any such expression 

his evidence to a remark I made on that occasion, when Chamberlain 

and says I said there would not be a republican in Edgefield after ¢hj 

Well, I said jocularly to those people who were in front, in a pleasant . 

thought it would be very difficult to find a man who would admit that be thet I 

repu a eS efield, ane we —_ _ o= #0 badly—in that ms 

was said in a jocular way, an on't know that I intimi . ones. it 

. Do you know Harrison N. Bowie # dated any ono by it, 

. Yes. 

. Do you know his general roputation ? 

. I think I do. 

. What is it? 

. Bad. 

. Bad for what? 

. Bad for truth. I must do Bowie this justice, to say that I 
as notorions a liar as Jesse Jones. I think perhaps he is 
in that respect than Jesse Jones; but I happen to 
of Jesse's facility in that respect myself. Hower 
dence of general character. 


I call attention specially to what I now read; he is now 
on the subject of the Hamburgh riot, and this is the specia 
for which I read from his testimony to-day : 

Q. I ask you now if you know anything of what is commonly called the 
burgh riot, which transpired in July last at the town of Hamburgh, in this 


State 
and, if you say yes, give the committee to understand all you know about it ith 


your own knowledge, or any fact you may have derived from any begro canna 


He refers in 
Was ther ; 
Ss election 


do not think he is 
& man of better chara ter 
have some personal knowle. 
er, that does not constitute 


dge 
evi. 


speaking 
] purpose 


Ham. 


I will mention here that the subcommittee held that what the 
negroes said, they being on one side and the white people on the 
other side of the riotous proceedings, was regarded as testimony, and 
what a white man said about the negroes in connection with 
such disturbance was received as testimony. 


A. I am very happy, indeed, to have the opportunity to do 80. There has been 
so much said about it, 80 many misstatements have been made, so much bitterness 
exhibited by the partisan newspapers, that I am very happy in having an opportu. 
nity to be able to put upon record, before a tribunal of this kind, my testimony 
under oath, in reference to it. - 

The first — I had of the Hamburgh matter was communicated to me by 
Colonel Thomas P. Shaw, at Edgefield Court House. This ditticulty occurred on 
Saturday the 8th of July. On Friday evening, the 7th of July, Colonel Shaw, with 
his brother, the Rev. William Shaw, came to Edgetield Court House to confer with 
me upon some professional business, together with Mr. Norris and Mr. Addison 
which business, I presume, it is unnecessary to mention. At any rate, they came 
u profession il business with me. After getting through with the business in 

r. Norris's office, Colonel Shaw said to me that Mr. Robert J. Butler desired me 
to be in Hamburgh at four o'clock the next evening, to represent himself and his 
son-in-law in a trial there. 

Q. I will ask you right here if you are any relation to Robert J. Butler who sent 
for you on that occasion ? 

A. None at all. 

. Are you 7 relation to A. P. Butler. who has been examined here to-day! 


. None at all 
2. He belongs to a different family entirely ? 

. Yes; Colonel Shaw even went so far as to say that Mr. Butler mentioned the 
fee of $25. He said that if I would come down there the following day he would 
pay me #25. I said to Colonel Shaw that he might say to Mr. Butler that as at 

resent advised I should go if I could get any conveyance, as the time for the train 
haa already Well, I did succeed, about nine o'clock the next morning, in 
getting a buggy, and I hitched my horse toit and went. I heard from Colonel Shaw 
that there had been some disturbance at Hamburgh between these young men and 
the negroes, but the character of it he did not know. I took the buggy and left 
Edgefield, I suppose, about nine o'clock. The weather was very hot, and after 
reaching a point about seven miles from the village I met Dr. George Wise coming 
down the hill just as I reached what is known as Horse Creek. He asked me if! 
had heard the news from Hamburgh —- ; 

(Mr. CuristTiancy objected to the conversation between witness and Dr. Wise.) 

The Witness. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the matter definitely under. 
stood as to what testimony I may be allowed to give. I have seen the evidence 
given by these negroes and other people with reference to myself, and it seems to 
me that there was no limit to the statements that they made when they felt called 
upon to malign and traduce my character ; and I think it would be a very great 
hardship if I in vindicating myself should be restricted to the rules of evidence. 

Mr. CAMERON. It has been our endeavor from the ning to restrict them witb- 
in the rules of evidence. Sometimes witnesses have aqeree from that rule and 
made statements before we could stop them, but it has been the endeavor of the 
committee to hold every witness as nearly as possible to the rules of evidence. 

The Witness. If that has been your purpose, I must say that it seems to me that 
the committee has failed most consummately in doing it; because I have read Dr. 
Adams's testimony, and he has stated what he has heard, and tho messages that I 
sent and the m that he sent. I simply say this in justice to myself. 

Mr. CAMERON. That was in the matter of the negotiations that were carried on. 

The Wrrness. No, sir; however, I do not Pa to argue that point with the 
committee. I will simply state, then, that I do not want to transgress any of the 
rules, and I shall not do it if know it. I think it my duty, however, to say that I 
have nothing whatever to conceal about this matter, and I would like that fact to 
f° pe record. I want the entire statement brought forth, if it canbe. I want 't 
n all its deformities, if thereare any. I want the truth, and mething bet the truth. 
thee people te aligning Soy character; Which weer thought, uajestifabia. | 
these peo in i gm ter, W was, ught, unjustifiable. 
simply state this, that I beard on the highway that the rumor had been circulated 
in the country that these two young men were to be mobbed by the negroes. The 
report that this gentleman gave to me was that they were not convicted at this 
trial, and he had heard that they were to be mobbed, and that there was 4 great 
deal of excitement in the country aboutit. I 7s on the way to Hambareh, 
and I suppose I got within five or six miles of the place, when I saw two or = 
men preparing to go to Hamburgh; and proceeding farther I saw perhaps eg I 
or ten more, by whom I was joined. I got as far as Summer Hill, and there . 
requested that these gentlemen should remain. I think it was about two o'cloc 
when I got there. 


By Mr. Mgerrmon: 
. Who were with you? 
Five or six persons, who came along with me when I was on the road. I 


any 
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buggy alone. As I passed down the main road leading 
went into Hamburg i eh Tpassed the house of this young man Henry Getzen. 
from Edgetene sat in his poreh, and I called to him from the road and begged him 
He was site field to his father-in law's, Mr. Robert J. Butler's, who lived on the 
aon ad, and say that I was on my way to Hamborgh, and that I wished 
in town. I went on and drove up to the store of Mr. George 
him to meet me first store that 1 reached going into town. I think he waa 
Damm, which is the fim there at that time. told him that my borse was very 
the only — oe he was very hot, and asked tha’ my horse might be 
i I hak it must have been between two and three o'clock then in the after- 
ed n. He said he had no oats to feed him, but would go and get some. I told him 
poo to water bim or something of that kind, and I went into the store. 1 had 
ne there, 1 suppose, five or six minutes, when Mr. Robert J. Butler came in. 
7 State who was with bim and how he came there ? 

{ “He came there in his buggy. I think his son, Tommy Batler, came in with 

bim on horseback. | He (I in in a buggy, with alittle negro boy. 
o they arm , 
: sesan't 000 - » arms on Mr. Robert Butler at all. Young Tommy Butler 
bad a carbine on his horse, and perhaps a pistol. I dare say Robert Butler had a 
tol, but I didn't see it. I said, ‘1 want you to let me know what is the matter; 
hat is this trouble about?” Mr. Robert Butler sat down and gave me an account 
of the collision that had oceurred between his son-in-law and son and this com- 
‘any of militia, After he had given me an account of it, he said that this man 
ews bad appointed four o'clock to have the matter inv ated ; but he said : 
“| want you to get in the buggy and go up and see the ground yourself with me.’ 
| did get in the buggy, and went up with him and surveyed the point at which it 
was reported that the company had met these two young men—the well, ditch, 
4c —and after looking at it we came back to Mr. Damm's. 

When passing along the center of the street to get into this street that runs 
along the river 1 saw Mr. Butler standing in the door; I saw Tommy for the last 
time, 1 think, until here the other day I saw him in Columbia. As I came back 
Mr Sparnick, a lawyer from Aiken and judge of probate, was reported to me to be 
in town and I requested Mr. Getzen to £° upand sec him and bring him down to Mr. 
Damm's store. He went, and Sparnick came back and appeared to be very anxious 
about this thing; said he hoped some measures would be adopted to put a stop to 
it. 1 told him that I was certainly very anxious indeed that there should be ; and 
there was some conversation of a general character. I then said to him, Now 
Mr. Sparnick, I see that there are a great many negroes in town and there is a good 
deal of excitement in the country, and if a collision does take place, which is cer- 
tainly to be deprecated, I cannot undertake to be responsible for it.” He then said 
to me, “Suppose I go up, see these people, and bring them down and have a con- 
ference.” fh the mean time @ negro man, by the name of Sam. Spencer, a leading 
republican there—I was eating some Innch which Robert Butler had es 
in bis buggy in a basket. I asked for some dinner, being very hungry, and I 
got the lunch and took it into the back of Mr. Damm’s place, and just as I got 
there Spencer came in and said, “ I would like to see you on private business.” I 
went into a back room and had a talk with Spencer, and he said he thonght if we 
could have a conference with the oflicers of the company it could be settled. I 
said certainly, I would be very glad to see them ; that Mr. Sparnick had gone up 
to see them now. He said, “I think they have some objection to coming here 
now.” Mr. Damm said, “Why? I don't see any reason why.” Spencer said 
they were afraid of the men. I said, “I see no armed men here. Mr. 
Robert Butler himself is and his son Thomas is here,” and I think bis 
otberson Harrison had come, perhaps Henry Getzen. ‘ I don't see any dangerin 
their coming, but if there is any tion I am perfectly willing to meet them 
there.” Spencer said, “ Are you willing to meetthem atmy house?” I said, “ Cer- 
tainly.” He said, “ I will go upand bring them down.” I said, ‘“ Very well.” His 
house was very near to Damm’s store; I didn't know at the time where it waa. 
Spencer went off and did not return. The hour for the trial, four o'clock, ap- 
proached. 1 waited, I suppose, a half hour or three-quarters, for nick and 
nimself tocome back. In the mean time these colored people would pass this 
door that I was in and hawk at me and scrape their feet on the sidewalk, and doa 
great many things that were disgusting, but I bad made up my mind not to get 
into a bad hamor about it, and took no notice of it. I got into the buggy and went 
down to Rivers's office, and as we rode up to the door this man, who was afterward 
said to be Rivers's constable, by the name of Ben. Nelson, was sitting up in the 
door with his feet on the door-facing. Mr. Butler spoke ard said to him, “ Nelson, 
is the trial-justice in?” He said, “ No, beisn't in.” Butler said, “I would be glad 
if you would go around and say to him that I have my counsel, General Butler here.” 
Nelson said, * No, I am notgoing to do any such thing ; Mr. Rivers told me to stay 
here.” His manner was extremely offensive and entirely unjustifiable by any 
conduct on my part or any interference, I think, however, I should state 
that pending this the Rev. Mr, Mealing and Dr. Shaw drove up in a buggy, 
and that was the crowd that was around Judge Rivers's office—Dr. Shaw, Mr. 
Mealing, Henry Getzen, (Robert J. Butler's son-in-law,) and Tommy Butler 
and myself and Mr. Robert-J. Butler. There was a crowd of negroes assembled 
there. I got out of my buggy and walked to the door and said very quietly to Nel- 
son, “Is the trial-justice here? I have come here as counsel for these people, and 
1 would like to see him.” He still sat there with his feet upon the facing of the 
door fanning himself very offensively. He said, “No.” I oad. “ Will you go and 
seo him and tell him that I have come to have this matter investigated!" He 
said, “ No, I am not going to do amy such thing ;” and then I did lose my Ce 
and my tem; r both and spoke to im in a manwer very much more ic than 
polite. I told him to get out of that chair and give it tome. He said, “ No,” there 
was a chair for lawyers. I said, “ No, sir, J want this one and I intend to have it.” 
After a while he otupent said, “ Youcan shootme.” I said, “No, I have nosuch 
purpose.” I then walked outand went and got in the buggy again, and Mr. Butler 
then said tome, “ There is General Rivers's private secretary,” I think he called 
him—a black man by the name of Edwards—" and if you willspeak to him I think 
he will go to see Rivers.” I said, “No, Iam not going todo any ench thing; I do 









































I would like the committee to bear that in mind, because an entirely different 
construction has been put upon it in saying that I asked the adjournment of 
the court. He came in and I said, “If the trial-justice says so, I am per- 
fectly willing.” Prince Rivers got up then and said, “The case is suspended 
for ten minutes.” I said, ‘That is time enough for me.” About that time the 
intendant of the town, a colored man by the name of Gardner, came in and walked 
up and said tome, “ General, I think if you could come around to the council cham. 
ber”—which was just beyond Damm’s store from where I had gonce—* I think 
these officers would meet you, and this matter can beall arranged.” Said I, “Cor 
tainly, I am perfectly willing to zo.” and I went around there with him. I think, 
perhaps, I got into the buggy and went around to the council chamber, and saat $ 
there, I suppose, for twenty-five minutes or more. That was the first time that 
anything had been said about arms. He said to me that he was very sorry that 
there was any trouble there, and all that sort of thing. I said, “I seo no occasion 
in the world for any disturbance here, aud Tam surprised that you, by virtue of 
your official position as intendant of this town, have not taken it im hand. He said, 
‘I don't know anything about it.” We talked very quietly, and I said, “Now, it 
seems to mo that the best solution of this difficulty is for these people to send these 
arms back to Governor Chamberlain. There is no oceasion for them here, and 
nobody is going to trouble these people ; all I can say is that it seems to me that 
would be the best solution of it;" in which he entirely acquiesced, and thought 
that that would be reasonable, and I supposed he concurred in the idea. I did not 
demand the arms at all, and I simply made the suggestion to him in those words. 
? Did you demand the arms on that or any other occasion 1 
- Tam coming to that after a while. I said to him that I thought that would 
be the best solution of the difliculty, and he concurred init. I waited twenty-tive 
or thirty minutes. These people did not meet me again, and I confess that | was : 
getting a@ little tired of that sort of thing. 1 got in the buggy and went over to ; 
the city of Augusta. I remembered that I wanted to send some supplies up to my 
lantation, and I said to Harrison Butler, “ If you will drive me over to Augusta 
will get my supplies, and then go out and spend the night with your father.” I : ; 
thought there was no possible chance for a trial. I sappose I was gone a half or a 
three-quarters of an hour in Augusta. I found that there was a great deal of ex- 2 
citement in Augusta; a great many people asking what the condition of things 
was in Hamburg. I said, “ Very bad; and I would ast be surprised at any time 
ifa riot were to break out there.” I came back, and on the bridge on which the 
highway crosses the river I met four of these peoplo again : this man Sam. Spencer, 
Picksley, and Edwards, and Simms. They followed me and said, “ General, wo 
were Roing over a8 & committee to look for you.” I said,“ What is the matter 
now!” They said, “ We think we havo got this matter in such shape as that it 
can be settled.” I then drove back to Damm's store. Spencer asked me ta drive Fi E 
around to his house and he thought they would meet me there. I went around oe 
there, and when I got back I found that tho crowd of white men had been in Bas 
creased to perhaps fifty or sixty; they had come in mounted, and the excitement 
was increased. I drove up to Spencer's, and I suppose I waited there fifteen ot eo 
twenty minutes, and still the oflicers did not come. Licutevant Cartiledge did toe 
come up and speak to me. He said that he had come down there and wanted } eee 
peace. Said I, “ Certainly, I want nothing else but peace." I waited some little t ‘ 
time, and they did not come, and I drove around to look for Mr. Butler, really ; ; 
intending to go out to his house. When I drove around the square beyond the : f 
bank building, on the street that runs under the railroad, I stopped thero for { ; 
some little time talking with this man, and a messenger came and said that Prince 2 : 
Rivers wanted to see me. I said, * You go back and tell Prince Rivers that if he ae 
wants to see me he can come tome. I have been four or tive times now, and I $28U ay) 
don't propose to go again; if he wants to see me let him come to me." He did + hee 
come to me and said, “General, if these ple will give up their arms and sond ; ene 
them off, what security have you to offer!" I said, There is no trouble about A ech | 
the security." He said, ** Will you guarantee their safety down to Columbia!” 
“I have nothing to do with that,’ I said: “Iam here professionally, but 1 de 
not hesitate to say, as a citizen of the country, that I bave no doubt that there will 
not be any trouble; bat if you want security, I take it that there are ten or twenty 
of the best men in Aiken County whe will be security for these arms until they 
adhe ey in the State arsenal, where they —- I will say that to you, but i 
beyond that I have no right to say anything; " and 1 rode off. He said tomo, “I 
think that is a fair proposition, and I will go up and see these people.” They had 
assembled in their f= pty He said, “If they do not do it they must take the 
consequences.” 


By Mr. CurisTIancr: 


- This must have been along toward night! 

. Yea, sir; it was along toward sunset. I rode off from him, and about the timo 
I got about to the corner again, diagonally across the square from this drill-room, 
the ramor was circulated around that the negroes were going to fight; that they 
were not going to give up their arms; and very soon after the firing was again com- 
menced and was kept up, I sup on both sides. I rode then to the corner of the 
bank building, which is near wie's house, and where Doc Adams said he took 
refuge behind the lattice later in the night; and I sappose that firing kept up ao 
— on both sides. The whites who were firing were on that side, and I remained 

ere. 

There were several attempta to burnthetown. I remember seeing the fire blaze 
up at one point, and 1 told somebody that they ought to go up and put it out, and 
they did so and put the fire out. It was set on fire three times after the negroes 
were driven out of the building and most of them arrested. I rede around to Sib- 
ley's corner, and in the mean time quite a ‘© crowd of people had come over : ; 
from Augusta. I recognized a few gentlemen who appeared to be walking around tes 
there, but the great majority of the crowd I did not know. I rode around, and ono Su 
of these men came rushing up and said, “ General, let us set this house on fire.” I 
said, “ No; it will never do; his wrong todothat.” Themanwas drunk. Hesaid 
that he had seen Mr. Sibley, to whom the building belonged, and he had said he 
didn't care a damn; to burn it. I rede off. There —eneuees many outrages per- ‘ 
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hot propose to speak to him again, because I do not propose to be insulted. You trated. Captain Conway came across tho river on k, and from him I got 7 
> can do 60 if you choose,” and he did speak to him. He went off and brought Rivers. Informati that these people had come from some distance in batteaux and canows, Sig 
I 1 got out of the buggy again and went into the office. Just at this juncture I want | and, said he, “I think if you will assemble them together and make them a speoch et 
. to make another statement in connection with that. they will go back.” Isaid, ‘Then go around and gather them up, and I will de eit. 
t ; After T had been there about an hour I saw that these meant mischief, as | 80." I did not see any occasion for their remaining there, and I did make a request, ¥ 
7 ene. I could see no occasion for this demonstra’ or insubordination on | saying that the trouble was all over, and asking that they would go back across +4, 
h their part, and thinking that lawlessness might prevail. I sent across the river for | the river. es 
I hemter of the Ch icle and Sentinel newspaper. When he came I invited him It was reported to me that some thirty of these negroes had been arrested and i 
d nto the office, “ Now,” said I to him, “I want you to take down exactly what is | were under guard some fifty yards belew, toward the South Carolina bridge. 5 iu 
" one bese, I have nothing toconceal here.” He wentin with me to Judge Rivers's Sanaa pareee were very respectful to me, but one man said, “All right; we will ; 
8 : go, then we will sing out ‘warehouse.’ I suppose that they were going eh 
it oie Rivers had taken his seat I said, “I would like, as a minary matter, | through stores and warehouses, committing a great many depredations. I suppose ¢ 
¥ eoeten whetber or not you are sitting in the capacity of a major-general of | that the crowd would go into the warehouses and other places and commit depre- see 
2 That i or asa trial justice!” Rivers said that would depend upon circumstances. | dations, and they rushedoff. I then said to these men, “ I have no idea of remain. Mee ae 
nt t if the facta were of snch a character as to justify his interfering as a trmal- | ing here all night. I can't control these , and I am going off.” By that time gees 
I justice, he would do so; if net, otherwise, Then he “1am sitting here as a | there had been three men killed—Jim Cook and Moses Parks, colored men, and 3 
k oe officer.” I said, “That is immaterial to me; I merely wanted to know. I | young Merriwcther, a white man. Merriwether was the first man killed, and of 

ant to investigate the facts of this difficulty, and either capacity will be perfectly | course the crowd was naturally excited and a good many of them were drank. 

Tile to me. They were infuriated by this thing and had passed entirely beyond my control or oe 
to ae had reached this point this Spencer came into the office. He came up | that of anybody else. I suppose about twelve or one o'clock Colonel A. P. Butler eae 
outta and said, ‘General, I think if you could suepend this trial awhile, we can | went down there, and be and his friends went off just about tho time I did, and I ¥ 

I eit.” Lsaid, “Certainly, I haveno objectionto suspending it at all.” I aaid, | left the crowd committing depre@ations in the town, and I have no doubt that they : 


“Just ask the judge; if he te Lam penioetl "He 7 ; 7 oe ae 
. pert agreea then went | committed a great many of them. Ho» said to me, * What is to be done with these 
up and appliedto ors hee ” . negrucs!" 1 said, “I don't know, unless you send them to Aiken.” Le said, “I 
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have no warrant for them, and I am not going to sernd them eff.” I said then, “I 
suppose you had better release them,” and he acquiesced in that view of it. That 
was Colonel A. P, Butler. I then went off with Robert J. Butler, and went up 
through the low grounds of his plantation tv his house. Next morning I rode up 
to what they call the dead-ring, and there 1 recognized ove of the men as being a 
man who had worked for me two years before, Willis Merriwether, and I spoke 
to him and asked him if he hadn't had enough of the militia, or something of that 
sort. I knew none of the other negroes. I rode off, and the next morning I heard 
that those men had been killed. This man Cook was killed, and Parks and Merri- 
wether, before I left there. It was represented to me that Cook was looking over 
the fence, attempting to get over the inclosure which Adams spoke of here. 

He says in his evidence that I had a conversation with him in his room. I never 
saw the negro, that I know of, in my life. I do pot know that I ever heard of him 
before. He was pointed out te me about a month afterward as I was passing. 

He also testified to seeing me at that ring just before those people were taken 
outand shot. That is utterly false. 


By Mr. Merrimon: 


& One witness swears—Harry Maya or Dock Adams, I am not sure which—tbat 
he heard you tell them to shoot one or more men in that mng about three or four 
o'clock in the morning. 

A. There is not a word of trath in that. 
that hour. 


I may mention here that three or four other witnesses support this 
statement on the part of Mr. Butler. 

. What time did you leave? 

- I think about twelve o'clock, in company with Mr. Robert Butler and his son 
Tom, and another man by the name of Shaw. We stopped at his mill, I suppose 
about half an hour, and then went on up, and I didn't know that the negroes had 
been killed until the next day. These two men were killed and were lying in the 
street when I left. Most of them that I saw after they were arrested had their 
shoes off. LIsupposed that Cook had taken off his shoes so as to enable him to make 
leas noise in attempting to escape. 

Adams says he heard me talking to Attaway at Rawle's house at the veranda. I 
may perhaps have been around there once. He says that was my headquarters. I 
had ne headquarters. I certainly had a little more sense than to go and get in 
range of the guns, and that would have been exactly in range. I did not speak to 
him and did not see bim. I did not know that Attaway had heen arrested even. 

Q. Did you have any control of that mob at allt 

A. Not the least. No human power could have controlled them after the first 
shot was fired. It was an unbridled mob. The men that brought tbat artillery 
over there 1 do not know One man came up to me who wore spectacles, and an- 
other who had beard, I remarked to this man Conway that it was curious that I 
did not recognize these people, and he said to me, “ These are factory people, and 
the Irish have comeover here for the purpose of plunder, and these men are drank.” 
I had no more control over that mob than I would have over a northeast hurricane. 
1 did try, as long as I conld, to prevent what outrages I could, but it would have 
been impossible for me or any other human power to control it. I certainly did 
all I esata for three hours—a great deal more than I should ever do again—to pre- 
vent it ° 

These le have all said that I went in there at the head of two hundred armed 
men, and that there were fifteen hundred armed men in town. I think there were, 
perhaps, sixty men from the South Carolina side of the river, generally a class of 
people who do not commit outrages of that sort, and, I presume, one hundred and 
fifty or two hundred people from the city of Augusta. I could only makea rough 
estimate. There were enongh todoa great deal of damage and commit a t 
many wrongs. I have no dobut of that. I went at the head of no army. ead had 
no more idea of having a difficulty when I left home than I have at this instant 
with this committee. I had no pistol, and nothing more dangerous than a copy of 
the revised statutes of South Carolina. I deplore it as much as anybody. had 
that copy of the statutes in my baggy, for I really did not know what the nature 
of the investigation was to be, but I thought that might cover everything. 

Q a whether you had any political motive in going there, or in any thing that 

yeu did there ? 
. A. L never had any political motive about it. Some negro has said—I think one 
that I met on the bridge—that I said that this thing was to be kept up until Novem- 
ber. I never made use of any such language. The canvass in the State did not begin 
until August 16, and these democratic clubs were being organized, and the canvass 
had not really begun. It had been very strongly urged by men in the country to 
run Governor Chamberlain at that time, and I had no idea of having a difficulty 
and never dreamed that there would be one. 1 had no more idea that there would 
be a riot than a man living in the Sandwich Islands. That statement is utterly 
and entirely false. 

Q. Is it within your knowledge that any person else had any political motive in 
what was done there! 

A. None atall. So far as 1 am concerned I had no idea of any political import- 
ance being attached to the riot; it was a mere émeute, one of those sudden, spas- 
modic riots that break out without being really preconsidered. 

Q. Do you know anything about the organizing of that militia company! If 
you do, tell us what you know about it. 

A. Well, I did not know at the time, but I bave put myself to some trouble to 
learn something about it. 

I want to state one other fact in connection with tt. After these events trans- 
pired, sueh a different account of them appeared in the democratic pa from 
what actually occurred that this reperter whom I have mentioned wrote me a let- 
ter; and, although I know that this note is not competent in any legal sense, and 
that it is not competent for me to state its contents, yet 1 think I may aay that he 
stated in that letter that he had not written a line in regard to the matter for any 
of the Augusta papers. There was a t hurrah made in the , and I was 
condemned without any investigation being made into it, and he wrote to me that 
he had not written any aceount for the Augusta rs. It seems to have been 
aoe bs Tom, Dick, and Harry and to have made the most of, and just 

put in in that way. 
. 1 afterward came to Columbia te see Governor Chamberlain in regard to it, and 
went down te his office and stated to him substantially as 1 bave stated here. 
reply to me was, “I don't see how you are to be blamed for it. The only horrible 
thing is the killing of these negroes after they were ; that is murder.” 
Said I, “ Certainly, that is murder ; there is no civilized man can justify that thing; 
but I had no control over it.” He intimated to me that there was no blame to 
attached tome. Mr. Youmans, of this city, was with me. The Northern =e 
took up the matter, and heaped such epithets as “ bloodhounds from hell,” all 
thore complimentary allusions, and of course 1 was very much annoyed about it. 

I uested Mr. Youmans afterward to go to the adjutant-general’s office and in- 
— these people had been commissiened. The adjutant-general had stated 
that they were regularly commissioned militia. 

Mr. Stone was sent over there by Governor Chamberlain as attorney-general of 
the State, and he made what I think a very unfair report. He did not seem to me 
to find out the facts. He simply went to the negroes who had been implicated, and 
made hia re accordingly. Sa uently, in a communication which has been 
publisbed, I denounced that that he says that this company was 
reorganized in May, 1876, and it was the sa pany that had been organ- 
ized under Governor Scott's in 


I was at Mr. Robert Butler's house at 
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When I had * pe with Governor 
aay to you, asa citizen of this country, that you are ; 
upon these ple to allow these cant stay there—a jae 
fiable.” Said he, “I did not know anything about the guns" 
ines coytting about ew not I do not know. . 

r. Youmans went to utant-general's office for the Tpose 
ing about this matter of the militia company, but he said that he could eee rtaia 
tepsgral emit Tid Has dr ene el 

e) y wou © to yor 
ht subject vs the committee to the law upon 

[Section 9 of the act of March 17, 1874, reorganizin 
witness, as follows :) . € the militia, was read by the 

“Sec. 9. No seagate can be mustered in unless at least 
been enlisted therein. Companies now in the service of the State shall at 
organize under the of this act, by the members signing proper.) 
ment-rolls, and being mustered into the service of the State asa part of Ss ee. 
guard ; and for the purpose of such reorganization sixty men shall be on national 
theminimum. Such companies not reorganizing, as herein provided. on oa 
the Ist day of January, A. D. 1875, shall be disbanded, and the commanding _ 
of the regiment to which any such company may be attached is hereby aa 
and required to take possession of all arms, accouterments, or other military pen 
erty be' onging to the State, in the possession of such company; aud any we? 
thereof whe shall refuse or neglect to deliver the same shall be deemed guilty ot 
misdemeanor, and u conviction, shall be punished by fine not excending §1 > 
nor less than $10, or by imprisonment not exceeding thirty days, and the said 18, 
erty, wherever found, may be taken ion of by the commanding off Prop 
such regiment, or by any officer or jer acting under his orders - Provided F ‘Th ‘ 
general commanding the division to which such company or companies m; ns 
attached shall have power to extend the time for the reorganization herein ruse), 
upon the recom ation of the mental commander.” os 

The Witness My information, derived from Major Stone, was that this oo 
pany was not reorganized until May, 1876, and my information further was thet 
choy had no authority from the -general either to have the arms or to rece 
ganize. E 

Z. Prince. Rivers ait, coreperted. A 

. Prince ivera, sir; 80 re great many of those guns " 
distributed all around the State. , Gene bed tom 


By Mr. CuRISTIANCY: 
Q. You de not mean to have your statement of the law entered as a part of the 
testimony, I s 
A. No, sir; 
company. 
Q. Do you know a man in Hamburgh named Louis Schiller ! 
A. Yea, sir; I have known him for ten years. 


By Mr. MERRIMON: 
. Do you know his eral character 
7 I think I do. oa ; 
. What isit? 
. In what respect? 
. For truth? 
. I think it is bad, sir; he is a man of no character whatever. 
Q. Lask you, sir, whether any member of that militia company told yon at any 


time who fired first in that riot, who saw the ammunition ? 
A. Yea, sir; a man by the name of Pompey Currey told me. 


By Mr. CunisTiancr: 


> Do you know, yourself, who fired the first shot ? 
I really don't know who it was, because I was clear across the block when I 
heard the firing. 


By Mr. MeRrRimox : 


Q. State whether you ever made any effort to have that Hamburgh matter iaves. 
tigeed peeeee? 

A. 1 did, sir; after this thing assumed the pro 
heard that this eon was going on, and that the jurymen consisted of par 
ties implicated, entirely of negroes, and the negro trial-justice and some of the 
jurymen were the parties implicated in the riots, then I supposed, of course, that 

itical capital was trying to be made out of it, and I sent word to the attorneys 
hat if any warrants were issned for me, if they would let me know. I would re 
at Aiken at once; and a warrant was issued, and I went down and appeared 
fore Judge Maher. and, on application for bail, it was granted to all the parties 
concerned, in the sum of $1,000, by Judge Maher—— 


By Mr. Curistiancr: 


. One thousand dollars each ¢ 

. One thousand dollars each; that is, in each case; and the conrt met on the 
first Monday of ber and all the parties implicated reported again, and I, 
through my counsel, demanded that a bill of indictment should be given to the 
grand jury; and my information was that the judge continued the cases upon his 
own seetien. It has been all y aman by the name of Albert Carroll, who 
lives at Aiken, that the reason the case was not tried was that the court was 
intimidated. 

. Both those statements are on information merely ? 

. No, sir; one of the witnesses (Carroll) who has testified here has testified 
- they went down — and intimidated the court oo ses. oot of Oo on 
of I was entirely ignorant of any purpose to intimidate anybody. fle 
was ty of us included in this warrant snd I oupyese they may have had a 
part of their friends with them, but I don't think t was at the ontside one 

undred and fifty white men who accompanied them in Aiken. If there was any 
disposition to intimidate any one, I did not see it. The men had to come with their 
wagons, some of them thirty miles, and they brought their supplies with them and 
camped out and did not appear in the town, but remained out two or three miles 
Some of them did not come in at all, and ev ing was very quiet in Aiken. 

I, through my lawyers, demanded to have this case referred to the grand jury 
for the purpose of having an eee but it was denied me, and has been per 
sistently denied me since. The is now in session, and I am informed that no 
bill has been given out; and I have never had an aqgorenity have an investiga 
tion. I have demanded of Governor Chamberlain he proceed to have an in- 
vestigation, but it has been denied ; for what purpose, I do not know. He is 
charged with the execution of the laws of the State, and he has declined to do it. 

If I am the red-handed raffian and bloodhound that I have been accused of being, 
either his t is imbecile and utterly worthless or I should have bees pot 
in the penitentiary long before this. There is no from that dilemma 
have not only asked for this ok but I have demanded it again -_ _ 

Q. Task whether, the law of this State, one charged with willful w 
der is entitled to bail ? 

A. No, sir; he is not. 


By Mr. MerRimon: 


I notice that your State constitution says that the Legislature shal! provide 
fosta ropisteation cf the voters, of the elcetors of the State, and the provision seens 


Chamberlain I said to him, « 


nj ust. 
WV hether be a 


eighty-three men have 


that ist 
isa matter of argument, as to whether it is a legally organized 


tions that I stated it did, and I 
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he 
bia 
ho 
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be peremptory Has any law been passed since the present constitution went 

to be pe >* abi 

into eff aS ne halen I can state in that connection that there has 
A snk been an assemblage of a democratic convention in the State since 

never, I oe not urged upon the Legislature the enactment of a paneaee 

4 ienpedionce to what is considered to be a mandatory provision of the consti- 

ab 





the highest to the lowest submitted, not through fear, but through 
necessity and wise policy. There was no resistance to the Army any- 
where, nor was there any hostility to it, so far as I could see or learn. 

There is a common impression that the negroes there all voted the 
soem ticket. That is a very false impression; it is a mere in- 
a erence. But if any reasonable disinterested person will consider 
me Witnesses | ae pated atten Sees ae ne the misrule that had prevailed in Sonth Carolina for years—and | 
whether oi wot the an any assistance, and, if you say yes, under what cir- | Wish I had time to refer to it here—if he will see that the negroes 
the minority 0 themselves had come to the conclusion that a change was necessary, 


matances ! : : : 
cas have done all that I could to assiat the minority of this committee, at its | he will come to the conclusion that it was not strange that thousands 
of negroes changed their party relations. 


request. You requested me, ee ——- in the a a = 

it to comme —_ The history of the Test year and the people of the State, and I Much of the testimony that I could bring to the attention of the 

sapended to that request ; and I have been in attendance here since last Sane Senate, if I had time to read it, would show that many negroes 

to give you What assistance in that respect I could, at some very considerable changed their party relations because of their convictions that a 
change of rule was necessary. One negro canvasser there on the dem- 
ocratic side, a very intelligent man for a negro, and one who had can- 


incen veuinens whether you have suggested to any witness any statement that he 
vassed most of the State, swore that there were twelve thousand negro 
voters in the democratic clubs, and that he believed ten thousand or 


did wot canes — merely attempted to get at the substance of what 
they were going to state ae — of se ——— 2 bees 
understood thet Met way, end [hove dene oo fer the minority, at very considare- more voted for Hampton, It is false to say that negrees did not vote 
ble personal inconvenience, too. for Hampton. In fact, thousands of them voted for him. I remem- 
Cucedtindls ber having had a conversation with some negroes, and I asked them 
By Mr. Cumey P if they were afraid of Hampton. They said “No, we are not afraid of 
There is one point to which T wish to call the attention of General Butler in | Hampton; we are willing to risk our lives and our fortunes and our 
liberty with him.” They did say, however, in addition, that they 
were fearful that they would not have a Hampton always to rule 
over them. They seemed to have a profound respect for him, and 


. vive him a chance for explanation. It is a question of law and was not 
orroper thing $0 g° into the evidence, but inasmuch as you have already stated it 
the greatest confidence in his justice toward them. They voted for 
him without constraint. 


| want to give you a chance te modify your statement if you desire todo so. TI see 
that your constitution provides that all persons shall before conviction be bailable 

There is evidence going to show that there was a concerted purpose 

to prostitute the Army of the United States in that State in the late 


on sufficient securities, except in case of murder when the proof is conclusive or 

the presumption great, so that there might be many cases where persons charged 
election in behalf of the so-called republican party there. As one 
of the subcommittee I endeavored to take all the testimony about the 


with murder would be bailable? 

‘A. Ob, certainly, on the charge of murder. z 

Mr. Meruimon. You notice I used the words “ willful marder. 

The Witness. There are 7 instances where ies have been charged with 
use of the Army there while it was in possession of the State-honse and 
interfered with the organization of the Legislature, but I was not allowed 
to do it; the evidence was excluded by the majority of the commit- 
tee; but I did get in some testimony on that subject, and disagree- 


murder and been entitled to bail; but if upon an investigation of the matter the 

jndge decides that it is murder, then, as a matter of course, under tho provisions 

of the constitution the person would not be bailable. If it should appear upon an 

investigation before the judge that it was murder, of course under the provision of 

the constitution he would not be entitled to bail. 

By Mr. CHRISTIANCY: 

able to me as it is, I feel that it is due to this contest to eall the 
attention of the Senate to the part that the contestant, Mr. Corbin, 
had in that transaction. 

Mr. Butler has been assailed here mercilessly when he cannot be 
heard, It is proper and fitting and just that I should bring to the 
attention of the Senate the part the other contestant took in the 

troubles in South Carolina in connection with the last election tlitre, 
unpleasant as it is for me to doit. I had understood that the con- 
troversy about the disturbances there was not to affect this contest— 
that this testimony would not be needed nor would it be produced ; 
but as it has been produced on one side and in aid of one contestant, 
it is fair and just that we should hear both sides. I propose now to 
present testimony which goes to show that there was a conspiracy in 
South Carolina to use the Army of the United States to control the 
election there in favor of the republican party. 

It will be remembered that Governor Chamberlain issued a procla- 
mation of insurrection down there after he had had an interview 
with the authorities here in Washington. I believe this was in 
October of last year. 

Anybody who will read his own testimony as brought out by the 
cross-examination, and that of other witnesses of high character, 
judges and other high officers, will see that that proclamation of in- 
surrection was absolutely false. There was no more insurrection 
there at the time he issued that proclamation than there is in this 
Senate Chamber or in this city at this moment. All the judges cer- 
tified and some of them swore that there was no insurrection and no 
cause for the proclamation. The courts were all open; the officers 
of the courts and all officers in the State were going about their daily 
business, and the business of the government went on orderly every- 
where. There was no opposition to the officers of the law anywhere 
atthe time. The inference is plain that that proclamation was issued 
for the purpose of making a pretext to apply to the President for 
troops to be sent down there to control the election and securo not 
only the Legislature and the administration of the State government 
to the republican party, but to secure the election of the gentleman 
who comes here and claims to be seated in this body as a republican 
Senator or some other one in his place of that party. 

Let me call your attention to certain testimony on that subject. 
Judge Cooke, of South Carolina, is a man far above mediocrity in 

int of ability and general intelligence. The testimony proves tliat 

© was a respectable judge of the circuit courts there. He has been 
a judge there for several years; he has been a ee for eight 
years up to about the time of the late election. It was proven by 
witnesses who were introduced—at last, however, certain witnesses 
were cut off under circumstances that I may have occasion to men- 
tion—that he was a highly respectable man, and that be was worthy 
of credit, and all the witnesses swore that they would believe him 
upon oath. I was not allowed to introduce many witnesses that [ 
wanted to introduce on that subject; but enough swore it to satisfy 
any reasonable mind that Judge Cooke was a res»ectable man, enti- 
tled to be believed by apybody, and, besides that, he was a repnbii- 
can, and had been the confidential friend of Governor Chamberlain 
and other leading republicans in the State. I must say that I believe 
what he swore. Now, let me call your attention to what he said. 

















































Q. The point which I refer to you have not reached. Take a case where it is 
murder or nothing, if you please, if you can imagine a case of that kind; if the 
judge should be of the opinion that the evidence was weak and that it was a case 
that needed investigation, he could take bail? 









A. Oh, certainly; it has been done time and again. 
\. It is only where the proof is evident that the prisoner is not bailable! 
A. Yes, sir. 












Sy Mr. MERRIMON: 





Q. You spoke of persons coming yeas I wanted to ask you at the time if it 
was difficult for you to move about from place to place; and, if so, specify any 


reason for it. 


A. Lhave got but one leg, and go on cratches now. I do find great difficulty in 
getting up and down the steps. . 

Q. I meant in that not? 

A. | was wearing my artificial leg at that time; but of course it is difficult for 
me to get about. I was not going on crutches then. 


Mr. President, there is much testimony touching the Hamburgh riot 
that sustains the substance of what General Butler hassworn to in that 
deposition; and taking all the testimony together, considering the 
character of the witnesses and all the circumstances, I do not hesi- 
tate to declare to the Senate and to the country that it is my solemn 
conviction that it does General Butler t injustice to impute to 
him that riot and the crimes aeeatneael deedeas its progress. I do 
not believe that he instigated, nor do I believe that it was in his 
power to control it. It was a furious outburst, the result, as I have 
said, not only of the lawsuit pending before the ne magistrate, 
but as well of a long accumulation of outrages saan perpe- 
bao by a vicious class of negroes in and about the town of Ham- 
yurgh. 

I will advert, now, sir, to one or two other matters before I take my 
seat. I have already stated that the government of Sonth Carolina, 
at and before the last election in that State, was absolutely under 
the control of the republican party and republican officials from gov- 
ernor down. It was stated, not once and not in a corner, but pub- 
licly and eyerywhere in South Carolina, that there was a deliberate 
and willfal purpose and conspiracy to carry the election in South 
Carolina, notwithstanding the misrule that had prevailed there, by 
the unlawfal use of the Tate of the United States. 1 am sorry to 
say that much of the testimony takep tended strongly to show that 
that suggestion had real foundation. Not only the State authorities 
had control of the election there in November last, but all the Fed- 
eral power that could be brought to bear was brought to bear there. 
There were over a thousand papaniies in South Carolinaat the 
time of the election. Federa’ troops were stationed, I believe, in 
every county, or nearly every county, in the State. The city of Col- 
umbia bad a regiment or two stationed there; and one gentleman, a 
man of high character and whe knew much about public sentiment 
= pablic affairs in South Carolina, General MeGowan, swore that 
a though he did not complain of the Army, for the Army officers de- 
meneee themselves as gentlemen, he believed the presence of the 
-k had affected the vote in that State adversely to the democrats 
i ousand votes, From the evidence, 1 concur in the view taken 
i jw in that respect. The troops were everywhere, and the truth 
thea t the people there, the white people particularly, were under 

*Cominion of the troops, for, when they moved, everybody from 
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I will not read all his testimony, but only the material parts of it. 
The following are material extracts from his testimony : 


Cotumaia, Souta CaKo.ixa, December 28, 1876. 
Tuomrpson H. Cooke sworn and examined. 


By Mr. Meraimon: 
estion. Please state your business. your place of nativity, and your age. 


newer. I hold the office of circuit jadge of the eighth circuit; the State is di- 
vided into eight circuits. I was born in Fairfield County, about eighteen miles 
above this place; lived here several years, and for many years in the county of 
Orangeburgh, below here, until within the last four years. Upon my election as 
judge of the eighth circuit I moved to Greenville, where I now live. 

. What is your age f 

. I was forty-five the Ist day of last Jul 


Q. 7 what political party have you Lose acting for the last six or eight 


ears 
- A. Well, sir, I claim to be s republican, and I have been acting with that party 
for the last eight years, until about two months before the late election came off. 

Q. What party are you acting with now! And, if you say with the democratic 
party, state any reasons that have led you te co-operate with that party. 

A. As I have already stated, since about two months prior to late election 
I have been co-operating with the democratic y, supporting tho election of 
General Hampton for governor in this State, for the reason that I convinced 
#0 thoroughly in my mind that the republican party, that had so often and so re- 
peatedly ed itself to reform, was inadequate to any such task, and did not 
really mean to reform, in my judgment. For that reason I gave my whole efforts 
to the election of General pton as eocgeane in this State, advocating in the 
mean time the election of Hayes and Wheeler up to a very short time before the 
election. I was led to think that from the course of things in this State and in 
the American public generally that the repablican party was drifting away from 
the principles which I regarded as the fundamental principle, and that it was tend- 
ing to anarchy and despotism, and I determined in my own mind that the safety 
of the country depended on the election of a dewocrat as President of the United 
States. 

Q. I direct your attention now to the proclamation of Governor Chamberlain 
stating that there was insurrection in South Carolina, and his application to the 
President for troops. State the condition of your circuit at and before and since 
that time, and whether there was any necessity at that time for troops—military 
movements in South Carolina? 

A. L have never seen the people of the eighth circuit more peaceable than they 
were during the entire campaign, nor have I ever seen them more peaceable than 
since the campaign was over. 


By Mr, Curistiancr: 


9. What counties does the eighth circuit consist of t 
. Abbeville, Anderson, Oconee, Pickens, and Greenville Counties. Governor 
Chamberlain and myself had repeated conversations on the subject of sending 
troops to that circuit, and the understanding between us was that if I should come 
to the conclusion that troops were necessary I would so inform him; and I have 
never te this day seen any necessity for sending there, and I never have 
informed him of any such necessity. He acted upon suggestion of some few 
white republicans. 


By Mr. CAMERON: 


9 Do you know that of your own knowledge that he acted upon their suggestion ! 
. I know that o- made the application. 
. You may state the facts without stating inferences. 
. I don't wish to state what I do not knew, 
, — ~ know what legal evidence is. 
. Yes, sir. 


By Mr. Meramon : 


. ~~ the courts open and the civil officers in exercise of their legal duties ! 
. Yes, sir. 
. Was there any resistance to either! 
. None whatever. 
Q. Were you engaged in the late canvass; and, if so, will you state how many 
speeches you made, and where f 
A. Well, it would take me some time to narrate the places that I addressed 
mectings at. 


I introduce that testimony to the end that the Senate may see who 
this man was, and know what he said of the condition of his judicial 
circuit at the time of the proclamation of insurrection. I come now 
to that meer: of his testimony that bears on the charge made 

inst the republican party in South Carolina in reference to the use 
of the Army of the United States: 


Q. Do you know a person in this city by the name of D. T. Corbin, and if you 
say yes, state who that is! 

A. I believe Mr. D. T. Corbin is United States district attorney for South Car- 
colina, I know bim. 

Q. What are his political affiliations 1 

A. I believe be passes as a republican, sir; and always has, as far as I know. 

9. State whether you had any conversation with him during’the pao ocean, 
or immediately preceding, and if you say yes, state the conversation as y and 
accurately as you can and when and where you had such conversation ¥ 

A. About the middle of August, I think it was, in coming te this city from 
Greenville, Mr. Corbin and myself were both on the train, and somewhere between 
here and Newberry, I cannot say exactly at what point, but at Pomaria, or some. 
where thereabouts, I moved my scat over in front of Mr. Corbin for or 
talking with him. I cannot pretend to be exact in the use of bis very language, 
because I do not know that I could be accurate, but the impressions made upen 
my mind and the substance of the conversation I think I can state. 

Mr. Curistiancy. You need not give your impressions, but the substance of 


what he said. 

The Wrrnzss. Yes, sir. 1 asked Mr. Corbin what he thought of the situation, 
the political lookout ef South Carolina—the State was thoroughly aroused even at 
that early day—and he said to me that it | oked like the people of the State were 
determined to it; the demecratic party were determined to carry the State, 
and that they would carry it unless semething was dene to check this ye en- 
thusiasm then said to him if there was any way ble to check it, and he 
said that he thought there was; that if two or three or rows could be en 
up in South Carolina, and about thirty, fifty, er one hundred negroes k it 
would be the means of saving the State to the repu.lican party, and perhaps the 
nation to the r publican party- 

He went on farther to st.te that in erder to accomplish this it would be necessary 
to meke some cases for the United States court; that the circuit court—sayii 
“ your court" te me—was ineffective for the accomplishmect of that, and that it 
would be necessary to make a case before the Urited States whore the juries 
could be #0 managed as to insure conviction. I then asked him if he did not think 
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such a case could be worked up out of the Bamburgh 
fearful that such was not the case, but he was going to Onin ania that he was 
of consultiog with Governor Chamberiain about the sitaation. | a PUurpone 
the next day at Governor Chamberlain's house. This was, I think abn, oettbet 
or 13th if Lam not mistaken, of August, about a mo-th and perha: at the Lah 
before the Ellenton and Rouse's Bridge nots. When Mr. Corbin & few days 
to me I thought bat very little e about it. eth 
r. CAMERON. No matt.r what you thonght; state what was naid 
Mr. Mexuimon. You can state whether, when the iote t 
remembered the conversation. Ellenton riots took place 
The Witness. I did. 


9 And adverted in your mind te the conversatien you had had with Mr Corbin} 
Q 


16 Temark 


» you 


. 1 did, sir. 


. You say saw him the next day with Govern 
thing that you bead there. ’ or Chamberlain ; state any. 


A I saw him at Governor Chamberlain's house. 
bg == said there ‘Ye 

\. Mr. Corbin came out about t me the governor came out - 
dining, I think, together, and they came out together, and Mr. Corbin wat, been 
tleman by the name of Cobb left the house together. Judge Mackey and m = 
took @ seat in the piazza and remained some time talking with ihe ae 
toe, oF ee ee oom a af mp Mr. Corbin pe 

. - ween them or iti ‘ 
pertinent to this issue at ail. either one that I think ig 


Q. Well, state whether you had any conversation with Gove Tham 
on the subject of the campaign, and, if so, when and where and wast berlain 
_A. I did, I think, on the Greenville road, between Hodges and Greenwood 

tions, on, I think, the 23d of August. Governor Chamberlain had been to a iis 
cal meeting at Abbeville, and had requested me to go over there and atten, tt 
meeting in company with him. I went from Greenville on the 2ist—on Monday 
I think it was—to Hodge's, and met him and went down to Abbeville. and th 
next day—the 22d, I think it was—the mecting came off. On his way back te 
Columbia I went down as far as Greenwood ; the up train met the train “cate 
south at Ninety Six, about ten miles below Greenwood ; [ went down there S 
some little business, and during the trip down he and I had some little chat togeth = 
about the situation. and he stated to me that from every appearance the campai. : 
was going to be a very hard one, and that something would have to be done to 
bring éroops in here to suppress this enthusiasm and induce the negro to vote the 
republican ticket ; that something would have to be done to bring the 


here. Ido not know what he meant. I think that was on the 23d day ot Anes 


Q. Can you state any other fact as coming from Governor Cha 
Corbin te like canmnenet ; eae 


A. Lonly know that the general sentiment of the leading-— 

Mr. CAMERON. Please state facts and not impressions. 

The Witness. Well, I am not going to state impressions. When I speak of the 
sentiments I mean tho expressions of various leaders in the Stat. 


That is as much as I care to read at this moment. After that cop. 
versation with Mr. Corbin, after the “ Ellenton riot,” of which we 
have heard so much took place, Mr. Corbin, then district attorney of 
the United States, as the evidence here taken shows, had a large 
number of the white people in the neighborhood of Ellenton arrested 
upon warrants issued by a United States commissioner, and they 
were taken to Aiken Court House, in Aiken County. They were ie- 
tained there for some time, and as many as about two hundred wit- 
nesses—negroes engaged in the Ellenton controversy, he summoning 
only one side, I believe not a single white man—were kept at Aiken 
Court House several days, and there he examined them, taking down 
in writing their testimony. That was very soon after the riot took 

lace. e had arrested only white men, and all democrats. I be- 
ieve he had one democratic negro arrested. After that these wit- 
nesses, as many perhaps as two hundred or two hunired and fifty, 
were taken under the direction of Mr. Corbin, at the expense of the 
Government, to attend the circuit court of the United States at 
Columbia, in November last. They were detained there during the 
whole term of the circuit court where they were ander his direction 
and manipulation. After the term of the court expired the negroes 
were not allowed to go home, bat under the order of Mr. Corbin, as I 
learned, they were detained there for many days to await the coming 
of the subcommittee to Columbia to be examined as witnesses touch- 
ing out 
r. Corbin examined those witnesses that were sent to the sub- 
committee, and from the manner in which they testified it was mani- 
fest to my mind (and I think I am qualified to judge on that subject, 
for I have examined witnesses in courts of justice for many years) 
that they had been thoroughly trained. he spirit of what they 
all told was in the same direction, and they testitied without let or 
hinderance. They all traveled over the same line of assault on the 
white le. It was plain that there was a purpose, a studied pur- 
pose, right or wrong, to implicate, criminate, and injare-the white 
people. It is proven by men of the highest character that ‘many of 
them swore to deliberate falsehoods. They swore to many things 
which are disproved, and they swore to many other things that in the 
nature of things could not be ved further and otherwise than 
as they contradicted themselves and were unworthy of credit for 
truth. 

I declare to the Senate that it would be monstrous to condemn on 
such testimony the —_ ef South Carolina as they have been con- 
demned here — elsewhere. It is —= ae a 1 ab yor 

nt men will denounce a people as t ve been denounced, upo 
Oo csstinemy of such men as snes of tees who testified before that 
committee. 

And, sir, it is just to the white people that I should state one other 
fact. ‘After we had examined witnesses there for a month, many of 
the leading men of that State made application to the committee and 
begged us not to stop. They said “ You have made a partial exat- 
ination ; we want you to examine more witnesses here, and then we 
wish you to go to Charleston and elsewhere, and examine about the 
votes there and on the Combahee River.” We staid there a month. 
The committee felt it was their duty to stop, and without giving the 
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: je as full an opportunity to be heard as they desired. 
waite or had been maligned, slandered, misrepresented, and I must 
“av, had not a fair or just opportunity to be heard in view of the 
se verted and studied assaults made upon him. 

[am not here to-day to into a ussion of the condition of 
gouth Carolina and the philosophy, because there is philosophy in it, 
: ‘t cir fortunes and their condition for the last twenty years. If 
ph aia I may advert to this subject on some future oc- 
a a But the course this debate has taken has made it my duty 
ani what I have said without premeditation in behalf of the con- 
ro tant, Mr. Butler; and, sir, it has pained me to call the attention 
of the ‘Senate to the eee against the contestant, Mr. Corbin, 
but it was just and due, as such unjust and uncalled-for warfare had 
heen made on one side, that the other side should have at least a 
lite AMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. President, I did not expect to 
he drawn into a discussion to-day of the facts or any of the facts de- 
veloped by the subcommittee that proceeded under the order of the 
Senate to South Carolina last December for the purpose of investi- 
gating certain matters with which that subcommittee was charged ; 
and yet, notwithstanding the extreme provocation which my friend 
from North Carolina has given me to go into an extended discussion 
of these matters, I will refrain. The Senate has now been in session 
nearly twenty-six consecutive hours. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina has a physical advantage over me; I do uot mean to say that he 
has not many other advantages over me. He had the | fortune 
to be able to pair last evening with a clever member on this side of 
the Chamber, and he is just as fresh and vigorous this morning as I 
ever saw him before in all my life. : : 

Mr. MITCHELL. And the clever member staid up all night. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The clever man with whom he 
paired staid up all ~~ but was very careful not to vote. 

The Senator from North Carolina starts out with the statistical 
argument to prove that there was no intimidation in the State of 
South Carolina during the political campaign of 1876. I have but 
little faith in this so-called statistical argument. The Senator will 
remember that Mr. Haskell, chairman of the democratic State com- 
mittee for that State, came before us day after day, time after time, 
and completely overwhelmed us with statistics. He finally made a 
table which we have included in the volumes which are now laid 
upon the tables of Senators. 

Mr. MERRIMON. May I interrupt the Senator? The statistics 
that I have read are the statistics that all parties down there do not 
dispute. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. We shall see about that directly. 
Mr. Haskell having resorted to the statistical argument, General 
Elliott, on the part of the republicans, resorted to the same argu- 
ment. The table which he made is also included in these volumes of 
testimony, and I refer the Senate to those two tables. I hope the 
will study them, and after they have studied them carefully I think 
they will know less, if possible, about the facts that are claimed to 
be proved by those statistics than they did before they looked at them 
at all. 

If I were going to prove that intimidation did exist in that State 
during the canvass of 16570, I would not refer to the statistical argu- 
ment. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I do not think you would. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I would refer to the sworn testi- 
mony of unimpeached and unimpeachable witnesses, given before our 
committee ; I would refer to the fact that fifty or a hundred wit- 
nesses—I have not counted them and do not know definitely the 
number—swore before the committee that prior to the Hamburgh 
massacre they were threatened by leading white men; by leading 
democrats they were told “if you continue to vote the republican 
ticket and continue to act with the republican party something 
dreadful will happen in South Carolina.” Republican curiosity be- 
ing excited by threats of that kind, very frequently they asked, 
“Well, what is going to happen?” “Oh, well, I cannot tell you ex- 
actly, but something di ul is going to happen.” Upon being 
pes still further, they would say, “ John, Dick, Joe, and other 

ving republicans will be killed.” “Why will they be killed? 
What have they done ?” “Oh, they are leaders in the republican y, 
and unless we get rid of them we cannot overthrow the republicans 
in this State.” 

I say, Mr. President, that a great number of witnesses swore to these 
threats made to them and made to others in their presence ; and if 
nothing had happened after those threats had been made we might 
reasonably have concluded that nothing was meant by them. But 


something did happen ; something eer on the 8th day of July, 


1876. That something happened at Ham ; and if you will examine 
the testimony of these witnesses you will find that what ha pened at 
Hamburgh was merely a carrying out of the threats that had been 
made for weeks and months prior to that time. 1am satisfied, and 
my republican associate on the committee, who has long been accus- 
tomed to making judicial investigations, and looking upon testimony 
with the eye of a judge, is satisfied that that something which oc- 
curred at Hamburgh did have a political significance, and that many 
who were en in it intended it for political effect, and that it 
. have political effect. 


do not propose to go into a discussion of the testimony, to ana- 


lyze it for the purpose of showing the connection of General Butler 
with that unfortunate transaction. I have no doubt that he deeply 
regrets to-day that he happened—I will say “happened”—to have 
any connection with it atall. The testimony given before the com- 
mittee in regard to the connection of General Butler with the affair at 
Hamburgh on the 8th of July is contradicted; there is no donbt about 
that. Many witnesses swore that they saw him placing his men; 
that they heard him give the command to fire. General Butler con- 
tradicts that. 

Mr. MERRIMON. -And others too. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Yes, sir; and others too. He was 
there ; there is no doubt about that. I do not pretend to say now 
whether the statements made by those who swore that they heard 
him give the command to fire, that they saw him placing his men, 
that they saw him having general charge of the democratic rifle clubs 
assembled there at that time—I do not, I say, now intend to ana- 
lyze the testimony for the purpose of showing whether those state- 
ments are true or whether the statements made by the witnesses who 
contradict those allegations are true. 

The testimony is contradictory, and the only way that any person can 
arrive at acorrect understanding of it is to read all the testimony and 
analyze it. Ido not claim that we ought to believe everything, for 
instance, that is sworn to by Captain Adams. Captain Adams was 
the leader of the republicans there that night, and I think I do not 
exaggerate when I say that nearly all the democrats who were there 
assembled recognized General Butler as their leader. Whether or not 
he could have controlled the excesses that occurred there that night 
I shall not now stop to inquire. 

Again, quite a number of witnesses swore that General Butler was 
there as late as three o'clock in the morning and that he was connected 
with the transactions that took place after midnight and before three 
or four o’clock in the morning. General Butler himself swore that 
he left Hamburgh and went to the residence of Robert J. Butler, his 
client, between twelveand oneo’clock. Several other witnesses swore 
to that also, 

I refer to this merely to show that the testimony is contradictory 
and that the real facts can only be arrived at by careful examination 
of the testimony and analyzing it. General Butler himself has given 
his version of this Hamburgh affair. He not only gave his version of 
it before the committee but he has written several letters on the sub- 
ject. I will call the attention of the Senate to what General Butler 
says in one of his letters. Genera) Butler on the 16th day of July 
in the year 1876 did not hesitate to declare that if every negro 
engaged in the riot had been killed in the suppression, it would have 
been excusable, if not justifiable. 

If you will examine the letter which he wrote on that day, and 
which was published in the New York papers, you will find the sen- 
tence which I have read. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Does the Senator read from it now ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I am reading from his letter. 

Mr. MERRIMAN. In what? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. From his letter to the New York 
Journal of Commerce. He further stated in his letter that the tri- 
bunal of the written law had been appealed to and igno.ainiously 
failed; delay would have been fatal to the safety of the lives, 
families, and property of the unoffending peaceable citizen. He pro- 
ceeded: “Prompt, short, sharp, decisive action was necessary under 
the dictates of the unwritten inalienable law known as self-preser- 
vation, the first of all laws.” 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Will my friend the Senator from Wisconsin tell 
me in what volume I ean find that ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It is in the letter. I have an 
analysis of it here. I cannot tell the Senator where it is, but he will 
find it in the third volume by referring to the index. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Is the Senator reading from the letter itself or 
from an analysis of it made by somebody else? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I am reading an extract from the 
letter. The letter you will find in the third volume of the testimony 
which I see the Senator has before him. He can ascertain for him- 
self by referring to it whether the extract is a correct one or not. 
The Senator has read the testimony that General Butler gave before 
the committee. He gives, as I have already stated, his own version 
of what occurred at Hamburgh on that day. In his testimony before 
the committee he accuses the poor republicans there of many things, 
but the most serious charge that he makes against any one is against 
a colored constable called Bill Nelson. He says that Bill Nelson “ sat 
in the door with his feet up against the door-casing fanning himself 
very offensively.” Now, “fanning himself very offensively,” I take 
it, is not a crime at common law ; and I doubt if it is a crime in any 
statute of any State, uuless it be under the unwritten law, or the 
unwritten statutes—that may be a contradiction of terms—of South 
Carolina. Poor Bill Nelson sat there “fanning himself very offen- 
sively!” 

The Senator from North Carolina complains that the secrecy of the 
committee was broken and divulged by some one. He did not state 
by whom; but of course I know to whom he referred. But the Sen- 
ator ought to have remembered that we had a democratic reporter in 
the committee-room during the whole time that we were at Columbia 
taking testimony, and that that democratic reporter furnished the 
items, or that somebody did, I do not know who. 
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Mr. MERRIMON. I beg my friend’s pardon. 

- CAMERON, of Wisconsin. He had the best opportunity in the 
world. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I was allowed, as the minority, a clerk; and 
my friend will remember that secrecy was enjoined npon that clerk, 
and upon everybody inthe room. Certain proceedings of the commit- 
tee did get out, but they got out through the clerk of the committee, 
and I had to bring the matter to the attention of the committee. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I am sorry that I must disagree 
with my friend in regard to that. The notes of the testimony were 
taken by this democratic reporter who was in the room with the 
committee, and who was an assistant to my friend, the Senator from 
North Carolina. Those notes of the testimony were given to some- 
body outside, I will not say to whom now, but in a very short time 
they were all over the city of Colambia, so that really there was no 
secrecy about our proceedings. I, for one, never hesitated a single 
moment, after I ascertained that there was no secrecy about the mat- 
ter, that the testimony which we took was spread broadcast, not 
only over the city of Columbia, but over the State of South Carolina, 
and over the whole nation so far as anybody was interested in it—I 
say I never hesitated for a single moment in divulging what occurred 
in the committee. I really do not take very kindly to the lecture 
which my associate on the committee has seen fit to give me to-day 
on the snbject. 

The Senator has said something and General Butler in his testi- 
mony said something which has been read about the general policy 
of the democratic campaign in South Carolina. That was a sort of 
dual policy. General Hampton had been nominated for governor, 
and he was making a canvass of the State. He would go around and 
make a conciliatory speech, much more so than some other distin- 
guished citizens of the State, who were not inclined so much in that 
direction as he was. Sometimes they would go with him and make 
a speech of a directly opposite character. For instance, on the even- 
ing of the day on which he was nominated for governor a ratification 
meeting was held in the yard of the State-house at Columbia. There 
was a distinguished gentleman there from Mississippi, one General 
Ferguson ; and my friend on my left here, [Mr. MCMILLAN, ] who was 
with me on the committee in Mississippi a year ago Jast summer, will 
recollect General Ferguson. He testified before our committee. He 
either went of his ewn accord, or was sent to South Carolina asa 
political missionary, and he made three or four speeches in that State. 

Mr. DAWES. He went as an expert! 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. He went as a democratic expert, 
my friend suggests. In areport of the speech which he made, and 
which was reported the next morning in the Charleston News and 
Courier, he recommended to the South Carolinians there assembled 
that they should adopt what he denominated and what the peuple 
of this country denominated the Mississippi plan. He was on the 
same platform, the same stand, with General Hampton. I think 
General Ferguson made the first speech. He told them that if they 
would adopt the Mississippi plan, they could easily overcome the 


- forty thonsand republican majority of the State of South Carolina. 


Perhaps I had better refer to some of the testimony in regard to that. 
General Ferguson’s speech at Columbia at the ratification meeting 
called to ratify the nomination of Hampton was detailed to the com- 
mittee. General Ferguson said that he had come back to tell the 
people of South Carolina how they could carry the State of South 
Carolina. In Mississippi they (the democrats) thought it was impos- 
sible to carry the State, but they had resolved in their minds that the 
thing was worth trying. “I will state,” he said, “that there was one 
county in Mississippi that I paid some attention to.” 

The witness went on to say : 

He fre an instance of how a majority of three or probably four thousand (I 
think he said) republican votes were overcome, and they carried the county by 600 
majority, I think, at the last election; and by following the leaders and attending 
their meetings, and insisting upon being beard at republican meetings, and reply- 
ing, and checking the lying, as he termed it, that was uttered by the carpet-baggers 
and scalawags, and by assuring the masses that they did not desire to injure them, 
bat letting the leaders understand that if anything occurred there—if there was 
the slightest trouble—their lives— 

That is the lives of the leaders— 
should be forfeited. 

General Elliott reported a part of this speech to the committee. 
This is a part of Elliott’s report of that speech. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Whose testimony are you reading from ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. General Elliott’s testimony. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Who is be? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. He at that time claimed to be the 
attorney-general of the State of South Carolina. They resolved to 
go to this campaign meeting, and they went in large numbers; and 
when the white leaders of the repubijican party got there they crowded 
before them and gave them notice that they should not speak there 
that day unless these men were allowed to reply; and be said— 

One spoke, bat when he “ commenced to lie about the le of - 
he was told that he would have stop right there. erin eg 

Now I will read some further testimony in regard to that mass- 
meeting. I examined General Elliott in regard to it. I put this ques- 
tion to him: 

? Was General Hampton present at that mecting 

. Yea, sir. 
Q. Did he make a speech! 
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© Tied be dleount tn any way fram the views dacpranned 
" e nt in any wa © views b 
rd Oh, no, sir; he made a different kind of ena of pre: Bab arr - Gary} 
he did not refer to anybody else's speech, or comment upon any one's « weet, but 
= He did not say, * Now, gentlemen, the plans proposed by General Fe, 
[oom Gory will not do; that must not be ado: " did he} 7m 
no, sir, 


He was further asked: 
3 General Hampton was present at this meeting addressed by Ferguson} 


Yes, sir; he was there. 


. Did General Hampton get up and protest that 
aan ot oo they must not use any such 


A. No, sir. I heard every speech made that evening. 


I think this will illustrate the “ true inwardness” of the democrat; 
campaign in South Carolina in 1876. The Senator has read the a 
mony of General Butler in regard to what took place at Ed ofeld 
Court House on the Sth day of August, the day that the first : . . 
lican meeting of the campaign was held in that town. Iwill : - 
stop to read the testimony, but the testimony shows, to begin with 
that the meeting was appointed by the republicans not as a meeti; ; 
for joint discussion at all, but as a republican meeting purely ‘a 
solely. It appears, however, that word had been sent out into Edy, 
ficld County and the adjoining counties ordering—that is the wo) 
they use down there—“ ordering” the rifle clubs to come in, so that 
on that day, before Governor Chamberlain and the other republican 
speakers who accompanied him had reached Edgefield Court House 
there were at least a thousand mounted red-shirt democrats in Edyo. 
field Court Honse, and they were not very quiet or orderly or gentle. 
manly in their conduct. Governor Chamberlain and those who were 
with him were insulted as they were coming into town by these 
mounted democrats. 

The democrats went and took possession of the speaking-stand and 
the ground before the hour arrived for the republican meeting to com. 
mence. General Gary and General Butler were on the stand, and they 
insisted on making speeches ; also General Butler states in his tes;. 
mony, in substance, that he informed them unless they were permitted 
to reply there should be no speaking there that day. If Senators wij] 
examine this testimony they will find that the republicans had agreed 
on six or sight or ten meetings throughout the State prior to the nom- 
ination of Chamberlain for governor. Governor Chamberlain intended 
to address each one of these meetings. I think the first meeting was 
held at Edgefield, and if you will examine the testimony, even the 
testimony of the democratic witnesses, even the testimony of General 
Butler himself, you will find that Governor Chamberlain and his 
republican associates did not have a very pleasant time there that 
day. It appeared from the testimony of the witnesses before the com- 
mittee that out of this series of meetings, with the exception | think 
of one, the transactions that had taken place at Edgefield were dupli- 
cated at each one of these meetings in substance. 

The Senator has secn fit to attack Governor Chamberlain for issu- 
ing a certain proclamation. Governor Chamberlain in his testimony 
before the committee went into that subject very thoroughly, and I 
think he succeeded in satisfying the majority of the subcommittee 
that he did a very wise and prudent thing when he issued that proc- 
lamation. He told the committee how many rifle clubs he had ascer- 
tained in his official capacity there were in that State; that he had 
information in regard to their strength and in regard to the purpose 
of those rifle clu Just before that this Ellenton massacre had 
taken place. I will not go into the details of that massacre, though 
I think no testimony has been read here in regard to that very uofor- 
tunate occurrence. Some forty or fifty persons were killed during 
those troubles. I have not counted ap the number, but I can very 
easily ascertain how many were killed. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Enough in all conscience, but not half that num- 


ber. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. No matter about the exact number. 
Every person who was killed save one was a black man and a repul- 
lican. Only one white man was killed. 

The Senator also finds fault with the Army. Well, I do not think 
that the democrats in South Carolina have much love for the Federal 
Army. 

Mr. MERRIMON. The Senator does me injustice. I did not find 
any fault with the Army. They went where they were bid to go and 
did their duty as they were directed. What I find fault with is that 
the Army was prostituted by those who ought not to have done it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. And the Senator said that General 
McGowan swore that the presence of the Army there had made 4 
change of ten thousand votes in the result of the election. I agree 
with General McGowan that the presence of the Army there did 
wake a change of ten thousand votes, It made a change of more 
than ten thousand votes in the result of the election, but the change 
was not a democratic c , it was a republican change. Witness 
after witness came before the committee and swore that they would 
not have dared to go to the polls unless the troops were there. 
The Senator says that not fifty men in all the State, so far as the 
testimony appeared before the committee, were intimidated. My 
understanding of this cooley is very different from his under- 
standing of it, The Senator will remember that very many republi- 
can witnesses testified that they would not have dared to go to the 
polling-places at all unless the soldiers were there. _ 

Mr. MERRIMON. What I mean is this: We examined probably 
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d and fifty witnesses, and I do not think as many as fifty, 
i witnesses on both sides, swore that they were prevented 
from voting through fear. . 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I think a great many more than 
fifty witnesses testified upon that subject. I think a great many 
more than fifty witnesses testified that they would not have dared to 

to the voting-places unless they had known that there was some 
Federal protection for them. 

The Senator says, however, that more democratic colored men were 
intimidated than republican colored men. I will call the attention 
of the Senate to a few of the democratic colored men who were in- 
timidated and to what they said about it. One of the martyrs of 
republican intolerance who came before the committee was a man 
named Jeremiah Whitlock. Jeremiah went on to state to the com- 
mittee that in 1868 he remarked to his wife that he would go demo- 
cratic. His wife observed to Jeremiah in response to this, if he 
would do it she would leave him. Jeremiah had been married for 
quite a number of years, and that threat did not have as much infiu- 
ence upon him as though he had more recently entered into that 
blissful state. Jeremiah did democratic and his wife did leave 
him, and Jeremiah swore before the committee that he was very 
rladly intimidated. : . 

Mr EATON. Will the Senator permit me to ask a question? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Certainly. 

Mr. EATON. Is that the opinion of Jeremiah or is it a senatorial 
opinion? [ Langhter. . a , 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That is the testimony of Jeremiah, 
and Jeremiah was a democrat. We found that nearly all the colored 
ladies in South Carolina were republicans. They seemed to have no 
sympathy whatever with the democratic party. Here is another 
democratic colored man who was intimidated. His name was Will- 
iam G. Childs, and this was his testimony in regard to what he heard: 

Ata barbecue on my place I heard a woman say if her husband voted the demo- 
cratic ticket, and voted for her children to go back into slavery and to bo without 
education, and things of that kind, she would leave him and have nothing more to 
do with him. A good many women who were present at that time spoke up and 
said they would do the same, 

A colored democrat named Jonas Weeks came before the comwit- 
tee, and this Jonas Weeks had the honor at one time of being a slave 
of the great and good General Hampton. He testified that he got 
more toeat when he was a slave than now, and “ if it is so fixed I had 
to beaslave, lL would rather beaslave.” He said “I have a wife and 
two children, and she enssed me; and I had on adirty shirt and she 
wouldn't give me no clean shirt to put on.” The question was put 
to him— ’ 

. Your wife is a republican f 

A. Yea, sir; she claims to be a republican, and all them does; but I said she 
wasn't true to me because I supported General Hampton. 

Another colored democrat went on to testify that he was a demo- 
crat. He stated as his special grievance that on one Sunday night at 
a colored meeting— 

I got up and commenced talking, and then as soon as I commenced they— 
Referring to the colored brethren and sisters who were present— 
run out of the house and would not hear me, and I brought my remarks to a close 

just as quick as possible, 

[Langhter. } 

Another witness was invited to a wake, anil he goes on to testify: 
One of the women who was in the house there, she commenced laughing when we 

t down to pray, and my wife looked around and says, “ You have got nothing to 

ugh at;"" and she jast begun to laugh worse; and I just brought the prayer to a 


close as quick as posable, and says to my wife, ‘ give me a pipe full of tobacco, get 
your bonnet, and let us go home.” eerwe nal - 


This question was put to him: 
? When you got down to pray she langhed 1 

- Yes, sir; making fun to hear a democrat praying for her. |Laughter.} 
The next question was: 


Q. She said it was funny to hear a democrat pray ! 

A. Yes, sir; that is eo. 

There was a democratic orator, I do not know. but that it was 
the democratic orator whom my friend from North Carolina referred 
to. His name was George Meade. He describes his failure to secure 
an audience thus: 

A. I went on to Meeting street from there, I spoke there that evening. 

By Mr. Merrmon: 
9 Was that in the town? 


No, sir. Well it was astore. There was only one store that I saw there. 
Q. What was done to you there! 


A. Lots of colored people were sitting around there when I got up and started to 


speak ; and as soon as I got up, says they, “ Let's leave that nigger there; no use 
a at him ;" and they went back there somewhere; 1 don’t know where they 


By Mr. Cameron: 


. You thonght that was a great indignity, did not? 
. They said they heard me five mi kine 


Here is another colored democrat, and I think my friend from North 


Carolina will remember him. He was examined by the Senator from 
North Carolina, 


? ms the colored men ever abuse or maltreat you for being a democrat ? 
- They won't wash a shirt for me in Elgefield County, and if they do they 


on agus prices, and say they are going to get all the moncy out of the demo- 
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. They say they won't wash your clothes for you? 


. They say if they do they are going to charge double price, and get all the 
money out of the democrat niggers. 


Q. Do you remember any other fact connected with your experience during the 
late campaign? 

That conundrum was propounded to him by the honorable Senator 
from North Carolina. 

A. [have got to make some statement abont how we got to get along with the 
colored women. 

By Mr, MERRIMON: 

2 Yes ; we want to hear abont that. 

. If I got to pay twenty-five cents a shirt, and you pay dollar a month for your 
washing and I pay twenty-five cents a shirt, and change shirts as often as you do, 
I want to know how I'm going to keep up with the times. I wouldn't say any- 
thing about the colored women only that they intimidated me so bad. i 

All this talk about intimidating colored democrats is the merest 
bosh and farce that ever was attempted to be played before any 
audience. 

Mr. MERRIMON. 
whit. 

Mr. CAMERON, vf Wisconsin. I do not agree with you there. We 
did not ascertain that any colored democrats had been shot, or scourged, 
or driven off from their land, or refused employment. It appeared be- 
fore the committee that it was a very common thing, and in fact it 
was not denied, for the democrats who own the land to say to their 
negro employés—to say right ont “Unless you vote the democratic 
ticket you cannot stay on my place.” 

Mr. MERRIMON. Do you call that intimidation? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I docall it intimidation. These men 
are poor; they have families on their hands; they have no means of 
supporting those families except by the labor of their own hands. 
Nearly all the lands in the State are owned by democrats, and nearly 
all the employers in the State are democrats. If these poor men can- 
not get employment, if they cannot get lands upon which to work, 
the result is inevitable: they must starve or leave the State. I say 
it is intimidation; and I say it has been one of the most effective 
means of intimidation employed in that State; and I say it is one of 
the most effective means employed in other States in the South. 

But, Mr. President, I did not intend to be betrayed into saying as 
much as I have already uttered. The Senator from North Carolina 
has said that upon some future occasion he wil] discuss this so-called 
South Carolina question. I think, perhaps, that upon some other 
occasion I may be tempted to do the same thing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MIrcHELL ] to the res- 
olution of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The time having transpired fixed by my amend- 
ment in which this subject is to be made the special order, I ask gen- 
eral consent to modify it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator has the right to modify it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will modify it, so as to add to the resolution 
the following: 


No more, sir, than on the other side—not a 


And that this resolution be made the special order for to-morrow, at half past 
twelve o'clock p. m. 


—_ VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senate agree to the amend- 
ment 

Mr. EATON. Has not that amendment already been voted upon ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir; it has not. 

Mr. EATON. I thought an amendment was voted upon making 
the subject the special order for half past twelve. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been voted upon. 

Mr. HOAR. If I correctly understand the amendment, it fixes an 
impossible time. 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir. 
ble time. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that in legislative parlance to-morrow 
is the next legislative day, as for instance if we should pass such a 
resolution on Saturday that would mean if the Senate sat on Mon- 
day the subject would be taken up on Monday at half past twelve. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is just what 1 do mean by the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOAR. But I understand that we are to-day in the session of 
Monday. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is trne. 

Mr. HOAR. Therefore a resolution ordering something to be done 
“to-morrow at half past twelve” means that it shall be done on Tues- 
day at half past twelve, and that time has passed by. The gentle- 
man should say “Wednesday at half past twelve o'clock.” 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am willing to so modify my amendment. My 
opinion, however, is that “to-morrow” would mean Wednesday, but 
I am willing to say “Wednesday.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. “To-morrow” has reference to the pend- 
ing legislative day. The Chair thinks the Senator from Massachu- 
setts is correct. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. 
say Wednesday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeiug to the 
amendment as thns modified. 

Mr. WHYTE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EATON. Let the amendment be reported 


Half past twelve to-morrow is a possi- 


I will modify the amendment and 








: 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 
The Curer CLERK. It is proposed to add at the end of the resolu- 
tion the words: 


And that this resolution be made the special order for Wednesday, November 
28, at half past twelve o'clock p. m. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is right. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. INGALLS, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Raxsom,] who is detained from 
the Chamber by illness. My colleague (Mr. PLUMB] is unavoidably 
absent from the city, and is paired with the Senator from Missouri, 
{Mr. ARMSTRONG. } 

Mr. MAXEY, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan, (Mr. Ferry.] If the Senator from Michi- 
gan were here, be would vote “ yea” and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. PADDOCK, (when his name was called.) As I before stated, I 
am paired with the Senator from Arkansas,{[Mr.GARLAND.] If he 
were here, he would vote “nay” and I should vote “ yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DAWES, (after having first voted in the affirmative.) I paired 
for a short time with the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. GoRDON.] I do 
not see him in the Senate Chamber, and I desire to withdraw my 
vote, 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 28 ; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Penn- 
svivania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee. Christiancy, Conkling, Dorsey, Edmunds, 
Hoar, Howe, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews, Mitchell, Morrill, 
Oglesby, Rollins, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, and Wadleigh—26. 

NA YS—Mensrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davis of Minois, 
Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Kernan, 
Lamar, MeCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Merrimon, Morgan, Patterson, Ran- 
dolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—28. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Dawes, Eaton, Ferry, Garland, 
Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Ingalls, Johnston, Maxey, Paddock, Plumb, Ransom, 
Sargent, Sharon, and Windom—19. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Will the Senate agree 
to the resolution of the Senator from Ohio? on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the resolution be reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be discharged from the 
consideration of the credentials of M. C. Butler, of South Carolina. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON, (when Mr. BLAINE’s name was called.) I desire to 
say that the Senator from Maine [Mr. BLAINE] is paired with the 
Senator from Oregon, (Mr. GRovER.] The other Senator from Maine 
(Mr. HAMLIN] is paired with the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. 
BARNUM. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, (when his name was called.) I am paired 
with the Senator from Michigan, (Mr. CurisTiaANcy.] If he were 
here, he would vote “nay” and I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. EATON, (when his name was called.) As this is a vote on the 
main question I desire my action to appear on the record. Therefore I 
state that Iam paired with the Senator from California, [Mr. Sar- 
GENT.] If he were present, I should vote for and he would vote 
against the resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS, (when his name was called.) I am paired upon this 
question with the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Ransom.] If 
he were present, he would vote for the resolution and I should vote 

ainst it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, (when his name wascalled.) I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from Minnesota, Mr. Winpom.] If he 
were present, he would vote “ nay” and I should vote “ yea.’ 

Mr. MAXEY, (when his name was called ) I desire to state that I 
am paired with the Senator from Michigan, Mr. Ferry.] 1 would 
vote “ yea” and he would vote “ nay,” if the Senator from Michigan 
were present. 

Mr. INGALLS, (when Mr. PLuMb’s name was called.) My col- 
league [Mr. PLUMB] is unavoidably absent from the Senate and is 
paired with the Senator from Missouri, (Mr. ARMSTRONG.] If he 
were here, he would vote against the resolution and the Senator from 
Missouri would vote in favor of its adoption. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 29, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davis of West 
Virginia, Dennis, Garland, Gordon. Harris, Hereford. Hill. Jones of Florida, Ker- 
nan, Lamar, McCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Merrimon, M m, Patterson, 
Randolph, Sanisbary, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, aot, and Withers—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Penn- 
oziveni, Cameron of Wisconsin, Cha Conkling, Dawes, Edmunds, 


Dorsey, Ea 
oar, Howe, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, MeMillan, Matthews, Mitchell, Morrill, 
Oglesby, Paddock, Rollins, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, and Wadleig’ 


’ . h—27. 
ABSENT—Measrs. Armstrong. Barnum, Blaine, Christiancy, Davis of Mlinois, 
Eaton, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Ingalls, Johnston, Maxey, Plumb, Ransom, Sar- 
gent, Sharon, and Windom—18. 
So the resolution was adopted. 
Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. THURMAN addressed the Chair. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont. 
‘ a I object to the present consideration of the cre- 
entials—— 


journs now it will meet to-morrow at twelve o’cloc 








Novemner 26, 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair holds, then, that the subj 
goes over under the fiftieth rule of the Senate, ‘eet 
Mr. THURMAN. I move, Mr. President, that the Senate do now 


ourn. 

“ EDMUNDS. I believe I have the floor. I wish to sn est 
the Senator who proposes to adjourn until to-morrow that re o- 
know whether we should meet instantly, if we adjourned now in thes 
way, or would not meet until to-morrow. I suppose the Sen re 
means that we rn to Wednesday. ater 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I move that we now adjourn, w 
must be called in the session of Tuesday. ° 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Chair what is the effec 
ply adjourn at this moment, in point of law? At what 
meet again? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair holds that 


t if we sim. 
time do we 


if the Senate ad. 
i. on 


Mr. THURMAN. Then I move, Mr. President, that the 

oe to half past three o'clock, Tuesday. 
r. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I move that the Senate adjourn 

Iam happy to join with my friend in getting an adjournment once, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont moves tha; 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. EATON. The longest time will be put first. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to adjourn is first in order 

Mr. GORDON. Is the motion amendable? F 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to adjourn is not amends 


Senate 


ble. The motion is that the Senate do now 

Mr. GORDON called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, (when his name was called.) I am paired 
with the Senator from Michigan [Mr, CHRISTIANCY] on all these 
questions. 

Mr. PADDOCK, (when his name was called.) On this vote I am 
paired with the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. GARLAND.] I do not 
see him in the Chamber; therefore I will observe the pair. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 26, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Brace, Burnside, Cameron of Penn. 
sylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, 
Hoar, Howe, Jones of Nevada, Kitkwood, McMillan. Matthews, Mitchell, Morrill, 

lesby, Rollins, Sannders, Spencer, Teller, and Wadleigh—2. 

AYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davis of West 
Virginia, Dennis, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, 
McCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Merrimon, Mec Patterson, Randolph, Sauls. 
bury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—22. 
ABSENT—Messrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Christiancy, Davis of Mlinois, 

Ferry, Garland, Grover, Hamlin, Ingalls, Johnston, Maxey, Paddock, 

Plamb, Ransom, Sargent, Sharon, and Windom—19. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, now I renew my motion, if it is 
necessary, that we adjourn to half past three o’clock of Tuesday, the 
27th instant. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order that the rules only 
rovide for adjourning over for at least one day, and that it now is 


uesday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senators permit the Chair to 
state his view of this question? The Chair holds that, under the fif- 
tieth rule of the Senate, the subject-matter from which the committee 
has just been discharged must lie over one legislative day. He thinks 
this legislative day can be terminated only by an adjournment of the 
Senate. The rules of the Senate provide that the next legislative 
day shall in to-morrow at twelve o’clock. That is the opinion of 
the Chair. course he is subject to the Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to understand the Chair. Does he hold 
that if we i to half past three o’clock to-day, or any other 
hour to-day, that will not put an end to the session of Monday! 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. THURMAN. Weare now in the lative session of Monday. 
Do I understand the Chair to say that, if we adjourn to half past 
three or four or any other hour to-day, that will not put an end to 
the legislative session of Monday? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. THURMAN. With great respect for the Chair I mnst—— _ 

Mr. CONOVER. I was going to ask the Senator to withdraw his 
motion that I may make a motion to proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. I make that motion, Mr. President. __ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield the 
floor to that motion ? 

Mr. THURMAN. I should like to have the sense of the Senate on 
the point. I entertain very seriously, with t respect for the bet- 
ter knowledge of the Chair, a different opinion, and in order that the 
Senate—— : 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair knows not what the practice 
of the Senate may be in such case. He is governed by analogous 
practice in other bodies, and would be glad to hear the Senator from 
Ohio and other Senators on the question. ; 

Mr. THURMAN. I should be glad if the Chair would submit that 
question to the Senate or make a ruling so that I could take an 4p 
peal, whichever is most ble to the Chair. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. ident, I should like to know what Ly 
tion, under the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio, the Chair wou 
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or could submit to the Senate. It would not, I think, be the question | wise” must lie over for a day ; and if that is the natare of the propo- 
formulated by the Senator from Ohio, because the rule of the Senate | sition I insist that it shall. The whole matter, perhaps, had better 
would as 1 understand it exclude that question. The Senator from | be disposed of in the way suggested by the Senator from Ohio, be- 
Ohio, if I understand him, suggests thata motion now to adjourn until cause there seems to be a special fitness that some new rule or old 
another hour to-day would terminate this legislative day. The Chair | one violated should terminate this affair so as to have it entirely in 
expressed an opposite opinion and exp it with some abstinence. keeping. But still 1 think it better to stick to the law and I will 
It seems to me that there can be no doubt of the correctness of the | submit to my friend from Ohie and to his candid consideration that 
Chair's opinion in that regard. How can it be that a motion to-day | we now know not merely with our physical eyes, but we are boand 
to adjourn to another hour to-day can terminate this legislative day ? | to know it, the Chair is bound to know it as a matter of parliamen- 

Bat I rose to call the attention of the Senator from Ohio and of the | tary law, that it is after twelve o'clock of Tuesday by the calendar, 
Chair to the fact that ander the forty-third rule of the Senate that | and Monday’s session has lasted by twelve o’clock Tuesday, at which 
motion would not be in order. Regardless of what its effect might | hour the Senate by its orders would have met on Tuesday, if it met 
be, the motion itself would not be in order. at all, there being no preceding order to that time for a change, even 


When a question is pending no motion shall be received but : it — — ae a day’s notice; and so the legislative 
To adjourn, ay of Tuesday has lost its existence. Consequently I submit the 
To edjoara to a day certain, or that, when the Senate adjourn, it shall be toa only thing to do is to take a recess for the rest of this legislative 
day ce nD. 


day, if anybody wants to do it, until Wednesday—but of course that 
And now I submit with some confidence to the Chair that before does not get us ahead any—or else to adjourn. . 


you reach the inquiry of the effect of such a motion if it could be Mr.GORDON. May I ask the Senator a question? 
made, you encounter the difficulty that the rule does not permit the Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, with pleasure. 
motion to be made at all. To illustrate—it cannot be in order under Mr. GORDON. Suppose the Senator from Vermont had proposed 
this rule at twelve o’clock when the Senate convenes on any day | yesterday at four o’clock in the afternoon that when the Senate ad- 
for a Senator to submit a motion that the Senate now adjourn till | journ it adjourn to meet at five o’clock on Tues lay and the Senate 
four o’clock of the same day. The rule says, “that a motion may be | had voted for the motion and this debate had continued until three 
made to adjourn. Under the standing orders of the Senate that | o'clock to-day, and this motion had then been made to adjourn, 
carries the Senate over to twelve o’clock the next day.” The rule | would not the effect be to bring us into a new legislative session at 
farther says that yon may move to adjourn to a day certain, but I | five o’clock to-day? 
submit that does not mean to adjourn to an hour certain of the Mr. EDMUNDS. That is very possible. If before the time when 
same day. Another rule provides for that by tolerating a motion for | Tuesday’s daily meeting must begin by the rales and the orders, 
a recess. A motion applicable to a different hour of the same day | until they are changed, the Senate has fixed another hoar for the 
is by the rules a motion for a recess. That the Senator does not | meeting of the then next calendar day, I should think that resnlt would 
make; but he says “I move to-day to adjourn to another hour to- | follow most certainly; but the difficulty is that we have now, with- 
day.” I think the motion is not in order and it seems to me most | out any order of the Senate, passed the period at which it is possible 
manifest if it were in order that the Chair has stated exactly the | to have a legislative Tuesday; it is lost because, by the standing 
effect when he says that that motion cannot terminate the legisla- | orders of the Senate, the Tuesday’s meeting must have been at twelve 
tive day, being a motion which itself defines the time when it is to | o’clock, which has gone by as the Chair says, and I think this is the 
operate within the legislative day. : first time anybody ever maintained the proposition that is now sug- 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would state that the principle | gested upon that point. I certainly never heard the point made 
which controls him in his opinion is, that the motion of the Senator aan 
from Ohio violates a standing rule of the Senate which fixesthe hour | Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, the more I think of this, the more 
of twelve o'clock for the regular meeting of the Senate. I am satisfied in my own mind that my first impression was correct. 
Mr. EATON. I was about to su t, differing as Ido from the | We have again and again and again, notwithstanding the rule pro- 
Senator from New York, and with great diffidence, that a slight | viding that the Senate shall meet at twelve o’clock, adjourned to meet 
change in the motion of the Senator from Ohio would relieve him | at an earlier hour; we have again and again adjourned to meet at 
and the Chair and the Senate from any and all difficulties. This is | eleven o’clock, at ten o’clock—— 
Monday ; it is not Tuesday ; it is the legislative day of Monday; and Mr. ANTHONY. 
if the motion is to adjourn until Tuesday, the 27th, at half past three Mr. THURMAN. I donot know of any unanimous consent abont it. 
or four o’clock, it becomes an adjournment fora day. That ismy| Mr. CONKLING. Always, on the motion of the Appropriation Com- 
view of the law, and I have no doubt about it. mittee. 
To adjourn to a day certain. Mr. re : cannot recall that it was always by unanimous 
ts : ene . U btedly unanimous consent would do it, but I know 
This is the legislative day of Monday; it is Monday now, so far consent gs y. : . » ona oh 
onthe tinataie = aanall ee far as this legislative ate oanieaendl = have done that again and again. Now what says the Forty-third 
and if the motion were to adjourn to the legislative day of the 27th, _ 
if that be the day of the month, then the question would be entirely | when a question is pending no motion shall be received but— 
clear in my judgment. To adjourn. ; 
The Senator from New York suggests that there is an invariable | Te sdjoarn to a day certain or that when the Senate adjourn it shall be to a day 
rule of the Senate, which is, that it shall adjourn until twelve o’clock | °°" ’ 


of acertain day. This is one of the occasions upov which that rule ; ; islati 
becomes utterly ten fale, Td te at imperative: it ica rule that We must remember all the time that we are in legislative parlance 


and contemplation in Monday. This in legislative parlance is Mon- 

cannot be enforced, because the hour of the day for Tuesday has | day, and not Tnesday ; and case it is aealentie cae to move 
passed, although we are in session upon that day for Monday. I have | to adjourn to Tuesday or Wednesday or Tharsday ; and it is perfectly 
no doubt on the subject myself, and I do not propose to discuss what | competent to move to adjourn, as 1 think, to any particular hour of 
hr effect will be, and where we shall be when we get inta the legis: | any particularday. 1 might move to adjourn to ten o'clock Wednes- 
coe session of to-morrow. That is entirely another matter. Let | day or ten o’clock Thursday or eleven o'clock Friday, for the same 
t " oy oe of itself. : reason that I now make that motion, I can move to adjourn to half 
‘ me nee r. President, I rise to a question of order. That is, past three o’clock on Tuesday, the 27th day of November. That was 

il nah air cannot now submit to the Senate or now rule what | my motion. I do not understand the point made by the Senator from 
will be the proper order of business when the Senate meets on a future | Massachusetts, that I am too late in asking the Chair to submit the 
day or at a future hour of the same day. question to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator does not understand the Mr. CONKLING. Too early, not too late. 
- oe Se a ruling of that kind? F Mr. THURMAN. I thought he said too late. I do not understand 
h r do not understand that the Chair has made aruling, | what objection there is to the Chair submitting a question at any 
vat I understand that the Senator from Ohio has uested the Chair | time. 
= submit bs the Senate that question. The Chair having simply Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will permit me, I will state what my 
—— ated ae as was proper and usual, his opinion of point was. J understood that the Chair in answer to an inquiry—a 
ake is th the order of business at a certain time, my point of | yery proper inquiry—very properly replied that, in his judgment, 
Chai ‘e ats request of the honorable Senator from Ohio to the | 4 certain order of business would be appropriate when we met after 
a die, submit that ep to the Senate is out of time now; that | the adjournment, and that it was that question that the honorable 
mitted to the Sernty Rind on the question that is about to be sub- | Senator from Ohio desired the Chair to submit to the Senate, and it 

Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, the hour of meeting is fixed by an was to that question that some of the first remarks in this discussion 


: . : were addressed. My point was that the Chair could not now, ander 
be order adopted on the first day of the session, which pro- | the rule which Satiestods him to submit questions to the Senate, 
; submit what would be the proper order of business on a future day. 
molten red, — the hour of the daily meeting of the Senate be twelve o'clock That was my proposition. 
until otherwise ordered. Mr. THURMAN. I did not ask the Chair to do that. 
The Senate is about to propose to order half past three o’clock of The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachasetts is 
Tuesday for the meeting of to-morrow. wholly mistaken. The Senator from Ohio asked no such opinion of 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, if my friend from Maryland were | the Chair. 
correct in his proposition, then the new order of the Senate “other-| Mr. THURMAN. Certainly not. 


By unanimous consent, as we suspend any rule. 
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Mr. HOAR. Then I was mistaken; but that was the proposition 
which I stated at any rate. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I am so diffident of my own opin- 
ion upon a question of rules—— 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Ohio will permit me further to say 
in justification of myself, that my understanding, as I am informed 
by expressions in a low tone from some of the Senators near me, was 
the understanding of other Senators whosit near me. Iam not alone. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have no doubt of that. It was a mistake. 

Mr. President, as I was saying, I am so diffident in my own 
opinion on a question of rules, against the better judgment of the 
Chair, that I am willing to withdraw this motion and make another, 
which I will make, and which I believe will be in order, although, 
under the ruling of the Chair, it cannot be considered to-day, still I 
think it is in order; at all events I will make it, andif there is objec- 
tion as to its being out of order, we shall have the decision of the 
Chair upon it. I move that Mr. Butler, of South Carolina, be sworn 
as a Senator from that State. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That matter has gone over until to-morrow by 
the objection that I made before. 

on THURMAN. The motion goes over; but I can make the motion 
to-day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That matter is not before the Senate now. It 
has gone over, on the discharge of the committee, until to-morrow, 
and you cannot make the motion to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair holds that the whole snbject- 
matter has gone over on the discharge of the committee. A subject- 
matter from which a committee is discharged in the language of the 
rule, lies over. 

Mr. THURMAN. Does the Chair decide whether or not the mo- 
tion I submit is in or out of order now? I do not ask that it be taken 
up now. I agree that it goes over, but 1 now make the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the Senator may enter 
his motion subject to the decision of the Senate to-morrow when it 
is galled up. 

Mr. EATON. Let it be understood as entered, then. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair rales that the Senator may 
enter that motion simply in the nature of notice. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, Mr. President, as I happen to be on my 
feet, and before I move to adjourn, I give notice, by reqnest, as the 
saying is, not being responsible for it myself, that immediately after 
the reading of the Journal to-morrow, the highest matter of privi- 
lege, op the report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
touching the credentials of Mr. Kellogg, will be moved. Now, Mr. 
President, | move that the Senate adjourn. Weare all satisfied now, 
1 believe. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let us have an executive session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS and others. Oh, no. Let us adjourn. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let us have an executive session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I insist on my motion to adjourn. 
to keep us here any longer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is moved that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to; there DSeing on a division-—ayes 27, 
noes 29. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GORDON. May I ask a question for information? I should 
like to know from the Chair whether, if this executive session shall 
be ordered by the Senate, we can proceed to consider reports made 
to the last executive session f 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will answer that in executive 
session. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, (when his name was called.) I am paired 
with the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. CHRISTIANCY. } 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 23, nays 27 ; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Chaffee, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davis 
of West Virginia, Dennis, Eaton Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, 
Kernan, Lamar MeCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Morgan, Randolph, Saulsbury, 
Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—2s. 

NAYS—Messars. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Penn- 
sylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, Edmunds, Iloar, Hewo, 
Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews, Mitchell. Morrill, Oglesby, 
Paddock, Patterson, Rollins, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, and Wadicigh—27. 

ABSENT—Mesers. Armstrong, Barn Blaine, tenes. Davis of Illinois, 


Ferry, Garland, Grover, Hamlin, Ingalls, Johnston, Maxey, rrrimen, Plumb, 
Ransom, Sargent, Sharon, and Windom—18, 


It is cruelty 


So the motion of Mr. THURMAN was agreed to. 

Mr. WITHERS. Before going into executive session, I ask that 
the doors be considered open that I may present some papers for 
reference to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We cannot understand what business is being 
done. Let the order of the Senate be executed. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask leave to make a report from a committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont objects. 


to-morrow, when it can be reported in open session, 
Mr. BAILEY. Very well. 


The | 
Chair will suggest to the Sevator that it had better be deferred until | 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter of the &@ 
tary of the Treasnry in relation to a judgment rendered by the Ce = 
of Claims in favor of Elijah 8. Alvord, cleimant which was refernaa 
to the Committee on Appropriations. erred 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of ex 
After thirty-five minutes spent in executive sessio 
reopened; and (at four o’clock p. m., Tuesday, 
Senate adjourned until to-morrow, (W 


ecutive business 
n, the doors were 
November 27) the 
y, November 28.) 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, November 27, 1877. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain 
Rey, W. P. Harrison. ’ 
The Journal of Friday last was read and approved. 
REPEAL OF RESUMPTION ACT. 


Mr. MORRISON. I ask unanimous consent of the House for a few 
minutes in which to make some remarks apon the currency question 
that I desired to make the other day, but was prevented from doing 
so by the operation of the previous question. 7 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I ask leave to have printed in the Recorp some 
remarks upon that subject. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that such leave has alreary 
been given by the House to all members who may desire to avail them- 
selves of it. The Chair thinks that the proper interpretation of that 
leave would allow speeches on this subject to be handed in for print- 
ing in the Record at any time before the close of this extra session, 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, during the progress and near the 
close of the debate on Friday last, I desired to submit some remarks 
upon the bill then under consideration to repeal part of the third 
section of the resumption act. In the great anxiety for a vote anda 
“record” on the question, I failed to obtain the floor for that pur- 

, and I ask the courtesy of the House now that I may say what 
| would have said then. This question of currency and money is 
centuries old, and has hardly been finally settled by the action of 
this House in this short session. The question is temporarily in the 
Senate, but it will be here again, and speedily too, For the purposes 
of discussion and right determination I trust it may be considered, 
not inappropriately, as still pending here. I have sought the atten- 
tion of the Honse not to discuss the general principles of the subject 
under consideration, but to state as briefly as I may what I under- 
stand to be pro l by the pending bill, (now in the Senate ;) what 
it repeals and leaves unrepealed; what changes it makes in the re- 
sumption law. Should this bill become the law, what is our paper 
currency to be and how issued? By the General Government or by 
national banks? And what provision, if any, does it contain for 
making al] paper currency, whether issued or to be issued by the 
banks or by the Government, convertible into coin? 

The bill leaves the volume or amount of Government legal-tender 
notes at $354,490,892, and epenie all provision for their redemption or 
for making them convertible into coin at any time, however remote. 
It leaves unrepealed so much of the resumption act as authorizes 
what is called free banking. The only remaining restriction upon 
unlimited banking is the amount of the bonded debt and the amount 
of thereserve or redemption fund required, which may be in legal-ten- 
der notes, both ample for a hg ony circulation of $1,500,000,000, 

Limited even by the rules and principles of prudent and sate bank- 
ing, requiring a reserve or redemption fund equal to not more than 
one-third the amount of circulation, the bonds for security and legal- 
tenders for reserve are sufficient for a bank-note circulation excecding 
$1,000,000,000; but a banking system so limited would keep the legal- 
tender notes locked up in the banks or the Treasury for a redemption 
fund. So,then,the effect of the bill is to authorize national banks to 
issue all the paper currency hereafter to be issued which may amount 
to a thousand or fifteen hundred millions of dollars, as the interests 
of the owners of bonds may dictate. What they will issue will bo 
measured of course by what can be profitably issued. It the friends 
of the pending bill are correct in their assertions as to the demand 
which exists for currency and the prolits vi national banking, then 
we may expect the largest issue authorized, for the bill removes all 
threats of resumption and relieves the banks from all obligation to 
redeem their notes, otherwise than in the notes of the Government, 
which the Government itself refuses to accept for half its dues ani 
will not redeem. 

In this bill all provision for their redemption or for making them 
convertible into coin, as promised on their face, is repealed. 

This I believe is a correct statement of the provisions and effect of 
the bill and of what the law will be when the bill is passed. If it is 
incorrect some one will oblige me by pointing out wherein the state- 
ment of any part of it is not exactly true. 

I desire to call the attention of our democratic friends from Obie 
and from all the West who favor this bill and call it a repeal of the 
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sumpcion act to the declaration of principles so recently made by 
as Ohio democracy on this subject, which says: 
v» demand the repeal of the resumption act. * * * We favor the retention 
We hack currency as the best paper money we have ever had. * * * We 
of cree asue by the General Government alone of all circulating medium, whether 
are metallic, to be always of equal tender and interconvertible. 


I call attention to this because the declarations here madeembrace, 
in apt and cencise terms, the creed of all who demand a repeal of the 
« resumption clause” as & hinderance to resumption, and whose rep- 

sentatives offer no other clause or provision of law on this subject, 
jest that, too, may prove a hinderance ; the creed of all who “ favor” 
a paper currency only which shall be of equal value with and con- 
vertible into coin, but whose representatives make haste to undo the 
only provision of law which exists for the accomplishment of that 
purpose, replacing it with none better or worse, nor indeed any at 

|: and it is the creed of all who favor, in their platform of prin- 
ciples, their speeches, and declarations, the issue, by the Government, 
not by the banks, of all paper currency, but whose representatives, 
when they come to put their creed into the form of law, as the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency have done in this bill, strangely 
enough authorize the national banks, and not the Government, to 
jasue all the paper currency to be issued. I 

Now, sir, this bill is not the repeal of the resumption act, nor of 
the third section of the resumption act. It does not favor the issue 
by the General Government alone of all circulating medium, whether 

aper or metallic, to be always of equal tender and interconvertible. 
On the contrary, as I have shown, it does favor the issue by the na- 
tional banks alone of all paper currency to be issued; none can be 
issued by the General Government. 

After all the denunciation of the national banks which we have 
heard here, they alone are allowed to issue currency and there are to 
be no more issues of “ the greenback as the best paper-money we have 

ver had.” 

, The bill retains the present volume of nbacks for convenient 
and cheap reserves to encourage national banking, and it specially 
takes away all provision for making the circulation to be issued by 
them “interconvertible” with coin. 

Mr. Speaker, there is much of misapprehension and more of mis- 
statement resulting from the fact that every proposed change or 
modification of the resumption act, and especially the change proposed 
by this bill, is called a repeal of the resumption act, and is assumed, 
contrary to the fact, to be in some way hurtful to the interests of the 
national-bond holder and the national banker. There is a line of argu- 
ment, with a portion of the press seeming it, which oe that 
whoever insists that any repeal of the resumption act shall contain 
some provision or preparation for resumption at some time, whether 
the time be specially named or not, must be in some way in concert, 
if not in collusion, with the bankers and creditors of the Government 
to subserve their interests. If this line of argument is intended only 
as censuring the pernicious and despoiling legislation by which these 
interests have been favored at the expense of the people, I make no 
objection to it. Never having voted for any of this legislation I am 
not called upon to defend it. If it ‘s seriously intended to imply that 
whoever opposes this bill is helping either of these interests, then 
such argument is only employed by those wholly ignorant of the sub- 
ject they attempt to discuss; because, however or in whatever money 
other people ae pay - be paid, meeeees to poe ene holder 
is assured and provi for in coin. He is to be paid in no other or 
different money, whether this bill becomes a law or not. 

hong ry pe: olenty ata ares eens we value 
when this bill becomes law, because it facilitates and encourages 
banking, authorizes the banks to issue all paper money to be Sonaie 
and increases the demand for bonds for banking purposes. 

The national banker, too, is aided by it in its removal of the threat 
of resumption or obligation to resume in January, 1879, or practically 
at any other time, since the only remaining obligation to redeem is 
in United States notes, themselves irredeemable. 

Now, sir, it seems to be admitted by all, except perhaps the gen- 
omen — _ (Mr. oe a resumption is a desirable thing 
at some time; that, as our Ohio democratic friends express it, “all 
—- medium, whether paper or metallic,” notte intercon- 
vertibie, 

The law as it stands makes provision for that interconvertibility 
= ap It is Ags is - oe justified + the public 

ood, en there must another and a better one. What is it? 
This bill provides no mode at all. If the day is too early let us fix 
alater one. If we cannot make it certain let us at least put our- 
pe Roe of preparation for the end which professedly we 

It will not do. We shall not be justified by pronouncing this a 
bad law for no better reason than the fact of its ae been enacted 
by a republican Congress, unless we put one more in accord with the 
public interest in its place. It will not do to say a part of our peo- 
ple who have accumulated capital will be benefited because of the 
*nactment of laws in the public interest; therefore, we will pass no 
ee in the public interest. Sir, it is as unjust and reprehensible to 
n Ete 2 ainst as for any ove part or class of men. The true 
ia cae Le = never attempt such legislation. Their protection 

yt ound in laws bearing equally and upon all alike, 
use in the race for class legislation and special privileges the 


victory is always against the poor and for their oppressors. Insta- 
bility and uncertainty in currency and money, measures of values 
and medium of exchange, always favor capital. The distance be- 
tween the very rich and the very poor never grew so fast as whep 
our currency was most depreciated and most sudject to fluctuations 
Stability and certainty in money are the safeguards of the poor, the 
unwary, and unsuspecting. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ew1nG] has told us 
that the people confine their attention and interest to one great 
question until it is thoroughly settled. 

Well, sir, this billsettles nothing. It postpones, evades, and avoids 
the very question involved. It will not long be postponed. It will 
be settled; but to be settled it must be settled right. This bill seeks 
but to undo. It is a virtual.confession of incompetency to do more 
with the subject under consideration than to complain of our polit- 
ical opponents for not doing the best that may be done while we do 
nothing ourselves, The bill actually under consideration is that of 
my colleague, (Mr. Fort, ] which the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency accept and the majority here will adopt, and which the chair- 
man [Mr. BUCKNER] assures us is in its purposes and effect identical 
with the bill of the committee. This, he tells us, “is simply a repeal 
of the third section of this act,” though the bill accepted does not, 
nor is it intended to, repeal the banking clause of the third section 
of the resumption act. 

Finance does not seem to be one of the exact sciences, and this may 
account for the many strange things which are apparently insepara- 
ble from all our financial legislation. Among the noticeable features 
connected with the measure under consideration are the reasons as- 
signed why the committee put so much, and why it failed to put so 
much more, into the pending bill. 

The national banks, says the chairman of the committee, are “ with- 
out the least cash-paying capacity ;” are “ founded upon promises to 
pay of the Government ;” their existence “ is full of peril te the purity 
of legislation and an unbearable burden upon the productive indus- 
tries of the country ;” * * * “both the original bill and the sub- 
stitute recognize the existence of this gigantic combination of organ- 
ized creditand money power, and give it additional time to strengthen 
its hold wpon the country ;”’ and both “will leave the banks un- 
harmed and intact, with the same right to organize new banks as is 
now authorized by law. Banking will remain free as now, to any four 
individuals who can get together $50,000 in United States bonds ;” 
if he “desired to cripple or destroy these institutions,’ “if it shall 
be determined to bring the banks before the bar of public opinion,” 
their friends “‘ shall have due notice.” 

The gentleman from Obio inveighed against the money power, 
which, he says, ‘ subsidizes the press, captures statesmen and parties, 
and makes them its subservient tools.” Of this bill, to repeal so 
much of the third section of the resumption law as does not affect 
the national banks, he says: 

I wish it to be understood as having no connection with the question whethor 
the system of free banking established by the resumption law shall stand or fall. 
When it shall have been acted upon by the House, it will be for Congress to (le- 
termine whether the sovereign prerogative of furnishing the money of the pecplo 
shall be exercised by the Government, alone or divided with private corporations. 
I do not wish to confound two wholly separate questions, one of which is before 
us and the other not, 

So the Committee on Banking and Currency have determined that 
“the sovereign prerogative of furnishing the money of the people” 
is divided by the Government with private corporations as to past 
issnes, but as to all future issnes the “sovereign prerogative” re- 
mains alone with “ private corporations ”—the national banks. 

The law which authorizes free banking is not only part of thesub- 
ject under consideration, which is the resumption act, but part of 
the third section of the resumption act, the only part of the section 
which the Committee on Banking and Currency does not propose to 
repeal in the pending bill. Yet the advocates of the bill would per- 
suade us that the exercise of the “sovereign prerogative of furnish- 
ing the money of the people,” and questions involved in determining 
the quantity and qnality of that money, constitute no part of the 
subject-matter of a bill to amend the resumption act. While no one 
questions the purposes of the committee or any member of it in pre- 
senting this bill, the reasons stated for presenting it in its present 
shape are not quite satisfactory. Weare promised resumption with- 
out legislation when the condition of the country will justify it. 
Resumption is to come to the country like Topsy, who “never was 
born” but “just growed.” While so much is promised by the chair- 
man of the committee, its estimate of the magnitude of an increased 
and ever-increasing volume of currency, of the proportionally large 
amount of coin required for a coin basis, and of the amount of cur- 
rency actually required for the business transactions of a prosperous 
people, makes resumption, or a currency based on coin, impossible ; 
and therefore its members logically build their money structure in 
entire disregard of such basis. They build with the national banks, 
“with,” says the chairman, “no support but credit, no power or 
ability to meet their obligations in cash now or hereafter, and living 
from day to day on their own promises to pay and the debts they 
owe to depositors.” Upon such foundation the autbors of this bill 
now rest their financial structure. When this structure falls, as, rest- 
ing on such support, it must, its authors will be justly entitled to 
and no doubt will achieve the renown which belongs to “‘ wreckers” 
who builded wiser than they knew. 
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The coined product of our mines for forty years, we are told, would 
be insufficient for a coin basis, and hence to attempt such a basis is 
to make ourselves dependent upon the money power of Europe, to 
avoid which we are left to the tender care of our own money power 
to furnish us with money in quantities dictated by its interests with 
all restrictions as to quality removed. Why so much fear of one 
money power and so little of the other? Arethey notallkin? Why, 
Mr. Speaker, the “money power” has no further occasion to subsidize 
the press, to capture statesmen or ies and make them its subser- 
vient tools, now that those of the people’s Representatives, who 
arrogate to themselves the title of the people's only faithful Repre- 
sentatives, rush on in their clumsy, mistaken zeal to undo and remove 
the safeguards imposed in the public interest on that same money 
power. Sir, if the only faithful Representatives of the people make 
such haste in relieving the capital from restrictions in the exercise 
of its control over the currency, values, and property of the people 
when its issues amount to $300,000,000, who shall protect the people 
against it when its issues have grown to fifteen hundred millions of 
the “people’s money?” 

It is said that the reduction of the effective volume of the currency 
by which values are measured causes a ratable reduction, while an 
increase in the volume of currency causes a corresponding increase 
in values and prices. The gentleman from: Ohio has pictured, with 
all his ingenuity of statement, the losses and consequent miseries re- 
sulting from changes of values; yet it does not seem to have occurred 
to him or other advocates of this bill that the capital of the count 
may possess itself of our property, homes, and houses at present val- 
ues, and then, under the provisions of the bill, may double the cur- 
rency and the values of the houses, homes, and property as well, and 
pay for them by the return of one-half. Doubtless we shall be told 
that all this will be regulated by legal-tender notes; but what is to 
regulate the legal-tender notes? 

As we have grown away from the effects of the war and toward 
the ability to meet our obligations, and have renewed our promises, 
re enforcing them with something of preparation to make the Gov- 
ernment note convertible into coin, it has continued to grow in value. 
When, as proposed by this bill, the time it shall be © convertible 
is indetinitely postponed and the banks are left with unrestrained 

»ower to increase their notes, as good as and convertible into it, from 
300,000,000 to $1,500,000,000, who will undertake to fix what its 
value in the fature may be? 

Tested by the principles of any rational financial system, this bill 
isa fai'ure. Tested by the demands, hopes, and aspirations of yon- 
der great people in the West, to which professedly it is a response, it 
is something worse than a failure. 

Mr. Speaker, a statement made by the gentleman from Missouri 
{ Mr. BUCKNER] in his remarks on this bill as to the amount of “the 
actual debt yet to be paid in gold” suggests a matter to which I 
fesire to call attention. The bonded debt of the Government is pay- 
able in coin; none of it is specially made payable in gold in the bond. 
It will be remembered that the bill making the silver dollar a legal 
tender “for all debts and dues, public and private, except where 
otherwise provided by contract,” was passed under a suspension of the 
rules, affording no opportunity for consideration by the House; 
though it was understood, and so given out to the press, that the bill 
was identical in terms with one considered and agreed upon by the 
Commitiee on Banking and Currency. It is, and was, a matter 
worthy the careful consideration of the committee and of the House, 
whether our bonded debt, or an of it, comes within the excep- 
tion of the bill to be paid in gold, as indicated by the statement of 
the gentleman from Missouri. 

It will be remembered that one of the pretexts for the act of March, 
1869, was that, though the 5.20 bonds on their face were payable in 
lawful money, the syndicate or certain agents for the sale of bonds 
had “otherwise provided by contract.” I trust no room has been 
left by the Committee on Banking and Currency in the silver bill for 
construction by the syndicate or other agents of the Treasury De- 
partment, or by the Department itself, through which sapmeliets in 
their selfish greed may obtain further advantage to the public injury. 
Why was it not nominated in the silver bill if the bonded debt of the 
Government, or any part of it, will still be payable in gold only under 
its provisions? It was a question to be settled, and not left to con- 
struction. If the bonded debt of the Government, which is under- 
stood to be payable in coin, is actually payable in gold coin only, 
whether the silver bill becomes the law or not, why was it not so set- 
tled in the bill, and not left to constraction in the phrase “ otherwise 
provided by contract f” 

Mr. Speaker, we are now happil ope | from the political ills 
which following upon civil war so io atilicted and depressed one 
section of thecountry. Whether f from these ills because of a 
wise statesmanship, or of mistake, or of accident, or of something 
worse, the time for inquiry is not now, the place is not here. In my 
opinion, whatever that may be worth, it is now our highest and first 
duty to get away from the material effects which, following upon civil 
war, still remain to afflict and oppress the country in all sections. 

Chief among these is the currency or money system resulting from 
the necessities or supposed necessities of civil strife; a system op- 
posed in its inception by all the first minds of the democratic party 
whose representatives are now here to-day demanding its indetinite 
continuance as a fixed policy. 
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It is not in accord with the system of advanced 
nations, and is condemned alike by the wisdom of the 
of ourown Republic and the experience of other countri 
that I cannot vote for any bill _— this subject which 
some preparation or provision for resumption and for 
a coin basis at some time. 

REPORT OF MONETARY COMMISSION. 


Mr. SINGLETON. 1 am instructed by the Commit 
to report back with a substitute the resolution whic 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the reports and accom 
United States monetary commission, organized under joi: 
15, 1876, be printed for the use of the House. 

The substitute reported from the committee was as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House 

phiet form, of the report of the United States monetary com 
Fe ERLE PS 
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eaten containing ia all two hundred and ten oeteked came — — 

The question was upon agreeing to the substitute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. Siycur- 
TON } to allow a vote to be taken upon an amendment providing that 
these extra copies be bound in cloth. This is quite a large volume 
and if bound in paper will be almost entirely useless for preservation 
and reference. 

Mr. SINGLETON. We do not propose to have printed everything 
connected with this matter; simply the reports of the monetary con. 
mission with the accompanying documents. The correspondence re- 
lating to the subject is not to be published with the reports. We have 
examined this matter carefully, and find that to publish the whole of 
the testimony and corres ence and bind the volumes in cloth 
would involve a very great expense—not less than $5,000. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Will this inclade the testimony? It seems to 
me that the testimony in many respects is the most important part 
of. the work, and I hope we will not leave out the testimony. Wo 
get there a vast mass of facts and the opinions of a large number of 

ple, which it seems to me should be printed. It will make very 
ittle difference indeed in the cost of the work. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I assure gentlemen it will make a very consid- 
erable difference. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] snggests 
the printing of the testimony. Allow me to say that the testimony 
of the witnesses has not yet all been printed; I do not know that it 
is all ready for the printer. The whole report will be in two volumes. 
The first volume is now ont in bound form, containing the reports, 
&c., and the second volume not yet ready for the printer will con- 
tain the testimony. It will be time oo to determine about print- 
ing the volume of testimony when it is all ready for the printer. As I 
understand it this resolution simply provides for the printing of the 
reports of the commission with the special report, and it will bea 
very small volume. I believe the Senate has already ordered 10,000 
copies for its own use. 

r. SAYLER. Is it the intention when the entire testimony has 
been prepared to have it printed? I certainly agree with my col- 
league over the way [Mr. GARFIELD] that the testimony—I will not 
say that it is as valuable as the report—but I will say that in many 
respects it will be very important to the House and to the country to 
have the testimony. 

Mr. BLAND. In answer to that I will say that of course the tes- 
timony will be printed and will be contained in the second volume 
not yet out. At the last session the House ordered 3,500 copies to be 
printed. This work will be in two volumes, the second containing 
the testimony. Each member of the House will be entitled to about 
eleven copies. Ifany more copies are desired the House can order them 
hereafter. As I understand it this resolution is simply to print the 
reports of the commission and the special reports. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] that this resolution should be a concur- 
rent resolution. This House has not the power of itself to involve 
the Government in the expense of printing any document, This re- 
port comes from a joint commission. It has been stated that the 
Senate has ordered the printing of a large number of copies for them- 


selves. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I have not examined the rules particularly, but 
I did not suppose it was necessary to have a concurrent resolution. 
We are simply asking now to have 10,000 extra copies printed, alone 
for the use of this House, of a document which has already been or- 
dered to be printed. ; 

The SPEAKER. It is true that the cost of this printing will come 
out of an appropriation already made by law. The Chair merely 
made the suggestion. ams 

Mr. SINGLETON. There isa great demand for these majority and 
minority reports and the accompanying documents. In view of this 
demand it does not seem expedient to delay the whole matter uutil 
all the testimony shall be prepared for publication. : 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let one volume be published with the testimony 
already in; and when the remainder comes in, let that be published 
in the same form. 

Mr. SINGLETON. To print the part of the testimony already in 
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and publish the remainder afterward would cost much more than to 
ish all the testimony together. 
pablish a fear : : 

Mr. BANKS. This isa matter involving the interests not only of 
oor people and our Government, but of other governments. It is a 
question perhaps as important as any that can be presented ; and if 
the reports are to be printed I think the evidence upon which they 
are based should accompany them. Without the evidence the docu- 
ment will be very imperfect. I would much rather reduce by one- 
half the number of copies ordered than have the reports printed 
without the testimony, unless they are to be printed in this form as 
an additional document for general circulation while the two Houses 
are to be provided with a sufficient number of the reports with the 
testimony upon which they are based. . , 

Mr. SINGLETON. I have no doubt that there will be printed 
hereafter an additional number—perhaps a very large number—of the 
reports with all the testimony ; but the document cannot be printed 
in that form at present, because the testimony is not all in. 

Mr. BANKS. Then let us have what there is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read a para- 
graph from the Revised Statutes relating to this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

i er House 6f Congress for printing extra jes of docu- 
onan ey of eich exceeds $500, shall be b \ senate ccodeiien, which 
shall, upon its transmission from either i’ ouse, im y referred to the 
Committee on Printing of the House to which it is sent. 

Mr. SINGLETON. There is a letter from the Public Printer stat- 
ing the cost. If it exceeds $500, I presume a concurrent resolution 
would be necessary. ‘ rs) 

Mr. BANKS. I think that this printing should be ordered by a 
concurrent resolution, as the gentleman from Mississippi suggests. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk has just read the provision of law re- 
quiring that all extra copies of documents, the printing of which 
costs more than $500, must be ordered by concurrent resolution. The 
Chair will now have read a telegram from the Government Printing 
Office, which has just been sent to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Wasnincton, D. C., November 15, 1877. 
[From Government Printing Office.) 
To CHaRLes J. WIMER, 
Clerk Printing Committee: 
i © re of the mone commission will cost . 
Ten thousand copies of the report of tary re ane 
Chief Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair now suggests to the gentleman from 
Mississippi to make this a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Very well, sir; I will ask leave to withdraw 
the report. 

The SPEAKER, That is not necessary. The Clerk can modify 
the form of the resolution, 

Mr. BLAND. I would inquire whether the House has not the same 
right to order the printing of extra copies as the Senate has. 

The SPEAKER. It has; but if the Senate has violated the law, 
there is no occasion for the House to do so also. The Senate has 
clearly violated the law, if it has ordered extra copies of this report 
at an expense exceeding $500. 

Mr. BLAND. Ido not know that the Senate has violated the law, 
but I understand that body has ordered the printing of 10,000 copies 
of this document. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say, with great respect to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, [Mr. BLAND, ] that the law is very explicit on 
this subject. 

Mr. SINGLETON. There is no doubt that the Senate has ordered 
the printing of 10,000 copies of this document, and I do not think ix 
has been done under a concurrent resolution. 

The SPEAKER. No concurrent resolution of that character has 
come to the House from the Senate ; therefore, the Chair thinks that it 
has been done, if at all, by a Senate resolution. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I will ask to have the resolution modified, so 
as to be a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I understand that the committee report a sub- 
stitute; I would like to hear the original resolution read, as well as 
the substitute. 

The SPEAKER. They will both be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the report and accompanying documents of the 


United States mone! commission, und it resolution of August 15, 
1876, be printed for ther use ef the House. ren oe ; 


The Clerk also read the substitute reported by the committee, as 


follows: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate 
use of the House 10,000 copies, in pam 


comm! . crea’ by 
- ores the maj 
and ten printed pages, octave. 
Mr. REED. Will the gentleman from Mississippi inform the House 
what portion of the document as printed for the use uf the Senate is 
left out under his amendment f 
Mr. BLAND. I do not know. 


a REED. It seems to me one object which the House has, and 
great object in printing this report, is to circulate where it may 


concurring), That there be 
let form, of the report of 
int resolution of August 15, 
pot and minority reports, to- 
commission, containing in all two hun- 


be used for the purpose of reference, where it may be used by indi- 
viduals who are interested in the question, and interested also in the 
evidence contained in it, and that in order to make it permanently 
useful and serve the purpose for which the House wants it, it ought 
to contain not only the report of the commission and the reports 
suggested under the resolution as amended, but also the documents 
upon which those reports have been founded. We ought to have pub- 
lished at this present time so much of the evidence, the foundation 
of the reports, as is accessible, and then in due time to publish the 
rest. I submit the expense is so slight comparatively the House 
ought ae the resolution as it stood originally. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Speaker, it will cost about three times as 
much to print what is suggested by the gentleman as to print what 
is suggested by the committee. 

Mr. REED. But I submit it will make the report three times more 
valuable, 

Mr. SINGLETON. That may or may not be. I take it for granted 
when all the evidence comes in there will be printed a full report. 
Everything connected with the matter will be printed in due time. 
What we desire now is to print the majority and minority reports 
and accompanying documents for immediate distribution. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi that if it is not printed at all it will cost nothing. If we are 
to print, we had better print the complete document. If it is worth 

printing, then let us have the whole of it, no matter if it is to cost a 
ittle more. 

Mr. BLAND. It was suggested by many members that they de- 
sired these special reports containing about two hundred pages in 
pamphlet form as it came to the House and the Senate. ‘This would 
not contain the evidence nor the correspondence elicited from foreign 
governments, but simply the report of the commission and the special 
reports connected with it. This was done for the purpose of giving 
immediate distribution to that part of the document. I agree with 
the gentleman it would be advisable to print the whole document, 
and if that is preferable to the House, certainly there should be no 
objection to it; but it was supposed on account of the expense of the 
document the House would consent to print a part of it while it 
would not consent to the printing of the whole of it. Certainly if 
it be the desire of the House to print the whole document, evidence 
and all, I see nowbjection to it, and there will be no objection on our 
part to amending the resolution so as to make it conform to that 


urpose. 
r Mr. SINGLETON. As a member of the Committee on Printing I 
shall have no objection to it if that be the desire of the House. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Is an amendment pending that will print the 
whole of the document ? 

Mr. BLAND. I think not. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Then I wish to offer such amendment as will 
give us the whole document. 

The SPEAKER. The remedy is to vote down the pending amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let us vote down the amendment and pass the 
original resolution. 

r.GLOVER. I suggest whether it would not be better to recom- 
mit the resolution to the committee and let it be perfected. 

The SPEAKER. The committee has a right to report at any time. 

Mr. GLOVER. All of the testimony ought to be einbraced, because 
if only a portion be printed at this time and sent out to the country 
and another portion at another time the two portions most likely 
will fall into different hands and there will be only fragmentary dis- 
tribution of the document. I think it ought all to be printed and 
distributed at the same time. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I think there is no necessity to recommit the 
resolution to the committee, as it can be amended in the Honse. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Let the resolution be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move to amend by striking out the 
words “in pamphlet form” and adding to the resolution “all aceom- 
panying documents and testimony.” That I think will give us the 
whole docament. 


Mr. FORT. Would that include the correspondence? 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Yes, sir. I so intend. 

. FORT. A t deal of that is not worth printing. 

; STEPHENS. of Georgia. Let us have the whole of it. 

. BANKS. In support of the amendment of the gentleman from 
Georgia I desire to say this, that the first object we have in the pub- 
lication of this report is to get the opinions of experts and the best 
informed men of this country and all countries upon the subject to 
which the report relates. That should be our first —— Reports 
are ordinarily printed and circulated for information. But this report 
is upon asubject of such vast magnitude, such far-reaching influence, 
that we want to print and circulate it for the purpose of getting the 
opinions of the intelligent men of the world upon this subject. After- 
ward we can print it in a reduced form for the information of our 
own people and the people of other countries generally, if we choose. 
But in the first instance it ought to embrace everything on this 

uestion, and it will bring to us information of vast importance to this 
Severus and especially to the two Houses of Congress in legis- 
lating upon this important matter. I hope the amendment will be 
adopted. 
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Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I agree entirely with what has been 
said by the gentleman from Massa¢husetts. My intention in the 
amend nent is to include everything, and I think the words do. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Speaker, is this before the House 
on the report of a committee ? 

The SPEAKER. It is a privileged report from the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I should prefer, Mr. Speaker, that the 
report should be recommitted. If I may be allowed to state a reason 
for it I would say that I have examined the report and I find it, so far 
as I have got, to be a one-sided document. It is mainly made up of 
arguments to prove a particular case, not in the interest of truth and 
fair investigation. That is my judgment, so far as I have been able 
to examine the report; and until a more careful examination can be 
had of that document I should be unwilling to give my consent to its 
publication on a large scale for general circulation. I therefore move 
to recommit. 

Mr. FORT. I wish to inquire of the chairman of the Committee on 
Printing if he can inform the House how much it is going to cost to 
print the entire documents and the correspondence. 

Mr. SINGLETON. It will cost about three times as much as is pro- 
posed by the committee. It will cost about $2,700, if no binding is 
done. 

Mr. HANNA. I trust the amendment of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia will prevail. There is no question to which the mind of the 
American people at present is more earnestly directed than this sub- 
ject; and to furnish them correct information by the publication of 
this report will be money in the jadgment of the people well expended. 
The people are desirous of the truth in reference to this question. 
The people are not afraid of the fullest investigation, and they desire 
that their Representatives shall furnish them, as fully as may be, cor- 
rect information upon this subject. Speaking, then, for the people 
that I represent, I seust that the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. SINGLETON, I desire to say one word further in response to 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Fort.] I stated that the printing 
alone of the whole of the reports, correspondence, &c., would cost 
about three times as much as contemplated y the committee’s report. 
But if the document is to be bound in cloth or otherwise you must 
add to that the cost of the printing. I do not know how much that 
would be, but about $5,000. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The whole cost will be about $3,000. 

Mr. SINGLETON, Or, with the binding, $5,000. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to say one word in reply to the gentleman 
from New York, (Mr. Hewrtt.] If this report be a one-sided affair, 
the only method we can take to get a correction of the report is to 
send it out to those men that are acquainted with the other side, and 
we shall certainly receive a full criticism of it from all quarters of 
the world, because the question is one of universal interest. We shall 
have a full exposition and representation from the public press, and 
by correspondence, of the views of the men who are not represented, 
according to the statement of the gentleman from New York, in this 
report. What the gentleman has stated, that this is not a full state- 
ment of the views of both sides, is the strongest argument or the 
strongest statement that can be made in favor of publishing the report. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. If the gentleman from Massachusetts 
will allow me, I will state a little more particularly the reason why 
1 make the motion to recommit. It is not only because the report is 
one-sided in its representations, but because I have been told by gen- 
tlemen who testified before the commission that they have never had 
a chance to ge before the committee and correct the proof and 
revise the evidence. Therefore, I think they should have a chance 
to go before the Committee on Printing and represent the facts. 

Mr. BANKS. How can these gentlemen, whose evidence has been 
misreported, have an opportunity to correct it unless it is printed ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. It has been printed. 

Mr. BANKS. This a does not go out with the sanction of Con- 
gress. It goes out for the inspection and investigation of men who 
are interested in this subject; and the only way in which we can 
get their views is to have this printed. It will go very likely, or if 
the gentleman chooses, it can go, with the declaration that it does 
not represent the views of Congress. We do not care anything about 


that. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. If it does not represent the views of 
witnesses who testified f 

Mr. BANKS. If we have this report published in full, so that it 
can be sent to men in all countries acquainted with the subject, we 
shall have from those men a full statement of the question, which is 
all we went. The two great governments of Europe, Great Britain 
and Germany, are now committed to the other side of the question 
than that represented in this report, according to the views of the 
gentleman from New York. And from those governments, and from 
everybody connected with this question, we shall have the report 
which he desires. For myself I have no objection to recommitting 
this resolution. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I still wish the House to understand, 
and I state that Iam assured by one gentleman who gave evidence 
before this commission, that he has applied repeatedly for the proof 
of his evidence in order that he may correct it, that it has been 
repeated!y promised to him, but it has not been sent to him. 

r. BANKS. In this way he will get it. 
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Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Ifthe gentleman from M 

| (Mr. Banks] will allow me, my pointis this: although it js true thy 
Congress does not sanction the doctrine set forth in this docume = 
ordering it to be printed, still if we print the evidence in a particay. 
form we authorize the statement that it was the evidence aheen ’ ~ 
fore the commission, although the fact is that the document pro ‘ = 
to be published is not the evidence given before the commission — 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr} re 
a this report as a one-sided affair. No doubt it does pot enit 

him. He seems to be one-sided on all propositions, and very dec a. 
edly one-sided. I undertake to say it ce been the desire and wish 
of the commission, and as far as I know and am informed it has been 
the practice of the commission, to give every gentleman who testified 
before it an opportunity to correct his testimony in such manner a 
he saw proper. The —— from New York says some one h - 
told him differently. I would like to inquire of the gentleman wh, 
that witness is? F 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am prepared to answer the gent}o- 
man ; there is nothing about it to be kept secret. The United States 
mining commissioner, Dr. R. H. Raymond, informed me that he had 
endeavored to get a proof of his testimony and had been quite unal|y 
to do so, although he had applied for it several times. Consequently 
he is not able to say whether the evidence about to be published is or 
is not the evidence which he gave before the commission, 

Mr. BLAND. As I said before, the testimony has not all yet gone 
to the printer. If this gentleman has not had an opportunity to cor- 
rect his testimony or to examine any proof of it, the door jis sti)! open 
to him and he no doubt will be afforded that opportunity, as every 
gentleman who testified before the commission had such oppor- 
tunity. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt] undertakes to cast 
reflections upon this report and upon the commission. The first 
resolution introduced here provided for the publication of the minor- 
ity reports. The gentlemen of the minority had all the opportunities 
that gentlemen on the other side had in making up their reports, and 
the whole of it goes together. There can be no injustice or unfairness 
connected with it. Of course the gentlemen holding the views which 
the gentleman from New York does argue from one stand-point, and 
the gentlemen on the commission holding different views argue from 
another stand-point. But all the proceedings of the commission con- 
nected with the subject will be published fairly, and each witness 
will have an opportunity to correct the proof of his testimony. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I wish to say to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hewitt] that the party to whom he refers as not 
having had an opportunity to correct the proof of his testimony never 
can do so until we order it to be prin It must be pat in print 
before he gets the proof. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. If the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
STEPHENS] will allow me to correct him, I will say that all the tes- 
timony, as I understand it, has been putin print. My complaint is 
that it is now proposed to print this document before it has been sub- 
mitted to the parties who gave the testimony, in order that they may 
verify its correctness before it is given to the world. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Then I will move to further amend 
by providing that each witness may have an opportunity to correct 
the proof of his testimony before its publication. 

Mr. BLAND. I will say again, in answer to this gentleman from 
New York, [ Mr. Hewitt, ] that a large part of this evidence has never 
gone to the printer, and gentlemen who desire to correct their testi- 
mony can do so at anytime. There is no use of casting slurs of that 
sort on the commission ; it is unjust, unfair, and untrathfal. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Having originally introduced this resolution, 
or a similar one, I desire to say that the reason which indaced me to 
offer it was that I had received a great number of requests from my 
constituents to furnish them with this document. I believe there is 
no document which has been printed by or presented to this or the 
last Congress which is more desired by the people, at least in the 
region of country where I live, than this one. I think it is one 
that is exciting a great degree of public interest ; and I believe that 
the ee an ag documents will be qnite as interesting to the 
people as the report itself. I hope that when this document is printed 
it will be in such a form that we can furnish our constituents not 
only with the report of the commission, giving their conclusions, 
but also the accompanying documents upon which their conclusions 


are P 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before the order for printing is made, I would 
like to suggest that the resolution be so amended as to provide that 
the portion of this report which is in other languages than the En- 
glish be translated and printed in English. In looking over the doc- 
ument I find quite a number of p: in French, in Italian, and in 
Spanish. This may do for the constituents of my distinguished frieud 
from New York, [Mr. Hewitt, ] who are metropolitan and cosmopol- 
itan people; but the constituents whom I have the honor to repre- 
sent are‘not so fortunate as to understand so many of these languages, 
though they could perhaps get along reasonably well with one or two 
of them. A coll © hear me suggests th: t the part printed in for- 
eign languages be “ bound in Russia.” [Laughter.} I will say fur- 
ther that if these portions be translated, I see no reason for printing 
the text also in the original foreign language. ea 

Mr. BLAND. It might give the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
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gprINGER] an opportunity to indulge for himself his gertes in trans- 
at SPRINGER. Iam perfectly willing to submit the matter to 
the ete gentlemen who compose this commission, and take their 

ord for the correctness of the translation. We shall thereby save 
pera wople a large sum of money which would otherwise be ex- 
“ ded in printing part of this document in several foreign lan- 
me I hope, therefore, that the part of this report which is now 
ft other languages than English will be translated and printed in 
English without reproducing the original text. . 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I think the best course is to have the 

rtions in foreign languages translated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is what I suggest. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I think that ought to be done. 

Mr, SINGLETON. I think it must be apparent to this body that 
the course proposed by the committee was the wise one. There is a 
great, a pressing, an immediate demand for the majority and minority 
reports with the accompanying documents. There is a very large 
portion of the testimony and a great deal of correspondence in just 
the situation which the gentleman from Illinois suggests, and there 
is no use of printing those portions in a foreign language and also in 
English. I presume that the constituents of other gentlemen are 
not more learned than mine, and very few of them read anything 
except the English language. 

The committee have deemed it best that these reports with accom- 
panying documents should be published for immediate use, with the 
expectation that at some future time the complete document will 
be printed, omitting anything unnecessary and making such changes 
as way be deemed prudent. For immediate use it is proposed to 
sublish about one-third of the whole volume at a cost of about $300. 

f we publish all the unnecessary matter and then bind it, the cost 
may be $4,000 or $5,000. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I do not concur with the gentleman 
from Mississippi, [Mr SINGLETON.] If we print this document either 
for general distribation or for limited circulation, all the evidence or 
testimony upon which it is founded ought to go withit. I agree en- 
tirely with the gentleman from Missonri, [Mr. BLAND,] the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [ Mr. BANKS, ] and the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. GARFIELD.] Let the whole testimony go out with the report, 
so that all can see upon what the inferences and conclusions of the 
commission are founded, 

Mr. SINGLETON. Then we shall have to wait for some time be- 
fore we can have this document, for a part of the testimony has not 
yet been handed to the printer, Meanwhile the country is demand- 
ing this report; andthe question is whether it is necessary to delay 


the printing of veg part of this document until the whole of that 


evidence has been handed to the printer. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. In reply to that I would say, let us 
wait until we are ready; let ussend out nothing that is half finished. 
If we should send out ten thousand copies now in an incomplete 
form and ten thousand copies more when the testimony has come in, 
the cost would, as the gentleman suggests, be four or five times 
greater perhaps than it need be. This report was made some time 
ago. The testimony must be here; and how long would it take to 
print four hundred or five handred pages? Why, sir, there was laid 
upon my table the other day a document in a contested-election cage 
from one of the districts of South Carolina—a document embracing 
eight hundred pages. There will not be that number of pages in 
all this testimony. 1 presume there will not be more than five hun- 
dred or six hundred pages. It can be done. Why has it not been 
rinted? Because there is no order, I understand, for its printing. 

he gentleman from New York says there is. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. There is, and my point is, if the gen- 
tleman from Georgia will allow me, that so far as my observation has 
gone only that portion of the evidence which seemed to support one 
view has been put into type, and the other portion is not in type. I 
do not object to the printing; I want it ali. printed: I want every 
bit of it printed; and I want every gentleman who has testified to 
have — opportunity to see whether his testimony is correctly printed 
or not. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Georgia. That is certainly what I want. I 
want the whole of it, The gentleman says a part bas been printed. 
Let the whole of it be printed. It can be done in a month or less. 
I therefore disagree with the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Speaker, it is a matter of no difference to 
me individually what disposition shall be made of this resolution. I 
have no ex aboutsapporting the report of the Committee on Print- 
ing at all, and if gentlemen are ready to print the whole of the docu- 
ment, and it ean be done in time for the people who are demandin 
it, 1do not object. It will be seen, however, that a large portion o 
the testimony is not ready, and the question arises whether it is the 
purpose of the committee to allow it to be printed. These are qnes- 
tions to be settled. We were only vonaited to act upon that which 
Was before the committee, and have so reported. 

The SPEAKER. The condition of the question is this: An amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute has been reported from the com- 
mittee, to which the gentleman from Georgia moves an amendment ; 
pending which the Neg from New York (Mr. Hewitt] has 

© 


ie ete whole subject. The first question will be on 


The House divided ; and there were—ayes 17, noes 87. 

Mr. CLYMER. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is a quorum in the House. 

Mr. CLYMER. I withdraw my point of order, 

The SPEAKER. The motion to recommit is disagreed to. The 
Clerk will read the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Strike out in the second line of the substitute the words “in pamphlet form,” 


oat also after ‘ 1876" strike out the remainder of the paragraph and insert as fol- 
ows: 


And all accompanying documents and testimony, provided that each witness 
may have the opportunity to correct the proof before such printing is done. 

Mr. STEPHENS, cf Georgia. I wish to add further: “And all 
testimony in a foreign language be translated into English.” 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I suggest the gentleman should 
modify his amendment so as to provide that witnesses should have 
an opportunity to correct proof and evidence. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Yes, sir; let it provide that they 
shall have opportunity to correct proof and evidence. 

Mr. CONGER. How long is that to take? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. If they will furnish the 
evidence to the witnesses they will do it quickly. 
months trying to get it, and have not yet succeeded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does this provide for binding in cloth? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Yes, sir; add that. 

Mr. EDEN. Whose business is it to provide the translation from 
the foreign language into the English ¢ If that is the business of 
any one, I do not object to the amendment. 

Mr. CLYMER. Does the gentleman from Georgia propose the 
original letters or testimony in French or German shall be inserted 
in the original text, and then the translation placed beside it ? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I do not, but I have no objection to 
that. 

Mr. CLYMER. That should be done, as the translation may be in- 
accurate, and readers should be permitted to judge of the accuracy 
or inaccuracy of the translation. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. As I have said, I have no objection 
to that. The Clerk will now read the resolution as it is proposed to 
be modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That there bo 
printed for the use of the House 10,000 copies of the report of the United States 
monetary commission, created by joint resolution of Augast 15, 1876, and all ac- 
companying documents and testimony, provided each witness may have an oppor- 
tunity te correct the proof and evidence before such printiug is done ; that it shall 
be translated, and the translation and originals shall accompany each other. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky. That makes no provision for bind- 
ing in eloth. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I accepted that as a modification of 
my amendment. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Some of the witnesses live across the water. 
What length of time is to be allowed them to correct the evidence ? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. It does not require them to do it, 
but only affords opportunities to such witnesses as may so desire to 
correct proof and evidence. 

Mr. GARFIELD. It seems to me that courtesy requires w should 
put in a number for the Senate, say 3,000, for the use of the Senate. 
We ought not to pass the concurrent resolution without making 
some such provision. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will go to the Senate, and they 
can add whatever number they may think proper. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think we onght to put it in here. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. It is not necessary at all. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Does the gentleman accept the 
amendment as to binding? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Yes, sir; that is in. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I should like to have a separate vote 
on that, because I am opposed to the binding of public documents, 
and J think it is time a stop should be put to it. It is as good a time 
to begin with this as with any other document. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 1am in favor of binding public doe- 
uments because I was the author in this House of binding decuments. 
The first resolution which passed the House on that subject was at 
my instance. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move tostrike out the proviso to that amend- 
ment in order that I may have an opportunity to say one word in 
opposition to it. This report probably contains more valuable in- 
formation than has been given from the House for many years, for it 
is upon a subject of very practical importance to our people. This 

roviso, if allowed to remain in the resolution, would defeat the ob- 
ject sought by those who desire this information published and sent 
to the country. We have now the papers which we have acted upon 
and if gentlemen desire those papers, that are in other languages 
than our own, to accompany the report, 1 have no special objection, 
only that I do not see any particular advantage init; but I trust that 
the friends of the resolution will not embarrass this publication by 
attaching to it a proviso that will place it in the discretion of who- 
ever has to deal with this subject, to send to Europe and waste time 
for the purpose of enabling those who choose to revise their testi- 
mony to do so. It will practically defeat the publication of the re- 
port and the dissemination of this information to the people. 
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Whatever testimony was taken by the monetary commission was, 
no doubt, revised by the witnesses before it was prepared for publi- 
cation. 1 say that because that has always been the uniform prac- 
tice of committees in such cases, and there is no object in now asking 
time for the further revision of this testimony by witnesses, either in 
this or in other countries. This would embarrass the publication 
and delay the distribution of this very important information, and 
in that view I trust that the proviso will be stricken out. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I do not wish to embarrass or delay 
this matter at all, and the gentleman does me entire injustice in that 
particular, He says that the testimony has been examined by the 
witnesses already. 

Mr. REAGAN. I say that that is the uniform custom. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. That is not the fact in this case, I 
have the statement of witnesses themselves that they have not been 
permitted to examine their testimony ; and I ask, as a matter of jus- 
tice, that the House shall not deny this privilege to witnesses who 
ask it. In order to save time I am willing to modify the resolation 
so far as foreign witnesses are concerned, I think that is all that 
wouid cause any delay, although I now state that the leading foreign 
witness stated to me in Paris that he had not been fairly reported ; 
but to save delay Iam willivg that the proviso shall not apply to 
foreign witnesses; but as to those living within twenty-four hours’ 
ride of Washington, it. would be gross injustice if they were not 
allowed to see what is to be published as their testimony when prob- 
ably it is not their testimony. 

Mr. REAGAN. Of course I do not intend to say that the gentle- 
man from New York (Mr. Hewitt] wishes to defeat the object in 
thiscase. I am not speaking of motives or objects; but of the effect 
of the proposed action, And I appeal to the judgment of every gen- 
tleman here if the effect of it will not be to defeat the very object of 
the resolution itself? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Does the gentleman desire to circu- 
late false evidence? I ask that the evidence circulated shall be the 
real and not the false evidence of witnesses, and the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] must surely concur with me in that demand. 

Mr. REAGAN, I can only say that if the gentleman is not mis- 
taken, it is certainly extraordinary that the commission in dealing 
with so grave a subject should have refused to permit witnesses to 
examine their evidence before allowing it to go to print. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am not mistaken. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then if the gentleman is right the fact should go 
to the country that this commission refused to permit witnesses to 
verify their testimony. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. My statement was that witnesses 
have not had an opportunity to revise their testimony. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think the gentleman’s statement was that the com- 
mission had refused the witnesses an opportunity of examining their 
testimony. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I said, and I repeat now, that gentle- 
men who applied for a copy of their evidence in order to revise it 
were told that it would be sent to them, and it has never been sent 
to them up to this hour. 

Mr. REAGAN. One more remark. If those who believe this infor- 
mation ought to go to the country desire to attain that object effect- 
ively, it is better for them to control it themselves than to put it out 
to a wet-nurse who has no affection for it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to say to the gentleman from New York, 
{Mr. Hewitt,] who seems to iterate and reiterate what is an in- 
justice to the commission, that any gentleman who has not had an 
opportunity to revise his testimony will have an opportunity to do 
so. I will say to him that the evidence has not all toon prepared for 
the printer, and probably has not been prepared for witnesses to 
revise their testimony in manuscript. I assume that the House is 
not desirous of taking into its hands the directing of the mode and 
manner in which the commission shall perform its duties. That part 
of the resolution that directs the translation of testimony, and that 
the witnesses shall have an op unity to revise it, I think wholly 
unnecessary, from the fact that translations have already been 
made. It is true that the reports are printed in foreign languages ; 
but this decument will circulate all over the country, and it is proper 
that all these papers should be printed in the original language, and 
that will be done, accompanied with an English translation, as I un- 
derstand it. I do not see any necessity of that portion of the resolu- 
tion, and I would inquire if it is in order now to offer an amendment 
in the nature of a substitate for the original resolation ? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution, as reported from the committee, 
is an amendment in the nature of a substitute for the original reso- 
lution. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] has moved to 
amend the substitute, which is as far as can be gone in that direction, 
but the gentleman may move to amend the original text. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Is not the amendment of the gentleman from 
Georgia susceptible of division? It embraces two distinct proposi- 
tions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is divisible, and the Chair was 
going to suggest to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. ReaGAan ] that 

is remedy was in asking for a division. 

Mr. FORT. Itoccurs to me that all these difficulties about perfect- 
ing the resolution conclusively show that the resolution and the 
anwendments ought to be recommitted to the committee, so that they 


— aera and make a report ; and I therefore think it should be 


Mr. SINGLETON. I think it is eminently proper that tha 
be done. I think the committee now understand the se 
House on this eee and of course they will endeay 
to the wish of the House. If the resolution passes in its re 
form I think it will give rise to some delay. peccent 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Fo 
move to recommit the resolution ? > wear} 

Mr. FORT. I move that the resolution and amendments be reco: 
mitted. I think that is the best way of settling the matter. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask that the amendment which I desire to Offer ¢ 
the tons | be read. Pe - , 

r. FORT. So many amendments have alread 
that we cannot tell oom to vote. me eee 

Mr. BLAND. Let my amendment be read. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows : 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House 10,000 copies of th 
report of the silver commission, with the accompanying documents and reporta. r 
Mr. HEWITT, of New York. That is asubstitute, it strikes moe 
The SPEAKER. It is an amendment to the original text, F 

Mr. BLAND. That includes everything that gentlemen desire, and 
I see no reason for recommitting it. p 

The question was taken upon Mr. Fort’s motion ; and it was agreed 


t should 
nse of the 
or to conform 


And the resolution was accordingly recommitted to the Committee 
on Printing, with the pending amendments. 

Mr. FORT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was recommitted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider bye 
laid on the table. 


BINDING OF DOCUMENTS FOR MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back, 
with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 1279) authorizing the binding 
of documents for members of Congress. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 


In lines 3 and 4, strike out the words “or Superintendent of the Government 
Printing Office.” 
In line 4, after the words “ to bind,” insert the words “ at the Government Print. 


ing Office. 

fu line 6, strike out the words “ officer or ;" so that the bill will read as follows; 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of ives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Public Printer be authorized to bind at 
the Government Printing Office any books, maps, charts, or documeuts published 
by authority of Congress, upon application of any member of the Senate or House 
of Representatives, upon payment of the actual cost of such binding. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I will state that we addressed a note to tho 
Public Printer inquiring whether this would interfere with the 
regular work of the office, and we were assured that it would not; 
and the whole scope of the bill is to allow members of Congress of 
both Honses to have documents that have not been bound, bound at 
the Government Printing Office at their own expense. It wili not 
interfere with the regular business of the pans and binding of 
documents. This, sir, has been done heretofore, but by some cou- 
struction of law by the Public Printer he has refused to do it. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. There is no objection to the bill ; let 
it 

*The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 

On motion of Mr. SINGLETON, the Committee on Printing was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 462) to 
amend a part of chapter 105 of an act entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1878, and for other purposes ;” and the same was 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


INDEX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


Mr. SINGLETON also, from the same committee, reported back, 
with the recommendation that it do not pass, the joint resolution (H. 
R. No. porpertins an index to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I will simply state to the House that the work 
eee by that resolution is now done under the direction of the 

—_ Committee on Printing, and that a man is now engaged on the 
wor 

I move that the joint resolution be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


L088 OF THE STEAMER HURON. 


Mr. SHELLEY. I ask unanimous consent te offer the following 
resolution : 


Whereas it is believed that the loss of the Huron was in a measure attributable 
to her unseaworthiness and it is rumored that other vessels now being repaired 
at the different navy are in a like condition ; and whereas, it has been show®, 
as in the caso of the Yantic, to be poor economy te repair old hulls; Therefore, _ 

| Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to direct the suspensiee 
| of work on naval vessels which are now being repaired, or which have been or 





1 to be repaired since the Ist of March, 1877. under the direction of the Bureaus 
dered to be’ Pr vnd of Steam Engineering, until an examination of all such vessels 
of Cor “ 7 br . competent naval board; an 1 that such a board shall be appointed 
an eh by the Secretary of the Navy, and shall consist of a rear-admiral (as 
f F gle such other Officers on the active list of the Navy as the said Seere- 
_scamaee «elect, including @ naval constractor and an engineer; said officer s to be 
es in their respective grades whenever the services of such officers can be 
. ‘ . wailable; which board shall, at the earliest practicable moment, proceed to 
a ceveral navy-yards and examine all naval vessels there now under repairs, or 
ich have been ordered to be repaired, and report the result of their examination, 
t 
r 


ther with their opinion as to the propriety of continuing said work; which 


»t the Secretary is requested to transmit to this House. 


Mr. HALE. I must object to that resolution ; it is a matter of ad- 
ministration and it is safe to leave it to the Department. 
“Mr. WHITTHORNE. Let it be referred to the Committee on 


Naval Affairs. 
Mr. HALE. I object to the reference. 


POST-ROUTE BILL. 
Mr. WADDELL, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 


Post Ottice and Post- Roads, reported a bill (H. R. Ne. 1637) to estab- | 


lish post-routes in the several States therein named; which was read 
a first and second time. , 

Mr. WADDELL. Task that the bill be put upon its passage. There 
is nothing in it whatever excepting the routes. 

Mr. CONGER. I should like the bill to be printed before it is 
passed, 80 that we may see that the routes are properly described. 

Mr. WADDELL. It has pot been customary to print this bill in 
advance of its passage, and it would only delay members in getting 

elr routes, 
eM. CONGER. They had better be correctly described in the bill. 

Mr. WADDELL. Then I will move that the bill be printed and be 
recommitted to the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WADDELL. I now enter a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was recommitted. 


ALBERT MILLER LEE. 


Mr. MILLS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1638) to remove the political disabilities of Albert Miller Lee, of Na- 
varro County, Texas; which received its several readings, and (two- 
thirds voting in favor thereof,) was passed. 


PIFR-LIGHTS AT SOUTH PASS OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1639) making an appropriation for pier-lights at the entrance of the 
jetties in the South Pass of the Mississippi River; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CONGER. Iask unanimous consent to offer the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to furnish this House 
with an estimate of the probable cost of erecting and maintaining pier-lights at the 
entrance of the jetties of the South Pass of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I object. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman will allow me to say one word. 
Through the jetties at the mouth of the Mississippi River, at the 
South Pass, the whole shipping of the Mississippi River now passes or 
soon will pass, and there is nothing, in case of the darkness or storm at 
night, todirect them between the piers. There is without pier-lights 
considerable danger there. It was thought that the Light-House 
Board had the power under the appropriation for lights in the Mis- 
sissippi River to erect lights on these piers, but the board think they 
have not that power. In the changing and, we think, vastly increas- 
ing shipping and commerce of the Mississippi, through an outlet 
whose depth and capacity exceeds anything heretofore known, or 
believed possible, with fleets of ocean steamers and ships of over 
twenty-one feet draught, where but seven or eight feet of water only 
existed before, these lights have become a necessity created by the 
success of the greatest improvement the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi hasever received. I desire to add to my remarks an article from 
the New Orleans Times upon this subject : 


{From the New Orleans Times of November 18, 1871.] 
AT PORT EADS, 

Nine vessels passed throngh the jetties Thursday of the past week. Four of them 
were steamers, namely, the Hudson, the Baltimore, the Frankfurt, and the Hewes. 
Of these, the Baltimore drew 21 feet 4 inches; the draught of the others ranged from 
18 to 20 feet _ The sailing-vessels passing through wero the ship Saranak, the 
barks Julia Ernestine, Colin E. MeNiel, Reina, ee, and the schooners 


| 
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Amos Walker and Mary A. Drury, They all passed without detention, the large | 


steamers going through and on out of sight at a rate of speed showing the utmost 
confidence in the depth and breadth of the channel. The change effected in two 
years on that once desolate bar and shore is indeed remarkable. No such work has 
een ae complished in so short atime at any portinthe world. Where a little more 
than two years ago pelicans and gulls flapped lazily about a solitary light-honse, 
aud about one-tenth of the water of the Mississippi flowed slowly, seven or eight 

et deep, over a sand-bar tno and a half miles wide, is now a bona fide port, where 
vessels aggregating thousands of tons measurement and bearing cargoes of hun- 
Greds of thousands of dollars pass in and out daily. 


Sailing-vessels of all sizes, from the fruit schooner to the great ship, lie at an- | 


chor in the deep natural canal inside the works—a land-locked harbor—waiting for 
oners from the city. Long plumes of smoke far out at sea indicate the approach 
ot steamers from various directions and of tow-boats with tall ships following, 
aii converging upon that open river mouth, so long a dream and an aspiration, but 
how a reality. A“ practicable channel of twenty-one feet” is found there, ac- 
‘onlng to Captain Grown, of the United States engineers, an official authority, 
aad we know by actual test that vessels drawiug more than twenty-one feet can 


VI——46 


and do pass thronzh it now. There is also a wide channel of twenty-two feet or 


more all the way through the jetties except for a distance of a little more than 
four hundred feet 


This the great dredge, the G. W_R. Bayley. now shipping her 
hage scraper and suction pipes, will very soon cut down and widen until 
* practicable channel " is twenty-two feet, then cwenty-four feet, twenty-six fee 
and thirty feet. lt is beyond dispute that the jetties have already made a chat 


three times the depth of the original natural channel at Sonth Pass. A 








el 
¢ 1 ’ 8 an engi- 
neering feat, the success is as great as if the channel at Southwest Pass had been 





deepened to forty-tive feet. Many people ata distance confound the passes, and 
so fail to realize the magnitude of the work accomplished. They know that eigh 
teen feet was not an unusual thing at the mouth of the river before the jetties 
were begun. Now they hear of twenty-one feet between the jetties, and suppose 
that the works have only increased the depth some three feet. They do not know 
that South Pass and Southwest Pass are very different bodies of water. They do 
not know that the work has been prosecuted at the smallest pass because the Gov- 
ernment would not allow Southwest Pass to be experimented with. 


These matters have been explained so often that all the world, one would think, 
knows the exact purport of the announcement of a twenty-one-foot channel between 
the jetties, and that if the experiment had been made at Southwest Pass with the 
same success—and that is fairly presumable—as at South Pass, there would have 
been a channel forty-five feet deep at the former pass to-day. A portion of the 
world does not know this, but it is time that all persons interested should know it, 
tani to understand the progress made in the past and the prospect tor the 

uture. 


Congress rade a mistake in not assigning the Southwest Pass as the one to be 
operated upon. The work would have been on a larger scale, but in all probability 
it would have amounted to no more than the double labor at the head and mouth of 
South Pass. There was no bar to overcome at the head of Southwest Pass, and no 
difficulties at the mouth except such as are similar to those encountered at Port 
Eads, A scour half as great as that already effected at South Pass would have 
given at least thirty feet in the channel at Southwest Pass. Still, the channel 
through the jetties is now better than any we have ever had and offers every 
assurance of a continuous improvement until the greatest depth that can possibly 
be required is obtained. 


I ask, therefore, that the report of the Light-House Board, through 
the Secretary of Treasury, as to the necessity and cost of those piers 
may be sent to this House. I desire to add to my remarks a printed 
statement to which I will not ask the House to listen, but which I 
desire to have printed in the REcorb. 1 hope there will be no objec- 
tion to this inquiry as to the cost of these jetties. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the resolution f 

Mr. DOUGLAS, (in his seat.) I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must rise to object. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, (rising.) I object. When we get something for 
the Atlantic Coast we will consider this. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask, then,that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

There was no objection ; and the resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


FUNDING AND REDEMPTION OF UNITED STATES NOTES. 
Mr. HASKELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1640) to provide for the funding and redemption of United States 


notes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
FRANKLIN PAINE, 

Mr. GARFIELD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1641) to grant a pension to Franklin Paine; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE FOLDING-ROOM. 


Mr. RIDDLE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be authorized to appoint one folder in the folding- 
room of the House who shall receive for his services the same pay per annum as 
a messenger. 

ELIJAH T. KEIGHTLEY. 

Mr. RIDDLE also, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the House to Elijah 
T. Keightley, late assistant doorkeeper, a sum equal to one month's pay at the rate 
paid him while in the service of the House. 

PETER TARGARONA. 

Mr. EDEN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on War 
Claims, reported back the papers in the case of Peter Targarona ask - 
ing for relief, and moved that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the same, and that it be referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ELIZA HOWARD POWERS. 

Mr. EDEN.. I also ask unanimous consent to report back from the 
Committee on War Claims the bill (H. R. No. 104) for the relicf of 
Eliza Howard Powers, and move that the committee be discharged 
from further consideration of the same, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I object. The Committee on Military Affairs 
will take no notice of any of the claims submitted to them. 1 demand 
the regular order. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is the 
morning hour, in which reports fram committees will be in order. | 

Mr. CONGER. I think unanimous consent will be given to the in- 
troduction and reference of bills to-day that they may be printed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the introduction at this time 
of bills and resolutions for reference only? [After a pause.] The 

























































































ree 




































































gi ates Te eS 














































































































































































































BE jatar Silt ree 


ne 





Sai 















































i ily 


Pe ree ben 





722 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Chair hears no objection. The Chair will now recognize gentlemen 
for that purpose, in order. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I suggest that the States be called. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will adopt the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, and will call the States and Territories, begin- 
ning with the State of Maine. 

HENRY M. STANLEY. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 52) extending 
the thanks of Congress to Henry M. Stanley; which was read a first 
and second time. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask that the joint resolution be read at length and 
that it be printed in the Recorp. 

There was no objection. The joint resolution, which was read, is 
as follows: 

Be it resolved, dc., That with a just pride in the achievements of their country- 
men the thanks of the people of the United States are hereby extended to Henry 
M. Stanley, the distinguished explorer of Central Africa, who, by extraordinary 
patience, fortitude, enterprise, courage, and capacity, has solved tho last impor- 
tant geographical problems of the globe; problems which have hitherto baffled the 
efforts of all civilized men, and the solution of which was of more consequence to 
the race than that of any others, the discovery of America alone excepted, which 
have been presented since the earliest times, thereby opening a continent of im- 
mense #xtent and resources and of vast populations to the blessings of Christian 
civilization and enlarging the happiness of mankind. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AFRICAN EXPLORATION, 

Mr. BLAIR also submitted a resolution relating to African explo- 

ration; which was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
GEORGE A. ARMES. 

Mr. BANKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1642) to authorize the res- 
toration of George A. Armes to the rank of captain; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES G. SUMMERS. 

Mr. COVERT introduced a biil (H. R. No. 1643) for the relief of 
Charles G, Summers, of New York; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN J. WINN, 

Mr. COVERT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1644) granting an 
increase of pension to John J. Winn; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed, 

LAFAYETTE DECKER, 

Mr. COVERT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1645) granting a 
pension to Lafayette Decker; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

INGRAM CORYELL. 

Mr. CUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was read 
and referred to the Committee of Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and is hereby, directed to pay Ingram 
Coryell, from the contingent fund of the House, for services rendered as messenger 


in the Doorkeeper's department of the House from March 4 to October 15, and for 
services rendered as clerk to present Doorkeeper from October 16 to November 31. 


BRIDGET LEAFFY. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1646) granting a pension to 
Bridget Leaffy, widow of Lawrence W. Leafly ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

E. J. HORTON. 

Mr. CLYMER (by request) submitted the following resolution; 

which was read and referred to the Committee of Accounts: 


Resolved, That there be paid to E. J. Horton, out of the contingent fund of the 


House, the sum of $155.90 for services in the employment of the Doorkeeper of this 
House. 


LUCY J. MITCHELL. 

Mr. MACKEY introduced a bill (IT. R. No. 1647) granting a pension 
to Lucey J. Mitchell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. MACKEY also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 53) an- 
thorizing and directing the free transmission through the mails by 
members of Congress and heads of Departments of all documents 
printed by authority of Congress; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 


W. A. RODGERS, 


Mr. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (II. R. No. 1648) for the relief of 
W.A. Rodgers, late first lieutenant Company K, Eighteenth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry ; which was read a first and seco.d 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed, 

J. CLINTON DE WITT. 
Mr. OVERTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1649) for the relief of 


J. Clinton De Witt, of Canton, Bradfoid County, Peuusylvania; which | 


| was read a first and second time, referred to the Co 
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valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. m Iu- 


SOLDIERS’ HOMESTEADS, 

Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1650) in relation to 9) 
diers, sailors, marines, and officers of the late Union Army y ca “4 
tinued terms of service amount to five years and upward, mr 
ing section 2305 of the Revised Statutes ; which was re 
second time, referred to the Committee on Milit 
dered to be printed. 

ACKOWLFDGMENT OF DEEDs. 


Mr. O'NEILL introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1651) to validate a) 
confirm certain acknowledgment of deeds and other instrume; oe 
writing under seal made in a foreign country for lands lying ie the 
District of Columbia, and the records thereof ; which was read g | a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
dered to be printed. s 


ATTACHMENTS FOR DEBT IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HENKLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1652) regulating atta 
ments for debt in the District of Columbia; which was read a finst 
and second time, referred to the Committee for the District of Coy) 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY M. HANNON, 


Mr. HENKLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1653) for the relieg of 
Henry M. Hannon; which was read a first and second time, refered 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed 


ADDITIONAL RULE—EMPLOYEs. 
Mr. ROBERTS, from the Committee of Accounts, reported the fo! 


lowing additional rule for the government of the House, and tho 
same was read and referred to the Committee on the Rules: 


Each officer of the House of Representatives shall make out on the first 
each month his roll of persons regularly appointed by him for that mount) 
the names of the persons so appointed. Such persons shall serve during the 
and be entitled to pay for the same if they have served, unless for proper ea 
assigned in writing and delivered to the employé, the oflicer has removed s 
employé during said month, in which case or in case of a vacancy by deat! 
resignation, he shall place upon the roll for the unexpired term the name of ty 
person appointed to fill such vacancy. No person shall be paid except from t 
day upon which he was actually appointed. And the rolls of the officers of + 
House shall be hung up publicly on and from the first day of each mouth, subject 
to public inspection. 


and amen, 
ad a first ay d 
ary Affairs, and or. 


and or- 


day of 





CLERK OF COMMITTEE. 

Mr. HUNTON, from the special committee on the revision of the 
laws regulating the counting of the electoral votes, &c., reported 
the following resolution ; which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Accounts: 

Resolved, That the special committee or the revision of the laws regulating 


the counting of the electoral votes for President aud Vice-President be ail 
and authorized to employ a clerk and messenger. 


FOLKES, WINSTOX, AND OTHERS. 

Mr. TUCKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1654) for the relief of 
Folkes and Winston and other citizens of Lynchburgh, Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commitice on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWIN DE LEON. 

Mr. WADDELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1655) for the relief of 
Edwin De Leon, late United States consul-general in Egypt; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK J. CONDON. 

Mr. WADDELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1656) for the relief 
of Patrick J. Condon, late captain Company G, Sixty-third Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, granting back pension; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HARVEY P. BUCKNER. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1657) to restore the name 
of Harvey P. Buckner to the pension-rolls ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M. MOORE. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1658) for the relief of 
William M. Moore, Third North Carolina Mounted Infantry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mil- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF NEUSE RIVER, NORTII CAROLINA. 

Mr. BROGDEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1659) for the improve- 
ment of Neuse River, in North Carolina; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered t 
| be printed. 

SAINT MICHAEL’S CHURCH, CHARLESTON. 
Mr. CAIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1660) for the relief of Saint 


| Michael’s church, Charleston; which was read a first and sec id 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
be printed. 


NAVIGATION AND SHIPPING. 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1601) bet- 
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+ to promote the navigation and shipping interests of the United 
= f : which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
Tules,. - . 
oa tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL I. GUSTINE. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1662) 
f : the relief of Samuel I. Gustine; which was read a first and sec- 
nd time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
on , 
be printed. 


ml 


JAMES A. STEWART. 


\fr. BELL introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1663) for the relief of James 
4 ‘Stew art, of Fulton County, Georgia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
p! inted. . 
JAMES ROGERS, 

Mr. FELTON introduced a bill (I. R. No. 1664) for the relief of 
Tames H. Rogers, of Georgia ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


J. R. STUTTS AND R. M. KIBBOURNE, 

Mr. GARTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1665) to refer the claims 
of John R. Stutts and Russell M. Kibbourne, citizens of Lauderdale 
County, State of Alabama, to the commissioners of southern claims 
for re-examination and report; Which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INSPECTION OF NAVAL VESSELS. 

Mr. SHELLEY submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to appoint a board of five 
paval officers of the highest rank, with a rear-adiniral as president of said board, 
‘and in selecting the other members of said board he shall take the senior naval 
constructor and engineer,) to examine and report upon the condition of the naval 
vessels now being repaired at the different navy-yards; which report shall be 
transmitted to this House for its information. 


EDWIN DE LEON. 


Mr. SINGLETON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1666) to remove the 
political disabilities of Edwin De Leon, late of Charleston, South 
Carolina: which was read a fifst and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

BEVERLEY H. ROBERTSON, 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1667) to remove 
the political disabilities of Beverley H. Robertson, of the State of 
Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN M. MEEHON,. 


Mr. CHALMERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1668) for the relief of 
Ann M. Meehon, of Vicksburgh, Mississippi; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALLEN E, ANDERSON. 


Mr. CHALMERS also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1669) for the relief of Allen E. Anderson, of Claiborne County, Mis- 
sissippi; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claiins, and ordered to be printed. 


EMIGRATION TO LIBERIA. 


Mr. MULDROW. I ask unanimous consent to present the petition 
of Eli Morrow and other colored citizens of Mississippi for an appro- 
priation of $100,000 to enable them to move to Liberia. And I desire 


to say in that connection I do not commit myself to the object of the | 


petition, but offer it at the request of a number of colored citizens of 
my State. I ask by unanimous consent it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, and the body of the petition printed 
in the REcoRD. 

There was no objection and it was ordered accordingly. 

The petition (without signatures) is as follows: 
To the honorable Senate and 

House of Kepresentatives of the United States in Congress assembled : 


The undersigned, colored citizens of the State of Mississippi, represent to your 
honorable body that they are desirous of removing to and settling in the Republic 
of Liberia; that they believe that such move will redound to the good of both 
races by removing from the South one of the races and leaving the control of the 
covernment to the whites; that many of your petitioners are too poor to pay their 
way to said republic ; they therefore ask that your honorable body make an appro- 
priation of say $100,000 to furnish the necessary means to enable them to make the 
desired move. And your petitioners, as in duty boand, will ever pray, &c. 

REFUNDING THE COTTON TAX. 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1670) to refund the 
cotton tax, and designating the mode of refunding the same; which 
was real a first and second time, and ordered to be printed. 

Pe as ROBERTSON. I move that be referred to the Committee of 
aims., 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is advised that subject has been referred 
usually to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, I also ask that the memorials now on file on 
that subject with the Clerk be referred to the same committee. 

‘ The Sk EAKER. The petitions on file on that subject will be referred 
rom the Clerk’s office of course to the committee. 
Che Lill was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 





RIO HONDO CLAIMS, 
Mr. ELAM introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1671) to confirm certain Rio 
Hondo claims to Pedro Flores, Elizabeth Lafitte, Maria Cordova, 
Louis Lafitte, Antoine Dubois, and Vite! Flores; which was read a 
| first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
MRS. SARAH B. FRANKLIN. 

Mr. DICKEY introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1672) for the relief of Mrs. 
Sarah B. Franklin; which was read a tirst and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. SKILES, 

Mr. DICKEY also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1673) 
for the relief of John W. Skiles; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALBERT BRINKMANN. 

_Mr. BANNING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1674) granting a pen- 
sion to Albert Brinkmann, late private in Company G, Second Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery; which was read a tirst and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ARMS AND ORDNANCE STORES. 

Mr. BANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1675) to amend 
section 3 of an act entitled “ An act making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1576, and for 
other purposes ;” which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY B. SPOONER. 

Mr. BANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1676) granting a 
pension to Henry B. Spooner, late a member of Company C, One han- 
dred and twenty-fourth Regiment Obio Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

SPECIAL TAXES. 

Mr. BANNING also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1677) to repeal cer- 
tain provisions of chapter 3, title 35, of the Revised Statutes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

BRANCH MINT, CINCINNATI, OLTIO, 

Mr. BANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1678) to establish 
a branch of the mint of the United States at Cincinnati, Ohio ; which 
wasread afirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


CATHARINE AND SOPHIA GERMAIN, 


Mr. BOONE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1679) for the relief of Cath- 
arine and Sophia Germain ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, aud ordered to be printed. 


JOHN M. ELDER. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1620) 
for the relief of John M. Elder; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COLORING SPIRITS. 

Mr. DURHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1681) to amend article 
3, section $244 chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes, title 35, Internal 
Revenue; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SINKING FUND. 

Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1682) to amend 
section 1 of the act approved March 3, 1275, entitled ‘An act to further 
protect the sinking fund and provide for the expenses of the Govern- 
ment ;” which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM H. PINN, 

Mr. DURHAM also, by unanimous consent, submitted a resolution 
that the Clerk of the House be directed to pay to William H. Pinn 
$704 for services as laborer under the Doorkeeper for the months of 
September, October, and November, 1876, and from the 4th day of 
March, 1876, to the 20th day of November, 1877, being at the rate of 
$720 per annum; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts. 


EDWARD YOUNG PARSONS. 

Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 
54) authorizing the printing and distribution of the memorial ad- 
dresses on the life and character of the late Edward Young Parsons, 
a Representative from the State of Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered 
to be printed. 

THOMAS J. TURNER. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 55) to 
authorize Medical Inspector Thomas J. Turner, United States Navy, 
te accept a diploma of the order of Kamehameha from the king 
of the Hawaiian Islands; which was read a first and second time, 
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referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


RESTORATION TO PENSION-ROLLS. 

Mr. RIDDLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1623) to restore to the pen- 
sion-rolls the names of all soldiers stricken therefrom for disloyalty 
and torepeal section 4716 of the Revised Statutes ofthe United States ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENTS BY OFFICERS OF THE GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. RIDDLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1684) to repeal the 
joint resolution prohibiting the payment by any officer of the Gov- 
ernment to any person not known to have been opposed to the rebell- 
ion and in favorof its suppression ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN LOOPER. 

Mr. RIDDLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1685) for the relief 
of John Looper, of Fentress County, Tennessee, late of Company D, 
Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. F. A. LEE. 

Mr. ATKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1686) for the relief of 
Mrs. F. A. Lee, of Madison County, Tennessee; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MILES M. HAMMOND. 

Mr. ATKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1687) for the relief 
of Miles M. Hammond, of Jackson, Tennessee; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HAMILTON RYNE. 


Mr. THORNBURGH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1688) to restore 


Hamilton Ryne to the pension rolls; which was read a first and sec- | 


ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 
SALARIES OF EMPLOYES. 
Mr. YOUNG introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1689) to provide for the 
payment of salaries of employés in the Doorkeeper’s department ; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of | 


Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE MISCELLANEOUS FUND. 

Mr. YOUNG also submitted a resolution directing the payment of 
certain sums of money out of the miscellaneous fund of the House; 
which was referred to the Committee of Accounts. 

MRS. ANNA M. COGSWELL. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1690) for the relief of 

Mrs. Anna M Cogswell, of Memphis, Tennessee; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


DAVID H. HILDEBRAND. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1691) for the relief of 
David H. Hildebrand, of Shelby County, Tennessee ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MARTHA A. JONES. 
Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1692) for the relief of 
Martha A. Jones, of Fayette County, Tennessee; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM B. HAMLIN. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1693) for the relief of 
William B. Hamlin, of Memphis, Tennessee; which was read a fir 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordggé 
to be printed. 

A. F. BONNER. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1694) for the relief of 
A. F. Bonner, administrator of the estate of M. A. Bonner, of Shelby 
County, Tennessee; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT H. CLEERE. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1695) for the relief of 
Robert H. Cleere, of Collierville, Tennessee; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WHARF AND LANDING, MEMPHIS, TENNESSEF. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1696) making an ap- 
—— to protect the wharf and landing at the city of Memphis, 

ennessee, from further and permanent injury by the action of the 
Mississippi River; which was read a first and second time, referred 
te the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL AT MEMPHIS. 
Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 1697) to provide for 









building a marine hospital at Memphis, Tennessee: whi, 

a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce. ; 

ordered to be printed. oo 
WILLIAM R. WEBBER, ET AL. 


Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1698) for the ro 
William R. Webber and Hennie E. Revell, executors of the estate 
W. Webber, deceased, of Shelby County, Tennessee: whic 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
and ordered to be printed. 


h was read 


lief of 
sof M. 
h was read 
on War Cla ms 


RICHARD I. ANDREWS. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1699) forthe relief of 

Richard H. Andrews, administrator of the estate of M. H. Battle. 

Hardeman County, Tennessee ; which was read a first an 

time, referred to the Committee on War Claims 
printed. 


l Se; a 
» and ordered to bye 


HIRAM JOHNSON. 

Mr. EDEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1700) to place on the pension. 
roll the name of Hiram Johnson, late a private in Company 4 
Seventy ninth Illinois Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered ty 
be printed. 

LIEUTENANT C. A. CUTLER. 

Mr. FORT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1701) for the relief of Lioy 
tenant C, A. Cutler; which was read a first and second time, referreq 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RALPH P. FORD. 

Mr. HATCHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1702) for the relief of 

Ralph P. Ford, late private Companies K and B, Third Regiment Mis. 
| souri State Militia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH W. CARMACK, 
Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1703) for the relief of 


| Joseph W. Carmack; which was read a first and second time, referre; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 


MRS. EMMA A. PORCTI. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. A few days ago I introduced a bill for the re- 

| lief of Mrs. Emma A. Porch; which was improperly referred to the 

Committee on Invalid Pensions, and I now ask that a change of refer- 

ence be made, and that it be referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD AND BRANCHES. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I desire to offer a resolution making inquiries 
of the President what legal impediment, if any, exists for the enforev- 
ment of certain laws of Congress against the Union Pacific Railroad 
and its branches, and I ask a suspension of the rules in order to putit 
on its passage at this time. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order now, because the House is by 
unanimous consent receiving matters for reference only. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I ask unanimous consent for its consideration 
at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Whereas Congress did provide in the act of July 1, 1862, being an act entitled 
“An act toaid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Mis 
souri River to the Pacitic Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the 
same for postal, military, and other purposes,” and also by the subsequent acts of 

| July 2, 1464, March 5, 1869, and June 20, 1874, amendatory thereof, that said rail- 
| road and branches should be — and used for all purposes of communication 
| travel, and transportation, so far as the public and Government are concerned, 08 
one connected continuous line, without any discrimination of any kiud in favor of 
the business of any or either of said companies or adverse to the road or business 
of any or either of the others; and upon such basis and contract with the said 
railroad company and its branches did grant to the said Union Pacitic Railroad 
Company and branch companies large subsidies in bonds and lands of the United 
‘tates, all urpose of aiding in the construction of said roads to be operated 
as aforesaid; > / 
And whereasit is alleged the said Union Pacific Railroad Company and its branch 
companies, being’the Kansas Pacific Company, the Denver Pacific Company. the 
Central Pacifié of California, the Burlington and Missouri River Company, and the 
Sioux City Branch, have heretofore neglected and still do neglect and refuse to 
| operate their roads in accordance with said acts of Congress, but have heretofore 
| operated and still do operate them in epen violation of the same ; 
| And whereas by reason of said defaults, and on account of the same, the Govern: 
| 
| 








ment of the United States and the public have been and are still being damaged 
ani deprived of their just and lawfal rights and privileges as stipulated, detine|, 
and agreed upon in said acts aforesaid: Therefore, 
Be it resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to inform the House of Representatives what legal impediments, if any, 
' exist which prevent him from executing said laws in accordance with tho oblige 
| tions accepted and agreements made by said Union Pacific Railroad Company and 
| branches with the United States, as stipulated and agreed upon in the several acts 
aforesaid. 


Mr. PRICE. I shall have to object to the consideration of that 


resolution at this time. 
DANIEL M. FROST AND OTHERS. 


Mr. GLOVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1704) for the relief of 
Daniel M. Frost and the heirs and executors of William M. McPher- 
son, of the State of Missouri ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
| printed. 
































































GAS-LIGHT COMPANY OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1705) to incorporate 
the Distt et of Columbia Gas-Light Company; which was read a first 
val cecond time, referred to the Committee for the District of Colum- 
)-» and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BYERS. 

Mr. GAUSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1706) for the relief of Will- 

aa Byers, of Batesville, Arkansas; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
A. C. WELLBORN, 


bia, 


Mr. GAUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1707) for the relief of | 


4. C, Wellborn, administrator of the estate of Daniel T. Wellborn, of 

PI illips County, Arkansas; which was read a first and second time, 

r f rred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
HEIRS OF ALEXANDER G. CLEMENTS. 


Mr. GAUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1708) for the relief of 
Mary E. Whitehead, Fanny C. Metzger, and Henry C. and Minnie E. 
Clements, of Helena, Arkansas, heirs of Alexander G. Clements, de- 
ceased ; Which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. CRAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1709) to organize the 
Territory of Oklahoma; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CRAVENS. I also present with this bill a report of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs of the last Congress, which has never yet 
seen daylight, on account of the exigencies of that time; and as it 
relates to the subject-matter of this bill I ask that it be referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and hereafter, when in order, I will 
move that it be printed. 

No objection was made, and the paper accompanying the bill was 
also referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

SARAH J. RANEY. 


Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1710) for the relief 
of Sarah J. Raney; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARK DAVIS. 

Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1711) for the relief 
of Mark Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID DODD. 


Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1712) for the relief 
of David Dodd; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PRYOR N. LEA. 

Mr. GUNTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1713) for the relief of Pryor 
N. Lea, of Washington County, Arkansas; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CIGARS AND LEAF-TOBACCO. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1714) 
to amend certain sections of the Revised Statutes relating to manu- 
facturersof cigars and to the sale of leaf-tobacco; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GOVERNMENT BUILDING AT DETROIT, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1715) making an appropriation for the extension of the United 
States Government buildings at Detroit, Michigan; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1716) authorizing the commissioners of the District of Columbia to 
prosecute cases and take appeals without giving bond; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


TRANSPORTATION OF MAILS ON LAND-GRANT RAILROADS. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1717) to repeal cer- 
tain provisions of the act of Congress approved July 12, 1876, enti- 
tled “ An aet making appropriations for the Post-Oftice Department ;” 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


MEDICAL AND SURGICAL HISTORY OF THE WAR. 


Mr. CONGER (by request of Mr. LYNDE) introduced a bill (H. R. | 


me 1718) for the publication and distribution of a new edition of the 
Medical and Surgical History of the War; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to 
be printed. 
IMPROVEMENT OF NAVIGATION IN TEXAS. 
Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1719) for the im- 
provement of the navigation between the cities of Jefferson, in Texas, 
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and Shreveport, in the State of Louisiana; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GALVESTON MILITARY INSTITUTE. 


Mr. GIDDINGS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1720) in aid of the 
Galveston Military Institute ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALEXANDER C. CRAWFORD. 

Mr. GIDDINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1721) for the relief 
of Alexander C, Crawford ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CITIZENS OF BRENHAM, TEXAS. 
Mr. GIDDINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1722) for the relief 


of certain citizens of Brenham, Texas, and to pay for property appro- 
priated and destroyed by United States soldiers in September, 1866; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS GUILBEAU. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1723) for the relief 
of Francis Guilbean, of San Antonio, Texas; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RAILROAD AND TELEGRAPH IN TEXAS. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER (by request) also introduced a Dill (H. R. No. 
1724) to reduce the cost of the defense of the southwesterly boundary 
of the United States by the construction of a railroad and telegraph ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Railways and Canals. 

GEORGE W. MAHER. 


Mr. BURDICK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1725) for the relief of * 
George W. Maher; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

E. TROISQUOS. 

Mr. BURDICK (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1726) 
for the relief of E. Troisquos; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to bo 
printed. 

JOHN HENDERSON. 


Mr. BURDICK (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1727) 
for the relief of John Hendersen ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JULIA J. WHEELER. 


Mr. OLIVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1728) granting a pension 
to Julia J. Wheeler; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ROLLIN J. REEVES. 


Mr. STONE, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1729) for the relief 
of Rollin J. Reeves; which was read a first and second time, ref>+rred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


NAVIGATION OF THE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. POUND introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 56) relative to 
reservoirs to promote the navigation of the Mississippi River; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed, and, by unanimous consent, ordered 
to be printed imthe Recorp. 


Whereas, in the preliminary report of Major F. U. Farquhar, relative to reser- 
voirs upon the headwaters of the Mississippi River, submitted February 4, 1875, 
the practicability of creating such adequate reservoirs ivr the purpose of control- 
ling extreme floods and regulating the volume of water in the Upper Mississippi 
River is fully established, it appearing from said report that said reservoirs will 
command a water-shed of twenty thousand square miles and hold ninety-six and 
a half billion cubic feet of water, less than one-half of which will maintain a good 
navigable stage of water until July 1—the low-water season not occurring until 
later—and one-half of the residue discharged at the rate of two thousand tive han 
dred cubic feet per second, for one hundred and fifty-three days of low water, will 
insure good navigation for the entire season ; 

And whereas it is alleged by parties familiar with the geography and topography 
of the head waters of the Saint Croix. Chippewa, and Wisconsin Rivers (tributaries 
of the Mississipp: River) that a much larger area of flowage and water-shed can be 
secured by means of dams at the headwaters of said rivers and at considerably 
less cost, which will serve the donble purpose of regulating and improving the navi- 
gation of said tributaries, as well as the Missinsipy i: Therefore, 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Sec- 
retary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to make such preliminary examina- 
tion of the headwaters of the Saint Croix, Chippewa, and Wisconsin Rivers, in the 
States of Minnesota and Wisconsin, as is consistent with his servic’, to derermine 
the extent and practicability of reservoirs upon the same, and report to this Con 
gress tho resultof such examination, together with a compilation of all informa- 
tion and reports in his oftice bearing upon tho subject of reservoirs, by February 
15, proximo, or as early thereafter as practicable 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. LUTTRELL introduced a bill (H. R. ifo. 1730) for the relief of 
the settlers on the Soscol tract of land, in Solano County, California; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES E. BARNES. 


Mr. LUTTRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1731) for the re- 
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lief of James E. Barnes and eleven others, citizens of the State of 
California; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A. P. JACKSON AND OTHERS. 

Mr. LUTTRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1732) for the re- 
lief of A. P. Jackson and others; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NICHOLAS MARQUEZ. 

Mr. LUTTRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1733) for the re- 
lief of Nicholas Marquez; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM H. DAVIS. 


Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (HL. R. No. 1734) for the relief of Will- 
iam H. Davis, of Oakland, Alameda County, California; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed, 


CHARLES W. DENTON. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon, (by request,) introduced a bill (TH. R. 
No. 1735) for the relief of Charles W. Denton; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CASTINGS FOR TARPER’S FERRY ARMORY. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1736) providing for the 
payment of the amounts due the employés in and the contractors 
who furnished castings to the United States Armory at Harper's 
Ferry, Virginia, in March and April, 1861; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HARPER’S FERRY COMMON SCHOOLS, 


Mr. MARTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1737) to authorize 
and direct the Secretary of War to convey by deed to the board of 
education of the district of Harper's Ferry, West Virginia, a lot of 
ground, No. 2 in block B, with the buildings thereon, for the use of 
the common schools thereof; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM J. PARKER, 


Mr. WELCH (by request) introduced a bill (H.R. No. 1738) for the 
relief of William J. Parker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 

SUFFERERS BY GRASSHOPPERS. 

Mr. ROMERO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1739) for distribution of 
seeds to sufferers by grasshoppers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY MEHRING. 


Mr. KIDDER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1740) for the relief of 
Henry Mehring; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BLIGH EF. WOOD. 


Mr. KIDDER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1741) for the relief 
of Bligh E. Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF CONSTITUTION, 


Mr. CORLETT introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 57) to so 
amend the Constitution as to give to the several Territories and the 
District of Columbia one member each in the House of Representa- 
tives; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL SEMINARY, VIRGINIA, 


On motion of Mr. HUNTON, by unanimons consent, the Committee 
on War Claims was discharged from the further consideration of a 
bill (H. R. No. 943) for the relief of the trustees of the Protestant 
Episcopal Seminary and High School in Virginia; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


ALFRED D. BALLOCK. 


Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1742) for the relief of Alfred D. Ballock ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ACCOUNT OF H. H. WELLS. 


On motion of Mr. FOSTER, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on Appropriations was dis harged from the further consideration of 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury in relation to the account 
of H. H. Wells, United States attorney for the District of Columbia, 
for compensation for clerk hire and incidental expenses, &c.; and the 
same was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


CUANGE OF REFERENCE, 
On motion of Mr. WARNER, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
of Claims was discharged from the farther consideration of the fol- 





| 





lowing cases; and the same were referred to the Committee , 
ou War 


Claims: 

A bill (TI. R. No. 1415) for the relief of Robert S. Lin: 
of the Fifteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1354) for the relief of John D. Leflore : 
C. Harris, executors of the last will and testament of ( 
Leflore, deceased, of the State of Mississippi; 

Papers in the case of Walter D. Plowden; 

A bill (H. R. No, 1286) granting relief to John T. Neale, an emploré 
in the Provost Marshal General's Department in 1861, for injuries a 
tained in the line of his duties; - 

A bill (H. R. No. 1579) for the relief of Francis J. Wheeler: 

The claim of Mary E. Darwin and heirs of Amanda Canian. 


say, captain 
ind J ines 
Teen Wood 


and 


INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Mr. CRAVENS. Mr. Speaker, I am exceedingly anxious a report 
on Indian Affairs made at the last session of Congress, which was jot 
printed, shall be printed in conjunction with the bill I introduced to 
day, and which was referred to that committee. I move that report 
be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair directed the petition, and papers ac- 
company the bill. Is there objection to the printing of the re 
indicated ? ° 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

PAYMENT OF MESSENGERS. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Iam instructed by the Committee of Accounts to 
report the resolution which I send to the desk and to ask its preset 
consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund to Henry A. Olcott 


oan wat . . . and 
William H. Smith, each, the sum of 85.60 per day for services as messengers i: tl 


oftice of the Clerk of the House, from and including the 15th day of October y)tino 
and until otherwise ordered by the House ; and further, that there shall be paid out 
of the contingent fand to Watson Boyle the sum of $3.60 per day for services ag 
messenger to the Speaker, from and including the Ist day of July ultimo, and until 
otherwise ordered by the House. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I desire to say that this resolution adds nothing 
to the force of the House. It merely anthorizes the payment of cer- 
tain messengers in pursuance of resolutions heretofore passed. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ROBERTS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resoln- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


port 


he 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD, 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I move that the rules be suspended and that 
the preamble and resolution which I send to the desk be adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


Whereas Congress did provide in the act of July 1, 1862, being an act entitled 
“An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Mis 
souri River to the Pacitic Ocean, and to secure to the Government tho use of the 
same for postal, military, and other purposes ;"’ and also by the subsequent acts 
of July 2, 1864, March 3, 1°69, and June 20, 1874, amendatory thereof, that © said 
railroad and branches should be operated and used for all purposes of communica 
tion, travel, and transportation, so far as the public and Government are concerned 
as one connected, continuous line, without any discrimination of any kind in favor 
of the business of any or either of said companies, or adverse to tho road or busi 
ness of any or either of the others: and upon such basis and contract with the 
said railroad company and its branches did grant to the Union Pacitic Railroad 
Company and branch companies large subsidies in bonds and lands of the United 
States, all for the purpose of aiding in the construction of said roada, to be operated 
as aforesaid ; 

And whereas the said Union Pacific Railroad Company and its branch compa- 
nies, being the Kansas Pacific Company, the Denver Pacific Company, the Central 
Pacific of California, the Burlington and Missouri River Company, and the Siout 
City Branch, have heretofore neglected and still do neglect and refuse to operate 
their roads in accordance with said acts of Congress, but have heretofore operated 
and still do operate them in open violation of the same ; 

And whereas by reason of said alleged defaults, and on account of the same, itis 
alleged the Government of the United States and the public have been and still are 
being damaged and deprived of their just and lawful rights and privileges as stip 
ulated, defined, and agreed upon in said acts aforesaid: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to inform the House what legal impediments, if any, exist which prevent 
him from executing said laws in accordance with the obligations accepted and agree- 
ments made by said Union Pacific Railroad Company and branches with the | nited 
States, as stipulated and agreed upon in the several acts aforesaid. 


Mr. CONGER. I raise the point of order that there are six days of 
the present session after to-day, and that this is not one of the last 
six days of the session within which it is competent to move to sis- 
pend the rules. aes 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that to-day does fall within the 
last six days of the session. 

Mr. CONGER. The session may not end until Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair views that point just as he views the 
point of the expiration of Congress on the 4th of March. There cao 
not be two sessions of Congress at one time; one must terminate 
before the other commences. 

Mr. CONGER. But there may be a legislative session on Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair also thinks there might be a legisla 
tive session on Monday, but that would not make more than six days. 

Mr. CONGER. It would be seven legislative days including to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. There would require to 
be a legislative day on Sunday in order to make seven days. 

Mr. CONGER. There isa legislative day ou Sunday. 
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The SPEAKER. It has not been the practice of the House to 

nut § nday. : 

Mr. HALE. The session of Sunday has been considered as a con- 

‘nation of Saturday. sea ks ; 

‘| he SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Michigan will count the 

tays, the Chair thinks he will agree with him that a motion to sus- 

ne nd the rules is competent to-day. 

Mr. CONGER. If Sunday be not counted, that follows. I merely 

r ised the question that the Chair might rule upon it. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that this is within the last six 

tavs of the session, both in the letter and the spirit of the rule. 

™ Phe question being taken on suspending the rules and adopting Mr. 

(piTTENDEN’S resolution, there were—ayes 69, noes 23; no quorum 


C 


til 


Mr HALE. Evidently there is not a quorum present. — 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is a quorum in the Hall. 
The Chair counted some time ago. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CRITTENDEN and Mr. HALE were 
g ”0 ted. 
vt ss Shenae again divided ; and the tellers reported ayes 129, noes 41. 

So the rules were suspended (two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof) and the resolution was adopted. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. WOOD. I rise toa privileged question. I move that when 
the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Friday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WOOD moved to reconsider the vote just taken ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the House do now adjourn. * 

OFFICIAL GAZETTE OF UNITED STATES PATENT OFFICE. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the Honse a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Interior relative to the exhaustion of 
the authorized edition of the Official Gazette of the United States 
Patent Office for October 9, 1877; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

iy unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. LapuaM, until December 4, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Covert, until Monday next, on account of illness. 

To Mr. Davis, of North Carolina, for seven days. 

To Mr. ALDRICH, until December 4. 

lo Mr. BRENTANO, until December 4, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. LANDERS, for one week, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. STEELE, for seven days. 

To Mr. CaBELL, for three days. 

To Mr. MayuaM, for eight days. 

To Mr. HANNA, for the rest of the extra session, on account of im- 
portant business. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the consent refused to gentlemen who 
asked for leave of absence on Friday be now granted. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I object. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I object also. 

Mr. CONGER. Why? 

Mr. DUNNELL. We do not want to be left without a quorum. 

Mr. CONGER. I think it no more than right that these gentlemen 
who have occasion to visit their families should have leave of ab- 
sence. It seems to me absurd to refuse it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again ask if there is objection ? 

_ Mr. DUNNELL, I have objected once and I insist upon my ob- 
jection. 

Mr. CONGER. It might be presumed that the gentleman would. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. GUNTER, by unanimous consent, leave was given 
to withdraw from the files papers in the cases of William Porter, 
William 8. Turner, and Annie Turner and William F. Graves, there 
being no adverse report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. MACKEY, by unanimons consent, leave was given 
to withdraw the papers in the case of William L. Reilly. 


PAY OF COMMITTEE CLERKS. 


Mr. BLAIR, by unanimous consent, from the Committee of Accounts, 
reported a joint resolution (H. R. No. 58) fixing the date on which 
the payment of the twenty-one clerks to the committees of the House 
of Representatives who are paid during the session only shall begin ; 
Which was read a first and second time. : 

Che joint resolution, which wasread, provides that the pay of twenty- 
one clerks to the committees of the House of Representatives, who 
are paid during the session only, shall begin on the day of the organi- 
zation of the House, the 15th day of October, 1877. 

_ The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
oa engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time 
« sassed, 

Mr. BLAIR moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 


tion was passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR also, by unanimous consent, from the Committee of 
Accounts, reported the following resolution; which was read, consid- 
ered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the committee clerks who are paid during the session only be 


continued in the employment of the House from the adjournment of the present to 
the opening of the next session of Congress, and the Cler k of this louse is hereby 


authorized and directed to pay them out of the miscellaneous items of the contin- 
gent fund. 


Mr. ATKINS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from Maine that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at twoo’clock 
and fifty-eight minutes p. m.) adjourned until Friday. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. BANKS: The petition of Alfred D. Bullock, of Everett, 
Massachusetts, for compensation for injuries sustained while em- 
ployed at the United States navy-yard at Boston, Massachusetts —to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BROGDEN: A paper relating to the establishment of post- 
routes between Littleton and Brinkleyville, Halifax and Scotland 
Neck, Jericho and Strabane, Dudley, Brogden’s Mill, Graham’s Store, 
and Bentonville, North Carolina—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee: The petition of William B. 
Reed, for compensation for property taken by the United States 
Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr.COVERT: Memorial of Oscar F. Stanton, commander United 
States Navy, that he be restored to his proper position on the Navy 
Register—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COX, of Ohio: Memorial of citizens of the District of 
Columbia, relating to the taxation of citizens of the District, the im- 
provement of the Potomac River, and appropriations for charitable 
institutions in Washington—to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr, CRITTENDEN: The petition of Stephen Henry Parsons, 
for the payment of the award made in his favor against the Republic 
of Mexico—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: The petition of 8S. J. Davenport, for pay 
for services rendered as fireman in the heating department of the 
House of Representatives—to the Committee of Accounts. 

By Mr. FELTON: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route between Dallas and Villa Rica, by way of Nebo and Hender- 
son’s Store, Georgia—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of John McCloud, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of J. Webber, for the passage of a bill to date pen- 
sions from the date the disability occurred—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GARTH: Papers relating to the claims of Russell M. Kil- 
burn and John R. Stutts for property taken by the United States 
Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GAUSE: Papers relating to the claim of the heirs of Alex- 
ander G. Clements, for the use and occupation of property by the 
United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of A. C. Wellborn, for compensation for property 
taken by the United States Army—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William Byers, for pay as a 
member of Congress—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HASKELL: Papers relating to the claim of George Silvers 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Georgia: Papers relating to the claim of the 
administrator of the estate of S. IH. Hill for the use and occupation of 
property by the United States Army—tothe Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. HENKLE: Papers relating to the claim of William W. Mor- 
ris—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HUNTON: A paper relating to the claim of Ann 8S. McKin- 
zie for property destroyed by the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to theclaim of Mrs. Virginia Maddox for prop- 
erty taken by the United States Army—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KIDDER: A paper from Henry M. Williams, recommending 
that steam-ptows and tackle be placed upon the free list—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LIGON: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route between Shorter’s Station, on the Western Railroad, to Deck’s 
Creek, in Macon County, Alabama—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: Resolutions of the board of supervisors and 
of the board of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, Califor- 
nia, asking for an appropriation for the erection of a post-oflice build- 
ing in said city—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. McGOWAN: Papers relating to the claim of Fred. W. Smith 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLIVER: Papers relating to the claim of John 8. Corlett 
for a pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A paper relating to the establishment of a 
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post-route from Pouchatonla to Chapeau Pela and from Tchefuncta to 
Covington, Louisiana—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. SWANN: The petition of J. B. Raddach, L. F. Bieler, John 
R. Gould, and 179 others, of Maryland, for speedy action in regard to 
the passage of the bill granting pensions to soldiers and sailors of the 
Mexican War—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THORNBURGH: The petition of George W. Strunk, for 
relief on account of postage-stamps stolen by burglars—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

By Mr. VANCE: Apaper relating to the establishment of a post-route 
from Richland Institute to Valleytown, by way of Baptist Church, 
Quallatown, Birdtown, Charleston, Dehart’s, and Jarrett’s, North Car- 
olina—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WALSH: Papers relating tothe claim of George W. Spates 
for rent of property by the United States Army—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: A paper relating to the establishment of a 
post-route between Ashland and Ivy’s Mills, Tennessee—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of Edward P. McCrea, commander United States 
Navy, that an investigation be made as to whether the joint resola- 
tion of July 1, 1870, in relation to pees in the United States 
Navy, has been complied with—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of Mathias Opp, that he be refunded 
certain taxes wrongfully assessed and collected from him by United 
States officials—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of Emma G. Abbott, Matthias 
App, Isaac Bloom, Needham Branch, Benjamin Coleman, Wiley J. 
Davis, Eli T. Diamond, Henry C. Dalles, John A. Farley, John A. 
Gwinn, Elizabeth J. Hampton, John Larkin, Silas M. Luck, Mary E. 
O. MeGregor, Samuel McKenna, William McKnight, James G. Moore, 
Z. C. Nolan, David Robbins, Benjamin F. Ratherford, Nancy Sea- 
wright, Reeder B. Sheppard, Thomas T. Somerville, Henry O. Sykes, 
Robert Tally, aud James Tucker, for property taken and stores fur- 
nished the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of Emmarilda J. Carr, David R. 
Cook, Ann E. Connell, executrix, &c., Samuel H. Dunscomb, Edgar 
McDavitt, Martha M. Parker, John T. Stratton, Joseph Tagg, and 
Mary E. Whitehead, for rent of and damages to property by the 
United States Army—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William B. Hamlin for prop- 
erty destroyed by the United States Army—to the same committee. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, November 28, 1877. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of Monday’s proceed- 
ings, and was interrupted by 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I notice, as the Clerk comes in the reading of the 
Journal to that point where it reads that Mr. TuRMAN moved that 
Mr. Batler be sworn in, the Journal omits to state the truth that oc- 
curred, that Mr. EpDMUNDs objected to the present consideration of 
the motion. I want the Journal to show that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal will be amended in that 
respect. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the Journal; 
and it was approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, I rise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire will 
state his question of privilege. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. There is upon the table of the Senate, and the 
first case upon the Calendar of the Senate, a report from the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections with two resolutions, one that 
William Pitt Kellogg is entitled to a seat in the Senate from the State 
of Louisiana for the term of six years commencing March 4, 1877, 
the other that Henry M. Spofford is not entitled to a seat in the Sen- 
ate of the United States from the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Take the first one. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I move that the first resolution be now taken 
from the table and considered. 

Mr. THURMAN. I object. I object under the second clause of the 
eighth rule: 

Until the business of the morning hour shall have been concluded and so an- 
nounced from the Chair, no motion to proceed to the consideration of any bill, 
resolution, report of a committee, or other subject upon the Calendar shall be enter- 
tained by the Chair, unless by unanimous consent. 

Now, this is a report of a resolution. The Senator moves to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of that report. He cannot do it in the 
morning hour, except by unanimous consent. It is also a matter on 
the Calendar, and he cannot do it, except by unanimous consent, in 
the morning hour. 


NOVEMBER 9g 
’ 


Mr. WADLEIGH. I believe, Mr. President, this 
of privilege, that I have the right to call for its consideratic, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the permission of the Senator oe x 
Hampshire, whom I do not wish to take off the floor, ] desire ‘ ee 
the attention of the Senator from Ohio to what he has undonby Wa 
overlooked. In the first place, he has forgotten to read the wy — 
the clause of the eighth rule to which he referred. 
whole of it: 


Until the business of the morning hour shall have been co 
nounced from the Chair, no motion to proceed to the consideration of any | 
olution, report of a committee, or other subject upon the Calendar, shall jy... 
tained by the Chair, unless by unanimous consent; and if such consent }.. 
the motion shall not be open to amendment, and shall be decidex 
upon the merits of the subject proposed to be taken up; nor shall the; onsideration 
of any subject taken up during the morning hour. except a motion to an oe — 
Journal or a motion pertaining to the credentials of aSenator-elect or his a: od 
to his seat, bo extended, unless by unanimous consent, beyond the expira 0 
morning hour. _ 


being a question 
’ 


hole as 
I will read the 


mcluded and »% 


ent be giver 
1 withont deha: 


I quote the rest of the clause to show that the subject of privi 
leged questions about Senators-elect is made an exception to the 
general force of that rule. Now, if my friend will look at the seventt 
rule he will see it does not leave a leg for his proposition to stand 
upon: 

The presentation of the credentials of Senators-electand other questions of prj 
ilege shall always be in order, except during the reading and correction ca 


of 


Journal, while a question of order or a motion to adjourn is pending, or whi) 
Senate is dividing ; and a and motions arising or made upon the py 
sentation of such credentials shall be proceeded with until disposed of by the 
Senate. : 

Therefore the Senator will see that by the express letter of tho 
rule upon this subject all questions of privilege tonching Senators. 
elect shall always be in order, even against the presentation of peti- 
tions and memorials, and against everything except the reading of 
the Journal, questions of order arising thereon, motions to adjourn, 
and the division of the Senate. . 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, it is for the Chair in the first 
place to decide between these two rules as to which of them prevails 
in a case of this sort. The language of the eighth rule is perfectly 
plain: ; 

Tntil the business of the morning hour shall have been concluded and 
nounced from the Chair, no motion to proceed to the consideration of any | so 
lution, report of a committee, or other subject upon the Calendar shall be enter 
tained by the Chair, unless by unanimous consent. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 


80 an- 


That is a legislative rule. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is a rule which comes after the seventh 
rule. Now there is no question that this subject is a “ subject upon 
the Calendar ;” there is no question that it is a “report of a cow- 
mittee,” and this eighth rule coming after the seventh rule provides 
that no such matter shall be taken up during the morning hour ex- 
cept by unanimons consent. And what gives additional force to the 
interpretation which I place upon it is the remaining part of the 
paragraph which the Senator read: 

And, if such consent be given, the motion ‘shall not be open to amendment, and 
shall be decided without debate upon the merits of the subject propose) to 
taken up; nor shall the consideration of any subject taken up daring the mor 
hour, except a motion to amend the Journal or a motion pertaining to the creden 
tials of a Senator-elect or his admission to his seat, be extended, unless by unani 
mous consent, beyond the expiration of the morning hour. 


This last clause, which relates to the admission of a Senator-elect 
or a question pertaining to the credentials of a Senator-elect, is in 
this very same paragraph which says that we shall not proceed to 
the consideration of a report or of any subject npon the Calendar in 
the morning hour, except by unanimous consent, showing very clearly, 
it seems to me, coupled, as I have already said, with the fact that this 
is a rule that comes after the seventh rule, that the case of the cre- 
dentials of a Senator-elect or motions that he be sworn in are within 
the purview of this clause of theeighthrule. I think it is a question, 
however, that the Chair must decide, and then if any Senator is dis- 
satisfied with the decision he can take an appeal if he sees fit to doso. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask leave to call the attention of the Senate to 
the construction already given by the Chair to Rule 50, which pro- 
vides that— 

All reports of committees and motions to discharge a committee from the con- 
sideration of a subject, and all subjects from which a committee shall be discharged 


shall lie one day for consideration, unless by unanimous consent the Senate shall 
otherwise direct. 


The point raised before the Senate and decided by the Chair was 
that that language embraced all questions, whether of the highest 
privilege or not, and the Chair, therefore, in giving its construction 
to Rule 50 overriding Rale 7, has, I think, concluded the fact upon 
the interpretation of these rules. Also in this case I may say, as 4 
matter of fact, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WryTr] rose with 4 
memorial in his hand to proceed to the business of the morning hour, 
under the rules; therefore, the fact is before the Senate that the pre- 
sentation of petitions and memorials under the eighth rule has begun, 
so far as it was in the power of a Senator to do so. 

Mr. WITHERS. I would also call to the attention of the Chair 
whether this is not the proper construction of the seventh rule, under 
the operation of which the Senator from Vermont proposes to bring 
in this case as a question of privilege. That rule provides that— 

The pomantation of the credentials of Senators-elect, and other questions of priv! 

1 


lege, shall always be in order, except during the reading and correction a = 
Journal, while a question of order or a motion to adjourn is pending, or while the 
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lividing; and all questions and motions arising or made upon the presen 
f veh credentials, shall be proceeded with until disposed of by the Senate. 
yf suct =e : 


Senat 
I wish to ask whether that clause does not refer to the original pre- 
on of the credentials of a Senator when he first appears here. 
. aoe” .credentials, however, have been presented and action taken 
ae ,s m so that they have been disposed of for the time, when 
apes . . , up again on the report of acommittee or by resolution 
oe aa laim no superior dignity by virtue of the seventh rule. 
Nir. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, it was not more than four or five 
Ze wa ago that we had this very seventh rule under consideration, 
oe r by the nniversal acceptance of all our friends on the other side 
“f the Chamber the substance and effect of the ruling of the Chair 
. . exactly what I contend now, and they contended for it then ; 
pat metamorphoses are pretty rapid, and I suppose it would not do 
to hold to one rule a great while at atime. Now, I wish to call their | 
attention, and that of my honorable friend from Virginia particeu- 
larly, to this very rule that he has read. Tn the first place its gen- 
eral spirit, as it relates to the organization of the Senate and the 
rights of States to be represented here, is an overriding one, The 
first thing that must occur always when the Senate meets is to 
organize itself. Now, suppose credentials having been presented are 
ostponed fora day, what then? We all agree that the presentation 
of credentials may immediately follow the reading of the Journal, to 
the exclusion of petitions and memorials and so on. Suppose the 
Senate is not ready on the presentation of credentials to allow the 
Senator named in them to be sworn in. Some question of law or 
doubt arising on the face of the papers, Senators wish to think of it, 
and accordingly postpone the matter until the next day. Now, it 
would be a very singular proposition to assert that all the business 
of the morning hour, at least according to the statement of our 
friends, some of which is always very important, should go on, and 
that that Senator should stand outside—if every member had made 
up his mind but one that he was entitled to be sworn in—and wait for 
that. That will not do. But, then, look at the language of the rule; 


The presentation of the credentials of Senators-elect and other questions of 
privilege shall always be in order. 





Now, what is meant by “other questions of privilege” besides the 
presentation of credentials? It is exactly the thing that you now 
have on your table. It is the resolution reported by the proper com- 
wittee of this body that a particular person is lawfully elected a 
Senator from a particular State, and the Senate is called on to pass 
upon that question and either swear him or his competitor in. That 
is the “other question of privilege,” and it is of the same character 
precisely that the presentation of the credentials is in the very case, 
only it is the second stage in the progress of exactly the same propo- 
sifion. 

My honorable friend from Ohio says that the express language of 
the eighth rule, after all, in the exception, which he did not read in 
the first place but which I did, raises a presumption in his favor. Far 
from it; exactly the reverse. Inthe first place, I need not say tomy 
honorable friend that the whole of the eighth rule is devoted to legis- 
lative affairs. It is petitions, memorials, reports of committees in 
general, standing and select, the introduction of bills and resolutions, 
concurrent and other resolutions; and, until they are gone through 
with, it says that no motion shall be entertained to proceed to the 
consideration of a bill, resolution, report of a committee, &c., all in 
the same character, falling under the head of the legislative business 
of the Senate, which is described by name in the first part of the 
rule. Then you come to the exception, and what was the necessity 
for it? You will presently see : 

Nor shall the consideration of any subject taken up during the morning hour— 

This resolution taken up— 


taken up during the morning hour, except a motion to amend the Journal or a | 
motion pertaining to the credentials of a Senator-elect or his admission to his seat— 


The very “other question of privilege ” referred to in the Rale7— 


pocatanted, unless by unanimous consent, beyond the expiration of the morning 
pour. 





_ The unfinished legislative business, whatever it may be, shall not ent 
itoff then, but at whatever time the question of admitting a Senator 
comes up under the seventh rule nothing in the eighth rule shall cut it 
off. That was the necessity for putting that in, so that the unfinished 


business of the preceding day should not cut off the question of high 
privilege. Taking the two roles together, therefore, they stand in 
perfect harmony. The exception is put in to preserve the force of 
the seventh rule against the expiration of the morning hour and the 
unfinished business of the preceding day. * 

Mr. WALLACE. Before the Senator from Vermont takes his seat, 
will he answer me why it is, if this be a question of privilege which 
shall always be in order, that under the fiftieth rule this same ques- 





Hon went over yesterday and was not proceeded with ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, For the very reason that the Chair held, and I 
think rightly, just in the spirit of the debate that took place in the 
first place here some weeks ago, that to guard against surprise and 
the snapping of questions, the fiftieth rule said that every report of 


SMa without any exception at all, should go over one day if 
jected to, 


Mr. WALLACE, 


.W The Senator therefore says that this is a question 
of privile t 


ge which would always be in order, and yet that under a | 
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subsequent rule of the Senate it mnst lie over one day, and thus con 
tradicting the express terms of Rule 7. , 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 
all. 
Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I shali trouble the Senate with a 
very few words more on this subject, for it is a very important one. 
The Senator from Vermont says the eighth rule relates to legislative 
business alone. That is answered by the very clause he has read, for 
it does relate in that very clause to questions of privilege, so that he 
cannot say that it relates to the mere passing of bills and the like. 
But there is a sufficient answer beside that, and that is that it relates 
expressly to the presentation of petitions and memorials and the re- 


It does not contradict the express terms of it at 


| ports of standing and select committees, and what we are now asked 


to consider is the report of one of the standing committees of the 
Senate. Now, Mr. President, this rule is as broad as the business of 
the Senate outside of executive business, quite as broad. 

I want to call the attention of the Chair to the fact that this rule, 
as I said, comes after Rule 7; and if the interpretation of the eighth 
rule is what the Senator from Vermont contends for, it convicts those 
who drafted this rule of the greatest neglect that could possibly be 
conceived to express their intention, for a few words would have 
made it perfectly clear. Suppose these words were inserted, “except 
questions of privilege,” after the word “Calendar;” then it would 
read : 

Until the business of the morning hour shall have been concluded and so an- 
nounced from the Chair, no motion to proceed to the consideration of any bill, res- 
olution, report of a committee, or other subject upon the Calendar, except ques- 
tions of privilege, shall be entertained by the Chair 

But there are no such words there. No such exception is here; 
but the Senator would put in, by inference, by implication, these 
words and make the eighth rule read precisely asif the words were 
expressly inserted in it. I say he cannot do that. 

The two rules standing together amount to this: Questions of 
privilege may be made at any time, but subject to the provision in 
this subsequent rule, the eighth rule. 


It isasif the eighth rule was 
a proviso to the seventh rule. 


It is as if the seventh rule read: 

The presentation of the credentials of Senatora-clect and other questions of 
privilege shall always be in order, except during the reading and correction of the 
Journal, while a question of order or a motion to adjourn is pending, or while the 
Senate is dividing; and all questions and motions arising or made upon the pre 
sentation of such cred atials shall be proceeded with until disposed of by the 
Senate. 

And then would come in the eighth rule, as if it were a proviso: 

But such questions shall not be considered in the morning hour, except by unan- 
imous consent. 

That is the effect of these two rules in the relation they stand the 
one to the other and upon the terms of the rules themselves. I say, 
then, Mr. President, that it does seem to me very clear—I will not 
say absolutely clear, for there are few things in this life that are 
absolutely clear—it seems to me about as clear as any question of this 
kind can be, that this question cannot now be considered without 
unanimous consent. But, as I said before, it is forthe Chair to decide, 
and then it is for any one who does not like the decision to take an 
appeal. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has nodoubt in his own mind 
as to the rule which governs the resolution under consideration. He 
thinks the seventh rule controls it; and the test question is, does the 
resolution present a question of privilege? The Chair thinks if does, 
of the highest privilege. He therefore thinks that the Senator from 
New Hampshire may call up this resolution, and it is for a majority 
of the Senate to determine whether it will proceed to itssconsider- 
ation. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, in order that this question may be 
decided and that we may know for all time to come how this matter 
is, I will take an appeal from what I understand to be the decision of 
the Chair. My point is not that the Senator could not make his mo- 
tion, because be could, for he might Lave obtained unanimous con- 


|; sent; but the Chair rules that a single objection does not prevent its 


consideration and that a majority of the Senate may proceed to its 
consideration. From that part of the decision of the Chair I appeal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, “Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate?” 

Mr.WHYTE. Mr. President,so that the fact may be clearly ascer- 
tained, I desire to state from my place that I rose simultaneously with 
the Senator from New Hampshire to present a memorial. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was not aware of that fact. 
Upon the question whether the decision of the Chair shall stand as 
the judgment of the Senate the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. INGALLS, (when his name was called.) The illness of the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] continues. He has re- 
quested me to pair with him to-day and I have agreed to do so. If 
he were here I should vote in favor of sustaining the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, (when his name was called.) 
the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. WINDOM. ] 
vote “ yea” and I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MAXEY, (when his name was called.) 


I am paired with 
If present, he would 


I am paired with the 
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Senator from Michigan, [ Mr. Ferry. ] 


“ 


If he were here, Ishould vote 
nay” and, I suppose, be would vote “ yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to state that my colleague [ Mr. puevees 
is paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. BLAINE] on all politica 
questions. This not being a political question, I have not the slight- 
est idea how either of them would vote if here. 

Mr. INGALLS. When the name of my colleague [Mr. PLUMB] was 
called I omitted to state that he is unavoidably absent from the 
city and paired with the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. ARMSTRONG. ] 

‘The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 2%; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Peonsy)- 
vania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Conover, Dawes, 
Dorsey, Edmunds, Hoar, Howe, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews, 


Mitchell, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, Rollins, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, and Wad- 
leigh—2 


NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of West Virginia, 
Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, 
MeCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Merrimon, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, Sauls- 
bury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—28. : 

ABSENT—Messrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Davis of Illinois, Eaton, Ferry, 
Grover, Tlamlin, Ingalls, Johuston, Maxey, Plumb, Ransem, Sargent, Sharon, and 
W indom—16. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. THURMAN. 
dent? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is, will the Senate proceed to the 


consideration of a resolution, which the Secretary will report for the 
information of the Senate. 


The decision of the Chair is sustained. 
What is the question pending now, Mr. Presi- 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEorGr M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
bills and joint resolution, in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requested : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1279) authorizing the binding of documents for 
members of Congress ; 

A bill (HL. R. No, 1638) to remove the political disabilities of Albert 
Miller Lea, of Navarro County, Texas; and 

A joint resolution (1H. R. No. 58) tixing the date on which the pay- 
ment of the twenty-one clerks to committees of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, who are paid during the session only, shall begin. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1279) authorizing the binding of documents for 
members of Congress was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

The bill (HL. R. No. 163%) to remove the political disabilities of Al- 
bert Miller Lea, of Navarro County, Texas, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 58) fixing the date on which the 
payment of the twenty-one clerks to committees of the House of 
Representatives, who are paid during the session only, shall begin, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priat ons. 

SENATOR FROM LOUISIANA. 


The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, reported on the 26th 
instant by the Committee on Privileges and Elections: 

Resolved, That William Pitt Kellogg is, upon the merits of the case, lawfully en- 
titled to a seat in the Senate of the United States from the State of Louisiana for 


the term of six years, commencing on the 4th day of March, 1877, and that he be 
admitted thereto upon taking the proper oath. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, will the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of this resolution. 

Mr. THURMAN. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. ANTHONY’s names were called and responded 
to amid considerable confusion in the Chamber. 

Mr. BAYARD. Has anybody responded to the call? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Two Senators have responded. 

Mr. BAYARD. I understand this is simply 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll-call has already commenced. 

Mr. BAYARD. I was informed that no one had responded. That 
was the reason why I rose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Two Senators have already responded 
and their votes have been recorded. 

Mr. BAYARD. I beg pardon of the Senate. 
the fact. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded with the call of the roll. 

Mr. INGALLS, (when his name was called.) Onthis question Iam 
paired with the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Ransom. 

Mr. MAXEY, (when his name wascalled.) I am paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Michigan, (Mr. Ferry.) If he were here, 
I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN, (when Mr. Wrnpom’s name was called.) My col- 
leagne [Mr. WinpdoM? is absent from the city. He is paired with the 
Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Jonnsron.}] If he were here, my col- 
league would vote “ yea” on this question. 

The roll-call was concluded. 


I was not aware of 
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Mr. INGALLS. My colleague (Mr. Pimp] is unavoidably a) 
from the city. If he were here, he would vote “yea.” ——* absent 
Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to state that my colleagne 
STRONG] is paired with the Senator from Kansas, [ Mr. } 1 
presume neither one of them will be here during the remai, i 
this called session. Were he here, my colleague would vote “ne a 
Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Maine (Mr. Hany) hay 
requested me to do so, I announce once more that he is paired witt 
the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. BaRNuM.] The Senator f; - 
Maine was compelled to go home. If he were hege, he would und 9 
edly vote “ yea” on this motion. — 
Mr. EATON. Perhaps I ought to state, as this is 
question, that I am paired with the Senator from California [M 
SARGENT ;] and, as my friend from New York has stated, my eelincen 
(Mr. Barnum ]is paired with the Senator from Maine, [ Mr. Hawiry 3 
It is unnecessary to say how any of these gentlemen would vote. 
Mr. ALLISON. I am requested to state that the ‘ 
Maine [ Mr. BLAINE] is absent on account of illness. If he were here 
he would vote in the aflirmative. He is paired with the Senator from 
Oregon, [Mr. GROVER,] who probably would vote the other way . 
The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 29; as follows: —~— 
YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Brace, Burnside, Cameron of P 
sylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chatfee, Christiancy, Conkling. Conover Dawes 
Dorsey, Edmunds, Hoar, Howe, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, Mc Millan 


. os > M Lhews 
Mitchell, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, Rollins, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, maw 
leigh—29. : 


NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of THinois Davis 
of West Virginia, Dennis, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Pior. 
ida, Kernan, Lamar, McCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Merrimon, Morgan, Pat. 
terson, Randolph, Saulsvury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Wit! 
ers—29. : 

ABSENT—Messrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Eaton, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin 
Ingalls, Johnston, Maxcy, Plumb, Ransom, Sargent, Sharon, and Windom—i5. ' 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon the question, will the Senate pow 
proceed to the consideration of the report of the Committee on Priyi- 
leses and Elections in the case of William Pitt Kellogg, the yeas are 
29 and the naysare 29. The vote of the Senate being equally divided 
the Chair votes in the affirmative, and the Senate proceeds to the 
consideration of the resolution. The Secretary will again read the 
resolution. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That William Pitt Kellogg is, upon the merits of the case. lawfy!! 
entitled to a seat in the Senate of the United States from the S:ate of Louisiana 
for the term of six years, commencing on the 4th day of March, 1877, and that he 
be admitted thereto upon taking the proper oath. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I move to strike out all after the 
word “ resolved” and insert what I send to the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senatur from Ohio offers an amend- 
ment to strike out all after the word “resolved” and insert the 
words which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That M. C. Butler be now sworn as a Senator from the State of South Carolina, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senate agree to the amendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, very likely this amendment, as well 
as the original resolution, will lead to some debate. To-inorrow is 
Thanksgiving Day, and there are only two days more I think be- 
fore the tirst Monday in December—I mean working days. My pur- 
pose in rising now is to suggest to our friends on the other side 
whether we can come to some understanding upon the subject of 
taking a vote upon the Kellogg case and the Spotford case with it, 
which will dispose of that report both ways if one vote does not 
dispose of it, and then dispose of Mr. Butler’s case. I for one am 
not disposed to make an unnecessary occupation of time in the dis- 
cussion of either of these questions; and therefore in order to have 
our friends on the other side understand as far as I am concerned 
that the consideration of Mr. Kellogg’s case shall not lead to driving 
Mr. Butler’s case beyond the session, and that we may take a vote 
upon both of them fairly now as the committee has been discharged 
from the latter, I make this suggestion, that by a unanimous under- 
standing we vote upon the Kellogg question on Friday at one o'clock 
and on the Butler question on Saturday at one o’clock. 

Several SENATORS. Both on the same day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If there is no desire to debate that longer, I will 
say the same day for both. I do not wish to put it off. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, there has been a gentleman here 
so long that the Senator from Vermont seems to have utterly forgot- 
ten his existence. That gentleman is Mr. Eustis, who has stood here 
without any competitor for a seat for more thanayear. It is twenty- 
two months since his credentials were presented ; and it is more than 
a year since the Senate decided that Mr. Pinchback was not entitled 
to the seat. The Senator seems to have forgotten Eustis. 

Mr. CONKLING. Has he been reported from the committee? 

Mr. THURMAN. He has not been, and Heaven only knows when 
he will be. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the committee be discharged ? 

Mr. THURMAN. That will be, I hope, whenever I can get a vote, 
in case they do not report. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I can assure the Senator from Ohio that there 
will be a report on the Eustis case at this session, in season to be 
acted on. I will state that the case would have been acted on had it 
not been for the prolonged sitting of the Senate which prevented 
action. 


(Mr. Any. 
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Mr. THURMAN. Tam delighted to hear that. 


Mr. HOAR. 


Senator from Illinois who sits on my left { Mr. Davis] stated to the 
Senate, as one of his reasons for voting not to discharge the com- 
ee from that case at that time, that he had been informed by 
ogo the case would be shortly reported. © His statement was not 
sa sa ly accurate, but it was so substantially accurate that I let it 
se without any disclaimer. It would not have been proper for me 
P have stated exactly in those words what the committee would do, 
for | had no authority whatever to speak for them. What I said was 
that | should have moved myself to take it up in the committee that 
day if the motion had not been pending to discharge the committee 
ut the time, which justified in substance the remark of the honorable 
Senator from Illinois; and for one I have ev sry where been in favor 
aud am now of bringing the Eustis case to the attention of the Sen- 
ate at the very earliest possible moment, and I state that it is my 


1 


ielief that if the session of yesterday had not occupied the hours 


hetween ten and twelve so that all the committee were in the Sen- 
ate and could not attend the meeting of the committee, the Eustis 
ease would have been reported to the Senate yesterday morning. Of 


course I can speak for no other member of the committee; it would | 


not be in the least proper; but it is my personal belief that that case 
would have been reported to the Senate yesterday morning if the 
Senate had not been in session at the hour when the committee would 
otherwise have met. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Asa member of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections 1 am not able to say myself at what time the commit- 
tee will report on the case of Mr. Eustis. The published proceedings 
of that committee do show that on the 12th day of this month I sub- 
mitted a motion to take up the case of Mr. Eustis, and the published 
proceedings still further show that the committee without giving 
mea hearing upon that motion adjourned the meeting and did not 
meet for one whole week ; and when they did meet and I pressed my 
motion on the consideration of the committee they voted to lay it on 
the table. Now, sir, 1 do not know what that committee will do; 
but I say in its presence that it moves “in such a mysterious way its 
wonders to perform ” that I am unable to say whether we shall ever 
have the Eustis ease here from that committee. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, just one question I wish to ask 
the Senator from Delaware. I do not wish to make a speech or take 
up the time of the Senate. The Senatorsays that the committee ad- 
journed one week. Now, I submit if the Senator does not know that 
the oceasion of that adjonrnment was the death of Senator Morton. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Delaware, a member of the 
Committee on Privileges aud Elections, seems to have nothing but 
censure for the actions of that committee. I am somewhat surprised 
at that. He refers to the published proceedings of the committee. 
That record will show that the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions of this body have used extraordinary diligence to dispose of the 
cases before it at this session. It will show that it bas had frequent 
meetings, daily meetings both in the morning and in the afternoon 
alter the adjournment of the Senate on several days during this ses- 
sion. Jt has lost no time; it has been occupied constantly in the 
settlement of the case of Kellogg and Spofford; counsel have been 
before it; and the committee has saved to the Senate of the United 
States in the course it has taken upon the question more time than 
has been occupied in this whole extra session of Congress. It has 
been able to dispose of that case so that the Senate will have it be- 
fore them with the testimony in the case and can now and here dis- 
pose of it at this session. 

The Senator knows that the case of Eustis referred to this morn- 

ing was called up immediately after the Kellogg case was disposed 
of. He knows that a subcommittee was appointed to report upon 
that case, and that nothing but the continnous session of this Senate 
has prevented a report to the full committee. It is true the Senator 
did make a motion to take up the Eustis case in the midst of the 
trial of the Kellogg-Spofford case. I must say the Senator has ex- 
hibited unusual zeal in the Eustis case. It seems to me that every 
time the question of Spofford-Kellogg would admit of a delay for an 
iustant, the Senator would interpose a motion for the Eustis case to 
be taken up. As is suggested to me, every time the committee were 
engaged in doing the business of the committee, engaged in doing 
matters which the Senator did not wish to do, he was willing to take 
up the Eustis case. 
_ Mr. President, the only reason why I make these remarks is to 
justify this committee in the course it has taken and to show that 
the Senator from Delaware a member of that committee has not done 
Justice to his committee. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, I supposed, after the statement 
I made the other day, that my friend from Delaware would not again 
inisrepresent the Committee on Privileges and Elections and the sub- 
Ject again would not come up in this Chamber, and that I should not 
be obliged again to state a fact which all the members of the Com- 
nittee on Privileges and Elections know and which entirely accounts 
for the week of time which is now made the occasion of a charge 
‘Against that committee. 

The statements made by both Mr. Kellogg and Mr. Spofford, when 
. ey first came before the committee, involved sending to Louisiana, 
ti ging from there certain records, sammoning certain witnesses, 


th 


When the Eustis case was originally brought up in | 
he Senate, at the beginning of the present session, the honorable | 
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and proving certain matters of fact. The Committee on Privileges 
and Elections felt that possibly if a subcommittee of that committee 
should go over these statements, select the specitic matters which 
each desired to prove, and then get the tw» contestants with the com- 
mittee, they might go over the whole matter and get them to agree 
upon certain facts, so that the delay of sending to Louisiana and the 
expense of that proceeding might be avoided. Nobody on the com- 
mittee objected to such a thing as that, and accordingly a subcom- 
mittee was appointed, of which I was the chairman, and they pro- 
ceededto that work, and finally at the end of a week, after meeting 
every day, or at least I was engaged some portion of every day with 
the contestants in examining their papers, they finally on Friday last, 
I think, came together. That is to say, the statements which they 
filed at that time seemed to indicate to me that it would not be neces- 
sary to send to Louisiana. 

I saw Mr. Spotford and told him that as a member of the Commit- 
tee on Patents I was engaged in a hearing there which had been ap- 
pointed before the meeting of the Senate, that my attendance there 
was necessary, but that if he desired that I should call the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections together on Saturday, I would give up 
the meeting of the Committee on Patents, neglect my duties there, 
and attend to his case. He said that he did not ask that because he 
did not think he would be quite ready with his statement until Mon- 
day. He not informing me that he desired to attend to the hearing 
on Saturday, I called a meeting for the next Monday and then the 
hearing was proceeded with. 

Tuat will account for the week in which no meetings of the com- 
mittee were held. The subcommittee of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, of which I was the chairman, was engaged that week 
in trying to bring the two contestants together and in obtaining from 
them certain agreements upon matters of fact, which would have pre- 
vented a large expense and great delay ; and now that is met here 
by a memberof the Committee on Privileges and Elections, who knows 
the facts, as a charge against bis own committee. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I have only a word to say at this 
time to my friend from Vermont, in answer to the request that we 
may come to some understanding about the time we shall vote, and 
that is, that the very moment the Committee on Privileges and Elee- 
tions shall make their report in the Eustis case, whether it be for him 
or against him, I shall be ready, as far as I am concerned and so far 
as I can get the votes of others, to come to an understanding when 
we shall vote on all three cases in the order in which they come, and 
everything about them. But, until that report shall be made, I can- 
not, as at present advised, coine to any understanding. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then we had better go ahead. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, one word in reply to what has 
been said by the Senators from Oregon, Minnesota, and New Hamp- 
shire. 

The Senator from Oregon said that the reason of the delay on my 
motion, to which I referred in the remarks I made before, was that 
the chairman of that committee, Senator Morton, had deceased, and 
therefore we adjourned on that account. The motion which I made 
was subsequent to the death and burial of Senator Morton. The 
Senator from Oregon, therefore, is wholly mistaken in his memory 
on that point. 

In reference to what has fallen from the Senator from Minnesota 
and the Senator from New Hampshire, I desire to state that I do not 
wish to do any injustice to the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
whatever, neither do I believe that I have done any injustice in stat- 
ing what the published record of that committee itself discloses. I 
have said nothing against the committee; I have simply stated the 
facts which the published proceedings of the committee reveal to the 
Senate, that a motion was made on the 12th of the present month to 
take up the case of Mr. Eustis, and that a motion to adjourn immedi- 
ately followed, and that motion to adjourn, as the record shows, was 
made by the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. MCMILLAN. ] 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator allow me to make a statement 
in regard to that, explanatory 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I prefer to finish my remarks now. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Allow me just to make a suggestion there which 
will explain that more fally. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire now to complete my own remarks. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is a very important statement that I desire to 
make to qualify the statement the Senator makes. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator charged me, in bringing that fact 
to the attention, with doing injustice. The committee itself had fur- 
nished the information to the Senate. It is published in its proceed- 
ings, not for the use of members of the committee, as was said at one 
time by the Senator from Minnesota; but it published it for the 
world, and I stated nothing but a fact which the committee itself had 
revealed. 

I do not undertake to say what the motive of the Senator from 
Minnesota was in making that motion. I leave that to the infer- 
ences of the Senate and the country. I speak of the fact that when 


| the motion was made to take up the Eustis case the Senator from 


Minnesota moved immediately to adjourn. I did not impute any mo- 
tive to the Senator making that motion. He, however, becomes ex- 
ceeding sensitive because a fact to which he was aparty, a motion which 
he made, was brought to the attention of the Senate in the remarks 
which I made this morning. The published proceedings of the com- 
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mittee show that fact. I was laying the fact before the Senate with- 
out imputing motives to Senators members of that committee; and 
yet the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator from Minne- 
sota seek to make the impression that Lam doing great injustice to 
the committee. I am doing noinjustice. I speak of what the record 
itself speaks, leaving the Senate to make its inferences, leaving the 
Senator from Minnesota and the Senator from New Hampshire to 
make their explanations. 

Now, Mr. President, what I have stated is shown by the record. 
They are facts. From them, if I were to draw myself any inftrence, 
I should draw a very different conclusion from that which is sought 
to be made by the Senator from Minnesota or the Senator from 
New Hampshire, that the committee was proceeding with due dili- 
gence to the consideration of the questions that were before it, be- 
cause, after that motion was made, as the proceedings of the com- 
mittee will show, for one whole week there was no meeting. The 
Senator from New Hampshire says that a subcommittee was engaged 
in preparing the case of Mr. Kellogg and Mr. Spofford; that is, in 
seeing whether there conld be an agreement between Mr. Spofford 
and Mr. Kellogg in reference to the facts of their case. I admit that 
there was a subcommittee, of which the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. WapDLEIGN] and the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. MERRI- 
MON ] were members, to see if there could not be an agreement on the 
statements of fact between the contestants; but did that preclude 
the meeting of the committee? Was their time so constantly en- 
gaged? Ihave not seen evidence of it. Not a single line in the 
shape of a report is upon the records of the committee from thatsub- 
committee. It had personal interviews with these gentlemen; but 
these gentlemen made their own statements. There was no report 
of the subcommittee, but they simply brought in the written state- 
ments of the parties to the contest. Ido no injustice to that com- 
mittee in saying that notwithstanding the onerous duties of the sub- 
committee, of which the Senator from New Hampshire and the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina were the only members, there could have 
been meetings every day of the entire committee, in my humble 
judgment. If that is doing injustice to the subcommittee, if that is 
doing injustice to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, I can- 
not help it. Itis the honest conviction of my mind. And 1 know 
that several members of the committee went daily to the committee- 
room to see if they would meet. The Senator from Georgia [ Mr. 


Hitt] and mycelf both went there, supposing that upon the regular 
day of the meeting of the cemmittee there would be a meeting, and 
when we got there the committee was not there ; there was no meet- 
ing; and we felt that we had a right to complain of the action in not 
having the regular meeting of the committee on the regular day. 


Ido not desire to impute motives to gentlemen, but 1 mean to 
defend my own self and justify my own view in reference to this 
inatter, 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator stated that I made a motion to 
adjourn pending his motion in committee to take up the Eustis 
case. That is true, and I am sorry the Senator did not state all 
the facts which qualify that circumstance. I will add to the state- 
ment of the Senator from Delaware that we had a full morning ses- 
sion of the Committee on Privileges and Elections; the committee 
clock indicated that the time was within fifteen minutes of twelve 
o'clock, the hour of the meeting of the Senate, when the Senator 
made his motion, a temporary lull having transpired in the considera- 
tion of the Kellogg-Spofford case. It was on Saturday morning. 
The committee expected to adjourn until Monday, meeting always 
upon the call of the chairman after an adjournment. My recollec- 
tion is not distinet whether the committee met upon the Monday 
morning or not; but, if it did not, it was because it was prevented by 
the meeting of the subcommittee and the postponement of the meet- 
ing of the full committee until we could hear their report, upon which 
we were to act. The Senator says the committee could have held ses- 
sions every day of the week. There was a physical possibility of that 
character. So I apprehend the standing and special committees of 
the Senate could hold meetings during all the sessions of the Senate 
if the Senate would permit it. Members of those committees could 
absent themselves from the floor of the Senate and know nothing 
about what transpired in the Senate and take no part in the action 
of the Senate for which they would be held responsible both to the 
Senate and the country. So the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions could have met, and the subcommittee could have absented 
themselves if the full committee would have permitted it without 
reporting it to the Senate; but the matter committed to that com- 
mittee for its disposition could not have been disposed of faithfully 
and intelligently and consistently with the duties of the members of 
that committee in that way. 

Now, Mr. President, no dispute exists between the Senator from 
Delaware and myself that afiects anything except the question of 
courtesy between the members of a committee to the committee of 
which they are members. I can always be able to explain theaction 
of a committee of which Iam a member consistently with the good 
faith of the committee, because none of the committees with which 
J am connected have ever attempted to do anything that was not 
honorable and fair and jast, and inclnde in that the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, of which the Senator from Delaware and 
myself are both members. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, there is no real difference between the 
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gentlemen of the committee, in my judgment. The facts st 
the Senator from Delaware are certainly true, and no may w;)) 
trovert them. They are literally and exactly true. The oxy), 
tions given by the Senator from New Hampshire, and, as far asi e 
tened, by the Senator from Minnesota, are also correct. Ty) baie 
truth is that the committee has been diligent. The committee - 
entitled to any censure for any failure to work. It has adioat vas 
worked well. I must bear that testimony. The Sten 
Some of us thought that the committee on several occasions cake 
have taken up and disposed of the Eustis case and ought to haye dk ud 
so. That is our opinion. We thought the condition of business “ag 
fore the committee justified, authorized, and required that \s I 
stated the other day, the other gentlemen of the committee ieee : 
thought that having taken up the Kellogg case and being dilige, rd 
engaged in the a and investigation of the Kelloge aan 
they were under no obligation and ought not at any time during ¢ B 
consideration of that case to take up the Eustis case even thaye) 
there might be days when by reason of the condition of the Kalese 
case we could not work in that case. = 

That is the whole story. The facts are as the Senator from Dela. 
ware states them, and we on the days mentioned by him were anxious 
that the committee, being unable to proceed with the Kellogg case 
having, it is true,as the Senator from New Hampshire states, a enh. 
committee out at work, thought that the subcommittee might work 
when the general committee was not in session, and that while tho 
subcommittee was not at work and at other times during the day 
the general committee could have met and considered the Enstis 
case. That is the only difference between us, and I do not think any 
gentleman is to be censured or that the committee itself is to pe 
censured. I do not myself censure them. I simply differ with they. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the honorable Senator from Georgia sits down 
I desire to ask him a question, with his leave. 

Mr. HILL. Well, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Itis aquestion which does not relate to the point in 
regard to the past action of the committee, but relates to the present 
condition of the Eustis case, and is without regard to the question 
whether it could or could not or should or should not have been pro- 
viously brought up. I want to see whether the Senator from Georgia 
agrees with me as to the present condition of the Eustis case. I ask 
whether Mr. Eustis did not appear and argue his case before the com- 
mittee on Monday morning of this week, and whether the case was 
not then referred to a subcommittee of which the Senator from 
Georgia isone, and whether if the extraordinary session beginning on 
Monday at twelve o’clock and lasting until Tuesday at four o'clock 
had not taken place, itis not the judgment of the Senator from 
Georgia that the Eustis case might have been reported to the Senate 
by this time. I want to ask the honorable Senator if he does not 
entirely concur with me in that narrative as to the present condition 
of the Eustis case ? 

Mr. HILL. I will say frankly that the facts stated by the Senator 
from Massachusetts are precisely correct, with this simple qualilica- 
tion, that with the knowledge in his possession he is justified in be- 
lieving that but for the prolonged session of the Senate the Eustis 
case would have been reportedon yesterday ; but with my knowledge 
of the condition of that case, 1 being upon the subcommittee and he 
not being on it, I think it would not have been reported on yester- 
day, but might have been reported on to-day. 

Mr. HOAR. I stated to the Senate a little while ago that I thought 
it would have been reported yesterday ; but my question to the hon- 
orable Senator from Georgia was whether he did not think it would 
have been reported by this time. 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand we both agree on that. 

Mr. HILL. I think it could have been reported to-day. That is 
all true, and there is no difference between us on that subject. All 
these gentlemen are right in their facts and the reasons given for 
them. I think the reason of our friends on the other side are sim- 
ply insufficient for the delay in the Eustis case. They think they 
are sufficient. I think, as my friend from Delaware says, that they 
are exceedingly insufficient. That is an honest difference of opinion, 
and I think therefore there is no necessity for an issue about it. 

But, Mr. President, there is one thing very certain. Gentlemen on 
committees have a right to differ and to have their own reasons for 
preferring to push one case ahead of another; and when we get into 
the Senate members belonging to different parties in the Senate may 
have an idea that they have a right to be pushing one case in preter- 
ence to another, and in the result of this collision of opinion in bebalf 
of what I am tempted to say is mere party interest somebody will 
suffer unjustly. That is not right. There is a contest and a serious 
contest in what is known tothe country as the Kellogg-Spotford case. 
There is much less of a contest in what is known as the Butler-Cor- 
bin case. The condition now before the Senate is this: The Senate 
by its action is bringing a contest between the. Kellogg-Spofford case 
and the Corbin-Butler case as to which shall be heard and disposed 
of first. That is all. Now the point I make is that while you are 
making an issue between Kellogg and Spofford and delaying that 
case, and while you are making an issue between Butler and Corbin 
and delaying that case, and while you are making an issue between 
these two cases, Kellogg and Spofford as against Butler and Cor biv, 
which is to be first heard, here stands a man outside whose right no- 
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contests, whose right to a seat on this floor nobody disputes, 
nd he comes from a State that has no representative here, no oppor- 
ase “ey to be heard upon any of these contests. You are passing upon 
aie sitions alinost daily affecting his State, and he is ontside and 
h no ehance to be heard and you keep him excluded. Why? Not 
oo vere is any real doubt about his case; not because there is 
; in the case; not because anybody disputes his right, for 
shoes things are conceded; but you keep him waiting, waiting, for no 
- ison but that gentlemen for other interests—I dare say they think 
the y justify them for taking the course they do—insist on disposing 
of other causes first. : 

Mr. President, I for one stand up here to say, without reference to 
politics, Withont reference to party, that is wrong. I care not whether 
‘+ comes from the committee or whether it isa feeling existing in the 
senate, I say it is all wrong. I say you have no right to delay Mr. 
Eustis one hour because of a delay being necessary and proper in 
other cases that are contested. We owe it to the State of Louisiana 
to give to her undisputed Senator a seat on this floor at the very 
earliest possible moment. | We owe it to that Senator ; we owe it to 
this Senate; and we owe it to the country. And in saying this I am 
actuated by no desire to get what you may call any party advantage. 


body 


because tl 


nv conte st 


I would say the same thing if the gentleman occupying the position | 


of Mr. Eustis belonged to the other party. It would make no differ- 
ence with me. My point is that he ought to be admitted without 
any reference to anybody else; and it is so the more forcibly because 
he has been here twenty-two months. A portion of that time, it is 
true, there was another contestant, but only abont a month of that 
time. He has been here about twenty-one months without a con- 
testant at all, and there have been some eight or nine months of con- 
vressional and senatorial session during those twenty-one months ; 
and yet this gentleman during that whole time has been denied his 
seat. There may have been reasons at a certain time why his case 
was not pressed, and I am blaming nobody for it; but I do say that 
when the Senate realizes the fact that here stands a contestant with 
his eredentials conceded and nobody disputing them, and his State 
unrepresented on this floor, it is high time that we should consider 
whether we ought not at once to admit him into this body. 

It is said his case is before the committee. That is true. Mr. 
President, mere forms ought never to stand in the way of doing a 
substantial right. I should not have referred to anything in the 
committee on the Eustis case, except in answer to the question pro- 
pounded by the Senator from Massachusetts, nor will I say anything 
now further than in answer to the point first propounded, except to 


say what I believe every member of that committee will concede, | 


that there is no contest of fact in that case: there is really nothing 
for the committee to do but to report the case. 
intimation what that report will be; I have no right to do so; but 
every fact in that case is before the committee, and there are really 
no facts in it, except that here stands a gentleman with his creden- 
tials, asking for admission. His credentials are not in the usual form 
for a reasou that has been given to the committee and adjudged by 
precedents in the history of this body as amply sufficient. 

Now, if to do right is our desire, if to do justice is our object, why 
not unanimously agree that this case sha'l now be considered, and Mr. 
Eustis sworn in? [am glad to see my friends on the other side com- 
ing to the idea of having an understanding. The best understanding 
in the world is todo right. Startthat way. Do justice to aman that 
nobody has anything against—a man that nobody disputes. Admit 
that man who has no contestant. If you disagree with me that he 
ought to be admitted, reject him. You ought to have rejected him 


months ago if you were not going to admit him, because, if you had | tificate, because, as he said at the time, Mr. Pinch back was claiming 


rejected him Louisiana would have had a Senator here long ago. | 


The delay, therefore, is unjust to him, unjust to his State, and I think 
unjust to the country. 


I suggest to my excellent friend, the Senator from New Hampshire, 


this moment. I have not a doubt that the committee is ready to re- 
port now. If you want to report, three lines will contain the report 
of the committee. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Has the subcommittee had g meeting ? 

Mr. HILL. Well,no; but the subcommittee have agreed—at least 
amajority of them—and I believe they will agree unanimously. There 
is no difference between us, I think. The subcommittee can agree 


right now. It is one of those cases that has nothing in it—nothing 
to differ on. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia yield to 
the Senator from Oregon ? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Georgia, in his speech for the 
last fifteen minutes, has given the impression to the Senate and the 
country to the effect that there was no question at all in the Eustis 
case; and that the Committee on Privileges and Elections and the 
Senate had been delaying action on the application of a claimant to 
4 seat in this body for mouths and months where there was no ques- 
tion at all to be considered or determined. The Senator did not con- 
fine his statement to the point that there was no difference of opinion 
as to the facts, but that there was no controversy, and no contestant. 
The honorable Senator will bear me out when I say that, for a long 
time after the date of the election of Mr. Eustis and the issuance to 


I will not give any | 


him of the credentials under which he claims, there was a contestant 
to the place here, namely, Mr. Pinchback. 

Mr. HILL. Only about one minute. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Some time. But I did not care about referrin 
to that particularly. Again, the Senator will bear in mind that 
question at least of considerable importance has been raised in the 
Eustis case, a question of law, a question of fact, too, if you please, 
namely, whether or not, at the time Mr. Eustis was elected, there 
was a vacancy that the Legislature could fill. That question, the 
Senator from Georgia will remember, was suggésted in the Senate in 
a speech of some length by the honorable Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
EDMUNDS] a few days ago when that matter was up; and the furi her 
question was raised, as the Senator from Georgia will bear in mind, 
that even admitting that there was a vacancy at that time which tlie 
Legislature of the State of Louisiana had a right to fill, still the pa- 
pers which Mr. Eustis presents as credentials are not in the form 
which the law would require in material matters. So then, instead 
of the case being precisely as stated by the honorable Senator from 
Georgia, one where there is no kind of question, no controversy at 
all, it is a case where two at least rather important questions have 
been suggested. 

Again, the honorable Senator from Georgia says that the sabcom- 
mittee have had no meeting, but that they have agreed. Now, I aim 
a member of the subeommittee myself, and that is why I rose to 
speak at this time. I should not have done so had it not been for the 
statement of the Senator from Georgia. How the Senator from 
Georgia can say that the subcommittee has agreed, when the sub- 
committee has never had any meeting, is something I cannot exactly 
understand. I will say to the Senator from Georgia, however, and 
to the Senate, that for one I am prepared to decide the Eustis case in 
two minutes, if the Senate will adjourn long enough to permit tho 
subcommittee to get together. I do not say howI will decide it, nor 
do I intend to say how I will decide it, until the subeommitte meets ; 
but I am ready to decide it as one member of that subcommittee; I 
am anxious to decide it as one member of that subcommittee. I be- 
lieve the whole of that subcommittee are anxious and willing to 
decide itand are able to decide it and will decide it in half an hour 
after we meet, and be able to make the report to the full committee ; 
and I fully concur with what the chairman of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections has said, that the committee will be able, 
the subcommittee and the full committee, to decide the question and 
report upon it so that action can be had upon the case at the present 
session of Congress. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, in this world (and the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections is not an exception to the rest of the world) 
there are some things which are and there are other things which 
only appear to be. When I said that there was really nothing in this 
Eustis case about which there was a controversy or a difference of 
opinion or a contest of fact, I was simply manifesting my great con- 
fidence in the intelligence, fairness, and ability of the subcommittee, 


r 
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| who would only conclude, as I believe, that there was nothing in the 


| 


shape of a contest in the Eustis case except what appears to be. 
friend says that the credentials of Mr. Eustis are informal. 
conceded. That I stated. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I said it was suggested that they were informal 
in material points. I do not say that is so. 

Mr. HILL. No; they are simply informal in this, that the evidence 
of Mr. Eustis’s election is found in the proper authentication of the 
proceedings of the Legislature, otherwise than by the certiticate of the 
governor; that is all. Governor Kellogg did not give Eustis a cer- 


My 
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the seat, and he would not give Mr. Eustis a certificate; that is all. 
But the fact of his election, of which th governor's certificate is only 
needed as evidence, is just as clear without it as with it; and there 


" | is not a member of the committee who doubts the fact that Mr. Eus- 
the chairman of the committee, that he may be ready to report at | 


tis was elected. Therefore, with all due deference to my friend, I 
mean to say that that is an issue which appears to be, but which is 
not. Sotheother question, the question to which the Senator alluded, 
is a mere question of law. It is not a question of fact; it is not a 
question in which there is any misunderstanding about the facts; it is 


| simply a question which was suggested, only suggested, by the Sen- 
| ator from Vermont as to whether the Legislature could proceed to 


fill a vacancy under the law at a time when there was a claimant for 


that seat whose claim was before the Senate and had not been de- 


termined. That is simply a legal question, and it is entitled to be 


| considered as appearing to be a question, chiefly, I need not say only, 


because so distinguished a lawyer as the Senator from Vermont sug- 
gested it. There is nothing in the world in the question itself, noth- 
ing whatever; but still, the Senator from Vermont suggested it. It 
is very plausible, and has more or less effect at once, for the moment ; 
but as soon as you look atthe question, in three minates you will see 
there is nothing in it. So with the question of the informality of the 
credentials removed, and with the question of the controversy, which 
is only a seeming controversy, about a vacancy being declared re- 
moved, there is nothing whatever left in the case. 

I make these remarks hoping that by unanimous consent, in the 
liberal spirit manifested by the Senator from Vermont and the gen- 
tlemen on the other side this morning to dispatch this business and 
have an understanding, we proceed to take up the Eustis case, dis- 
charge the committee, if you please, for there is nothing fer the com- 
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mittee todo but report, and swear in Mr. Eustis. But I know that 


cannot be done; the case before us cannot be passed by without unan- 
mous consent, 


other matter informally and swear in Mr. Eustis I will not press it. 
I have only made these remarks in the interest of right and with a 
view of saying that while the facts stated by my friend from Dela- 
ware are correct, while the reasons given for their difference on those 
facts by the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator from Min- 
nesota are correct, there is really no difference of opinion. Ithink the 
Senate would discharge a high duty and give a beautiful evidence of 
liberality and justice by swearing in Mr. Eustis, against whom there 
is no objection. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Mr. President, the statement made by the Sena- 
tor from Georgia bas been of such a character that if I were to re- 
main silent it would seem as though I assented to the position that 
there was nothing whatever in the Eustis case which deserves an 
examination. For myself I wish to say as a member of the subcem- 
mittee of the Committee on Privileges and Elections that I have 
never intimated any opinion upon that case. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Minnesota will allow me to say that 
I did not intend in any remarks I made to give the slightest intima- 
tion that anybody on the subcommittee or the general committee had 
told me his opinion, I simply said that I took it for granted there 
was not really any difference in the committee, either the subcom- 
mittee or the general committee, as to the facts I stated. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The gentleman considers the case is so plain 


that there can be no difference of opinion, and therefore he concludes | ator admitted that I had made a suggestion, but regarded it or treate: 
that there is no difference between the members of the subcommittee. | 


As, however, Lam afraid that the gentlemen have | 
not got quite so liberal yet as to agree nnanimously to lay aside this | 
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Now, it may be that when we come tothe consideration of the questions | 


involved in the case, I may coneur with the Senator from Georgia, or I 
may satisfy him that he is in error, 
they are presented by the record as the Senator from Georgia has 
stated them, I think are not fully known by him. 
to be of opinion that there are no other credentials here in any form 
than the extract from the journal of the Legislature of Louisiana 
under which Mr. Eustis claims a seat. There was another election 


for Senator of the United States at the same session of the Legisla- 
ture at which Mr. Eustis was elected, as I understand it. 


Will the Senator from Minnesota allow me to 


Mr. MCDONALD. 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will, sir. 

Mr. McDONALD. Have the credentials of any other person claim- 
ing to be a Senator for that term been presented to the Senate or re- 
ferred to the committee ? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Not referred to the committee but presented to 
the Senate. They had formerly been referred to the committee but 
came back at the expiration of the session of Congress and are now 
lying on the Secretary’s desk unreferred. 

Mr. MCDONALD. The credentials of what person ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Of Mr. Pinchback. 
at the same session of the Legislature at which Mr. Eustis was elected. 
This was a second election of Mr. Pinchback as a Senator from Lou- 
isiana. The first credentials under which Mr. Pinchback came, and 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
und upon which they reported, were the credentials of a prior elec- 
tion. The second credentials were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections; but the committee never made a report 
upon those credentials, as I understand. Subsequently, however, the 
report of the committee upon the first set of credentials was disposed 
of. Now it is claimed that because the Senate has passed upon Pinch- 


back’s first eredentials, determining adversely to his claim upon those | 


credentials, and because that Getermination in the open Senate was 
made at a date subsequent to the second election of Mr. Pinchback, 
the whole matter is res adjudicata. That is one of the positions which 
are regarded as apparently correct. 
case is whether this determination of the Senate adjudicates the 
question of Pinchback’s second election, 

It is said, however, that Pinchback’s second credentials have never 
been referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. They 
were once referred, but they are now in the possession of the Senate, 
the session of Congress having expired at which they were referred. 
They have not been re-referred at this session. I have not felt it my 


duty to move for a reference as it was suggested the other day that I | 
But suppose these credentials | 


should do by the Senator from Georgia. 
are not referred to the committee, the credentials of Mr. Eustis have 
heen referred to the committee, and as I understood the position of the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Eaton] the other day, although the 
case he spoke of was another one, if Eustis’s credentials are referred 
and Pinchback’s are not referred, yet affecting the same subject-mat- 


either sct of credentials. 

Mr. EATON. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Certainly. 

Mr. EATON. I certainly did not purpose to say anything of that 
sort. I said that where the question was between Mr. Spotford and 
Mr. Kellogg, or between Mr. Butler and Mr. Corbin, the question 
being upon the admission of one the character of the credentials of 
the other was bound to be brought out. 


| that may be. 
The Senator seems | 


| seem to be, before I had to determine it. 


Mr. Pinchback was elected | 


| Chamber, I take it that it would not be necessary to refer 


| which might be arrived at in one event. 
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Mr. McMILLAN. That I understood to be the Position of tho 
ator, and that is just the position I now assume that he tg) ngs 
Mr. EATON. I did not say that would be the case iy pe ard 
credentials of a man whom the Senate have determined w as not ; 
Mr. CONKLING. Not on this election, but on another. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I have just shown that the Senate has not. or a+ 
least it is not certain that it has, determined that Pinchback yw. es . 
elected at the same session of the Louisiana Legislature at which By.:,, 
claims to have been elected. Then the question of the election f 
Eustis would necessarily involve the validity of Ping hhack’s a 
tion, because if Pinchback was elected there was no yace: cme 
which Mr. Eustis could have been elected. Therefore under ¢ 
tion stated by the Senator from Connecticut on the oi 


10 the 


Cte, 


ney for 
he pos 
her Side of the 


. , , . the ere- 
dentials of Pinchback in order to determine the validity of Pina 


back’s election and to determine that there was no vacancy y 
Eustis claims to have been elected. 7 
Mr. President, I do not undertake to say that these questions w;)) 
not be decided at an earlyday by anymeans. They may receive y; oF 
speedy solution, but I wish to put myself in such a condition befyrs 
the Senate that I may exercise freely my judgment in passing upon 
these matters. I do not wish that the statement of the Senato: from 
Georgia should go to the Senate as presenting acase in Eustis’s claiy 
here about which no sensible man could differ as to the conclusion 
I wish to hold the matter 
open. When I made a suggestion the other day upon the tloor of thy 
Senate in regard tothe action of the committee in this case, the Se, 


he ! 


i- 


it as rather frivolous, I thought. I only venture now to repeat it, so 
that I may be protected in exercising my own opinion hereafter, | 


| may be that there will be no difference of opinion between the Sey 
The facts of the case, so far as 


ators upon the committee in regard to this case. I do not know how 
I have been accustomed, in determining cases which 
come to me for decision, to withhold the formation ot any opiuivn, 
and to forbear coming to a conclusion, however clear the case mig\it 
I have always found that 
there are two sides to every question; and although a question may 
be presented which seems very clear, which without an examination 
one would have decided promptly, without hesitation, in one way 
when you come to examine it fully and thoroughly L have frequent); 
found it the case that the decision would be on the other side. : 

The Senator from Georgia himself made a fine illustration of this 
the other day upon the floor of the Senate. He stated that in ty 
Spofford-Kellogg case he had no doubt whatever when that case was 
referred to the committee it would be decided without any hesitation, 
without any delay; that the committee and the Senate would tak 


| it for granted, and for the sake of conciliation and peace the Senate 


of the United States would waive its high privilege, if not its daty, 
under the Constitntion to be the judge of the elections, returns, and 
qualifications of its own members, and accept as conclusive the fact 
that the Legislature which elected Mr. Spofford after the completed 
revolution in the State of Louisiana was the lawful Legislature, and 
would pronounce Mr. Spofford the Senator-elect from that State. 
The Senator supposed that there would be no doubt about that ques- 
If it should have been presented to me I should have arrived 


| at a direetly -ontrary conclusion ; and it seems to me that there has 


The question involved in the | 








| 


been some difference of opinion about that case. So great has been 
the difference of opinion that the committee having it in charge, after 
a faithfal and diligent discharge of their duties in examining it, as 
the Senator from Georgia himself has stated, have come to the con- 
clusion that Mr. Kellogg is the Senator-elect from that State. 

Mr. President, I only nake these remarks that the Senate may un- 


| derstand that the Eustis case will be disposed of early, but not with- 


out a careful examination. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia just now, | 
thought, made a very complete defense of the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections from the indictment preferred against that com 
mittee upon the ground of laches. Who will be able to defend the 
Senate from the indictment that the Senator has preferred against 
it, 1 do not know. When it was said that the Committee on rv! 
leges and Election® had trifled with the Eustis case, I thonght his 
answer was very complete, very full, and his justification of the 
committee ample ; but the indictment he prefers against the Senate 
is graver than that urged against the committee. All that was 
complained of the committee was that it had retained the credentials 
in the Eustis case since March last. The Senate seems to have trilled 
with and ignored the claim of Eustis for nearly two years. Y 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to say that 
I am not aware that anybody has made an indictment against the 


| committee, nor am I aware that I have vindicated the committee 
ter, the whole question would be brought up under the reference of | 


from that indictment. I simply gave the reason why I thought there 
was no material difference among the members of the committee. | 
must say that in all the facts and in every fact stated by the Senato! 
from Delaware I concur with him. The facts are proved, every one 
of them, just as he stated them. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, it is so long since I have read any work 
on criminal law that I may have fallen into a blunder in calling this 
complaint an indictment. Perhaps it does not in form or in substance 
amount to what is called in criminal law au indictment. 





————— 


Mr. EATON. Call it an information. ; 

Mr. HOWE. I will accept the suggestion of my honorable friend 
from Connecticut and eall it an information, But the matter pre- 
ferred against the Senate by the Senator from Georgia is intinitely 
raver than that preferred against the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections by the Senator from Delaware. If that committee has 
tried with the rights of Louisiana, the Senate has tritled with those 
rights to a greater degree. If the Senator from Georgia states the 
sialon of Eustis correctly, I do not know what defense we have for 
our conduct, what defense the Senate asa body can urge, or what de- 
fense thereis forany individual Senator upon this floor. The case as he 
states it is that we have held aman outside these doors, sent here by 
Louisiana with a title so complete and perfect that there was nobody 
anywhere to say a word against it. I do not know whet her the courts 
of Georgia recognize the practice which is recognized in other courts 
elsewhere of nonsuiting a plaintiff upon his ownstatement. If they 
Jo tolerate that practice, I am satisfied the Senator from Georgia 
never encountered a defeat of that kind. When he states a case, if 
i e can jndge from his performance this morning, hestates one entirely 
safe against the perils of a peremptory nonsuit; but I am inclined 
to think that he rather overstated the Eustis case, so called. I am 
inclined to think so not only from what the Senator from Minnesota 
has just now said, but from the action of the Senate since that case 
arose. Inregard to this perfect and complete claim, this claim against 
which nobody living could urge an objection, I do not remember 
when the Senate has by anybody before been called upon to recog- 
nize it and to act upon it. The claimant himself, so far as I know, 
has stood quiet; Louisiana has not clamored; no Senator on this 
tloor has moved. 

Long after the Pinchback case is said to have been decided, when 
the Senate convened, Senator after Senator appeared here, his cre- 
dentials were laid upon your table, and by the action of the Senate 
referred to the appropriate committee where there was any dispute, 
and where there was no dispute the oath was administered to him. 
Day after day passed and nobody alluded to Eustis; nobody seemed 
to be aware that there was such a man in existence; nobody hinted 
that there was such a claim before the Senate. The Butler creden- 
tials and the Corbin credentials were sent to the committee. The 
Kellogg credentials and the Spofford credentials were sent to the 
committee. It was not until the 8th day of March, when we had 
been sitting here four days, that the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Tnur- 
MAN,] whom we all know to be one of the most diligent members of 
this body, exhumed from the files of the Senate the credentials of 
Mr. Eustis, of Louisiana. He did not tell us it was a claim against 
which nobody had an objection, but after the Senate had been here 
four days in session and those credentials had been here two years 
according to the history we have, he finally concluded to ask of the 
Senate that they be referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. They were referred; and now we are told it is a claim so 
clear, and manifest, and perfect that it is like a patent from the Gov- 
ernmeut of the United States, better than a patent, like a judgment 
of a court of record importing absolute verity, nothing to be said 
against It. 

Mr. President, I do not believe the Senate of the United States 
would have withstood a claim of this kind so long. I do not believe 
the Senate as a body would have done it; and it is incredible, it is 
impossible, to believe that there is not some Senator here who would 
not in all these months have cried out to the country that we had 
such a case here. But I incline to think the explanation of the fact 
that Mr. Eustis has not before this and long before this taken his 
seat in the Senate is that there were Senators on this floor who did 
not see so perfect a title there as the Senator from Georgia does. I 
think also this other thing is just as true, that until within a very 
few days there was not a single Senator in the Senate, never had 
been one here since the Eustis credentials were first presented to us, 
who saw that clear case presented by it, and there was not one who 
did not want information and advice about it. But we are told this 
morning that the Committee on Privileges and Elections is at last all 
ready to report. Ishould like to hear the report. I should like to 
hear the jadgment of that committee if they are prepared to render 
it upon the question just now suggested by the Senator from Minne- 
sota, as to whether the Legislature of Louisiana had any more right 
to elect a Senator at the time they pretended to have elected Mr. 
Eustis than they had to elect a President of the United States, 
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I suppose there can be, from what I hear, no great doubt upon this 
second question. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me, in regard 
to that one question, to make a statement of 

Mr. HOWE. Certainly; I want it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Eustis case presents, in addition to the questions 
which have been raised, a very interesting constitutional question. 
The Constitution prov ides that Senators shall be elected by the Legi 4 
lature; and the constitution of Louisiona provides that its Legisla- 
ture shall consist of two bodies: asenate and a house. The Constitu- 
tion further providing that Congress may determine the manner of 
such election, Congress has provided that the election shall be by 
separate action on one day, and, if the two branches do not coneur, 
they shall meet and an election take piace by joint ballot on a suc- 
ceeding day. 

Mr. HOWE. Having prescribed the day when this duty devolves 

Mr. HOAR. That is not the point. The two branches met sepa- 
rately and did not concur. On the succeeding day, meeting for elec- 
tion by joint ballot, there was a quorum of one branch and not of the 
other present to take part in the joint ballot. Does the act of Con- 
gress permit or require, can it constitutionally permit or require, a 
State Legislature to perform an act which is to be the act of a Legis- 
latare in which a quorum of each branch is not present to take part t 
Ido not mean to intimate any opinion against Mr. Eustis. On the 
other hand, I am prepared to say that, on that very question which 
I have stated, my reflections have led me so far toa conclusion in his 
favor; but Iask the leave of the honorable Senator to make the suz- 
gestion that he might see that upon the second point, whether Mr. 
Eustis has been elected by the Legislature that undertook to elect 
him, there is a grave question of law which Senators will be pretty 
apt to consider and discuss. j 

Mr. INGALLS. If it would not disturb the Senator from Wisconsin 
I should like to add one word to what the Senator from Massaclu- 
setts has already said. 

Mr. HOWE. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understood the Senator from Massachusetts to 
say the fact was that the two houses did not concur in the election 
of a Senator on the day of their first meeting. While that is true, it 
is not all the truth, the fact being that on the day the Legislature 
supposed to be designated by law, that is, on the second Tuesday of 
January, 1876, the house of representatives, that is, the lower house, 
alone proceeded to ballot for a member of the Senate of the United 
States, and Mr. Eustis received sixty-seven votes, or a very large ma- 
jority of all the votes that were then cast; but on the same day the 
senate, on the motion of one member of that body, moving that the 
senate co-operate in the election for Senator to fill the existing va- 
cancy, laid the motion on the table by a vote of 20 to 13, the seuate 
consisting of thirty-six members, three of whom evidently did not 
participate in this vote. Upon the next day the speaker was directed 
by the members of the house to invite such members of the senate as 
were willing to co-operate with them in the election of a Senator to 
meet the house for that purpose, and in accordance wich that request 
twelve individual members of the senate, or exactly one-third of 
their number, proceeded to the hall of the house of representatives, 
forming with the members of the honse a body consisting of one huan- 
dred and forty-seven members, and a majority of that body voted 
for and elected Mr. Eustis. 

Those are the facts in regard to the participation of the two Houses 
under the law of Congress, It is proper that I should say, in additio 1 
to this fact, that not only was there no compliance whatever with 
the law of Congress in regard to the separate election of Mr. Eustis 
by the two houses, but that section 15 of the law to which the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota has referred, declaring that “ it shall be the duty 
of the executive of the State from which any Senator has been chosen 
to certify his election, under the seal of the State, to the President of 
the Senate of the United States,” which “shall be countersigned by 
the secretary of state of the State,” has been absolutely uncomplied 
with. The only paper called credentials that is before the commit- 
tee is a statement of this legislative action, the governor declining to 
give the certificate required by the law upon the ground that he had 
previously commissioned or cert ified to the election of Mr. Pinchback. 
Therefore, the statement of the Senator from Georgia, that there are 
no questions of law involved in this case, that it is a perfectly clear, 
straight, plain proposition, would seem to be true with the exception 


a single sentence? 





whether there was in fact any authority in the law for that body of | of these three comparatively unimportant particulars. In the first 
nen, no matter how orthodox it was constructed, or who constructed | place, it is very possible that there was no vacancy; in the second 
it—whether there was any authority in the world for that body at | place, it is very possible that there was noelection; and, in the third 


that time to proceed to the election of a United States Senator. I 


should like to hear the judgment of that committee upon that single 


question. 


place, it is undeniable that there is no certificate. 
Mr. HOWE. Well, Mr. President, there does seem to be, after all, 
some little difficulty in the way of our openiug the doors of the Sen- 


But, sir, I am inclined to think, notwithstanding what the Senator | ate to Mr. Eustis off-hand. At least it is not so clear a case, not so 
from Georgia has said, that the committee is not yet quite prepared to | full a case as to require us to do anything more than open the doors. 
report fully upon the Eustis case, as it is called for brevity. I am | I do not think we ought to be expected to take the roof off in order 


inclined to think from the statement of the Senator from Minnesota 


to receive him this morning. ‘There are some difficulties even in 


that in point of fact the Eustis case is not to this late day even sub- | coming to the conclusion that there was the fact of an election by 
mitted to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. I suppose there | the Legislature of Louisiana. I profess myself an utter stranger to 
ean be no doubt that the Eustis case involves the consideration and | the whole Eustis case any farther than it is developed here, moment 
determination of two questions at least, if not more. One is whether | by moment and from mouth to mouth. I suppose that before | was 
the Legislature had authority to elect at the time it is said to have | called upon to vote on the Eustis case I should be instructed by some- 
elceted Mr. Eustis; and the other is whether it did elect Mr. Eustis. | body. It is not my purpose at all this morning to argue that case, 
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Iam trying as well as I can to give the country to understand that 
the Senate is not as guilty as it wonld appear to be upon the state- 
ment of the honorable Senator from Georgia, That is my sole purpose. 

When interrupted by the Senator from Massachusetts, and very 
properly interrapted—and very timely the interruption was—I was 
about saying that so far trom believing that the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections were bursting with their report this morning, I 
am inclined to the opinion, from what the Senator from Minnesota 
said, that that case, the full case, is not before the committee yet. 
This other question, whether there was a vacancy in the Senate for 
Louisiana to fill at the time this election is said to have taken place, 
is one of the questions which that committee must resolve and report 
upon. Whether there was a vacancy or not may depend, and prob- 
ably does depend, upon whether Louisiana had before that time duly 
commissioned as many men to be Senators as the Constitution enti- 
tles her to have. It is said that at the very time this election of Mr. 
Eustis is claimed to have taken place there was a man here claiming 
to be a Senator from that State. He seems to have come here, as I 
judge from the statement just made, upon a sort of double claim. 
He had two deeds; one may have been a tax deed for aught I know; 
but he claimed under two elections, and the credentials which he 
brought here issued to him upon the second election it is said have 
never been passed upon either by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections or by the Senate; they have lain here upon your files dur- 
ing that whole time with one exception, when they were referred pro 
forma to the committee, no action taken upon them by the commit- 
tee, but at the end of the session they were returned to your files. 
Now, it does seem to me that before the committee should report on 
the Eustis case those credentials ought to be sent to that committee, 
and that committee should con-ider them, should tell the Senate what 
significance there is in them, if any, and that until they come to the 
conclusion that there is no meaning in those credentials they cannot 
properly weigh the credentials presented by Mr. Eustis. 

Then I am inclined to think, Mr. President, that this long delay in 
determining the case of Mr. Eustis is not one which can be adequately 
accounted for upon the hypothesis of bold and criminal neglect upon 
the part of the Senate. There is a more reasonable explanation of it 
than that. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I must confess to a little surprise at the 
characterof the speech of the Senator from Wisconsin and the remarks 
that have fallen from one or twoother Senators. I begin to fear that 
I have had overconfidence. This morning when the Senator from 
Ohio offered his remarks upon the subject, the chairman of the com- 
mittee made a statement, in which I concurred fully, to the effect— 
I will not quote his language—that the Eustis case could be reported 
upon, I believe he said by to-morrow or very soon. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. In time to be acted on at this session. 

Mr. HILL. My friend from Oregon subsequently stated very cor- 
rectly that there was no difficulty whatever in the way of avery early 
report; that he could agree upon this matter referred to him as a 
member of a subcommittee in two minutes. I knew I could agree in 
one minute; so that in two minutes at the furthest the subcommittee 
could agree. While I was speaking the Senator from Massachusetts 
asked me the question, after a little recitation of fact, whether I did 
not concur with him in the opinion that but for the long session of the 
Senate yesterday the case might have been reported to-day. I thought 
there was an evident desire on the part of my eloquent colleagues on 
the committee to convince the Senate that there was nothing in the 
way of an early and almost immediate report in the Eustis case ane 
they wished me to concur in that opinion; and I concurred in my 
simplicity. I thought it was true; I think so now. I agreed to all 
the Senator from Massachusetts said. I agreed to all the honorable 
chairman said upon the subject of an early report, an almost immedi- 
ate report; [ agreed to what my friend from Oregon said. It was all 
true. While there were differences, as he said, still there was no 
reason why the case should not be reported at once. And yet here 
one member of the committee, about whose early concurrence I said 
nothing on earth, the Senator from Minnesota, wants to insist that 
he is not so convinced. Well, I do not disagree with him about that. 
Ile would not believe if one rose from the dead. I know the Sena- 
tor’s opinions very well; I said nothing aboutthem. Then the Sena- 
tor from Kansas begins to intimate that there might be some more 
trouble, but I do not know whether I misunderstood him or not. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator entirely misunderstood me. 

Mr. HILL. I take it back. 

Mr. INGALLS. It isnow half past twoo’clock. If the Senate will 
adjourn or take a recess until three, I will agree to sigu a report in 
regard to the Eustis case and shall be very happy indeed to do it. 

Mr. HILL. I misunderstood the Senator. I am gratified to hear 
that. Then nobody on the committee has intimated that there will 
be any trouble in the committee, except the slight intimation from 
the Senator from Minnesota. How is there going to be any trouble 
about the matter of the report? I thought if the gentlemen were so 
ready we could report this morning iu five minutes. I for one did 
not see any trouble. We are unanimous over here. Then why is it 
after all this concurrence in the committee, this exhibition of mani- 
fest concurrence by so many members of the committee, no less than 
four gentlemen on the republican side of the committee agreeing that 
there is no trouble in the way of a report, that the Senator from 
Wisconsin who is not on the committee volunteers a speech here an 


hour long to try to convince the committee that they ought not ta} 

in such a hurry, that there is something before the committes+ h ry + 
committee do not know anything about, that there are some on. te 
with which they are not familiar that he suggests may aca 
deal of trouble and authorize delay? That is the substance god 
speech. I do not understand that. I do not see any reason = hie 
Now, Mr. President, the fact is, as all the members of the coy ae It. 
have stated, whatever differences might have existed iy ‘icon 
an early report have gone. How they have gone I will ny, * 
What the report will be, I do not intimate; but | do concur it) e 
chairman, I do concur with the Senator from Oregon, I de-concur wi 1 
the Senator from Kansas, and I do concur with the Senator from M “9 
achusetts that there is no trouble in the way of an early report oo 
I do hope that gentlemen in the Senate who are not on thie , ommitte 
will not volunteer to throw obstacles in the way of an immediate 
report. Thatisall. We have had trouble enough ; let us get over it 

Mr. President, though [ have made these remarks, I aw free to hen 
that we are all out of order. Ido not know what motion we pd 
debating. [Laughter.] The motion of the Senator from Ohio wast. 
swear in the Senator from South Carolina. We have not been talk. 
ing about that. [Laughter.] I have been following the example of 
distinguished Senators around me; but I suggest this had as well 
stop, because if this debate goes on, if there is nothing else in tho 
way of a report from the committee, it will be an interminable tall 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, as we are all out of order, perhaps | 
can be indulged in making one more remark before we get into order 
It is not necessary to go right back at once. So I venture to say t, 
the Senator from Georgia that I did not mean to intermeddle at 4} 
with the affairs of the Committee on Privileges and Elections; | did 
not mean to throw the slightest obstacle in the way of their report- 
ing at the drop of the hat if they saw fit. Inspired by a suggestion 
made by the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. MCMILLAN, } I echoed thy 
suggestion, sort of took that as my warrant for doing so much, | 
take that all back if it stands in the way of an early report from the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, and a full report. 

The time I oceupied here might have been too long ; I will agree 
to strike out one-half that ; but no moment of it was occupied for 
the purpose of preventing a report from that committee. The whole 
of it I intended to be dedicated religiously to the purpose of defend- 
ing the Senate against what I thought was a very grave imputation, 
As I said, I am willing to withdraw one-half of the time I occupied, 
but not one ounce of the defense I made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN. ] 

Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. ‘ 

The name of Mr. ALLISON was called, and responded to by him. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CONKLING. There has been an answer. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There has been a response to the roll-call. 

Mr. HILL. I rise to say that I see the Senator 

Mr. CONKLING. This is out of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with tho 
roll-call. One Senator has already responded. 

Mr. CONKLING. I submit that the Senator from Georgia is out of 
order, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Has there been a response? We 
heard none here! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There has been. The Secretary will 
proceed. 

Mr. HILL. There was not a response before I addressed the Chair. 
I attempted to get the floor and call the attention of the Senate 
before the Secretary said a word. 

Mr. ALLISON. My name was called, and I responded. 

Mr. HILL. But I was trying to get the floor at the time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair can only be governed by 
what the Secretary tells him, that before the Senator had been 
recognized —— 

Mr. HILL. My purpose was to speak before the Secretary opened 
his mouth. I remember that. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If the Senator was addressing the 
Chair at the time the Clerk called a Senator — 

Mr. CONKLING. He was not recognized. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with the call 
of the roll. - 

The Secretary proceeded with the call of the roll. ; 

Mr. MAXEY, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with the 
Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Ferry.] If he were present, on the 
pending amendment I should vote “ yea” and I suppose he would 
vote * nay.” * p 

Mr. INGALLS, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. RaNsoM,] who is still detained 
from the Chamber by illness. If he were here, I should vote against 
the amendment. My colleague (Mr. PLumB] is absent and paired 
with the Senator from Missouri, [ Mr. ARMSTRONG. } 

The call of the roll was concluded. ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. President, what is the effect of this 
amendment? If it is adopted, is the effect of it to swear General 
Butler in at once? 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question will then recur on the res- 
s amended. ; , 
= EDMUNDS. Debate is not in order, Mr. President. 
ie. D (VIS, of Illinois. Without expressing any opinion whether 
he should be sworn in or. not, I vote—— 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Lobject to debate. The Senator must vote yea 
Or DAVIS, of Illinois. I vote “yea” to bring that matter before 
he Senate. 
; ‘Mr. EDMUNDS. It rejects Kellogg. 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 3C; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of Llinois, Davis 
f West Virginia, Dennis, Eaton, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones 
of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, McCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Merrimon, Morgan, 
Patterson, Randolph, Saulsbury, ‘Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and 


Ge ene Allison, Anthony, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Penn- 


jvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chafiee, Christiancy, Conkling, Conover, Dawes, 
Dorsey Edmunds, Hoar, Howe, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews, 
Mitchell, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, Rollins, Sargent, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, 
008 Nate aeeare. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Ingalls, 
Jobnston, Maxey, Plumb, Ransom, Sharon, and Windom—13. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon the question of agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio, the yeas are 30 and 
the nays are 30. The vote of the Senate being equally divided, the 
Chair votes in the meee ‘ : 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The gentleman will state his point of 


der. 
vr THURMAN. Iam compelled to challenge the right of the 
Chair to vote on this resolution, and, with great respect to the Chair, 
to submit my view of it. 

If this were a resolution to seat the Senator from South Carolina, 
and not an amendment to another resolution; if it were a direct vote 
on the question of seating him wholly independent of everything 


else, and not an amendment, then I submit that it would be tolera- | consideration he is simply a presiding officer; he has no vote unless 


bly clear. I do not say that it is entirely so, but it would be tolerably 
clear that the Vice-President would have no vote. Then, of course, 
however, it would not require his vote, for the resolution would fail 
for want of a majority. 

This is a very interesting question, and I ask attention to it. I 


submit that the provision that the Vice-President shall have no vote | 


except where the Senate is tied cannot apply to the case of seating a 
member of the Senate; that the other provision that each House 
shall be the judge of the elections, qualifications, and returns of its 
own members leaves the determination of all questions of seating a 
member tere in the hands of the Senators themselves. 

If this were not so, then let us see what the consequence would be. 
Suppose that the Vice-President, where there was an equal vote, should 
vote in the affirmative, then he would seat the person whose case was 
being voted upon, If he vote in the negative he does no more than 
would be the result if he did not vote at all, because there would be 
no majority for the proposition. If the simple question were shall A 
B be sworn in, or shall he be seated, or is he entitled—if that were 


other resolution, if there were not a majority for it the resolution 
would fail without any vote in the negative from the Vice-President ; 
but if, there being a tie, the Vice-President can vote, then by voting 
in the affirmative he can settle who isto be a Senator on this floor. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that the true interpretation of the 
Constitution is that that is a question which must be decided by the 
House itself, and that it is not a question upon which the Vice-Presi- 
dent has a vote. Section 5 of article 1 says: 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualfications of its 
own members, and a majority of each shall constitute a quorum to do business. 

The only provision in regard to the power of the Vice-President to 
_ . in another clause of the Constitution in section 3 of the same 
article : 

The Vice-President of the United States shall be President of the Senate, but 
shall have no vote, unless they be equally divided. 

It is nowhere provided, in express terms, in what case he shall 
have a vote, but it is said he “shall have no vote unless they be 
equally divided,” thereby implying that in other cases he might have 
avote. It is left really to parliamentary law ; and when we come 
to that we find it is a little obscure what would be the parliamentary 
law in the case. For instance, take the House of Lords that is pre 
sided over by thé lord chancellor. He has no vote as lord chan- 
cellor. He does not settle a question upon there being an equal divis- 
ion of the house; he has no vote at all unless indeed he should be 
40 earl or baron entitled to a seat and a vote in his right as earl or 
baron, and I do not know even that he has a vote then, though pos- 
sibly he might. But there havé been plenty of lord chancellors who 
have not been entitled to a seat in their own right as members of the 
pw ot Lords, and the lord chancellor has no vote on an equal 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I would ask my friend whether by the constitu- 


tion of Great Britain, as they call it, the lord chancellor has a vote 
on an ual division in any case. 
Mr. THURMAN. I think not. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I think not; so that my friend’s case is not in 
poiut at all. 


VI——47 





Mr. THURMAN. The Senator is only saying what I have said 
twice before. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suppose that is the reason my friend cited it, 
because it had no.application whatever. i 

Mr. THURMAN. We shall see whether it has any application or 
not presently if the Senator will not jump before he gets to the stile. 
I said if it were left to parliamentary law we should be in some ob- 
scurity about it. Now,then,let us come to the case of the speaker of 
the House of Commons. I do not know, I confess, for I have not 
looked at it for a long time, how it is, whether he votes in an equally 
divided house or not. 

Mr. CONKLING. He votes as a member of the house. 

Mr. THURMAN. He may vote as a member of tho House or not ; 
I do not remember how that matter is. Now let us come to our own 
House of Representatives. It was long ago claimed by a Speaker of 
the House of Representatives that he had a right as a Representative 
from his State to vote upon any question whether there was an equal 
division or not, and I believe that nobody was found to gainsay his 
right. At all events he exercised it, and it has been exercised before 
and since. His right, therefore,is because he is a member of tho 
House of Representatives. He is chosen to that position and is prop- 
erly a member of the House. Now, the Vice-President is not a mem- 
ber of the Senate. The Senate was intended to be a body represent- 
ing the States on terms of perfect equality, each State being entitled 
to two, the smallest State to as many as the largest in representation 
in this body. And the Vice-President is chosen in another mode. He 
is chosen by a majority of the electoral votes of all the States, in 
which the votes of the largest State count a great deal more than the 
votes of the smallest State, or he may be chosen by a vote of the 
Senate itself where there is no choice by the people. 

Now, was it intended that the Vice-President should have a vote 
upon the question of the constitution of the Senate itself? It can 
only be said that he has that vote by holding that he is a part of 
this House. He is not a part of the House. When a bill is under 


there is a tie. Is he a part of the House when it comes to judge of 
the elections, qualifications, and, returns of its members? It seems 
to me to say that he is, is to say that the House cannot decide that 
question the sole right to decide which is in the House. 

I know that some of my friends think this point ought not to be 
made now because whether or not my position is right this is not a 
final vote ; that where as in this case I simply offer my proposition 
as an amendment to a pending proposition it makes no great differ- 
ence. lam inclined to think thatif the principle would be true if my 
proposition stood alone so that the vote on it would be a final vote, 
it must be true where it comes as an amendment to a pending propo- 
sition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that is so. Mr. President, if the whole 


| of this affair were not somewhat extraordinary, this would cap the 


climax ; but it is in keeping with the whole affair. So nothing is to 
be said upon that. 
The point of the honorable Senator is that although the Constitu- 


| tion says in explicit terms that where the Senate is equally divided 
the direct question and it did not come up as an amendment to any | 


in a vote the Vice-President shall have the casting vote without limi- 
tation or qualification at all, it is desirable for this occasion at least to 
import some limitations and qualifications into the Constitution ; 
and the point of it is because the Constitution says that each House 
shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
own members; and therefore, if they must be, he says the Vice-Presi- 
dent of course cannot have a vote. How does that happen? Is it 
not a House? The same Constitution says that when the House— 
this House—is equally divided in opinion, the Vice-President shall 
have the casting vote. Where does he import, then, even on the 
election of a member, this qualification ? 

Mr. THURMAN. What clause does the Senator refer to as ex- 
plicit? I do not find any such explicit and express words. I see 
words which say that in certain cases he shall not vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator finds that it says he shall not vote. 
This is the clause, and if the honorable Senator is disturbed about my 
mode of putting it I will read the exact words: 

The Vice-President of the United States shall be President of the Senate— 


I take it my friend will agree, therefore, that the President of the 


| Senate is the President of the body, and in that sense belongs to it as 


its presiding officer— 
but shall have yo vote, unless they be equally divided. 


Does the honorable Senator mean to contend that the Vice-Presi- 
dent shall have no vote at all when they are equally divided upon 
the passage of a bill? I should like him to answer me, if that is his 
proposition. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have said no such thing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator knows very well that I have said 
no such thing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And the Senator does not mean any such thing, 
of course ? 

Mr. THURMAN, I have said, however, and tried to enforce it as 
well as I could, that the provision for his casting vote, which un- 
duubtedly is implied by the expression of the clause I quoted, has no 
application to the seating of a member. 

































-———e 






ie EE AER E A 


exe 








%. 


+ aa S's 


ap alate Sees a 


—. 














nA 


Mes 














eco a 
































saree Payline 
Ae 




























































































1 ti: Oe ogee 


6 


Pel 


738 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Then we do agree, if I correctly understand the 
Senator from Ohio, that when the Senate is equally divided under 
this clause, unless you find an exception somewhere else, the Vice- 
President shall have the casting vote. The Senator from Ohio agrees 
to that. Now, let us see where he gets his exception. He now says, 
that being the proposition in the clause that I have read, it is not the 
proposition in the fifth section, which says that— 


Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
own members, and a majority of each shall constitute a quorum to do business. 





He says in that case the Vice-President shall not have a casting 
vote. Why? Is it not the Honse, is it not the Senate that is acting 
on the election and return and qualifications of its members? Of 
course it is. The Senator knows that perfectly well. Then if his 
proposition which he has just agreed to be true, on the same page, 
and in the preceding section but one, it follows, as clearly as any- 
thing can follow, that the Vice-President shall have a casting vote 
in that case; but he says it relates to the organization. So do 
the rules relate to the organization. But it so happens that as you 
turn along, it will be as manifest as anything can be that, if my 
honorable friend is right about this, it then necessarily follows that 
the Vice-President can have no vote in any case on a bill or any 
other matter of consideration whatever; for the very same descrip- 
tion is used in respect of all the other powers of this body as in 
respect to judging of the election of its own members. This body, 
as a House, must agree to a bill that is sent to it by the House of 
Representatives, or that is introduced here, before it can pass; and 
if it be the law that because each House is to judge of the election of 
its members the Vice-President can have no casting vote in the event 
of a tie, then it is the law that in the case of a tie on the passage of 
a bill which cannot pass unless this House passes it, by the same sign 
exactly the Vice-President has no vote at all, So, then, the result 
of the argument of the honorable Senator is that in no case of the 
action of this body can the Vice-President have a casting vote; and 
yet the honorable Senator says that on everything except the election 
of Senators the Vice-President shall have a casting vote ; and yet, as 
I have said, in each one of the sections that refer to elections and to 
the passage of bills and to the making rules and orders and to every- 
thing the Senate may do, it is nothing but “ the House” more or less, 
the same one body to which the language of the Constitution applies 
the declaration that he makes and that I make, that, by force of the 
clause I first read, in every case of a tie the Vice-President has the 
casting vote. 

This matter is not entirely new, as perhaps the honorable Senator 
from Ohio knows, and I think my honorable friend from Massachu- 
setts has a proceeding in 1850 that may throw some light upon the 
subject to the mind of my honorable friend from Ohio. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Constitution provides : 

The Senate shall choose their other officers, and also a President pro tempore in 


the absence of the Vice-President, or when he shall exercise the office of President 
of the United Statos. 


I suppose no Senator will claim that the Senate in choosing its 
other officers is in any different position from the Senate which judges 
of theelections, qualitications, and returns of its own members; and 
the question which the honorable Senator from Ohio raises in regard 
to the right of the Vice-President to enable the Senate to act as a 
Senate by giving his casting vote when it is equally divided, came 
up in 1550 in the strongest possible case for the point raised by the 
Senator from Ohio, to wit, the case of an election of an officer of the 
Senate by ballot. On the 9th of January 1550, Mr. Foote movec 
“that we pow proceed to the considerationof the resolution * * * 
to provide for the election of a chaplain.” The motion having been 
agreed to, the Senate proceeded to ballot, and after several baHots, 
which it is immaterial to go into, on the fifth ballot Rev. Mr. Butler 
received thirty votes, and Rev. Mr. Slicer received thirty votes, which 
were all that were thrown. Then what followed? I read from the 
Globe : 


The VictePresipent. The result of the last ballot is that Mr. Butler received 
thirty votes and Mr. Slicer thirty votes—a tic, The question then presents itself 
whether the Chair has a right to vote. The Constitution reads as follows : 

“The Vice-President shall be President of the Senate, but shall have no vote 
except when the Senate are equally divided.” 

It is a question, therefore, whether, in this instance, the Chair has a right to 
vote. 

Mr. Ciay. Certainly he haa. 

The Vick-PxesipENt. Unless objection is made, the Chair will proceed to vote. 

Mr. Dovetas. I wish to inquire of the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Man- 
gum,] merely because he has occupied ths chair as presiding officer of this body, 
what has been the practice in cases of this character ! 

Mr. Mancum. I do not recollect within my experience the occurrence of an in- 
stance of this kind. But an occasion of the kind did occur during the term of the 
predecessor of the present presiding officer, when he avowed his upinion that he 
was entitled to vote. He did not do so, however, because the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. Berrien) came in at the moment and gave the easting vote. 

The Vick-Presipent. The Chair will be governed in this matter by the opinion 
of the Senate. 

Mr. CaLnoun. Although I know no precedent exactly appl cable to this case, I 
think the Vice-President has the right to vote. 

Mr. Ciay. I think there can be no doubt about it. It is the precise case for 
which the Coastitation provides. 

The Vick-Presivent. The Chair will then, unless some objection is offered, un- 
derstand it to be the op'nion of the Senate that he has a right to vote. 

Mr. Kino. IL suppose it is now to be decided whether this clause of the Consti- 
tut ov applies to elections that are required to take place in this body. Heretofore 
it has been considered as applylng to legislative action alone, and never, in any 
case, so far as I kuow, to the election of officers of any description in this body. 
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Therefore, it is now to be decided whether the clause of the Constitutj 
to is to be extended in its operation to elections as well as legislative see referred 
know of no rule whatever that has ever been adopted by the Senate on th ton, for | 
For myself, I shall be satisfied with the decision of the question in ap le Subject 
the Senate may think proper. I will only repeat that it is the first 'tix way that 
evel known the question to be made, and my mind not having Deen iooen ; have 
subject heretofore I have supposed the clause referred to legislative — 
alone, and not to elections. Weasures 
Mr. Berrien. I cannot conceive how it is possible by any action of the < 
to limit the ex ions of the Constitution, which are in themselves so co” 
to comprehend every vote that may be taken in the Senate. General as 
“The Vice-President shall be President of the Senate, but shall have 
except when the Senate are equally divided.” aaa 
Now it is proposed, by one construction which is offerred, to limit the 


rte 


division to cases of legislation ; but the Constitution contemplated that tho Sevan 
should perform other duties besides those which are merely legislative. tegen 


executive duties; and when the Senate is equally divided in the 
executive duties, the Vice-President must give the casting vote. 

Mr. — a y the ee _—— to vote on executive nomi 
nations, because if the Senate is equally divi n regard to the on . 
confirmation, they are rejected. , Propriety of their 

I will not read the whole debate. 

Mr. DAWES. Does not my colleague find there that Mr. Calhoun oy 
that occasion said that he had given the casting vote on the nomi. 
nation of Mr. Van Buren as minister to England? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir; I was looking for that sentence in the report 
I will not read the whole debate, but it appears later Mr. Calhoun 
says: 

As the very experienced Senator behind me (Mr. King] is mistaken on the sy). 
ject of executive nominations, I deem it my duty to say that I, in several instances 


discharge of their 


when I occupied the chair, cast my vote on such nominations. I did so in the 
very celebrated case of Mr. Van Buren, and in two or three others. 


There was no expression of dissent by any of the very able gentlo- 
men who took part in that debate, including Mr. Calhoun, Mr. Clay 
Mr. Donglas, Mr. Mangum, Mr. Underwood, Mr. Foote, and Mr, Ber. 
rien, except the slight doubt raised by Mr. King, as I have already 
read. This was the result: : 


Tho Vicr-Prestpent. The Chair feels no desire to express an opinion either 
one way or the other; nevertheless, if the duty is imposed upon the Chair to vote 
the Chair would feel guilty of a dereliction of duty not to discharge it. And as it 
seems to be the opinion of the Senate that the Chair has the right to vote on this 
occasion, unless some proposition is now made to the contrary, the Chair will pro 
cecd = vote and declare the result. The Chair waits to see if any such proposition 
is made. 


The Chair votes for Mr. Butler, who, having received a majority of the votes, is 
therefore elected. 


Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator send me that book? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. There can be no possible distinction, as it 
seems to me, between that case and the present except that I trast 
the Chair will not vote for Mr. Butler. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I simply desire to say that in my judg- 
ment there can be no just criticism upon the vote of the Vice-Presi- 
dent, the President of the Senate, except this, that it was not neces 
sary for him to vote at all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair says, very frankly, that he 
thought otherwise. 

Mr. BECK. It is only when it is necessary for him to vote that he 
has the right to vote. I think the vote was hasty. The proposition 
of the Senator from Ohio was lost without the vote of the Vice-Presi- 
dent; and that being so, I regard all this discussion as being out of 
order. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky in this, that the amendment of my friend from Ohio was lost 
without the action of the Chair. It was an affirmative motion which 
required a majority. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All motions are affirmative. 

Mr. EATON. The vote being thirty to thirty the motion was lost. 
For one I am not in the habit nor have I any desire to argue a ques- 
tion which is not properly before the Senate. It is very evident from 
the remarks of the Senator from Massachusetts, or rather from the 
action of the Senate on another occasion twenty-five or thirty years 
ago, that action was taken without any thought or without any re- 
flection. The opinion of distinguished men was given, given without 
examination, given without looking thoroughly into the question, but 
seeming to accord with the views of the Senator from Vermont aud 
the Senatcr from Massachusetts to-day. Now I have very clear con- 
victions upon this subject. I have no doubt in my own mind that the 
President of the Senate, the Vice-President of the United States, has 
no power to act in forming this body. He is not one of the Repre- 
sentatives of the sovereign States; he cannot vote here on such 4 
question ; and when the proper time comes, if it should come, I shall 
be pleased to argue this question at length. : 

I go further and say that should any man receive a seat on this 
floor by the action of the Vice-President who is not a member of this 
body, i shall protest against it from my place, and aver that if I live 
until 1679 ont have the honor to be a member on the floor of this 
House I shall ask that the chair be filled which I regard as vacant. 

Mr. President, I have said that I would not argue the question to- 
day. I shall be able, whenever the question arises, to show the Sen- 
ate that on all-fours in this very body my honorable friends from 
New York, Wisconsin, and Vermont have taken action on the Const!- 
tution of the United States which warrants the position which I as- 
sume here to-day, and they were right. They were right when they 
said that it did not require the action of the President of the United 
States, although there is a special clause in the Constitution which 
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ives him that power, in order to pass a joint resolution, the most 


measure, that a tie vote is not fatal to the affirmative side without 


nportant resolution that can be offered in the Congress of the United | the casting vote of the presiding officer? 
ii 


Mr. EATON. I have not said any such thing as the Senator sup- 


el, EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator, in order to understand, | poses. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] will answer for 


what he 


meant by what he said a moment ago that on the 4th of March, | himself. My point was this: that so far as | was concerned the prop- 


1279, he would declare something vacant? I did not understand him. osition of the Senator from Ohio, the proposition belonging to this 


Mr. EATON. I shall be very happy to tell my friend. I propose 
to argue this question first when it arises. It has not yet in my judg- 
* eDMUNDS. But I was asking the Senator what his state- 
ont was about what was to come in 1879. ; 

Mr. EATON. My statement was this: That if, by the action of 
our distinguished Vice-President and presiding officer, by his action, 
in my judgment in violation of the Constitution of the United States, 
notwithstanding the clause that the distinguished Senator from Ver- 
mont DMUNDS. That isthe Constitution, nowithstanding. [Laugh- 
7 ie EATON. Notwithstanding the clause which my friend read— 
my friend is witty, but he will find that this is not altogether a one- 
sided thing before he gets through. [Laughter.] I said this, that 
if the Vice-President undertook to arrogate to himself—I use the 
term not meaning to offend—if the Vice-President should arrogate 
to himself the duties which belong only to the representatives of 
the States on this floor, and by his action undertake to give a seat 
to any man, I shall protest against it and ask that the protest be 
entered on the Journal, and whenever the proper time arrives, I said 
on the 4th or 5th of March, 1879, I would move to fill that chair be- 
cause it was vacant, because the act of the Vice-President in seating 
a man there was no act and the seat had been vacant, although it 
was pretended to be filled. Does my friend understand me vow? 

aughter. 

ee EDMUNDS. I think I comprehend it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. EATON. Iam very glad that I have been able in my obtuse- 
ness to get him to arrive at the point of comprehension. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOWE. If the Senator will allow me, here is another dear 
friend of his who wants to understand him. 

Mr. EATON. Upon my word. Have I all these things to tell my 
friends who cannot understand me ? 

Mr. HOWE. Iam afraid there isa — deal of duty left for the 
Senator from Connecticut to do yet. understand him to quote me 
as having held at some time that the co-operation of the President of 
the United States was not necessary to the passage of a resolution for 
awending the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. EATON. I understand my friend. I did him injustice. Te 
did say that it was necessary for the President to sign such a resolu- 
tion; but all the other of my distinguished friends on the other side 
said right the reverse. I take back what I said so far as my friend 
from Wisconsin is concerned, 

Mr. CONKLING. As the honorable Senator has honored me by in- 
cluding me in his friends, may I ask him a question ? 

Mr. EATON. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator has observed that the question is 
not before the Senate whether the Vice-President has a right to vote 
or not. Hesays that isso because without the vote of the Vice-Presi- 
dent the motion was lost. May I inquire of the Senator from Con- 
necticut what sort of motion it is or measure it is which is not lost in 
the Senate when the Senate is equally divided? In other words what 
act of legislation or proceeding it is which can be carried without 
more than half of those who vote supporting it ? 

Mr. EATON. I do not know of any. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then may I inquire of the Senator when it is, 
2 oe lengnege of the Constitution, that the Senate is equally 

ivi 

Mr. EATON. The trouble about it is this: that my honorable 
friend from New York refuses to make the distinction which I 
make—— 

Mr. CONKLING. Iam trying to learn from the Senator. I will 
make it as soon as I can. 

Mr. EATON. I do not propose to argue the case to-day. I pro- 
pose to show when the time arrives that the Vice-President has no 
power to vote, notwithstanding that clause in the Constitution, in 
the organization of this body. The Constitution refers, in my judg- 
ment, to other matters entirely, to legislative matters. 

Mr. CONKLING. If fpe honorable Senator will bear with me for 
a moment, I quite appreffend him in thatregard. Ihave no difficulty 
in understanding his position as he announces it ; but I have heard 
from him and from one other Senator the statement that in this in- 
stance the Vice-President need not have voted, appropriately should 
not have voted-— 

Mr. EATON, No, I have not said so. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let me change my term; I was unfortunate, it 
seems. I have heard it twice said that the occasion did not arise this 
morning when the determination of the Vice-President was necessary 
in order to ascertain the result of a vote, because the vote being a tie, 
the amendment fell for the obvious reason that it must have more 
than one-half the votes of the Senate in order to succeed. Now I 
want the Senator—one of those who made that statement and made 
it to show that the question was uot properly before the Senate—to 
tell me when it is, when it ever can be, and upon what species of 


1D 





side of the House, was lost. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is it not always so when it is a tie? 

Mr. EATON. Let us confine ourselves to this. That was lost to 
us without the action of the Vice-President. 

Mr. ALLISON. Suppose he had voted with you? 

Mr. EATON. It is not a supposition that my friend from Iowa has 
any right to make. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I beg pardon of the Chair. 

Mr. EATON. I have learned in the last three days that that propo- 
sition is not attainable. What I meant to have my friend from New 
York and my friend from Vermont and the other side to understand 
was this, that I did not choose to enter into the discussion of the 
precedents before the question arises. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That we can see plain enough. 

Mr. EATON. I hope my friend from Vermont will not be unneces- 
sarily disturbed. When this question does arise, whenever there is 
an even vote, if there shall be one, with regard to the seating of a 
Senator on this floor, then I shall ask the Senate to hear me at length 
upon this subject. I have at all events my own deep-seated convic- 
tions on the subject, and they are not disturbed at all by what was 
read by the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, for 1 have 
already examined that debate with great thoroughness. The question 
was not examined at that time, and I venture to say now that my 


| honorable friend from Massachusetts, my honorable friend from New 


York, and my honorable friend from Vermont have not yet thor- 
oughly examined the subject. When they do, they will find that it 
is a very grave question. I may be wrong in my convictions; they 
may be wrong in their impressions, for certainly I do not call them 
convictions, for I hardly think the gentlemen have examined the 
question. I do not propose to go into any argument of the question 
until the time arises when it becomes necessary. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I made the point of order for two 
reasons: In the first place, I wished to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to it, for it is a question which might arise at any time, and it 
was necessary that whenever it should arise in the Senate—and this 
I believe is the first time it ever has arisen upon the question of seat- 
ing a Senator—that a note should be made of it as a matter for con- 
sideration. I had another reason, because I did not concur in the 
opinion of some of my friends, and do not yet, that there is any 
difference upon the question of the right of the Vice-President to 
vote, whether the occasion is one like the present, in which a motion 
is made to amend a resolution for the admission of a Senator by sub- 
stituting a provision that another person claiming a seat shall be 
sworn in, and the case where it stands on a simple proposition to 
swear in a Senator. I am free to confess that I know of no distine- 
tion between the two cases as a constitutional question, and for this 
reason: It was said truly by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Becx } 
that if the Vice-President had abstained from voting my amendment 
would have been lost just as much as it was after his vote. That is 
true; but that does not settle anything upon the question of his 
right. If we can suppose such a case as this, that we have a bill 
pending here, and that the Senate is equally divided on the question 
of its passage, and the Vice-President should willfully abstain from 
voting, or should leave the chair, the bill would be lost for the want 
of a majority. It is not to be supposed that the Vice-President would 
be guilty of such a dereliction of duty; and therefore, if we were 
now upon a bill and we were equally divided, the Vice-Prasident 
might refrain from voting at all, and it might be said the bill would be 
defeated for want of a majority ; but he would not refrain ; he would 
vote either for the bill oragainst it. If he should vote for the bill it 
would become a law. So in this case, the Senate being equally divided 
on the amendment offered by me, if the Vice-President had the right 
to vote, it was his duty to vote, for if he felt it to be his duty to 
vote in favor of the amendment, he would have so voted, and that 
amendinent would have prevailed. So, then, to my mind it is per- 
fectly clear that the question of the right of the Vice-President to 
vote is as much before the Senate now in a case of this kind as it can 
be in any possible form in which it could be put; and in that respect 
I differ with my learned friend from Connecticut, [Mr. Eaton, ] who 
thinks quite differently from me on that subject. 

All that was said by the Senator from Kentucky, and, as I under- 
stood it, all that was said by the Senator from Connecticut upon the 
subject mooted by the Senator from New York, was simply this, that 
the result would have been the same if the Vice-President had not 
voted. It is true the Senator from Kentucky did say that he thought 
therefore everything that has taken place since was out of order. In 
that I do not concur with them; because I think that the Vice-Presi- 
dent was compelled to decide whether he had the right to vote; and 
if he thought he had the right to vote, he was ene to vote; 
and if he had thought that he ought to vote “yea,” he would have 
voted “ yea,” and then my amendment would have prevailed. 

Mr. President, I have aclrieved all that I desire to achieve now, 
and as a question of this kind ought not to be affected by the hasty 
opinions of Senators, when it comes up in the proper shape for decis- 
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ion it will be sufficient to decide it; perhaps when it comes up in such 
a shape that there can be nodoubt whatsoever that the question is 
raised, as in the manner suggested by my friend from Connecticut. 
Suppose we should upon the direct question of the admission of a Sen- 
ator, the final vote—not a question of amendment, but the final vote— 


find ourselves equally divided, and the Vice-President should vote to | 


seat Lim; there would be the case of a right to a seat in this body deter- 
mined by the casting vote of the Vice-President. That would pre- 
sent a case in the mind of all Senators which would raise the ques- 
tion for the decision of the Senate whether the Vice-President had 
the right to vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question? I believe he 
says that the question is just as much a question now as it can be at 
any time—— 

Mr. THURMAN. I have said so; but that is not the opinion of 
others. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I agree with the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. THURMAN. I know the Senator does. He sometimes agrees 
with me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not very often, J am glad to know. 

Mr. THURMAN. But my friend from Connecticut, who agrees with 
me oftener than the Senator from Vermont does, on this occasion dis- 
agrees with me; and when these learned doctors disagree in this way 
it becomes me to be a little modest. 

I have said, Mr. President, that I have done all that I desired to do 
in calling the attention of the Senate to this question, hoping that if 
the question should ever arise again in such a way as to make it in- 
dispensable to decide upon it, the Senate will come to consider it, for 
it is a question of very great gravity, as every one must admit. But 
as some Senators think that “sufficient unto the day is the evil 
thereof,” and that the vote of the Vice-President affected nothing, 
changed no result at all, I am content to withdraw the point of order 
that I made, although my opinion remains precisely what it was. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to say that he has 
very carefully considered the question raised by the Senator from 
Ohio, and he has no doubt of bis right to vote in all cases in which 
the Senate is equally divided. After what has fallen from the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut, perhaps the Chair ought to say in frankness 
that, as at present advised, he will, on occasion, exercise that right 
in his discretion. The question before the Senate is, will the Senate 
agree to the resolution reported from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections ? 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, I do not quite understand the Chair. 
He will not act, I suppose, without hearing full argument in the 
case? ” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair said, “as at present adtised, 
he will, on occasion, exercise the right in his discretion.” 

Mr. EATON. I have no doubt the Chair will exercise his discre- 
tion. Undoubtedly ; but he will permit the Senate to direct the dis- 
cretion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will never do it without hear- 
ing Senators at length. 

Mr. CONKLING. Debate always precedes the vote. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


Insert in lieu of the entire resolution : 


Whereas it appears by the report of the minority of the Committee on Privi- 

leges and Elections that Henry M. Spofford, one of the contestants for a seat in the 
Senate from the State of Louisiana, did ask and demand the authority of the com- 
mittee to produce testimony on the five following points at issue between the con- 
testants, to wit: 

1. That the facts relative to the election of Tremoulet, Cressy, and Rolle, from 
the seventh representative district of New Orleans, were substantially as set forth 
in the statement read by H. M. Spotford in his argument before this committee on 
the 24th October, 1877. 

2. That the ee ree votes for Senator, and political proclivities of the Leg- 
islature on the 24th of April, 1477, when H. M. Spofford was elected Senator, were 
substantially as set forth in the aforesaid argument. 

3. That by the actual returns or statements as made in duplicate by the super- 
visors of registration, and (assistant supervisors.) with their appointees, the com- 
missioners of election, and sent, one set to the clerk of the district court of each 
parish in the country, and to the secretary of state in the city, and the other set to 
the returning board, (so called,) showed a majority of votes actually cast through- 
out the State of about eight thousand votes for Nicholls and Wiltz over Packard 
and Antoine for the offices of governor aud lienténant-governor in tht election that 
took place in Louisiana, November 7, 1876. 

4. ides these specific violations of the Constitution and of the law under 
which they pretended to act, I charge that the conduct of the returning officers in 
suppressing polls and changing the result of the constitutional returns was clan- 
destine, collusive, tyrannical, and unjust; that the real work of conducting an 
election under the pretext of compiling votes was proceeded with in a secret cham- 
ber, by a corps of partisan clerks, while the occasional open sessions of the board 
were side-shows, devised to screen what was going on within ; that arbitrary rules 
of evidence were established for pretended contests, and changed so often and 
abruptly that no fair trial could be had or was had before the board ; that illegal 
complaints were constantly received and illegal evidence admitted for the purpose 
of setting aside polls that were in the way of such candidates as the board desired 
to elect; and that Mr. Kellogg himself, then governor, joined in making illegal 
=. and indacing the board to consider them. 

5. I am intormed, and so charge, that the returns from Vernon Parish, after they 
eame into on of the returning officers, and while they were under their con- 
tro|, were dulently altered by a change of figures, tantamount toa forgery of a 

ublic record; that the board knew what the figures upon those returns were be- 

‘ore their alteration, and yet the alteration promulgated the results of said forgery 
as the true return ; that by such fraudu'ent alteration E. E. Smart, candidate for 
representative in the State Assembly, who had in fact and according to the retarns 
as they first came to the board defeated his competitor, Brown, was left behind, 
and Brown, the defeated candidate, falsely declared elected ; and that said Brown 
took his seat in the Packard house, aud figures on the journal as present on the 2d 
of January, 1877, when there was a pretended count of votes for governor and lieu- 


tenant-governor in joint assembly, and perhaps on one or t : 
that he afterward abandoned that body and went home, acknowicicine tay 

| had never been elected, and whic uest was refused b aiority of 2 
mittee: Therefore, ~— ¥ @ majority of said com 
Resolved, That the credentials of William Pitt Kellogg and of Henry 

| ford, the contestants for the seat in the Senate from the State of Louisia 
| committed to the Committee on Privileges and Elections with ail the ae 


ting to said contest, with instructions to said committee to take testim 
issues above mentioned. 


M. Spot 
na, be ra 
Pers rela. 
OLY On the 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
the Senator from Delaware. : amendment of 
Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I have offered this 
because I beliove it isan act of justice to one of the contestants 
this case. Mr. Spofford, as the published proceedings of the committee 
will show, appeared before the committee prior to its arriving at ; 
conclusion upon his case and asked to be one upon five distiy . 
propositions which he had stated previously to the committee or de. 
sired that there should be testimony taken upon, and he again renewed 
his request that upon those particular points he should be allowed to 
produce testimony before the committee. That right was denied hii, 
by the committee. I do no injustice to the committee and riolate yo 
secrecy of the committee by calling attention to the proceedings of 
the committee in that regard. I will state succinctly, occupying but 
a few moments, what took place in the committee on that point; and 
I would not speak of what actually took place in the committee had 
it not been published by direction of the committee, not for the nm 
of the committee only, but for the use of the whole world. In onder 
that the propriety of this amendment may be properly understood by 
the Senate, so that the Senate may vote intelligently upon it, I pro. 
pose to call the attention of the Senate to what took place in the 
committee in reference to the matter referred to in the amendment, 

The committee, after some delay, had agreed that certain matters 
of evidence in the reports of committees of the Senate and House of 
Representatives should be considered as part of the evidence bearing 
on the case, and at that time the Senator from Georgia stated to the 
committee that Mr. Spofford desired to be heard upon certain matters 
aud reserved the right to him to appear before the committee and 
state to the committee certain points upon which he desired to take 
testimony, points which had not been agreed upon between the cov- 
testants themselves and upon which there was not the proper evidence 
to be reported by the committee. Mr. Spofford came before the cow- 
mittee and stated the five points distinctly and asked, as the proceed. 
ings of the committee will show, that upon these points he be allowed 
to offer testimony before the committee. At that time the chairman 
stated to Mr. Spofford : 

This hearing was granted for the purpose of stating the points upon which you 
wish to produce testimony. 

Then Mr. Spofford proceeded to state the points upon which he de- 
sired that testimony should be heard. They are specified in the 
amendment. I need not restate them in the succinct statement of 
facts which I now propose to make. 

After stating those five points, he distinctly said, and it is so re- 
potted in the published proceedings of the committee, “those five 
points I ask leave to take testimony on.” Here was the express 
request. Mr. Spofford asked to take testimony on those points. That 
was not allowed to him. Hence this case comes here without that 
evidence which he himself deems material for the proper presenta- 
tion of his case to the Senate ; and it is but common right that he 
should have the benefit of the testimony which he proposed the com- 
mittee should take. 

These are simply the facts which have induced me to offer the 
amendment at the present time. I think that privilege ought to be 
awarded, and that the amendment should be adopted. Otherwise 
there are five particular specifications of facts upon which the con- 
testant in this case desires to take testimony which will not be heard 
by the Senate. I hope, therefore, the amendment which I have offered 
will be adopted. I think it is due to Mr. Spofford and it is due toa 
proper and intelligent consideration of this question by the Senate 
that the testimony which he proffers should be heard before the case 
of the other contestant is determined favorably. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. The committee had what seemed to it good 
reasons for refusing the request of Mr. Spofford, which would have 
led to further delay. The second point made by him is this: 

That the composition, votes for Senator, and } wee ae proclivities of the Legisla- 
ture on the 24th of April, 1877, when H. M. Spo was elected Senator, were sub- 
stantially as set forth in the aforesaid argument.” 

So far as that point was concerned, the gommittee could not see 
how the political proclivities of the members of the Legislature who 
voted for Mr. Spofford could have anything to do with this case; and 
so far as the composition and votes for Senator of that body were 
concerned there was no dispute whatever. Everything claimed by 
Mr. Spofford was admitted by Mr. Kellogg. Then so far as the otber 
points were concerned they all relate to matters that occurred before 
the investigating committees of Congress had done their work. All 
the matters were investigated to the fullest extent, and there were 
thousands of pages of evidence upon them; the committee thought 
best, under all the circumstances, not to reopen this case and send to 
Louisiana for witnesses which would farther delay its consideration 
by the Senate. , 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, this question has a much more impor- 
tant bearing than I think the Senate is inclined to give it. I think 
| if the proposition offered by the Senator from Delaware sball be re 


amendment 


— 
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fused, the Senate will commit a most grievous wrong upon one of | case. I sincerely and conscientiously believe that if the 


p ; _and it will defeat the real object of referring these | 
these ae I want to call the attention of the Senate to | 
cone” ae These credentials were referred to the Committee on 
tee aap and Elections to investigate the merits of the case. An 
ne was made to the Senate for authority to the committee 
os a for persons and papers and take testimony; and that appli- 
wo - was granted, The committee well knew that much testimony 
hed been taken both by the Senate and House on a former occa- 
= involving some, but only some, of the issues between these con- 
sostant} but knowing that that testimony was not taken in this case 
ond therefore was not legal testimony without their admission, the 
committee called first upon these contestants to make statements 
before the committee as to what — they desired evidence taken 
upon. The gentlemen appeared, Mr. Kellogg by his counsel and Mr. 
Spofford in person, and stated at large the various points upon which 
they desired the committee to pass, and upon which testimony should 
he taken. After hearing these statements, a subcommittee was ap- 
pointed to confer with the parties and see whether there could not 
be an agreement upon certain points, and upon how many, the object 
being to lessen the expense and delay which would result from taking 
testimony upon points on which the parties themselves could agree. 

That subcommittee did its work. It reported this state of things, 
and only this; Mr. Kellogg in his statement in relation to evidence 
had insisted that what is known as the Howe report and the Sher- 
man report, beeause they had been taken by the Senate at a previous 
session, was legitimate to be considered testimony in the case. Mr. 
Spotlord denied that ; he denied that the Senate had evidence here- 
tofore taken which was any more legitimate testimony in the case 
than the testimony taken by the House committees, what are known 
as the Morrison committee and the Field committee. 

Therefore Mr. Spofford stated, as the statement in print will show, 
that if it was agreed that the Morrison report and the Field report 
should be referred to as evidence precisely in the same manner as the 
Howe report and the Sherman report, he would agree that all might 
come in so far as legitimate as evidence for what they were worth. 
The Senate will perceive that lessened the margin between the two 
parties, because that rendered it unnecessary to take much evidence 
that had already been taken, but those reports did not cover all the 
points in the case. They were not taken upon the election for Sena- 
tor in Louisiana. That testimony was all taken before the election 
for Senator was had; it was taken not with reference to the rights of 
Mr. Kellogg or the rights of Mr. Spofford in the slightest degree ; and 
while that testimony did bring out a great many facts in the history 
of Louisiana and in regard to the condition of the election, which it 
was material for the Ceante to understand in determining the ques- 
tion, still there were many other questions directly bearing on the 
issue of the right to a seat in the Senate upon which no testimony 
had been taken, and, therefore, upon which these reports were not 
satisfactory. 

I will state to the Senate, and I challenge contradiction, that there 
are material averments mad@by Judge Spofford of direct fraud not 
only on the part of the returning board, but on the part of Governor 
Kellogg personally. 

I allege here, and the Senate must hear it, and the country shall 
hear it, that Judge Spofford appeared before the committee and, in 
the presence of Governor Kellogg and in the presence of his counsel, 
made distinct charges that the returning board counted in certain 
persons upon false testimony as members of what is known as the 
Packard legislature, for the express purpose of electing Governor 
Kellogg to the Senate, and that Kellogg was not only present and 
cognizant of the frauds, but that Kellogg himself was one of the pro- 
moters of those frauds and got private access to the board for the 
purpose of seeing that the fgguds were carried out. That charge is 
distinctly made in this case. is conceded on all hands that if cer- 
tain members of that Senate were not elected or were not members 
of it the Packard senate was without a quorum, and always was, and 
Kellogg’s election necessarily falls to the ground. Senators, there is 
no escape from it, and I call your attention to it. The country will 
know it. Here is a charge that certain frands committed by the re- 
turning board were committed at the instance of Governor Kellogg, 
were committed by the aid of Governor Kellogg, were committed for 
the benefit of Governor Kellogg, were committed for the express pur- 
pose of getting up a false and fraudulent Legislature to elect Kellogg 
to this very seat that he claims. You shall understand the question. 
1 repeat it, this charge was made on Kellogg. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Let me ask my friend, the Senator from Geor, ia, 
to point out te me that part of the statement of Mr. Spofford in 
which he asked to produce evidence covering the charges which the 
Senator from Georgia now makes? 

Mr. HILL. The points on which he wants evidence. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. He a d before the committee and put in 
written statements as to desired to prove. I ask what there is 
ae statements that covers the charge which the Senator now 

Mr. HILL. Oh, I will gratif my friend. 

Mr. W ADLEIGH. I should be very happy to have it pointed ont. 

Mr. HILL. It is quoted in the report of the minority. I willturn 
_ that first. I want the Senate to understand this matter distinetly 

cause | am not making this point for the purpose of delaying this 





A ; , : Senate pass 
upon this case without taking this testimony it will be a wrong 
which will shock the country and it wi!l make the Senate a shame. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Will the Senator point out the statement that 
I asked him to point out ? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, I am going to point out that exact point. The 
Senate shall understand it. Now, I call the attention of the Senate 
to the reading first of this 

Mr.McMILLAN. What does the Senator read from? 

_Mr. HILL. I read from the written specifications made by Judge 
Spofford before the committee of the points upon which he desired to 
take testimony. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. What I asked is, and I desire my friend from 
Georgia not to evade the question—— 

Mr. HILL. I evade nothing. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I asked where the Senator finds in the state- 

ments of Mr. oo as to what he desired to prove any such charge 
as that which he has made against Governor Kellogg and which he 
says Mr. Spofford expected to prove. 
_ Mr. HILL. Here is the fourth specification. There are five speci- 
fications upon which Judge Spofford demanded that the testimony 
should be taken. Now let the Senate hear the fourth one first. This 
is not the whole but it is what the lawyers call the plea: 

Besides these specific violations of the constitution and of the law under which 
they pretended to act, I charge that the conduct of the returning officers in sup- 
pressing polls and changing the result of the constitutional retarns was clandes- 
tine, collusive, tyrannical, and unjust; that the real work of conducting an elec- 
tion under pretext of compiling votes was proceeded with in a secret chamber by 
a corps of partisan clerks, while the occasional open sessions of the board were 
side shows, devised to screen what was going on within; that arbitrary rules of 
evidence were estab] shed for pretended contests, and changed so often and abruptly 
that no fair trial could be had or was had before the board ; that illegal complaints 
were constantly received and illegal evidence admitted for the purpose of setting 
aside polls that were in the way of such candidates as the board desired to elect ; 
and that Mr. Kellogg bimself, then governor, joined in making illegal complaints 
and inducing the board to censider them. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Willthe Senator from Georgia allow me now to 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. HILL. Let me get through with one question at a time, if you 
please. There is a charge that this board was guilty of fraud com- 
mitted clandestinely, committed in secret, by which a false count was 
made, false returns of senators and representatives were made, and 
that Governor Kellogg was not only cognizant of the fact but was 
aiding in the work. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Now will the Senator permit me to ask hima 
question ? 

Mr. HILL. No, not until I get through with the other questign: 
One man at atime, one question at a time, and you may come fill 
doomsday. I will tell the Senate frankly what occurred before the 
committee on this very point. I said to the committee : 

I will tell the committee frankly what Judge Spofford has told me. He says he 
has recently learned that Governor Kellogg came in by a side-door, and insisted 
upon their— 

The returning board— 
receiving certain iJlegal af idavits that were made up in New Orleans by his order ; 
and Judge Spofford says he will prove that Governor Kellogg himself came into the 
room alone and insisted upon their recciving those illegal affidavits. I do not know 
how far this is trne, nor how far it is not true; bat if I were a friend of Governor 

Kellogg I should certainly insist upon the testimony being taken. I think it in- 
volves his character very seriously, and if he has done all this in view of fixing up 


a Legislature to have him elected to the Senate, he is not worthy of a seat in the 
Senate. 


That is the charge. The committee was informed of it and Judge 





Spofford repeats it in his remark to the committee that he was not © 


only prepared to prove that these frauds in relation to suppressing 
certain polls and putting certain men into the State senate who were 
not entitled to be there, were not only committed clandestinely, not 
only committed fraudulently, not only committed upon illegal evi- 
dence, by arbitrary rules and upon false affidavits, but that they were 
committed at the instance of Governor Kellogg, and that Governor 
Kellogg insisted that they should be. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Now, will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. HILL. Oh, yes; now I will hear you. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Was it not understood that the testimony before 
the visiting board at New Orleans, called the Sherman-McDonald 
report upon that subject, embraced all the testimony upon that point, 
at which Judge Spoftord attended and cross-examined the witnesses f 
Were not multitudes of witnesses examined before that board; was 
not the whole question examined there, and were not the witnesses 
cross-examined by Judge Spofford and the visitors, the democratic 
committee who were present at that examination? Was that testi- 
mony not received as a part of the investigation upon that subject, 
covering the whole ground, and in order to prevent the reopening of 
that question, as was urged by the Senator from Georgia, did not the 
committee permit all that matter to be quieted, Mr. Spofford accept- 
ing the settlement? Was it not understood that that question was 
fully examined before that board, and that instead of there being 
any secret sessions of that board the democratic counsel were present 
at every session of the board ; and that at those sessions which were 
called private sessions there was merely the exclusion of the miscel- 
laneous audience to permit the board to enter upon a consideration 
of the questions raised ; and that during all those sessions the dem- 
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* informed that no testimony had been taken by any committee on this 
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Senator. Kellogg comes here to claim the price of his fra a 
comes here and asks that this Senate shall give effect to th ‘ fi 
He is met at the door. ae ie 

A committee is appointed to investi that person; : 
curing this seat, and what does the soiahaen aot Bo = on 
mony has been taken about the returning board that we na 
no more.” That is your reply. Why, says the honorable Sen. = 
from New Hampshire, the chairman of the committee, five thou 
pages of testimony have been taken on the subject of Louisiana.” 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I will ask my friend from Georgia if ho is 
aware that the Field committee went into this whole subject ‘en 
they had before them the members of the returning board that — 
had before them the clerk, Littlefield, and the other clerks of 1°" 
board, that the returns were sent for, with all the affidavits and = 
pers from Louisiana, and that those papers were all in the sineenee 
of a corps of gentlemen chosen by Mr. Spofford’s friends, who oxen. 
ined them for weeks, and then said they did not desire to come be. 
fore the committee. ; 

Mr. HILL. I say the Field committee and other committees took 
testimony on the subject of the frauds of the returning boa 
lation to the electoral vote; and that question, God knows, ei not 
intend to open; so far as that is closed, it shall be closed forever, [}t 
I answer the gentleman by saying that on the subject of Kellogy’s 
complicity in that fraud for the purpose of making up a false Lewis. 
lature to give him a seat in the Senate, there was no evidence tako, 
by any committee. 

Mr. McDONALD. Ishonld like my friend from Georgia to allow 
me to ask the chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
if he does not know that the members of the returning board refuse:| 
to testify before the House committee in New Orleans last winter, and 
that they were not called upon to testify before the committee of the 
Senate ? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I was speaking about the Field committee. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I say those men refused to appear before the 





ocratic counsel were present at the consultations of the board when 
their decisions were made up ? 

Mr. HILL. I would not object so much to the gentleman’s ques- 
tion, but I insist he shall not make a dozen speeches in putting one 
question to me. I desire the Senate to understand these questions, 
but I protest against interruptions for the purpose of enabling Sen- 
ators to make speeches. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the gentleman objectsa—— 

Mr. HILL. I say if the gentleman wants to ask a question I will 
answer it frankly, because I want to get at the truth of this matter, 
and I intend that this Senate shall get at the truth of it. 

I say, in reply to the gentleman, that the committee was distinctly 


He 
ad, 


point. Now I will answer the Senator's question. Committees have 
been to New Orleans, committees have investigated the count of the 
returning board, committees have discovered, as I think, a great 
many frauds on other matters, but this charge which connects Gov- 
ernor Kellogg as directly responsible for the frands, as an active 
party in them, as aiding and abetting them for the express purpose 
of procuring his own election to the United States Senate, was not 
gone into, and there was not a particle of testimony on the subject. 
The committee was notitied of these frands. 

That I may be sure I do the committce no injustice and make no 
misstatement to the Senate, I will read another chapter of what oc- 
curred, which would have answered the gentleman’s question com- 
pletely if he had waited a moment. I go right on from the point 
where I left off before. This occurred before the committee : 

I think these facts enght to be gone into; and, besides that, it is the resolution 


of this committee, under which we are acting, that we will inquire into these facts. 
You say that testimony has been taken— 


in re- 


That is what the Senators said in committee: that testimony had 
been taken on this question, Here is the reply— 

You say that testimony has been taken, bunt you do not put your finger on a single 
particle of testimony that covers these points, and we are informed in the a 


of both parties that there is no testimony. Show us the testimony and we can | House committee in New Orleans to testify as to their conduet jy, 
judge of your opinion ; but as the statement has been made that there is no testi- 


mony here covering these points, no admissions here covering thes points, if you conducting that ee insisting that the committee had ho author. 

say thero is testimony, the burden is on you to put your finger on it and show it to | ty to inquire into their conduct upon that subject; and they were 

us, Do not say that five thousand pages of testimony have been taken, but put not subpeenaed before the Senate committee. 

your finger on the place. It is not the length of the testimony. I want to sec it. Mr. McMILLAN. They did testify before the Field committee sn). 

If itis here, Iam sure I do not want to delay the action of the committee. If it is nently, and that testimon is part of the testimony in this ec; 

not here, itis our duty. We owe it notonly to the Senate and to ourselves, but we —_ = j b bh C . y Privil a Electi y aB Case, 

owe it to these partics ; we owe it to the character of this case. That is the truth | aduntted by the Cormmittee on vuleges an ections. 

about it. Mr. HILL. I ask the Senator from Minnesota to put his finger now 

eoan a nm one line of testimony taken before the Field committee on the 

You sce the statement distinctly made that this issne was made pa , sae : renin : a 

for the first time, and not a particle of testimony taken on it; and I ae a with that retu g board to secure 

c™™@ lenge the Senator from Minnesota, and I challenge the chairman ILI oy " 

of the committee, and I challenge any gentleman who voted against Mr. MoM AN. Will the Senator allow me te reply one word to 


the taking of this testimony, to po'nt to me, in all those voluminous Oye HILL. If the Senator wants to ask me a question I will } 
reports, in all the thousands of pages of testimony taken, a particle of | pin * @ om Sees 


testimony on the issue that Judge Spofford makes up in the presence : 

of Mr. Kellogg, and which if true, if Judge Spofford is right in the on ene It would be very difficult to prove a fact that 

issue he proposes, I trust there is not a man in this Senate who would Mr. HILL. Ah. that is not the ques#ia at issue. 

think of voting to seat Mr. Kellogg in this body. Mr. MCMILLAN. Will the Senator permit me to answer his ques. 
To make this thing clearer, if possible, I want to call the attention | 4:5,9 After the examinations that have taken place, before the Sher- 

of the Senate to one more fact. When Judge Spofford was reading | man visiting committee, before the Field investigating committes 

before the committee this fourth point upon which he desired testi- | pefore the Senate investigating committee, the returns having been 

mony taken, and when he read it in the presence of Governor Kel- opened before the eect visiting Louisiana on the day ther were 

logg, Governor Kellogg interrupted him as follows: to be opened, can it be sup 1 that those gentlemen would permit 
Mr. KeLLocc. Mr. Spofford, I should like to inquire, if IT may, whether any | an act of that kind to pass their inspection or can it be supposed that 

“awit Toe TT eee it would have escaped the observation or the investigation of all the 

. sands . i . House committees, when they exhausted every resource and resorted 

Stop him; I object to him; stop! They did not want Mr. Kellogg | to every means to attach blame, suspicion, or fraud upon the return- 

to say a word. Mr. Kellogg was replying to Mr. Spofford; he com- | jng board ? 

menced, but was not allowed to proceed. I say when Spofford read r. HILL. The question was asked me by the Senator from New 

this fourth specification upon which he demanded testimony involv- Hampshire if the testimony on this subject was not taken by the Field 


ing Kellogg’s —— character, involving a direct palpable issue of | committee. I said there was none of that testimony that related to 
personal fraud on the part of Kellogg for the purpose of securing his 


; . : ah | 
election to this body, and when he read that, not behind the door, eat hee et eid peg Res = 


not in secret conclave, but in the presence of this man Kellogg, Kel- Mr. WADLEIGH rose. 
logg got up and said: Mr. HILL. One atatime. Iam answering one question. The Sen- 
Mr. Spofford, I should like to inquire, if I may, whether any evidence was pro- | ator from Minnesota asked me the same question, if the returning 
duced before the retarning board in regard to that — board did not appear before the Field committee and testify upon that 
There he was cut short. subject. I asked that Senator to put his finger upon a single line or 
Senater Hoar. I object. word in that testimony that satatell to this charge against Kellogg of 
Thus showing that Kellogg was ready to join issue with him. | complicity in this work. 
Says Spofford, “I can prove it;” butthatis not all. So far from this| Mr. MCMILLAN. If the Senator—— 
point being covered by the testimony that was taken by any of the Mr. HILL. Let me get through with this one question. What does 
committees last winter, Judge Spofford distinctly stated that this | the Senator say in reply? He says, of course no testimony was taken 
testimony had recently come to his knowledge. It could not have | upon a point that could not be established. Ah, did anybody ever 
been taken last winter, for it had recently come to his knowledge. | before hear a jndge—— 
I appeal to every Senator upon this floor, and ask him, ean you not} Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator has misstated slightly the reply I 
sink the partisan a moment? Will you deny to this contestant for a | made. 
seat in this body the humble privilege of taking testimony upona| Mr. HILL. Did anybody ever before hear a judge tell a party who 
direct paves issne of fraud, which I will venture to say no conrt | is asking to have testimony taken on acertain point—a point of fraud 
on earth would refuse? I put the question to you. You are judges. | against his adversary—“ You cannot prove that?” How do you 
This is a case. The issue is made up. The issue is material. Itis| know? The party says he can prove it. 
made before the world. Judge Spofford comes before the committee | Mr. WADLEIGH. i desire to ask my friend, the Senator from 
and charges personal fraud on Kellogg—collusion between Kellogg | Georgia—— : 
and the anergy board—in order to give false certificates and sup-| Mr. HILL. One atatime. Let me get through with this. The 
press the votes of the people for the purpose of making Kellogg a! party says he can prove it. You first say it has already been prove. 
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, challenge you to the production of the proof, and when 
es oh directly to the point and made to say whether the 
nf has been taken or not, you reply by saying that it is impossible 
yy take testimony on a thing that never occurred. I repeat, you do 
= hat it never occurred. Were you down there? Are you 





















not know t 


a witness ? ‘ 
‘MILLAN. I was there for a long time. 

us te We did not know that before. Then we will investi- 
ate you. [Laughter.] I think there is more reason than ever why 
= should look into this thing. New facts are being brought before 
gs every day. Bat you area judge; wait, and when Spoiford pro- 
duces his witnesses, if they do not testify to suit you, put yourself 
e stand and we will cross-examine yon; but do not sit as a 
to decide the right between parties upon an issue made, and 
a party comes in and makes his issue in the face of his adver- 
sary, with his adversary looking at him saying, “I demand the 
proof on this question,” and he says “ I can furnish the proof,” do not 
tell him “I will not let you take the proof, because Ido not think 
you can prove it.” , 
* Mr. GARLAND. Because he was there himself. 

Mr. HILL. Because the judge was there himself and knows it is 


ot true. 
, Mz. WADLEIGHL Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to ask 


as 
Mtr HILL. I reckon I will have to allow yon, now. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I should like to ask the Senator from Georgia 
whether there is any charge against Governor Kellogg in the state- 
ment of Mr. Spofford, the original statement I mean, except this: 

That Mr. Kellogg himself, then governor, joined in making illegal complaints 
and inducing the to consider them. 

Mr. HILL. In making “illegal affidavits.” 

Mr. WADLEIGH. “Joined in making illegal complaints.” Is 
there anything else in the statement that relates to Governor Kel- 
logg? 

Mr. HILL. That is all in that specification. If the gentleman 
will turn back to the original report of the proceedings of the com- 
mittee and refer to the statement of Judge Spofford made to me, 
going more particularly into the facts, he will find it. But it is not 
necessary in making a charge to specify all the particulars and to 
give the names of all the witnesses. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Will the Senator from Georgia tell me and the 
Senate whether, in Mr. Spofford’s statement of what he expected to 
prove, Which he was required to make and did make to the commit- 
tee, he made any charge against Governor Kellogg, except that which 
] have read? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. I read the other myself. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. No; but give—— 

Mr. HILL. I have distinctly read charge No. 4, which the Senator 
is perfectly familiar with. I have read distinctly the statement made 
before the committee by myself when that charge was under con- 
sideration, and I willrepeatit. Isaid that Judge Spofford authorized 
me to say that— 

He has recently learned that Governor Kellogg came in by a side door, (I think 
he said into the room where the returning board were in session,) and insisted 
upon their receiving certain illegal affidavits that were mado up in New Orleans 
by his order— 

That is, by Kellogg’s order— 
aud Judge Spofford says he will prove that Governor Kellogg himself came into 
the room alone and insisted upon their receiving those illegal attidavita. 

The Senator will be compelled to admit that those specifications 
are admissible under that charge. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I will again ask the Senator from Georgia 
whether or not Mr. Spofford in the statement of charges which he 
was required to make in writing made any charge against Governor 
Kellogg except that which I have read? 

Mr. HILL. That is all, I believe. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. That is all. And now I ask the Senator from 
Georgia if he is not aware of the fact that a great amount of testi- 
mony was taken showing that Governor Kellogg, as a candidate for 
one of the presidential electors, tiled these complaints in the nature 
~ — against the reception of certain polls, and furnished afli- 

vits 

Mr. HILL. I do not know that. 

_Mr. WADLEIGH. Then I will state for the information of the 
Senator from Georgia—— 

Mr. HILL. The Senator will excuse me; I will not give way. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I will state for the information of my friend 
pa ee from Georgia that there was a very great lot of testimony 

Mr. HILL. I do not give way for any such statement. 

— WADLEIGH. And that those were the complaints referred 

Mr. HILL. I do not give way for any such statement; because I 
must say, with all due deference to my friend, that the point he 
makes has no relevaney whatever to the question under discussion. 
Whether it was true or not that Governor Kellogg filed protests 
touching the presidential electors or did anything touching the pres- 
idential electors, and whether it is true or not that Governor Kellogg 
was in communication with the returning board touching the pres- 
idential electors, whether this was proved or not, it has nothing to 


on th 
judge 
when 
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do with the question now before the Senate. I repeat, Governor 
Kellogg was not then on trial. I repeat he was not then seeking a 
seat in the Senate. For the first time the charge has been made be- 
tween these parties, and for the first time in this Congress the issue 
has been distinctly made up between Governor Kellogg and Judge 
Spofford before the Committee on Privileges and Elections, that 
Governor Kellogg did commit certain acts of fraud in connection 
with the returning board, for the purpose, not of electing a Presi- 
dent, but for the purpose of making a false return as to the election 
of certain representatives and senators in the Legislature, with a 
view of getting control of the Legislature in order to elect him, 
Governor Kellogg, to the United States Senate. That is the charge; 
and I say I do not know whether it is true or not. Iam not as well 
informed as the Senator from Minnesota. He says, bicore hearing 
the proof, that it is not true and cannot be true; when all I have to 
know as a judge is that the party came before me and said it was 
true, and offered to produce testimony to prove it, and asked the 
committee to send for the witnesses, and stated that he could have 
them here in a week. That is in these printed proceedings. The 
gentleman asked Mr. Spofford how long it would take to get these 


— here. He responded that he could have them here in a 
week. 

I appeal to the gentlemen on that side if they would learn the fact 
as to the action of this returning board upon which Governor Kellogg 
bases his whole case. He does not pretend that he had a Legislature 
except’ by the action of the returning board. He admits here that 
three of the senators returned by the returning board were not clected 
by the people; that they obtained certificates from the returning 
board when they were not elected. The charge is that those certifi- 
cates were given upon false affidavits, upon false testimony, which 
Governor Kellogg himself actually aided in getting up, and that he 
went before the committee in person and insisted that they should do 
it. That is the charge. I put it to gentlemen on that side, if this 
should be proved, is he tit for a seat in this body? Would you vote 
to put him in aseat in this body? Would you say to the country 
that the governor of a State may collude with the final returning 
board and induce that returning board to accept affidavits of false 
facts, illegal affidavits, gotten up by his own agency for the express 
purpose of promoting his own election to the Senate? Lask you, 
would you seat such a man as that in this body? You have to mect 
the question. 

I wish to state another fact, and no member of the commitice will 
differ with me in regard to it. During the whole time this committee 
was in session it was not engaged in taking testimony, but every hour 
on every day of its meeting it was simply engaged in the work of 
bringing the parties to an issue. Every resolution that was passpd 
by the committee, every act that was done, was simply with a view 
to get the parties to an issue. The idea of all the members of the 
committee was, for the purpose of dispatch, to have no unnecessary 
issne, to lessen the issue as much as possible, to see upon how few 
subjects we should have to take testimony. So certain were we that 
we should have to take testimony that the chairman applied to this 
body for authority to take it; but when we got the issue down to five 
points, only five allegations which Judge Spofford said were denied 
and not admitted and which he wanted to prove—one of them goin 
to the very heart of Kellogg’s right to this seat, one of them whiek 
if true would make him a party to the fraud by which he secured the 
certificate and without which he has no seat and no right to a seat— 
when we got to that issue the majority of the committee said all at 
once, “ Weare ina great hurry; the Senate is complaining that we do 
not act, and we will not take testimony ;” and the committee never 
did take any testimony. They have not taken one particle of testi- 
mony, have not subpenaed one single witness, and did not give Judge 
Spofford the right of a criminal to a hearing. 

My friend [Mr. LaMar] suggests to we that if Governor Kellogg 
is convicted of this charge it not only closes the door of the Senate 
against him but it opens the door of the penitentiary to him. I said 
to the committee, “Ido not know whether these facts are true or 
not, butif I were a friend of Kellogg I should insist on the proof being 
taken.” I ask the Senate if they ever saw an exhibition of this kind 
before. This committee labored five weeks, labored ably, labored 
industriously, labored diligently, (I will testify to that,) to get these 

arties down to a distinct issue, and just as soon as they got to an 

issue the committee closed the door and said “ we will not take any- 
thing more,” and reported that in their opinion the facts they allege 
were sufficiently admitted or proven, they did not know which. We 
tried to get the committee to take up these five points seriatim. My 
friend the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SaAULsBURY] made that 
motion. They would notdothat. They passed then a resolution that 
“it is the sense of this committee that these five points have been 
sufficiently covered by the admissions or by the proof taken;” and 
that, too, right in the face of the fact that there was Kellogg refus- 
ing to admit certain facts, and when he got up to deny they would 
not let him proceed, right in the face of the fact that Judge Spofford 
stated that much of this testimony had just come to his knowledge, 
right in the face of the fact that we challenged them over and over, 
if testimony covering these charges had been already taken, to point 
us to it and we would concede it. ; 

Again, the resolution states that the matters as far as material, to 
which our attention was called by Mr. Spofford that morning, had 
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been previously considered by the committee. That is what you say. 
Judge Spotford did make these allegations in his first speech when 
he was called upon to state to the committee on what points he de- 
sired testimony. He gave us early notice. After we got his various 
points we then went to work to see how many we should have to 
take testimony upon, and, as I said, we got down to five. The reso- 
lution that was offered not to take the testimony stated that these 
questions had already been considered. 1 replied to that: 

I respectfally su!mit that we have never considered them at all, and the jour- 
pals and records and poanee of this committee will not sustain that allega- 
tion. We have called upon these gentlemen to appear before us and to state upon 
what points they desire to take testimony, and we have had their statements from 
time to time for the purpose of making up the issue. The whole proceedings of 
this committee have been directed heretofore to making up the issue between these 
contestants. We have never once considered the issue asmadeup. Our attention 
has never been called to the fact directly whether these particular points were cov- 


ered by the testimony already in or not, and no man can point to the testimony that 
is in that covers them. 


I say again Judge Spofford, alleges that he can make this proof; 
if Mr. Kellogg has admitted that the charge is true, the proof is un- 
necessary; if the proof has already been taken and is in this record, 
the testimony offered is unnecessary. The charge is made. If Kel- 
logg does not admit it and if the testimony has not been taken, it is 
our duty totake it. Mr. President, what were these cases referred to 
this committee for? The committee was instructed to inquire into 
the facts. Now, I want the country to understand, and I want the 
Senate to understand, that I am not attempting, under cover of this 
investigation between Kellogg and Spottord, toreopen thecountof last 
year; by nomeans. I repeat that is closed and closed forever. I do 
not want one particle of testimony taken upon that subject. I want, 
however, Judge Spofford to be allowed the privilege of proving, as 
he says he can prove, that the returning board returned three sen- 
ators and ten representatives to take seats in the Packard legisla- 
ture, without which neith r house of it would have had a quorum, 
for the express purpose of making him Senator. Yes, three senators 
and ten representatives who were not elected, and who he now ad- 
mits were notelected and who themselves admit they were not elected. 
The fact is already proved that that senate and that house, thus 
composed of three false senators and ten false representatives who 
were never elected by the people, neves did one single act that even 
this day claims vitality,except theelection of Kellogg. They passed no 
law that bas force to-day in Louisiana; they did no act that has force 
to-day in Louisiana; they have disbanded and gone, and admitted 
they were not a Legislature. But, “Oh,” say our friendson the other 
side, “ if they were a Legislature when they elected Kellogg and did 
that one act, that must stand.” Why, sir, that is confirmatory of the 
charge made that the whole fraud, in his influential office as gover- 
nor, was concocted by him, carried through by him for the express 
purpose of transferring him from the oflice of governor (which he 
had exercised without the will of the people for four years) to this 
Senate, that he might represent them against their will six years 
longer in this body. 

You have authority to investigate this frand; you have the power 
to question this fact; you have the right to send for this testimony. 
Will you doit? That is the question. Will you take a man into 


this body with the charge ringing in yourears that he was the author 


of the fraud which sent him here, and will you close your ears and 
say, ‘“ We cannot inquire into that?” Will you take the language 
of the honorable Senator from Minnesota and say, “It is not proved 


and cannot be proved?” This is the first time I ever heard that a 


man like Kellogg could not commit a fraud. 


If these facts are true, Kellogg had no quorum in his senate, he 


had no quoram in his house; because, if you say that the returning 
board had a right to give certificates which gave the parties a prima 


facie right to their seats, you will not say that those certificates were 


worth anything if they were fraudulent, and if the man who is tak- 
ing the benefit of the fraud was guilty of it. You will not lift Gov- 


ernor Kellogg above all other mankind and say he alone shall take a 


benefit from his own fraud, will you? 


I feel a great deal on this subject, Mr. President, because I feel that 


if this Senate shall do this wrong it will be a wrong for which there 
is no compensation and for which there is no excuse. I say the day 
has not come when the Senate of the United States will allow a man 
to come into this body charged with the fraud of procuring the very 
election on which he comes here and say it will not investigate it. 
I affirm that this Senate has not arrived at the day or the hour when 
if a claimant from the State of Louisiana comes here by authority 
and goes before your committee alleging fraud and asking a com- 
mission and a subpena to prove it, you will allow his opponent to be 
received before the question of the fraud-is investigated. 

I am not now speaking for the purpose of delay or for the ae 
of benetiting Judge Spotford. I am speaking for the Senate. I am 
not willing to be a — to any fraud; and yet I cannot escape the 
conclusion that if I consent to take this man in without investiga- 
tion, 1 myself am a party to the wrong. Why, the Senator from Min- 
nesota says, do I for testimony? He says he went before the 
committee and I insisted that none of this thing should be reopened ; 
that I insisted that there had been a settlement of this controversy 
in Louisiana and that we ought not to reopen that settlement. Yes, 
and I insist so too, and if the Senator from Minnesota will join me in 
that, I will let the case go. Why? Because then this question is not 
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an issue. The Senator himself would not a to tl 
want to take this testimony to authorize aver iedtite aan — 
against Kellogg, because I say that the Legislature which elected 
him was not a Legislature, and I say the people of Louisiana | aa 
right to settle that question and they have settled it, but you will " 
take their settlement. Here is your resolution insisting upon it _ 
tigating it. You insist upon going behind that settlem ne 


t; 
gratify you and when I could not help myself, I said “lei a 


‘Then you called on the parties to say upon what points they .*”, 
to take testimony ; and when they Settee it bust a istines oo 


just as you get them there, you close the door and say, “ we will tak 
no testimony.” Is it right? Is it just? If the Senate wil) avr : 
with me that these matters have been settled by the State of Lanie. 
iana, that the great question as to which was the legal Legislature 
has been settled, and will accept that settlement as you are bony 
under your oaths to do, that is an end of the question, because Kel. 
logg is rejected by the real people of the State of Louisiana, by th» 
real Legislature of the State. But you will not do that; and now 
here is the question, pardon me if I repeat it. I wish if I can to break 
through this crystallized mass of partisan bias and get one sound view 
of honest truth. Here is the question: Kellogg is claiming a seat jy 
this body ; Spofford is claiming a seat in this body. The Committe. 
on Privileges and Elections say we must investigate the legality o; 
the respective bodies, claiming to be the Legislature, that electod 
them. The Senate gave the committee authority to take the testi. 
mony. One of the contestants comes up and charges collusion, fray; 

secrecy, deception, false affidavits, on the part of the returning boar 
in putting three men into the senate and ten men into the house with- 
out gn right and without the votes of the people, and not stopping 
there he charges that Kellogg was a party to that fraud and aided jn 
its completion—the very man who is claiming the seat to which he 
was elected by that very Legislature, so called. In other words, he 
pays the price in Louisiana and comes here and asks you to give him 
the reward. 

I regret that thiscommittee did not g° into this; and I say frankly 
that this committee did not get in such haste until a certain motion 
was made in this body to discharge them from another case. I dis- 
tinctly said and I have said all the time that this committee has never 
made unnecessary delay in the Spofford case. They have worked 
faithfully in it; but the very moment they got the parties to an issue 
that moment they closed it, and they come here reporting that Kel- 
logg is entitled to the seat and that Spofford is not entitled to the 
seat, with the demand of Spofford ringing in their ears, “Give me 
the subpeenas, give me one even, and I will bring the witnesses here 
to prove that this ngn is a party to the very fraud the benetit of 
which he claims.” The committee say “ No.” 

I notify the Senate of one additional fact, and that is that when 
this extraordinary decision was made, so grave a mistake was it that 
Judge Spofford said, for he was before the committee, and Kellogg 
was before the committee, and what could Spofford say but this: 

Mr. Srorrorp. I would inquire whether the practice before this committes 
(having had no experience in these matters I ask for information) would justify my 
entering any protest or exception against this last ruling of the committee with 
regard to the evidence upon the matters that I read this morning?! If there is any 
justification or precedent for the practice I should like to have it entered that [ 
protest against the proposition, that it may be put of record. 

It was so wrong, was such a palpable wrong that he demanded 
that his protest go on the record. There was Kellogg with his coun- 
sel sitting there. If he was to admit these facts to be true, why did 
he not rise and say, “ Judge Spofford, I admit that.” If anybody pre- 
tends that there had been testimony taken on that point between 
these parties, put your finger on it. It has never been taken by any- 
body. The issue has never been made up before. Testimony between 
these parties could not be taken; public attention had never been 
called to it. There has never been - ight to take the testimony; 
it has never before become material. I ask the Senate why refer the 
case to the committee for investigation? I ask why did the com- 
mittee when they went into the investigation pass resolution after 
resolution calling on the parties for the — upon which they took 
issue and upon which they desired to take testimony? They did do 
so. Why did you take all these precautions if you did not intend to 
take testimony after the issue was made up? 

Mr. President, I have said this. If I have said it earnestly I trust 
the Senate will pardon me. I desire to do nobody a wrong, but [ 
stand here in my place in the Senate in vindication of my own char- 
acter as a member of this committee and with an earnest desire to 
protect this Senate from unjust charges of wrong aud outrage upon 
a contestant representing the people of a sovereign State. I do say 
that when a direct charge of personal fraud is upon one of the 
contestants by the other in his own presence in relation to the very 
matter in controversy, in relation to the very seat for which they are 
contesting, it is the duty of this Senate, it is the duty of this com- 
mittee to allow the party to take testimony to see if he can prove 
it. If he cannot prove it, all right; if he can prove it, it is his right; 
and do you dare deny it ; 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, I have listened to the furious 
speech of my friend from Georgia with a great deal of interest, be- 
cause it has shown me how great a noise can be made about the small- 
est thing in the world. A mere statement of the facts will, I think, 
convince every member of the Senate that the Senator from Georgia 
has no good reason for saying what he has said. 
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He cays truly that the committee made great efforts to induce the | that Governor Kellogg himself came into the room alone and insisted upon their 


wtants . mn 
contains 10 comet and upon what they disagreed. “Fiaaly the | 


sommnittee required that they should each state in writing what they | 
po ted to prove. Accordingly they made such statements. The | 
otement of Mr. Spofford may be found upon the ninth page of the | 
~ report in this case. It was made after the case had been 
nae the committee for weeks, and after Mr. Spofford had examined 
all Mr. Kellogg’s statement. So that he had ample leisure and the 
fullest opportunity to decide upon what points he wished to offer 
_ only point upon which the Senator from Georgia makes any 
charge against the committee or upon which he claims further evi- 
jence should be taken is this: In the fourth specification of Mr. 
Spofford he offers to prove— 

‘That Mr. Kellogg himself, then governor, joined in making illegal complaints | 
and inducing the board to consider them. 

The reasons why the committee did not delay the determination 
of the case to await such proof I will briefly state. Governor Kellogg 
was one of the candidates for presidential elector. The statute of 
Louisiana contained a provision that in any election the results of 
which were to be determined by the returning- board— ° 

Any person interested in said election by reason of being a candidate for office, | 
shall be allowed a hearing before said returnin officers upon making application 
within the time allowed for the forwarding of the returns of said election. 


Under that provision, Governor Kellogg made the protests which | 
his opponents call “ illegal complaints,” and those were the “illegal | 
complaints” referred to by Mr. Spofford. That appears in another 
part of his statement, where he says: 

Iam advised there was but a single instance of a complaining statement of in- 
timidation made in season and in form, so as to justify, under the act, an investi- 
gation that could result in the rejection of a poll. 

It was claimed by Mr. Spofford that unless the commissioners of 
elections made their statements of violence or intimidation at any 
poll within twenty-four hours after the election, the returning board 
could receive no evidence of such violence or intimidation, and could 
not act thereon. But the returning board took another view of their 
powers. They decided (and upon democratic precedents, as I am in- 
formed) that the returning board could lawfully receive evidence of 
violence and intimidation where the commissioners had failed to fur- 
nish such evidence within the time prescribed, or entirely. 

The commissioners at certain polls in Lonisiana made affidavits of 
violence and intimidation, which were filed with the returning 
board and which may all be found in the Sherman report. 

They testify also that they failed to make the statements of such 
violence and intimidation in the manner and form prescribed by law 
because they did not dare to do it. Those affidavits were made at 
New Orleans, and with the protests of the candidates were filed with 
returning board, and upon them with other confirmatory evidence the 
returning board acted. Such affidavits and protests are the “com- 
plaints” referred to by Mr. Spofford. 

Mr. McDONALD. I should like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections in how many parishes in the State 
of Louisiana have protests or protesting papers made by the super- 
visor of registration, either at the parish-seat or in the city of New 
Orleans or anywhere else, been filed before the returning board. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Ido not know; but I think the proper officers 
filed statements with the returning board in all the ten parishes from 
which members were returned as elected to the Legislature whose 
right to seats is disputed. 

Mr. McDONALD. There were only nine in which any such state- 
ments were filed-or claimed to have been filed. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. That may be; but it was held by the returning 
board that the provision requiring the commissioners to make such 
statements and forward them within twenty-four hours was merely 
directory, and it appeared in many cases from the evidence before 
the returning board that the commissioners could not make them 
within the time required on account of the danger which attended 
the performance of their duty. Mr. Spofford made no other offer of 
proof which the Senator from Georgia makes the basis of censure 
upon the committee, except “that Mr. Kellogg himself, then gov- 
erner, joined in making illegal complaints and inducing the board to 
consider them.” But Sovener Kellogg was a candidate for presi- 
dential elector, and as such entitled to a hearing before the returning 
board. As such he had a right to make protests and furnish evidence, 
and the returning board decided that they could consider such protests 
and evidence. Such action by Governor Kellogg was all that the 
Senator from Georgia complains of Mr. Spofford’s not being allowed 
to prove. The facts appear in the Sherman, Howe, Morrison, and 
Field reports, so called, and I venture to say that there are in them 
all a thousand pages on testimony upon this very subject. 

After Mr. Spofford had filed his statement and the committee had 
decided that sufficient evidence upon the point of Governor Kellogg’s 

Joming in the “complaints” was contained in such reports, the Sena- 


‘or from Georgia informed the committee that Mr. Spofford had (and 
here I quote from the report )— 


i Recently learned—and I do not know how true it is—that Governor Kellog 

pee). by a side door, (I think he said into the room where the returning board 

oun in session.) and insisted upon their receiving certain illegal affidavits that 
made up in New Orleans by his order ; and Judge Spofford says he will prove 





to come to an issue, so that the committee might know | ceiving those illegal affidavits. 


Governor Kellogg having a right to a hearing before this board 


had a right to present affidavits to them, he had a right to go into 
the room where they were, he had a right to go into it by a side 
door, if he desired, and the statement that he came into their room 
| alone does not imply anything wrong on his part. 


Mr. MCDONALD. I should like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee if he thinks Governor Kellogg had a right to hold secret ses- 
sions at night in his room or at his house with a part of the members 
of the returning board and with a part of the persons sent down by 
the President to see a fair count, and there arrange and determine 
what the board should do? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I might answer my friend, the Senator from In- 
diana, by asking him whether when he is sitting as a judge in this 
Senate to determine judicially whether a contestant is entitled to 
a seat in the Senate he is justified in having private consultations 
with that contestant? It is sufficient to say, however, that Mr. 
Spofford never offered to prove what he suggests in his question. 

Mr. HILL. I should like to ask a question of my friend from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Very good. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I will state farther that I have reason to be- 
lieve that the testimony can be produced to prove those facts; wit- 
nesses can be produced who will testify to those facts. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator from New Hampshire will pardon me, 
I said that there was only a certain statement made by Judge Spot- 
ford, and he says that Governor Kellogg being governor had a right 
to go in by this side door, &c. I wish to ask the Senator this ques- 
tion: Will he for Mr. Kellogg or will Mr. Kellogg authorize it to be 
stated in the Senate that he admits that the charge Judge Spofford 
offers to prove is true ? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. What? 

Mr. HILL. Will he admit that the charge in item 4 is true? 

Mr. MCDONALD. Or has it been proved to be true? 

Mr. HILL. Yes: or proven to be true. If you admit that, it will 
settle one important question. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, the question is perfectly absurd. 
What is Mr. Spofford’s allegation ? 

Mr. HILL. If it is absurd, admit it. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. The charge is: 


And that Mr. Kellogg himself, then governor, joined in making illegal complaints 
and inducing the board to consider them. 


That the complaints were illegal I do not admit. I think it was a 
matter of doubt whether the returning board could lawfully act on 
them, but they did so in good faith and their decision is final. I be- 
lieve, too, that it was just. The opinion of the committee, however, 
does not depend upon the right of the returning board to receive and 
act on such affidavits, as their report will show. 

Mr. Spofford had weeks to make up his statement. He had been 
counsel of the democratic candidates at New Orleans, and understood 
this whole matter from beginning toend. He had seen Governor Kel- 
logg’s statements, and had an opportrnity to examine them before 
making hisown. I think that he should now be bound by his state- 
ment. He himself never offered to prove anything more than what is 
contained in it. It is true that my friend from Georgia upon the final 
hearing stated what Mr. Spofford had told him; but Mr. Spofford never 
said anything of that kind to the committee. The committee did not 
see fit after the case had come before them for final determination, upon 
the written statements of both contestants, to send to Louisiana for 
witnesses to prove something not contained in those statements, some- 
thing which if proved was of the very slightest consequence and which 
was covered by the testimony which the committee received at Mr. 
Spofford’s request. 

Mr. HILL. You say Judge Spofford knew these facts. Had this 
committee ever given him any authority to provethem? Has he ever 
had an opportunity to prove them? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. When ? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Upon this whole matter of illegal complaints 
the Howe committee of the Senate, and the Field and Morrison com- 
mittees of the House, made the fullest investigation. Besides, the 
Senator from Georgia will find in the first part of the Sherman report 
a record of all the proceedings of the returning board from day to 
day, and in that report he will also find copies of the complaints 
which Governor Kellogg joined in making. It is claimed that those 
complaints were illegal, that Governor Kellogg had no right to make 
them. That is a question of law which we have the means of deciding ; 
for the decision of which no proof is necessary and which is entirely 
immaterial. I repeat that the evidence in reference to all matters con- 
tained in Mr. Spofford’s statement is as fullas anybody could desire ; 
and if Mr. Spofford wished to prove any more than what he asked of 
the committee he can only censure himself. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to occupy the attention of the 
Senate —— 

Mr. HILL. Before the Senator from Massachusetts goes on I de- 
sire to state that—— 

Mr. HOAR. For what purpose does the honorable Senator ask me 
to yield the floor ? 
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Mr. TIILL. I desire to state that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire was asked directly if this testimony was admitted and Governor 
Kellogg was in the committee and offered permission to say whether he 
wanted to take testimony or not to contradict it, and it was objected 
by some of you that be had not asked permission to take testimony. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. On what page is that? 

Mr. HILL. It was in allusion to that that I was speaking, and 
thought I was upon that same subject, when I referred to the time 
the Senator from Massachusetts interrupted him by “I object.” The 
point I was intending to allude to then was not the one which I see 
my eye fell upon; but the point I was alluding to was the occasion 
when we wanted to know whether Governor Kellogg desired also to 
take testimony or would admit or deny these statements, and one of 
the committee interposed and said that Judge Shellabarger had not 
asked to be heard on it and stopped him from saying anything. 
That is what I referred to. I see, however, that my eye fell upoa 
the wrong page at the time, and I believe now when the Senator 
from Massachusetts used the words “I object,” his object was simply 
one of order. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia has occupied 
the attention of the Senate for an hour in urging with great earnest- 
ness and heat that there has been some gross—]! do not know that he 
said intentional—but gross violation of the rules of justice and the 
proprieties of judicial inquiry by the committee whose report is now 
under consideration. I think he left, and it seems to me that he 
meant to leave, upon the minds of those who listened to him this 
impression, that whereas one of the claimants to the seat under dis- 
enssion charged that the choice of the Legislature which elected him 
had been wrongfully declared by the body authorized to ascertain 
and declare that choice by the exercise of gross fraud and illegality 
in their proceedings; and whereas the other claimant had been a par- 
ticipant in those frands—a pretty essential allegation, I agree, in re- 

rard to a claim to a seat in this body—and the Committee on Privi- 

eges and Elections had refused the opportunity to the person making 

this allegation to go into an inquiry upon that point, and that when 
his adversary, in his presence so charged, undertook to make up an 
issue by a denial, he was prevented by one of the committee even 
from framing an issue upon that question. I think I have fairly 
stated the result of the earnest and eloquent statement of the honor- 
able Senator from Georgia, the impression that he left, and the im- 
pression that he meant to leave upon the minds of bis audience in 
regard to that transaction. Now, Mr. President, mark you how sim- 
ple a tale shall put it down. 

In regard to the allegation of frand against the returning board of 
the State of Lonisiana, in the recent election, at which governor, 
presidential electors,State officers,and members of the Legislature were 
voted for, and the result of that voting declared by the body clothed 
withthat function by the lawof the State of Louisiana, four thorough, 
extended, and laborious investigations have been had. First by a 
committee appointed by this body known as the Howe committee, 
composed of members of both political parties; also by a commission 
appointed by the President of the United States, the results of whose 
inquiry, both in testimony and in conclusion of fact, have also been 
laid before this body; third by a special committee of the House of 
Representatives, who proceeded to that State to make inquiries and 
reported their evidence and their conclusion; and fourth by a com- 
mittee known as the Field committee, a committee on the oe 
of the House of Representatives in regard to the presidential election. 
Each of these committees was made up of men of great ability, trained 
lawyers, authorized, or three of them authorized, to send for persons 
and papers, all parties in interest permitted to appear before them 
and examine and cross-examine the witnesses. 

There are many judicial proceedings—equity proceedings in Eng- 
land formerly, admiralty proceedings in many cases—where evidence 
is taken on ex parte aflidavits, taken by each party without any notice 
to the other or oppgrtunity to be present and cross-examine. That 
was the uniform pfactice in election cases in England and in this 
country in former days; and undoubtedly it is within the discretion 
of the Senate to-day to receive for what they are worth ex parte afii- 
davits, taken by one side without the presence of the other, and make 
up and determine a case on those alone, if they see fit. That being 
the condition of the law and the practice, it occurred to your com- 
mittee that if affidavits could ever be properly receivable in such 
cases, a fortiori it would do no oe to these parties if we should 
save the time of the Senate and bring this issue to an early decision 
by considering, not er parte affidavits, but the evidence taken by these 
four high authorities upop the very question, practica}ly, which is the 
question im dispute. 

I ought to have added that in one of these investigations which 
were had Judge Spofford, the claimant to this seat, was of counsel for 
the democratic claimants in the matter in dispute, so that he had 
practically the fullest opportunity to examine, cross-examine, and 
adduce witnesses of his own. 

But we did not even take that course without the consent of the 
parties ; and,asibcommittee being appointed to confer with these two 
claimants, Judge Spofford, the only one whose claim is under consid- 
eration at present, made this written answer to the desire of the com- 
mittee to know whether such a method of investigating this ques- 
tion would be agreeable to him: 


Strictly speaking, what he quotes as the Sherman report and the Howe report, 
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with testimony annexed, contain no legal evidence quoad the conte. 
States Senatorship between him and myself. Neither he no 
when that evidence was taken. No part of it was taken with 
the validity of the Nicholls or of the Packard governments 

nity of calling or cross-examining witnesses. If the examinati 
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| for which Mr. Kellogg quotes the evidence’ attached to oe Npon the matters 


nt ini *© reports is sought 
niustice will be done tome.” 
I most respectfully protest against any such attempt. I propose, however, nee 
to save time, expense, and troubie to this committee, to consent that ae: in order 
pro and con taken in connection with those two reports may be a . sequence 
ment by either side, provided that the evidence taken by what pew to in 
“ Morrison House Committes” and its subcommittees, touching the ed th 
Louisiana in 1876, (Forty-fourth Congress, second session.) and the deatieneee se in 
before the Select Committee on the Privileges, Powers, and Duties of the tt. taken 
Representatives in counting the vote for President and Vico-President of. ot 
United States, commonly called the “ Field Committee,” be likewise permits.” 
be quoted in argument by either party. hitied to 


Upon that consent the committee proceeded, and some ten th 
sand pages of testimony, for which all the parishes in Louisiana had 
been raked, and with which, as matter aos interesting publi 
history, nearly every member of this Senate was too familiar for his 
own comfort and peace, were laid before the committee. What did 
Judge Spofiord desire in addition to that testimony, which was taker 
by his consent, and which I submit to the Senate it would haye oo 
most appropriate for the committee to have ordered to be laid before 
the Senate and acted upon,even if both the parties had refused ! 
He desired to prove, in addition to that fact: 

Besides these specific relations of the constitution and of the law under which 
they pretended to act, I charge that the conduct of the returning officers in bup- 


pressing polls and changing the result of the constitutional returns was clandes. 
tine, collusive, tyrannical, and anjust. 


be restricted to those documents alone, 


He proposes, in other words, not to put his finger upon a sing}. 
substantive fact; he alleges no new proposition of fact; he alleges 
no new proposition at all in regard to which these four committecs 
had not thoroughly and repeatedly made their investigation ; but he 
sets up a parcel of adjectives. He says: I want to prove several 
adverbs —“ clandestinely ” and “collusively ” and “ arbitrarily” and 
“ inconsistently.” 

What court in the universe would take that as an offer of testi- 
mony? When you get evidence proving the entire facts of the whole 
case taken by these exhaustive and conclusive methods to which | 
have seanaal a man says to the judge, “ Now I want to prove that 
these men were arbitrary, inconsistent, and unjust.” The answer is, 
“ Those things are conclusions of law or conclusions of fact from tho 
conduct, from the facts, from the transaction, and upon that you 
have been permitted to offer all the proof you desire or suggest,” with 
one single exception, to which I am now coming. 

Mr. Spofford, it is true, added that he proposed to prove that the 
illegal complaints on which the returning board acted, that is the 
complaints not forwarded within twenty-four hours by the return- 
ing officers, but annexed afterward, were annexed by the contrivance, 
participation, and artifice of Governor Kellogg, one of the claimants 
to this seat. There were two answers. 

Mr. McDONALD. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me make this statement consecutive and com- 
plete, and then I will answer the honorable Senator’s question if | 
can. I prefer to have it all go in together. 

There are two answers to that proposition; first, that if the Senate 
find in Governor Kellogg’s favor that the action of the returning 
board is decisive in making up a constitutional Legislature and that 
Congress cannot go behind it, then that inquiry becomes totally im- 
material. Next, unless upon the evidence we are of the opinion that 
the fact charged is proved to have existed, it is totally immaterial to 
open the case and send for further evidence to prove that Governor 
Kellogg was a party to that act; and until that conclusion is come 
to, the other evidence becomes totally immaterial. But, third, it is 
totally immaterial and will be found so, I venture to say, in the de- 
cision of this case, by every democrat as well as by every republican 
upon this floor, whether Governor Ke did or did not aid and par- 
ticipate in making these complaints which it is alleged on the other 
side were made after the statute period, and which I think myself 
were not in strict accordance with the requirements of the law of 
the State of Louisiana. They were made under a claim and a ruling 
by the returning board upon, as has been said, democratic prece- 
dent. 

Mr. McDONALD. What democratic precedent ? 

Mr. HOAR. The precedent of the election of 1872. 

Mr. McDONALD. I should like the gentleman to get the prece- 
dent, and let us see what it was. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think it worth while to intérrupt this state- 
ment for so utterly immaterial a matter. 

Mr. McDONALD. I understand that ruling was adopted for the 
first time in that State in the late canvass, made last fall. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand it was not; and I have been pretty 
familiar with this Louisiana matter in its various phases heretofore. 
But it is a totally immaterial consideration to the general question, 
whether it was or was not upon democratic p' ent. It was the 
claim, and whether that claim was right or wrong, whether that 
claim was in accordance with the law, or was in violation of the 
law, whether Governor Kellogg acted with the men who prepared 
those statements under that in or not, will be totally immaterial 
in my judgment and, I believe I am not too confident in saying, 
the jelguent of every Senator who acts upon this case. 
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he based his position upon the fact that that examination by the 
Senate committee and the one by the board of visitors pertained to 
the electoral vote, and, therefore, has nothing to do with this case, 


ignoring the fact that each and all those examinations, although | not meet the question anywhere, and they have not met j 


directly in regard to the electoral vote, involved an examination into 
all the elections of Louisiana for 1576. All the State officers elected 
at the presidential electionswere returned with the electors for Presi- 
dent. The returns were all opened at the same time; the testimony 
taken in regard to the returns affecting their validity affected as well 
the members of the Legislature of Louisiana as the presidential elect- 
ors from that State; and the mere fact that the committees appointed 
to investigate those subjects were appointed under resolutions re- 
ferring to the presidential electors cannot affect the question whether 
or not the proofs are before the Senate upon this investigation re- 
ported upon by the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The testimony is all here. All the facts stated in Mr. Spofford’s 
declaration of issues as he made them up are passed upon by these 
proofs; and if from the facts detailed in proof there the Senator 
from Georgia or any one else can draw the criminal intentions and 
inflaences which he attributes to Mr. Kellogg, he has his premises ; 
let him draw his deductions. 

But, Mr. President, not only were all those questions examined by 
positive proof, in which, as it has been stated, the claimant for the 
seat from the State of Louisiana as Senator was present and cross- 
examining as counsel; in addition to that the sessions of the board of 
canvassers of the State of Louisiana, although denominated secret 
sessions, were not at all of a secret character. The impression has 
gone abroad that the sessions of the board of canvassers while can- 
vassing the vote of Louisiana were in secret, withdrawn from the 
presence of any person but the board of canvassers themselves. 

So far from that being the case, the counsel for the respective con- 
testants at that time were all present with the board of canvassers, 
witnessed the opening of the returns, and the decisions of the board 
of canvassers were made in their presence. So, then, it would seem 
to be impossible to prove the fact alleged by the Senator from Georgia 
when upon the floor of the Senate. 

The Senator’s misconstruction of language was no more apparent 
in regard to those returns than in regard to the statement I made 
that it was impossible to prove a fact which did not exist. The Sen- 
ator endeavored to say that I asserted the non-existence of proof upon 
the fact, and that therefore the fact could not be proved. I certainly 
made no such statement. I only assumed, from the evidence pre- 
sented in so many forms on s0 many occasions, that if the fact were 
not proved by that it was unreasonable to suppose it could exist. 

But, Mr. President, the real cause of this movement it seems to me 
is rather for delay. The Committee on Privileges and Elections 
during the first week or two of its session co-operated heartily in 
bringing this matter toa close. We found the Senator from Georgia, 
the Senator from Delaware, and all the other members of the com- 
mittee from that side co-operate with us fully in bringing it to as 
speedy termination as could be accomplished until a proceeding trans- 
pired in the Senate attempting to withdraw from the committee the 
credentials of Mr. Butler. 

It was supposed by some that if that motion should prevail and if 
the § iftord case were not present to be determined by the Senate, 
the Butler case would be disposed of and he would be admitted to 
the floor. The fact that the Kellogg-Spofford report should not be 
made at an early day became rather important, and we found that it 
was rather difficult to come to any conclusion in regard to the Spof- 
ford case. All the impediments which could be thrown in the way of 
the committee seemed to be placed before them; and while we were 
endeavoring to come to this conclusion, and we arrived at it in time to 
make the report to the Senate on Monday morning, I feel very cer- 
tain that Mr. Spofford was not very anxious to have it decided at that 
time, He would willingly have consented to occupy much longer time 
until the case then called to the attention of the Senate had been dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I really do not understand the last words 
of the Senator from Minnesota. If he means to say that there was 
any desire exhibited on the part of Mr. Spofford to prolong this inves- 
tigation, he has done that gentleman very great injustice; for the 
Senate will know by reading these proceedings that Judge Spofford 
was exceedingly liberal in making admissions and confessions to 
avoid the necessity of taking testimony. He even went so far as to 
agree that the testimony in all these reports taken by the various com- 
mittees of the House and Senate should be considered in as far as it 
would go and for what it was worth. If he had had a desire to stand 
for time he would have compelled this eommittee to retake all that 
testimony; for not one particle of testimony was taken in the case 
now before the Senate, and therefore it had no relevance to the case 
now before the Senate, as the parties to the issue had not been beard 
on it. And yet, notwithstanding all that, he waived the necessity of 
taking this testimony for the express purpose of saving time. Any 
intimation of the Senator, therefore, that Judge Spofford desired to 
delay this case is exceedingly unjust, and when he knows, too, that 
re Spofford and those agreeing with him on the committee from 
the beginning insisted that none of this testimony was applicable to 
the case in hand. 

Now I come to the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from 
New Hampshire. I do not propose to reply to all they have said, be- 
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cause it does seem to me a fair reading of thes 
men on the other side, who, I think, der too — 
fusing to allow this testimony to be taken, will show that the, = 
- “Vv do 
Senator from Massachusetts seems to think that I have eae ~ 
impugned his motive or charged him with a corrupt purpose a 
=. wean. Oh, no. ae 
r. HILL. I assure the Senator that in nothin ‘ sata as 
age any such thing. that I said did 1 
r. HOAR. I did not so understand the honorable Sen 
understood the honorable Senator to imply that my purpose 
ing to Mr. Kellogg’s interruption of Judge Spofford was to prey 
Kellogg making up an issue on that point. prevent 

Mr. HILL. Well, I will say to the Senator—— 

Mr. HOAR. What I stated was that my purpose was sim 
prevent the interruption of one party by the other wher 
ruption was likely to lead to an angry personal altercatic 

r. HOAR. And I understood, as I su d, the pu : 
honorable Senator in the following ctatensens he made eke: => 
the same as my own. ' 

Mr. HILL. No. I will say to the Senator very frankly, for | will 
deal very frankly with him, that I accept his explanation with 4 
great deal of pleasure; but I did think at the time—that was the 
impression left on my mind—that his object in objecting to Kellogg's 
proceeding was to stop him in order to avoid an issue. I thought 80 
but I did not think there was anything wrong in the motive. j 

Mr. HOAR. Will the honorable Senator be good enough to inform 
the Senate what his purpose was in stating the same thing? He did 
not wish to avoid an issue ? 

Mr. HILL. I will state to the Senator frankly that my “ order” 
~ upon him. I said “order;” that is, 1 wanted Kellogg to go 
along. 

Mr. HOAR. But—— 

Mr. HILL. Let me get through. I will make it clear. Mr. Kel- 
logg commenced making a statement. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts said “I object.” I said “order.” I wanted to stop the Senator 
from Massachusetts at first, and the moment the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts said “I object,” Kellogg stopped. Then I said “ Let Mr, 
Spofford go on with the statement.” Now, I will give you my rea- 
sons for that. 5 

Mr. HOAR. I will ask the honorable Senator now—— 

Mr. HILL. Let me get through and there will not be any serious 
difference between us. 

Mr. HOAR. I wanted to ask a question right there, if what you 
said was not, “ Order; I insist that Judge Spofford shall not be in- 
terrupted?” Is not that a very curious interruption for a gentleman 
whose object was that Kellogg should go on val interrupt him ? 

Mr. HILL. I will take the whole colloquy, and I will show the 
Senator what I meant. Of course I wanted Judge Spofford to go on, 
but I wanted the issue to be made up. I was perfectly willing for 
Mr. Kellogg to make a statement, as the Senate will see and the 
Senator will see. I admit I never saw this statement till it was 

rinted. In some particulars there are words used incorrectly; but 
am taking it just as it is. 

Turning back to page 83, it will be discovered that when the com- 
mittee, on the evening previous, proposed to close the testimony un- 
conditionally, I reserved the right for Judge Spofford to come before 
the committee and state some points upon which he said he desired 
to take testimony, and that reservation was assented to. Very well. 
The next morning, when Judge Spofford came in, as the record proves, 
the minutes did not show that reservation. I insisted that they 
should show it, and that I had made the reservation in favor of 
Judge Spofford making these additional points upon which he desired 
to take testimony. The Senator from Massachusetts confirmed my 
reservation, and very kindly aided me in the committee in having 
the minutes made up accordingly ; and _ it was done, thus reserving 
to Judge Spofford this right. When it became clear in the commit- 
tee, some of the gentlemen on the other side were disposed to object 
to it. ‘The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] said, on page 82: 


If the question of evidence is to be reopened I anes that the same privilege 
ought to be extended to Mr. Kellogg which is granted to Mr. Spofford. 


I said, “I think so.” Then: 


Senator INGALLS. I understood this —_ of evidence to have been definitely 
and permanently closed, and that Mr. Spofford had expressed his willingness to 
accept the testimony of the Senate committees if the testimony taken by the House 
committees was also permitted to be offered in evidence. Now Mr. Spofford comes 
in and varies that tion by saying that there are some additional points not 
embraced on which he desires to be ; and, if that is true, and we have got t 
go into the examination of witnesses, it certainly would be extremely unjust say 
that Mr. Kellogg is to be excluded if he desires to be heard. 


ator. | 
in object- 


ply to 
1 the inter. 
on. 


Now, I say in reply to that: 

Senator Hitt. I desire to say that I do think myself, while that reservation was 
not made for Mr. Kellogg, I would not close down on him. I think he onght to 
have the privilege, if he desires it. I do not want any gentleman to come to = 
committee and say that he desires to take testimony upon a point material, an 
not give him the privilege of being heard. I agree with the gentleman that that 
privilege ought to be extended. 


Then the Senator from Massachusetts puts in. The Senator from 
Kansas had thought that the privilege reserved for Spofford should 
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be extended to Keilogg. 1 agreed to it. It was right. The Senator 
om Massachusetts now speaks up and says: 


Mr. Kellogg has made no —eee as yet. I suppose it will 


Re r Hoar. a 
Senati es it. 


be time to consider the application when he ma 


There I got the idea that the Senator would be opposed to reopen- 
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gan, Patterson, Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Whyte, and Withers— 


NA YS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Penn 
sylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Dorsey, Ed- 


| munds, Hoar, Howe, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews, Mitchell, 


ing the thing. Now. again, the gentleman sees he is mistaken. He | 


cavs that I insisted that Judge Spofford make his statement. That 
was not my statement. On page 86 the statement is just as I repre- 
sented. When Judge Spofford read that fourth specification and 
ctated that he had recently discovered testimony upon it, as I re- 
winded the committee afterward, Mr. Kellogg rose and said, address- 
ing umself to Mr. Spofford: 

Mr. Spofford, I should like to inquire, if I may, whether any evidence was pro- 
daced before the returning board in regard to that—— 

And there, in the midst of the Senate, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts said, “1 object.” Object to what? He objected to Kellogg 
making a statement. Kellogg was in order. He had a right to pro- 
pound that quest ion to Spofford. He was not out of order in propound- 
ing that question to Spotford. He had aright todo it. I was not com- 
plaining that Kellogg had violated she orders of the committee. But 
the Senator from Massachusetts, I thought, intended to carry out his 
original idea that Kellogg should say nothing more, of course, from 
a proper motive. He said, “T object.” I immediately hallooed “ or- 


see if Mr. Kellogg would goon. He did not go on, and then of course 
I said, “Let Jadge Spofford make his statement.” That is all. 
Spofford was standing there waiting; I was waiting ; the Senator 
had stopped Kellogg. I did not want him to stop him. I wanted 
Kellogg to goon. That is on page 86. I think, therefore, the Sena- 
tor finds himself mistaken in supposing that I put any improper con- 
struction upon that. 

Now, to show that this is no new version that I am putting on this 
thing. I want to satisfy the Senator from Massachusetts, who, I be- 
lieve, will concede that I would do nobody intentional injustice. I 
turn to page 93 at the bottom. I will read again. The chairman, 
while this discussion was going on, made a calculation, and he said: 

I figure up here 5,425 closely printed pages of testimony, a large amount of 
which relates to these very matters. 

What was then said ? 


Senator Merrimon, A large amount of it? 

The CHAIRMAN. Half of it, 

Senator MexrmMon. Not a third of it. 

The CuarnMaN. If only a third of it, that would be over 1,600 pages. 


Here I come in again: 


Senator Hitt. I do not know that it makes any difference if there had been five 
million pages taken. The points on which Mr Spofford now asks testimony being 
aad tothe issue now before this committee, if the testimony has not been taken 
it ought to be taken. I do not care if there have been five thousand million pages 
taken, Ido not care if books have been written containing testimony which the 
world could not hold; that is not the question. 

There is one thing I want to call the attention of the committee to, becanse I 
deem this a very important matter, and I want a distinct vote on each proposition. 
When Judge Spofford read one of his charges here, upon which he wanted to take 
testimony, (I think in relation to the fraudulent condact of the returning board.) 
he stated in his charge that Governor Kellogg himself was present aiding and 
abetting in these illegal andefraudulent transactions. Governor Kellogg, you 
know, rose to his feet and wanted to ask a question, showing that he did not agree 


to that charge. Of course, that shows it is not proven, and we are informed by the | 


gentleman who makes the application that it is not proven. Then how can we 
close the testimony upon that point? Ido not think we can. But I want to do 
justice. I regret this delay, but here is a demand made, a statement made here in 
the presence of both parties that no testimony has been taken in this case, and 
that the testimony already taken does not cover it all. Governor Kellogg and his 
counsel both heard that statement. They have not denied it. The statement is 
made that they have not admitted it. 


Now Senator MCMILLAN puts in: 


Senator McMILLAN. They have not had the opportunity. 
Senator Hitt. We offered them an opportunity. Let them come in. 


I referred then to the fact that Governor Kellogg rose to make a 
statement and he was stopped, whereas I wanted to give him full 
opportunity. 

Mr. CONKLING. I venture to suggest to the Senator that it is 
ten minutes after six o’clock; and if we are to have a recess, I 
suggest that we have it ata time concerning the convenience of 
those who want to go and get their dinners. The Senator can re- 
sume his remarks afterwards. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire whether the Senator from 
Georgia has concluded his remarks? 

Mr. HILL. No, sir; not quite. 

Mr. CONKLING. He gave way to me to submit a motion, which 
I do submit, that the Senate now take a recess until eight o’clock. 
Other Senators say they prefer half past eight. I have no objection. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move that the Senate adjourn until to-mor- 
row at twelve o'clock. 

The V ICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The question roing put, there were, on a division—ayes 26, noes 21. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

; The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
29, vays 27; as follows: 


none ASK Mesers. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davis of Ili- 
Hur oe of West Virginia, Dennis, Eaton, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, 
. Jones of Florida, Kernan cCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Mor- 


, Lamar, 











Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, Sargent, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, and W adleigh—7. 
ABSEN T—Messrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Dawes, Ferry, Grover, Hamhn, 


Ingalls, Johnston, Maxey, Merrimon, Plumb, Ransom, Rollins, Sharon, Wallace, 
and Windom—17., 


So the motion was agreed to; and (at six o’clock and seventeen 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, November 29, 1877. 
Prayer by Rev. MANUEL J. GONZALES, of Texas, chaplain Ninth 
Regiment Cavalry, United States Army. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
SENATOR FROM LOUISIANA, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes the consideration of 


I “ ( | the resolution reported by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
der,” but stopped. I was not going tosay anything else. I waited to | 


WADLFIGH ] from the Committee on Privileges and Elections—— 

Mr. DORSEY. Mr. President, I should like to make a parliament- 
ary inquiry. We have gone on now for several mornings without 
any call for morning business, considering these resolutions, first as 
to the Butler case, and next as to the case of Kellogg. I wish to in- 
quire whether the Kellogg resolution is in order until the conclusion 
of the morning business ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It certainly is. ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is a question of privilege which can 
be dispensed with only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to ask unanimous consent of the 
Senate that I may try to procure the passage of the Paris exposition 
bill. [“No!” “No!”] I think it can be disposed of in fifteen min- 
utes, without interfering with the business before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. WHYTE. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland objects. 
The Secretary will report the resolution of the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections. 

The Cuter CLERK. The resolution reported from the committee is 
in the following words : 

Resolved, That William Pitt Kellogg is, upon the merits of the case, lawfully en 
titled to a seat in the Senate of the United States from the State of Louisiana for 
the term of six years, commencing on the 4th day of March, 1877, and that he be 
admitted thereto upon taking the proper oath. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Delaware, | Mr. SAULSBURY, ] which 
will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to amend the resolution so that 
it will read: 

Whereas it appears by the report of the minority of the Committee on Privi 
leges and Elections that Henry M. Spofford, one of the contestants for a seat in the 
Senate from the State of Louisiana, did ask and demand the authority of the com 
mittee to produce testimony on the five following points at issue between the con- 
testants, to wit: 

1. That the facts relative to the election of Tremoulet, Cressy, and Rolle, from 
the seventh representative district of New Orleans, were substaatially as set forth 
in the statement read by H. M. Spofford in his argument before this committee on 
the 24th October, 1877. 

2. That the composition, votes for Senator, and political proclivities of the Leg- 
islature on the 24th of April, 1877, when H. M. Spofford was elected Senator, were 
substantially as set forth in the aforesaid argument. 

3. That by the actual returns or statements as made in duplicate by the super 
visors of registration, and (assistant supervisors) with their appointees, the com- 
missioners of election, and sent, one set to the clerk of the district court of each 


parish in the country, and to the secretary of state in the city, and the other set to 


the returning board, (so called,) showed a majority of votes actually cast through 


out the State of about eight thousand votes for Nicholls and Wiltz over Packard 
and Antoine for the offices of governor and lieutenant-governor in the election that 


took place in Louisiana, November 7, 1876. 


4. ides these specific violations of the Constitution and of the law under 


which they pretended to act, I charge that the conduct of the returning oflicers in 


suppressing polls and changing the result of the constitutional returns was clan- 
destine, collusive, tyrannicai, and unjust; that the real work of conducting an 


election under the pretext of compiling votes was proceeded with in a secret cham- 
ber, by a corps of partisan clerks, while the occasional open sessions of the board 


were side-shows, devised toscreen what was going on within ; that arbitrary rules 
of evidence were established for pretended contests, and changed so often and 


abruptly that no fair trial could be had or was had before the board ; that illegal 
complaints were constantly received and illegal evidence admitted for the purpose 
of setting aside polls that were in the way of such candidates as the board desired 
to elect; and that Mr. Kellogg himself, then governor, joined in making illegal 
complaints and inducing the board to consider them. 

5. I am informed, and so charge, that the returns from Vernon Parish, after they 
came into ession of the returning officers, and while they were under their con- 
trol, were fraudulently altered by a change of figures, tantamount to a forgery of a 

yublic record; that the board knew what the figures upon those returns were be- 
ore their alteration, and yet the alteration promulgated the results of said forgery 
as the true return; that by such frandulent alteration E. KE. Smart, candidate for 
representative in the State Assembly, who had in fact and according to the returns 
as they first came to the board defeated his competitor, Brown, was left bebind. 
and Brown, the defeated candidate, falsely declared elected; and that said Brown 
took his seat in the Packard house, and figures on thejournal as present on the 2d 
of January, 1877, when there was a pretended count of votes for governor and lieu 
tenant-governor in joint assembly, and perhaps on one or two other occasions, but 
that he afterward abandoned that bady and went home, acknowledging that ho 
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had never been elected, and which request was refused by a majority of said com- 


mittee : Therefore, 


Resolved, That the credentials of William Pitt Kellogg and of Henry M. Spof- 
ford, the contestants for the seat in the Senate from the State of Lonisiana, be re- 
committed to the Committee on Privileges and Elections with all the papers relat- 
ing to said contest, with instructions to said committee to take testimony on the 


issues above mentioned. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, will the Senate agree to 


this amendment ? 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I propose to add very little this morn- 
ing to what I said yesterday; but 1 wish to rehearse one or two facts, 
80 that the Senate may distinctly understand the character of this 
proposition and make no mistake. I reaffirm here to-day that every 
act done, every resolution passed by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections during the five weeks it was in session on this case had in 
view but one single purpose, and that was to ascertain with definite- 
ness and distinctness the exact issues and questions upon which testi- 
mony should be taken. That is what I affirm; and I say here that 
on the 13th of November the committee passed this resolution, look- 


ing to that very direct purpose: 


Resolved, That a committee of two, consisting of the chairman of this committee 
and Senator MERRIMON, be appointed, to consult with Governor Kellogg and Judge 
Spofford, aud ascertain from them and report to the full committe> to what extent 


they may agree upon the facts involved in this case. 


That subcommittee took one week to consult with these contestants 
They made a report, 

by which it was ascertained that Judge Spofford and Governor Kel- 
logg agreed that the testimony taken by the various congressional 
committees should be considered in evidence for what it was worth. 
The question then was whether, that being agreed to, it covered all 
Judge Spofford gave notice 
that it did not ;,that there were five points upon which additional 
He stated further that many of 

the facts upon some of these points not only came to his knowledge 
since those various reports had been made, but had recently come to 
his knowledge; and it was stated, and I affirm it here now, that we 
have information from gentlemen whom we know to be reliable, and 
who know the “truce inwardness” of thatreturning board in Louisiana, 
that they are ready and willing to develop facts to this committee 
which have never been developed before to any congressional inves- 
tigating committee. These facts are material in this, that they go 
directly to establish not only that Governor Kellogg was in com- 
plicity with these frauds, but that he was one of the chief actors and 
pearene in bringing on the frauds, and that his purpose was, as we 
rave charged over and over, to fix up a fraudulent Legislature for 


to ascertain upon what facts they would agree. 


the testimony necessary to be taken. 


testimony was absolutely necessary. 


the express purpose of electing him to the Senate. 


Now, sir, the offer is to produce testimony to establish these facts. 


The committee refused to take thattestimony. That is our complaint. 
The very moment that the committee arrived at the 
the questions upon which additional testimony must be taken, that 


moment they closed down the investigation and said they would take 
no more testimony, and that they did over the protest of one of the 


contestants. The question for the Senate now to decide is, is it right, 
is it proper, is it decent, to say that the testimony which is offered 


to show that Governor Kellogg was personally guilty of the frauds 


charged, that he is the man at whose instance and for whose bene- 
fit men were falsely returned as elected to the senate and the house 
in Lonisiana, shall not be taken? The question is whether that tes- 
timony shall be taken or not. The committee say it shall not be 
taken, and the Senate has been treated to a singularspectacle. Mem- 
bers of the committee have been giving various reasons why. We have 
heard one reason from the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. MCMILLAN, ] 
that it was hard to prove facts that could not or did not exist. That 
is the very question at issue. The contestant says they do exist, 
and he offers witnesses to prove them. He notified the committee 
that he desired at least three, and not exceeding six, witnesses whom 
he could have here in one week. Is it any answer for a member of 
that committee, is it any answer for this Senate, to say that the facts 
cannot be proven when the contestant says they can be proven, and 
offers to produce the witnesses to prove them? I say to the Senate 
that I myself have seen letters (the genuineness of which I do not 
doubt) ae from men who know the facts in relation to these 
transactions, declaring that they are ready to develop facts which 
never yet have been developed to the country. Then the Senator 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. WADLEIGH,] the honorable chairman of 
this committee, says that he objects to taking the testimony because 
so many thousands of pages of testimony have been already taken 
upon the subject of the frauds committed by the Louisana returning 
board. Here is the answer to the gentleman made in committee: 

I do not care how many thousands of pages have been already taken upon the 
subject of the frauds of that returning board. The question is this: We say that 
the testimony that we now offer never been taken. We say that the testimony 
we now offer to produce never has been produced, and has not even before been 
known; it has been developed since those former examinations. 

That is the answer to his statement. 

Mr. MAXEY. It is original testimony ? 

Mr. HILL. Yes; original testimony. This was the first time an 
issue had been made directly upon Mr. Kellogg as a party procuring 
those frauds for his own benetit. 1t is a new issue and new testi- 
mony, and therefore being original testimony it is necessarily admis- 


sible. Then the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] comes along | 
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and gives his reason why the testimony should no 
says that in his judgment it is not material. 

Here, then, are three members of the committee giving throe diff 
ent reasons to the Senate why the committee would not receiy : i 
testimony, and those reasons are necessarily contradictory ir — 
selves. “ Not material! ” scaaeal 

Will the Senate agree with the Senator from M 
testimony charging and proving that Governor Ke 
a party to these frauds; that he was concocting these frauds - ths 
he was enacting these frauds for the purpose of procuring a fi = 
Legislature to secure his own fraudulent eleetion, is not material} 
But I will not answer these reasons. They need no answer: th , 
need only to be stated. tated 

Then the question comes back to the Senate, Will you haye 
investigation or not? Will you, or not, allow testimony to be mag 
duced which the contestant solemuly informs you is at his commend} 
There has been no opportunity to produce this testimony. | affirm 
here that the committee has never passed one single order a 


t be taken. yy, 


assachusetts that 
llogg was himself 


: ; ; y uthoriz- 
ing.a single witness to be brought before it. It has never meee 
single order authorizing a single paper to be bro 


) ught here fro 
Louisiana. The whole work of the committee has been to ascertain 


how much testimony would have to be taken, and when we ascer- 
tained that simple fact then the committee closed down upon the 
investigation. 

Mr. President, I agree that a great deal of testimony was taken 
last winter upon the subject of the frauds of the Louisiana retury. 
ing board. | agree that that testimony has already stenched the 
earth. I agree that enough has already been disclosed to make every 
lover of popular government blush with shame. But I affirm that 
the half has not yet been told. I affirm that the chief agent, the 
chief ——— the chief actor in those frauds, is for the first time 
in issue before the country. I affirm that he stands here to-day clam. 
oring for admission into this Senate without going into an investiga. 
tion of his conduct. ” 

Last winter it was said, and said with a great deal of force, that 
the clectoral commission could not go behind the judgment of the 
returning board in relation to the election of presidential electors, 
because there was no clause in the Constitution authorizing the two 
Houses of Congress to investigate the elections, qualifications, and 
returns of presidential electors. There is ample authority in tho 
Constitution to authorize this Senate to investigate the election, 
qualification, and return of a Senator. I take pleasure in saying 
what I have felt with great gratification, as an American citizen, 
that while I do not doubt, and while I do not believe that any 
other man doubts, that the testimony as developed last winter did 
show that the returning board was, in the language of a distinguished 
justice on the commission, guilty of doing a great wrong—it was, | 
say, a gratifying fact to me, and I believe it is to every other citizen, 
to know that the gentleman who succeeded to the Presidency as the 
result had no complicity with those frands. If there were frauds he 
was not responsible for them ; he took no part inthem. No man dare 
stand up and say that Mr. Hayes had any connection with them 
whatever. That has been a proud satisfaction in the midst of this 
terrible exhibition of fraud and corruption. 

But here is a different proposition. Now you have a man before 
you asking not for the Presidency, but asking for the next highest 
gift in this Government, a seat in this Senate, who stands charged 
not only with personal complicity in these frauds but who stands 
charged before the country with being the chief actor in these frauds. 
Will you admit him? Nay, will you admit him without investiga- 
tion? Will you admit this man to the Senate with witnesses stand- 
ing at that door affirming that they are ready to give facts involving 
his character which they know and which never have been given! 
I know this investigation will be confined to him. I know this in- 
vestigation will be confined to his right to this seat. But will this 
Senate make itself a party to all the frauds, known and unknown, 
committed by the returning board, committed by Governor Kellogg 
as the confidential agent and secret emissary and promoter of the re- 
turning board, by avenen & take the testimony which involves his 
character so gravely and his right to a seat in this body? What 
excuse will you give to the country, what reason will you give to the 
country, for saying that you have refused to take testimony involv- 
ing this man’s character in the very transaction before the Senate! 
What reason will you give to the country for saying that you will 
not admit testimony, that you will not authorize testimony to be 
taken when the witnesses are clamoring before you that they are 
ready to prove that he is the man who was the real originator and 
prominent actor in these frauds? Sir, it is so enormous, it is so pre- 
posterous, that I will not allow myself to believe that this Senate 's 
so far given up to the one only god of a ¢ service as to refuse such 
a palpable demand for justice and truth. I am not willing to believe 
that this Senate will degrade itself to the level of Kellogg. 1am 
unwilling to believe that this Senate will lie down in the mire and 
filth of this man who stands charged before the country, charged 
before his own State, with being a party to these very frauds. | 
cannot believe it, I will not believe it. ‘ : 

As I said yesterday, I do not believe the question involved is one 
simply as to who is entitled to a seat in this body. The character of 


this body is involved; the civilization of the American people is 


involved; respect for popular institutions is involved. Shall it go 
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forth that this body is so given up to the mere desire of preserving | 
arty supremacy that it will close the door to inv estigation and admit 
a -) to add to their votes who stands charged before the world 
: *) being not only a party to these frauds, but one of the commit- 
= ‘of the frauds? I cannot believe that the Senate will be guilty | 
it It will be a crime in my opinion against popular government ; 
* a which will bring a blush to the check of every friend of pop- 
a government on this continent or in the world. ’ 

‘| therefore say that these credentials ought to be recommitted, 
that the motion of wy friend the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SauLs- 
pury ] ought to be adopted, and this committee ought to be instructed 
to take this testimony. If this testimony cannot be produced, no | 
harm is done. If you refuse to take the testimony, you admit the 
fraud aud you admit that you are willing to seat in this Senate the 
erson guilty of the fraud. You make yourselves party to the fraud. 
if the testimony shall be taken and it shall turn out to be what we 
say it will be, then, I ask you, is there a man on this floor ready to 
vote for the admission of that man to a seat in this Senate? The 
question is whether the honor of the Senate shall be preserved or 
whether it shall be defiled. ; . . 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President my friend the Senator from 
Georgia in his zeul has again goue beyond the record and beyond 
what Jadge Spofford himself alleged. The complaint which he re- 
peats is that the committee refused to take testimony upon the charge 
against Kellogg made in the statement of Judge Spofford. That 
statement was that Governor Kellogg had “ joined in making illegal 
complaints and inducing the board to consider them.” If there was 
aman in the United States who knew what Governor Kellogg had 
done and what the evidence was in relation to it, it was Mr. Spofford 
himself. He had been counsel in Louisiana for the democratic can- 
didates in one of these investigation least; he was an active 
politician, and as such was elected to the Senate ; and he knew just 
as well on the 2lst day of this mouth what evidence there was against 
Governor Kellogg and what could be proved against him as he knows 

ow 
Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me to ask 
him a question right there? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. No, 1 will not; I wish to go on without being 
interrupted. . 

Upon the 2ist day of November—this very month—in compliance 
with the requisition of the committee, Judge Spofford stated what 
he desired to prove against Governor Kellogg, and it is what I have 
read. Upon that charge we were asked to suspend the hearing, to 
send to Louisiana for witnesses, to delay the consideration of this 
case, and to allow other cases behind this to take precedence of it. 
The last point seems to be the only one they care for. 

What were the complaints that Governor Kellogg is charged with 
joiving in making? They were complaints of violence and intimida- 
tion at certain polls in certain parishes in the State of Louisiana. 
That was stated by Mr. Spofford himself in the argument he made 
at the same time he made these offers of proof; and, as my friend 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] says, the only illegality that was 
claimed in respect to them consisted in their being furnished out of 
time. It was perfectly well known last winter and spring, when the 
testimony was taken by several committees, that Governor Kellogg 
had joined in making those complaiuts of violence and intimidation. 
The matter was before the country. There is any amount of testi- 
mony upon it. It was then claimed that those complaints were ille- 
gal. There was no secrecy about the faet that he had made them, 
and as to their illegality the Senate can now decide without any fur- 
ther investigation. Furthermore, the committee decided, that whether 
such complaints were made out of time or in time, the returning 
board having decided to consider them—having decided that it had 
the right to consider them, having acted, upon them, and issued cer- 
tilicates accordingly, that was an end of the matter, and those cer- 
tilicutes were good until set aside by either house of the General As- 
sembly upon contest. 7 

My friend the Senator from Georgia afterward when it was found 
that the committee were going to act, and when it seemed desirable 
to stretch the statement of Judge Spotiord a little, proposed that the 
committee should postpone the case and send to New Orleans for 
Witnesses to prove—what? That when the returning board were in 
session, Which sessions were open to the counsel on both sides— 

Governor Kellogg came in by a side door— 


The Senator thought Jadge Spofford said— 


into the room where the returning board were in session, and insisted upon their 
receiving certain illegal affidaviis that were made up in New Orleans by his order ; 
aud Judge Spofford says he will prove that Governor Kellogg himself came into 
the room alone and insisted upon their receiving those illegal atlidavits. 


io Spofford never stated any such thing as that to the commit- 


Mr. HILL, I stated it for him. 
re Mr. W ADLEIGH. Yes; but did not Judge Spofford know on the 
“Ist of November what the evidence was? Did he not know it just 
as well as he knew it two or three days afterward? If there was 





auy such evidence, why did he not state it then and ask to be allowed 


to prove it? Th 


~ _— after it was found that the committee was going to make a 
10) 


‘ow, what is there in that statement to justify any committee of 


this Senate i&® postponing the case before them, and putting the 
country to the expense of sending to New Orleans for witnesses? The 
whole of it amounts to this, that when the returning board were in 
session—and the reports will show that its sessions were open to coun- 
sel on both sides—Governor Kellogg, who had a right to be heard-as 
a candidate for presidential elector, went into the room where they 
were and asked them to receive certain affidavits which it is claimed 
were illegal affidavits, but all which affidavits have been examined, 
all which have been printed and published, none of which are denied. 
The only question is upon their legality. My friend the Senator 
from Georgia and Judge Spofford say they are illegal. Need we send 
to New Orleans for witnesses upon that point when no illegality is 
claimed except that they were made out of time, and when no facts 
are in dispute ? 

Mr. HILL. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
to permit me to reply. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I wish to proceed without interruption. 


Mr. HILL. I should like to make a point right upon that, and get 
your answer to it. 


Mr. WADLEIGH. Very good. 

Mr. HILL. You say that these sessions of the returning board 
were open to the counsel on both sides and that Judge Spofford was 
one of the counsel and that therefore he knew these facts. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. No. 

Mr. HILL. Now I say the charge is distinctly made in the fourth 
specification that the evidence at which we want to get relates to 
things which did not transpire in the open sessions when Judge Spof- 
ford was present as counsel, but we charge that they took place in 
the secret sessions of the returning board. That is the distinct charge, 
that they took place in the secret sessions. I call his attention to 
that. Let us make no mistake about it, Here is the charge : 

Besides these specific violations of the Constitution and of the law under which 


they pretended to act, I charge that the conduct of the returning officers in sup- 
pressing polls and changing the result of the constitutional returns 


Mr. WADLEIGH. I decline to be interrupted any longer. 

Mr. HILL. I want to ask you —— 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Ask a question. 

Mr. HILL. Then answer this: How could Judge Spofford know 
by being in the open session what that returning board did in secret 
session ? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I did not say that Judge Spofford knew that. 
I do not know that he did. I do not know that he was present at the 
time ; but it is a well-known fact that the sessions of that board were 
open to the counsel on both sides. 

Mr. HILL. We offer to prove they had secret sessions. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. It isa well-known fact that the returning board 
were approached by counsel on both sides, that parties filed with 
them aflidavits at any time. Judge Spofford could have gone there 
and filed papers as well as Governor Kellogg. 

Now, what is the gravamen of the charge made, not by Judge Spof- 
ford but by the Senator from Georgia, after it was found the commit- 
tee was going to report? That Governor Kellogg had had a talk in 
private with the returning board. Suppose he had, is that any rea- 
son why he should not have a seat in the Senate if he was elected to 
it? Ido not know that he did. I take it for granted he did not. 

Mr. HILL. Just give us a chance and we will prove it. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. It cannot be so, because if Judge Spofford had 
known it on the 21st of November—and he must have known it then 
if he knows it now—he would have offered to prove it in writing as 
he was required to do then. 

Mr. HILL. Jvdge Spofford made this allegation early in November 
in his first statement. He has had no opportunity to produce the 
proof until the issue was made up. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Judge Spofford, as I have said over and over 
again, was required to put in writing just what he wanted to be 
allowed to prove, and he did it; and there it is; and after his case has 





| been closed he comes in and says there is something else which ho 


wished but did not ofter to prove. Is it not exceedingly improbable 
that since the 2lst of November Judge Spofford has ascertained any 
new evidence upon this subject? Is it not far more probable that 
the desire of delay is at the bottom of this claim? It seems to me so, 
because I cannot believe that Mr. Spofford did not then know what 
he wished to prove. 

What does the charge made in committee by the Senator from 
Georgia amount to? 

Suppose that the democratic claimant from South Carolina should 
get his seat and that at some future day it should be proposed to 
oust him because when the Senate was engaged in judicially trying 
his right to sit he had talked in private with some one of the judges? 
Would the Senator from Georgia listen to such a suggestion as that ? 
Yet upon the claim of General Butler to a seat in this body are we 
not acting as a judge, and it is as improper for him to converse pri- 
vately with any of us as it would have been for Governor Kellogg to 
talk in private with the returning board. 

Mr. HILL. Will you say that the statement I made before the 
committee would not be admissible evidence under the charge made 


is was an after-thought, an extension of the demand | in writing by Judge Spofford? Will you say that the statement I 


made and all that I have stated here this morning would not be ad- 
missible in testimony to establish the charge in that fourth specifi- 
cation? 
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Mr. WADLEIGH. I say that this charge against Mf. Kellogg as it 
was stated to the committee is too trivial to furnish ground for de- 
lay, and also that the whole subject has been fully investigated 
already. 

Mr. HILL. It is this: Governor Kellogg—— 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Ido notyield. It is absurd to say that Gov- 
ernor Kellogg’s conversing in private with the returning board 
vitiates his title to a seat in the Senate. It seems especially so after 
what we have seen on this floor for a few days past. 

Perhaps my friend the Senator from Georgia has arrived at such 
serene heights of virtue that he will not talk with the democratic 
claimants about their title to seats. If he has,I admit that he is 
justified in his course. But I hope he will not fail to censure his 
political friends for talking with him as well as his political foes for 
talking with the returning board of Louisiana. 

Mr. HILL. I admit that, if I had had any connection with a re- 
turning board charged with fraud, in secret session, to induce them to 
make a false Legislature for my benefit, I should not be entitled toa 
seat in this Senate. 

Mr. WADLEIGH,. That is begging the whole question. 

Mr. HILL. No; it is the very question in issue. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. It is begging the whole question, because Mr. 
Spofford did not claim to be able to prove any such thing. 

Mr. HILL rose. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I do not wish to 
be interrupted. Evidence was taken before committees of this and the 
other House showing what the affidavits were, and all the cireum- 
stances attending their making, and their legality can be determined 
without sending to Louisiana for witnesses. 

Mr. MCDONALD. Mr. President, that the Senate may clearly un- 
derstand the force of this application to recommit the report to the 
Committee on Privileges with instructions to take testimony on the 
points in controversy between the contestants, I desire to call the 
attention of the Senate to one or two facts. 

It has been objected that this course is not necessary because in 
the testimony that has heretofore been taken all the facts that can 
necessarily bear upon the right of Mr. Spofford to a seat on this floor 
have been investigated and the testimony obtained. Now, Mr. Pres- 
ident, I have before me the report, as it has been termed, of the pres- 
ent Secretary of the Treasury, then a Senator of the United States, 
Mr. Sherman, of the proceedings of that board with the accompany- 
ing affidavits and documents which were laid before the Senate dur- 
ing the last session of Congress. That report discloses the fact that 
the board of returning officers held three kinds of sessions. They 
held first what was called the open session, at which the visiting par- 
ties who were there and persons interested and the attorneys of 
persons interested were allowed to be present. These open sessions 
simply had relation to the order and procedure of business and the 
introduction of proofs, and nothing more. In these open sessions no 
returns were produced, no examination was made of returns. The 
next kind of session held by them was called their executive session. 
At those sessions all parties were excluded except the visiting com- 
mittees and the officers of the board. In this executive session the 
returns that had been received from the various parishes were brought 
out, their seals were broken, and the contents of the returns and ac- 
companying documents examined. 

Then they had another session, called their secret session, from 
which all parties were ostensibly excluded; but it is charged by 
Judge Spoftord, in this proposition to introduce new testimony, that 
the man who is here competing for his seat and others, unauthorized 
persons, were there present, and that, in this secret session, from 
which Judge Spofford was excluded, from which one side of the com- 
mittees was excluded, there were certain acts done, illegal and frand- 
ulent, and such as affected the general result. 

Mr. President, the proceedings published in the Sherman report 
show that there were at least three parishes the returns from which 
were examined in what they called their executive session and passed 
as correct, and ordered for compilation and for tabulation, and, when 
the final report of this board of canvassers came to be made, from 
these three parishes polls were excluded that materially changed the 
result of the elections in those parishes; and the gravamen of the 
charge in this fourth specification is that these rejections took place 
in this secret session, where Kellogg was admitted and Spofford ex- 
cluded and kept out, and where other unqualified and unauthorized 

yersons were, and that this rejection of polls from the three parishes 
have referred to was made upon no proper protest and without the 
knowledge of the parties interested on the other side that any attack 
had been made upon them; that the returns, when opened in the ex- 
ecutive session at which the visiting committees were present, were 
examined and pronounced correct and passed over for compilation, 
and that no man on the opposite side of politics from this returning 
board had any knowledge that any of the returns from either of these 
three parishes had been in any manner assailed until they learned it 
by the final report of the returning board. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Will my friend the Senator from Indiana allow 
me to ask him for information, what parishes those three were ? 

Mr. McDONALD. Yes, sir; the parishes of Natchitoches, Iberia, 
and Vernon. This testimony proposes to lift the veil from those 
secret sessions and to disclose the facts that transpired there, by 
which the political complexion of the Legislature of the State of 
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Louisiana was sought to be changed from what the popnlar will j 

tended it to be; and I say to Senators that if this recommittal _ 
place it is not for delay, but it is for the pu of making a 
proof upon that subject, and when the proof is made it will oe 
some men who have not been very much named in this conn a 
yet, and it can be made. I —— with knowledge on the Poe 
when I say that it can be made. udject 

Now, it is for the Senate to say whether they will make this jp 
tigation or not. A committee of the Senate have refused to on 
although the direct oe was made to it and the exact Pes mY 
tion of affairs set forth in what the Senator from Massachusetts (Mr 
Hoar] has termed adjectives and adverbs. If it shall be found that 

ing 

tered into, and from which every democrat was oxeledel, tt 
persons have come forth, and are willing to do so, who were partic, 
there, who were in that secret oounell, who participated in th ; 
council, who know what conclusions were arrived at and how it va 
that these three parishes which had been passed over as correct and 
sent to the room for tabulation were mutilated and changed anq 
polls rejected that materially changed the result of the election jn 
those parishes, why should not the proof be received ? 

If the Senators on the other side of the Chamber are afraid of that 
investigation, let them vote down this motion to recommit. If they 
say it is immaterial why or how or by what means this secret coune;| 
laid their hands upon these returns after in their executive session 
they said they were correct, if it makes no difference how they did 
it so that it was done, then as a matter of course they can consist. 
ently vote down this motion. But it is for them to determine, 

Isimply rose to state these particular facts, that the actions of 
the returning board which we now seek to bring to the Senate and 
expose were not those thatgsecurred in public, in any sort of public 
session; neither in their public sessions, as they were called, nor in 
what they termed their executive session, but in secret council and 
conclave. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, my friend the Senator from Ip. 
diana contends, that the evidence which it is desired to produce in 
reference to three parishes has not been taken. I repeat that if Judge 
Spofford knew what the Senator from Indiana alleges, on the 2st of 
nee how does it happen that his statement makes no allusion 
to it ; 

Mr. HILL. - I ask the gentleman whether this is a case for special 
pleading. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Judge Spofford was requested to state all the 
facts he expected to prove, so that the committee could ascertain 
whether or not it was desirable to take any more testimony. He did 
so and the committee thereupon closed the hearing. Now he alleges 
that his own neglect is a reason for sending the case back to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HILL. The resolution was that he should state the points on 
which he desired to take testimony. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, I hope I shall be allowed to pr- 
ceed. 

Mr. HILL. I beg pardon. Goon. I will not interrupt you any 
more. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire is 
entitled to the floor without interruption unless he yields. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Judge Spofford perfectly understood what the 
committee desired. He knew they wished to avoid delay. 

It is very strange, if all these facts were known on the 2st of 
November, that Judge Spofford did not say something about them in 
his statement. I believe that these pretended discoveries are merely 
for the purpose of delaying the Senate in its action. 

My friend from Indiana referred to three parishes in which be 
contends further investigation is necessary. e would have the 
Senate believe that the action of the returning board with reference 
to the parish of Vernon was not fully investigated at the last regu- 
lar session of Congress. 

Mr. McDONALD. The question at issue then was different. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Precisely the same. I sat for weeks taking 
testimony in reference to these very matters in the parish of Ver- 
non. 

Mr. McDONALD. If the Senator will allow me, I can say to him 
that we can furnish an additional witness on the Vernon case who 
will testify that the affidavits upon which the board finally pretend 
to have rejected three polls in Vernon Parish were made out and filed 
after they had promulgated their returns. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, if that witness is no better than 
those they have produced, his testimony would have little weight 
with anybody. 

Mr. McDONALD. They are republicans. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Yes, I believe Littlefield claimed to be a repub- 
lican, and testified with the understanding that he was to have 4 
good office if Mr. Tilden got it. 

Mr. McDONALD. No, sir. ; 

Mr. WADLEIGH. That is what Governor Palmer testified to. 

Mr. McDONALD. Governor Palmer did not testify to that. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I will find it in the evidence. 

Mr. McDONALD. Well, find it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, while the honorable Senator 4 
looking for that, Isheuld like toask a question, if I donot interrupt him. 
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laces — 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Certainly. I do not propose to look it up now, 
pat I will hear the question. — 

“Mr. CONKLING. I should like to know whether the refusal of the 

pi e to stop the wheels of procedure while they might send 
to Louisiana for witnesses to inquire whether somebody had made 
os in regular complaint, Was before or after the high-sounding decla- 
Bee with whieh the Chamber rang a few daysago, when the com- 
a on a vas arraigned, because it had not sooner made report in the 
ee oe ome ? The days were then counted up while the subject had 
ae » before the committee, and some months of interval when there 

. no committee were counted also, and the vacation was put in to 
be il the volume of time during which the members of the commit- 
ret had neglected their duties and came short in that diligence and 
nrompt devotion of attention demanded by the urgent importance 
of the case : aggravated as was said by the fact that a sovereign 
State had been kept without a representative on this floor. and so on, 
[should like to know whether this refusal to halt and go foraging 
after the evidence, now complained of, took place in the cominittee 
pefore or after the indictment or arraignment of the commitice in 
the hearing of the Senate and of the country ? ; 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me? 

Mr. CONKLING. I am addressing my question to the Senator 
from New Hampshire, Mr. President. : 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I will state in answer to my friend the Senator 
from New York—— 7. 

Mr. HILL. I should like to be allowed the privilege of answering 
that question. ny . 

Mr. WADLEIGH. That the decision of the committee to close the 
case, to act upon it finally, to which so much objection was made in 
the committee, was after all this complaint that the committee were 
delaying the case. 

Mr. CONKLING. After these statements in the Sen:te ? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Yes. 

Mr. McDONALD. I should like to ask my friend from Now Hamp- 
shire if any complaints have been made in the Senate or elsewhere in 
regard to their want of diligence in going forward with the Kellogg- 
Spolford case, and, if so, who has made them; from what quarter have 
they come? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I think that the record will bear me ont in the 
statement that it was proposed to discharge the committee from the 
consideration of this case on the ground that it was not necessary to 
take any testimony whatever. 

Mr. McDONALD. By whom? By the Senator from Vermont, 
[Mr. EDMUNDS. ] 

Mr. WADLEIGH. It was alleged in the beginning that this was 
so simple a case, so plain a case, so obviousa case on the right of Mr. 
Spotford to have a seat in this Chamber, that it was not even neces- 
sary to send it to any committee at all. 

Mr. CONKLING. May IL interrupt again ? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. I feel moved to do so because of my having put 
the Senator from New Hampshire in a position now challenged as to 
its truthfulness. In consequence of my question he has alleged that 
it was charged in the Senate that the committee had been in some 
degree derelict in the Kellogg-Spofford case, and that the action of 
that committee toucbing that case was criticised. Let me relieve 
the Senator from New Hampshire and his recollection from all respon- 
sibility in thatregard. Imake the assertion myself that it was denied 
that time was needed by the committee, and farther that it was 
charged that the committee had been dilatory in regard to the case. 
Lattirm that a democratic Seuator—more thau one—arraigned the 
Committee on Privileges ancl Elections because of its delay, counted 
up the days that elapsed at the last session of the Senate, counted up 
the interval of the vacation, although the committee was then out 
of oxistence, and charged upon it tardiness and short-coming. 

Isay further that a democratic Senator insisted that the creden- 
tials of Spofford and Kellogg should not be referred to the committee 
at all, and so insisted upon the allegation that no further investiga- 
tion of the facts was necessary and that the needed facts were all 
known and fixed. The honorable Senator from Lllinois not now in 
his seat [Mr. Davis] grounded, as declared in a remark he made to 
the Senate, his vote against a reference of that case and his vote in 
favor of a reference of the Eustis case, upon the supposed distinction 
tuat in the Spotiord-Kellogg case no investigation in committee was 
hecessary, but that in the Eustis case the confusion of papers, termed 
credentials, was such that an investigation should occur. 

_I charge further, borrowing a word somewhat novel in the discus- 
sions of the Senate, and which I will withdraw—I allege further that 
it was said by a Senator on the other side that this case was just as 
clear without investigation or evidence as if Kellogg had died and 
the Senate had gone to his funeral; that events, events which the 
world knew, events of which the Senate would and must take jadi- 
cial notice, determined absolutely boyond peradventure or inquiry 
the right of Spofford to take his seat; and I hold up the record to 
Prove that my recollection is not. at fault. 

call attention, the attention of the Senate—we heard yesterday a 
( eclaration of what “the conutry shall know ”—had I commandment 
ot what “the country shall know,” as some members of the Senate 
Seem to suppose they have, I would call the attention of the couutry 
also, to the fact that Senators of the same party which recently 
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waked the echoes with the din of accusation that the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections had procrastinated and delayed, and that, 
too, in a case wherein not the slightest reason existed to call a wit- 
ness or to prove a fact or conduct an investigation, now, when the 
case is presented by a report, and when the Senate waits to be 
counted on the question whether one or the other of the contestants 
is entitled to be seated, clamor for delay, cry out fur procrastination, 
and maneuver for time, by insisting that instead of the truth being 
as heretofore asserted by them and in their behalf, the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections should become a police-coart aud go to the 
Gulf of Mexico for witnesses to ascertain the truth of allegations of 
frand aimed at one of the contestants. And, curiously enough, the 
motion is most vehemently supported by the same Senator who,on a 
memorable and recent night, was heard declaiming to the Senate 
about the immateriality, the impertinence, the outlandishuess and 
eg of an inquiry whether a claimant of a seat in the Senate had 
or had not been privy to murder. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. To secure his election. 

Mr. CONKLING. And, as alleged, for the purpose of influencing 
his election. If I mistake not, I heard some indignation expressed 
that a gentleman, a gentleman of such consequence as to be thought 
of in a sovereign State in connection with the Senate of the United 
States,should be arraigned upon a question whether in truth he 
—_ here with his hands and face dripping with the blood of mur- 
der! 

Mr. President, I had no purpose of entering this debate at this 
moment; but my credulity well-nigh refused to respond to the 
draft made upon it when I heard, not one democratic Senator but 
more than one rise, almost before the echoes of their counter- 
arguments had died away, to complain that the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections had not longer delayed, had not investi- 
zated, had not sent to a remote section of the country for evidence 
bearing only on a point which on the occasion just referred to was 
ridiculed as utterly foreign, impertinently remote from the duty of 
the Senate, and offensive to justice and right. 

Before I sit down, if my friend will pardon me one moment fur- 
ther, I will notice a remark which but now fell from the honorable 
Senator from Indiana. Complaint was not made, said he, of delay 
in the Kellogg-Spotford case. Complaint was made, then, in his under- 
standing, of delay in cases coming after the Kellogg-Spofford case. 
Was that indeed the complaint? Complaint then was made first that 
the committee had not concluded the Kellogg-Spofford case, and sec- 
ond, that it had not acted in seasun to go to other cases to come after 
and to conclude them also! The complaint was so great as that, was 
it? So much the more glaring is the inconsistengy witnessed now. 

Mr. MCDONALD. No, sir; the assumption of the Senator from 
New York that the other cases are after this is not borne out by the 
record. They stood before it so far as this Senate is concerned. 

Mr. CONKLING. No, Mr. President, the record of the Senate does 
not touch the standing order of the cases in the committee. My 
| statement is borne out in the only way possible—it is borne out by 
the fact—borne out by the uudoubted fact that the committee had 
taken up as it hada right to do the Kellogg-Spofford case first, and 
that the other cases were afier coming; not by the record of the Sen- 
ate, for the record of the Senate does not in any way determine the 
order of proceeding in the committee ove way or the other. The 
conclusive fact is that the committee took the Kellogg case into con- 
sideration first, and therefore the other cases must come after that 
case. And now we are invited to remewber that the complaint was 
not only that the Kellogg-Spofferd case had not been put out of the 
way but that it had not been put out of the way soon enough to take 
up and conclade the other cases also. 

Now when anotherand a latercasehas been by main force wrenched, 
unready and unprepared, from the committee; now when the power 
of numbers has been resorted to to twist and rend the rules and pro- 
ceedings of the Senate in order that summarily a later case may be 
brought here without report and without elucidation; now when the 
committee meanwhile has come in with a report in the Louisiana 
case; now when the majority, 2 majority of the Senate, is ready to 
act upon that case, in denial of the whole argument and contention 
of the other side, in refutation of all the complaints and accusations 
made against the committee and of the nature of the case itself as 
heretofore asserted, Senators rise to insist that the Kellogg case, the 
first case taken up by the committee, the case which blocked all the 
others, which occupied the committee until it was disposed of, has 
been reported prematurely, and that it should have been kept back 
in the committee while process went from the Capitol to the Gulf to 
bring witnesses to testify in respect of the personal conduct, the de- 
portment, the individual proceedings of one of the contestants touch- 
ing matters to which fraud is the harshest name applied! Fraud is 
bad enongh, but it is not the highest of crimes known to the law. 

Sir, I do not assert that “the fitness of things” is noticeably violated 
by this latest phase of the affair, I think it would be difficult, if I 
may be pardoned for frankness, to do anything possible under the 
rules of the Senate, or under any construction into which they can 
be tortured, which would appear very ill in the midst of recent pro- 
ceedings. Such expedients of inconsistency and contradiction be- 
come nearly invisible in the midst of suyrounding and eclipsing 
events. If they stood alone almost anywhere, in any forum, in any 
| legislative vody, and especially in the Senate of the United States, it 
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seems to me that not only the actors but the people behind and be- 
fore and beyond the Senate would notice with deep concern the 
checkered spectacle presented. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, I had not finished. 

Mr. GORDON. Will my friend allow me a moment f 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire is en 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. GORDON. I shall occupy but a few minutes. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I shall speak but a few moments longer, and 
the Senator from Georgia can follow. While my friend the Senator 
from New York has been addressing the Senate, I have found Gov- 
ernor Palmer's testimony as to what the understanding was with 
reference to the witness Littlefield receiving compensation for swear- 
ing in the Vernon Parish case. 

Mr. MCDONALD. The statement of the Senator was that he was 
to receive a good office in case Mr. Tilden should be declared elected. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. If the Senator will turn to page 3079 of the 
Hiowe report, he will find the following question by Senator Howe. 
After some questions about this subject-matter, this question was put 
to Governor Palmer: 

Q. I do not claim to have stated precisely what you said on all points, but you 
have given as an opinion of what you believed to have been Mr. Littlefield's im- 
pression, derived from your conversation with him, as to the matter of compensa- 
tion for the service he rendered, have you not ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And your own feeling on that subject ? 

A. Yea, sir; Lintended to do so. 

Q. No donbt very candidly. Now, right upon that point, without expecting you 
to repeat the exact language, I want to know if you recollect now what, at the 
time, was your own general idea as to how Mr. Littlefield'’s services were to be 
* pemembered " in case it should prove that he was deserving, whether your idea 
was that be was to be recognized as an applicant for some appointment, some 
service under Mr. Tilden's administration, or that he was to be recompensed in 
money ? 

A. Not in money, sir. Ido not think that was in my mind. It passed through 
my wind as to how he could be rewarded, and I bad it in my mind that if Tilden 
was elected a place would be found for him somewhere outside of the State of 
Louisiana—somewhere in the North. That is the idea that was in my mind at the 
time. It was not very clear. You gentlemen who have been long connected with 
politics would be able to make up your minds on such a point with more clearness 
than myself I had simply a sort of general idea that we might be able to stick 
him somewhere. 

Senator Wapieicu. In some good pasture f 

The Wrrness. Yes; I thought he would be rewarded by office—by office or em- 
ploy ment. 


That is the witness who testified in the Vernon Parish case, in which 
the Senator from Indiana tells us more evidence is needed. All these 
matters were fully investigated by the Field and Howe committees. 
The returning board and their clerks came here and testified at great 
length. The endeavor was to procure evidence upon all the charges 
now made, and as to the conduct of the returning board and everybody 
else who had anything todo with them. The witness Littlefield was 
dependent upon his uncle, who was the bitterest enemy of the returning 
board, who had been a republican and had been removed from office for 
cause. Dependent upon him, he solicited employment as a clerk of 
that board. They refused to employ him, but through some of their 
clerks who knew him he finally succeeded in procuring employment. 
Governor Wells had no acquaintance with him. Yet his story was 
that Governor Wells with no previous acquaintance bluntly asked 
him to commit forgery, without any preliminaries at all, and that he 
did it; that he took the altered paper, carried it home, threw it into 
a drawer, in a house where he lived with his mistress, whom with ber 
children he afterward deserted, and forgot all about the forgery for 
eight or ten days. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is that the same one who was to have the office ? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. The very same. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator from New Hampshire know what 
has become of this Littlefield now ? 

Mr. OGLESBY. He is destitute. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I believe he went back to Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. Perhaps he went up there to get his pay, but he 
was not appreciated there and he is destitute now. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. He testified before the committee that Governor 
Wells requested him to commit that forgery for the purpose of elect- 
ing certain candidates to oflice, naming them, and the oflices for which 
they were candidates. The committee found, on taking the figures 
and the returns, that this forgery did not affect the election of those 
candidates at all. Then he shiffed his ground and said it was to elect 
a member of the Legislature from that parish. So far as that is con- 
cerned, the member of the Legislature whom it was to elect was a 
democrat. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is probably true, then. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. The forgery was not necessary for republican 
success, because the returning board had ascertained before that 
time that there were legally elected a majority of ee both 
in the senate and the house. The forgery was wholly unnecessary. 
Not only that, but at the time the Sherman committee was in Loui- 
siana statements of votes from Vernon Parish were opened and ex- 
hibited in their presence, they were examined, and the true vote 
published by both political parties. Governor Wells and his associ- 
ates knew all that, and consequently if they committed that forgery 
or were parties to it they knew that it would be immediately de- 
tected. But the witness Littlefield swore that he did not know the 





true returns had been published. A majority of the Senate 
tee believed that he alone committed the forgery; that by it je 1 

first, to revenge the supposed wrongs of his uncle and mean 
sell his forged and perjured testimony. He did sell it, but unfor a 
ately for him, upon condition. oS le 

Mr. MCDONALD. I should like to ask the chairm 
mittee on Privileges and Elections whether he does 
Governor Wells, whilst testifying before the House 
New Orleans, said that he had no knowledge of the transpositio 
the votes in the parish of Vernon until the canvass published oe ; : 
returning board had been printed, and whether he did not ¢jj : 4 
clerical error by which one hundred and seventy-eight votes i . 
taken from the democratic candidates and transferred to the re = 
lican candidates. _ 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I thank my friend from Indiana for asking tl 
question, for it reminds me to state what I might have ine 
Governor Wells did so testify, and it was trae. The testimony taken 
by the House committee showed how that forgery worked itselt into 
the returns made by the returning board. . 

Mr. MCDONALD. Now—— 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Wait until I finish answering the question, Tho 
clerks of the board testified that the particular clerk who had the 
statements from any parish to compile gave to the recording clerk 
an oral statement of the vote of that parish, which was taken down 
by the recording clerk without any examination of the papers jy 
him; that then the statements were made up by him and signed jy 
the returning board without their examining the original papers at 
all. Littlefield had the statement of votes from Vernon Parish, ay 
after committing the forgery gave orally to the recording clerk the 
figures as altered, and consequently the forgery found its way into 
the final returns which were published, flatly contradicting the true 
vote which the returning board had given to both democrats aud 
republicans when the statements of votes were opened. 

Mr. McDONALD. Now, I wish to say right here that the proof 
which is offered in this case goes to show that after that discovery 
was made by Governor Wells in his examination before the House 
committee at New Orleans, affidavits were obtained and placed on 
file in regard to three of the polls in Vernon Parish which were pre- 
tended to be excluded, and that was done after they had gone through 
and adjourned their board. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. The whole subject-matter of the alleged mis- 
conduct of the board was inquired into by the committees last winter. 

Mr. MCDONALD. Is there any proof of that ? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Everything and everybody baving any connec- 
tion with the returning board was investigated. 

Mr. MCDONALD. Was that proven before the committee last 
spring? We propose to prove it now. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I do not know whether it was or not, nor do I 
care. I know that on the 2lst of November Judge Spofford made a 
statement of all he expected to prove or desired to prove, and there 
is nothing in that statement except what refers to the exploded 
story of Littlefield. For the sake, it seems to me, of getting more 
delay, some Senator makes some startling discovery every halt hour. 
It is a little singular that Judge Spofford knew nothing of his own 
case until it had been reported back to the Senate. The judges here 
are discovering rich mines of new testimony and insisting that the 
case shall be sent back to the committee, so that he may be allowed 
to prove more than he thought of when his case was being heard. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the chairman—— 

Mr. MCDONALD. Suppose there had been no offer to prove it at 
all before the committee and it is now offered to prove it in the Sen- 
ate, and there is reason for it, should the Senate refuse to hear it? 


commit. 


an of the Com. 
not know that 
COTUM It tee in 


Mr. HOAR. Before the chairman of the committee sits down! 


wish to call his attention—— 


Mr. WADLEIGH. Let me answer my friend from Indiana. | 
should like to know whether the next witness in the Vernon Parish 
matter expects to get an office in the Senate, in case Mr. Spotiord’s 
admission ——— its political complexion. Probably something of 

€ 


that kind would turn u 


Mr. McDONALD. Tao not suppose that he has any expectation of 
getting an office from the gentleman’s friends. Those who have that 


certainly keep their mouths closed. 


Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator from New Hampshire sits down or 
—_ from that point, I desire to inquire of him whether the Vernon 
arish representative took his seat in the Legislature at the time of 
the vote for Kellogg, or if his election has any bearing on this sen- 


atorial question at all? 


Mr. WADLEIGH. It has not the slightest bearing on the senato- 
rial question. He was not present when the house was organized 
nor when Mr. Kellogg was elected, and his vote was not material in 


any way. I do not think he voted at all in the Packard house. 
Mr. McMILLAN. He was a democrat, was he not ? 
Mr. WADLEIGH. He was a democrat. 


Mr. McDONALD. On that point the following statement is at 


variance with the statement of the chairman of the committee : 


And that said Brown took his seat in the Packard house, and figures on the 


journal as present on the 2d of January, 1877, when there was a pretended cow 
of votes for governor and lieutevant-governor in joint assembly, an perhaps « 


two other occasions, but that he afterward abandoned that y and went howe 


acknowledging that he never had been elected. 
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Mr. HOAR. He took no part in the senatorial election. 
oar WADLEIGH. He took no part whatever in the organization 


f the House nor in the senatorial election. If he took any part on | 
— he votes for Governor Packard were counted, his pres- 


the day when t 


vee was wholly unnecessary to make a legal quorum, 
ov GORDON. Mr. President, I wish to say a word in reply to the 
Mr. GORDO: 


narkable utterances of the Senator from New York, not with any 
ae of convincing that Senator bat I wish to immortalize, if I can, 
: phy Reon of the position he now assumes, which, to say the least 
of . is very unique in its inconsistency. For two days the Senator 
= | his associates have resisted the motion to recommit the Louisiana 
poate e h ch motion recites the fact that charges of fraud in procuring 
mF lection have been wade against Mr. Kellogg, and with assurance 
that these charges can be proven by competent testimony. Yet in the 
face of that resistance of the pending motion resting upon such grave 
copsiderations, the Senator from New York indulges in bitter denun- 
eiation of General Butler, of South Carolina, because, as he charges, 
this gentleman is an accomplice in the riot at Hamburgh. He refuses 
investigation into a direct charge of fraud participated in by Kellogg, 
by which fraud he is said to have secured his election ; yet the Sena- 
tor insists that Butler shall not. be Seated because of the false and | 
malicious intimation of his participationin the Hamburghriot. Suchis 
the Senator’s consistency. And he seeks to defame General Butler 
npon testimony which I shall show has been wholly invalidated, and 
yy witnesses who have been discredited and dishonored. 

A few days ago that Senator indulged in these words in comment- 
ing upon General Butler’s case : 

If it were alleged against one claiming a seat in the Senate that on the day pre- 
ceding his choice he had gone ont and with his own hand done a number of murders, 
which murde’ s were done upon members of the Legislature who would vote against 
him, and in consequence of their absence & majority was found for him—a majority 
thus produced, am I wrong in supposing that suc! facts would belong to the inquiry 
when the Senate as to him came to judge of the election, qualification, and return 
of its members ? 

By implication, then, by indirection the Senator from New York 
charges General Butler with being particeps criminis to murders in 
the State of South Carolina. He advances another step this morning, 
and, with holy hands uplifted, he asks if we are not to inquire into 
the validity of the election of a claimant who comes to us with hands 
reeking with murder. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me a mo- 
ment ? 

Mr. GORDON. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should be very sorry to do anything to inter- 
fere with the theory and plan of the Senator’s speech, which I see is 
going to be a very fine one; but if he will allow me here, I wish to 
say, and I will appeal to the record taken down by the stenographer, 
not only that I did not mean, but that 1 did not say what be now 
imputes tome. Nowhere, on either of the occasions to which he has 
referred, did I state anything touching my own conviction or belief 
of the blamelessness or the guilt of the contestant he refers to in 
regard to the matters to which he alluded. I simply said hypothet- 
ically that such allegations were made, and that in the first and 
the graver case it was contended that they were unworthy of inves- 
tigation and immaterial iv their character; that in the last an.l 
more trivial of the two cases it was insisted now that delay should 
take place in order that they might be investigated; and my attempt 
was—I do not know how I sueceeded—to hold up in contrast these 
two positions, conflicting as they seemed to me to be. But I dis- 
claim, and I am willing to be tried by the notes of the reporter, 
having said of either of these contestants, that my belief was that 
the one was free from all blame or that the other was in any respect 
guilty of the wrongs charged against him. I expressed no opinion 
in cither regard. But then I have no objection to the Senator con- 
ducting his speech of course upon such a theory as he thinks is de- 
sirable. It is said that rhetoric does not bear to be too closely con- 
lined by the rules of arithmetic, or by some other matters of fact. 

Mr. GORDON. And nothing so much illustrates the Senator’s last 
remark as does his own rhetoric. 

Now, Mr. President, I will ask the reporter to read that part of the 





remarks of the gentleman from New York in which he uses the ex- | 


pression “ hands reeking with murder.” 

Mr. HILL. While the reporter is finding that I wish to state— 

Mr. GORDON. Never mind; I will go on. 

Mr.CONKLING. I wish the Senator would have it read. It strikes 
me favorably as far as I have heard it. 

Mr. GORDON. It will strike the country, Mr. President, in a very 
different light. Other peaple will not be so well satisfied with the 
Senator's remarks, possibly. The Senator said he did not intend, even 
by implication, to charge General Butler, of South Carolina, with 
being privy to any frand, to any murder, to anyintimidation by which 
he might have secured his seat or a majority of the Legislature which 
elected him. It will be remembered that during the session of the 
23th the Senator rose to comment upon the testimony recited by the 
chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, sworn to by 
one Dock Adams, whose testimony seemed to be relied on more than 
any other to fix upon General Butler the responsibility of the massa- 
cre of Hamburgh. In commenting upon that testimony, the Senator 
from New York, in order to impress it upon the country, eulogized 
this witness in the most extraordinary manner. Not content with 
ordinary indorsement of this witness, the Seuator characterized him 


ee S 
» 


in his peculiar style as a “ leader of men”—not only as leader but a 
“born leader of men.” : 

Now, Mr. President, who is Dock Adams, this eulogized witness ? 
The Senator grew eloquent as he contemplated an Adams command- 
ing a company of negro militia; and the rhetoric to which the Senator 
has so facetiously referred will appear in the extracts I read : 

Some principles will be disputed in the case of any claimant, even one wearing 
such proud distinctions as we have heard of in this debate, a gentieman— . 

Ah, Mr. President, the Senator does not intend to reflect upon the 
claimant from South Carolina; but who that heard him, who that 
saw the mannerin which he has again and again referred to the terin 
“gentleman,” as applied to General Butler, can fail to understand his 
temper and motives f— 

a gentleman deemed important enough by a sovereign State to be talked of for 
Senator, and such a personage is entitled to no more consideration than the humble 


man whose testimony has been read and who whatever his lot, fate, or color is a 
born leader of men— 


Now, Mr, President, the Senator says that this claimant, General 
Butler, is entitled to no more consideration than this “born leader of 


| men”— 


He may be unlettered; he may have been painted black by nature’s brash; he 
may be descended from tiger-hunters on the Gold Coast of Africa— 


Is that rhetoric? (Laughter. }]— 
but of whatever race he is, no man ever did the acts he recounts unless he had in 
him the stuff and metal which constitute primacy among men. 

Now, let us see what is the “stuff and metal” which give Dock 
Adams “ primacy among men.” When I heard this glowing rhetoric 
from the Senator in reference to this witness, I felt my State pride 
kindle afresh, for I remembered that this “stuff and metal” which 
gave him “ primacy among men” must have been accumulated in his 
person in Georgia during the long series of years when he was a resi- 
dent of my State. It is only recently, let me say, that he has removed 
to South Carolina. In the course of this investigation in South Car- 
olina, a witness was called to ascertain something of the character 
and antecedents of Adams, this remarkable witness. Who is Dock 
Adams? A Mr. Taliaferro is sworn, and testifies as follows: 


Question. What is your age ! 

Auswer. I am about thirty-seven this month. 

Q. Where do you live? 

A. In Augusta. 

Q. What is your occupation ? 

A. Tam aclerk of the court of Richmond County, Georgia. 

Q. State whether you know a colored man named Dock Adams. 
A. I have known Dock Adams for the past twelve years. 

2. Where does he reside ? 

A. I have no idea. I understand that he resides in Carrollton, South Carolina. 
Q. Do you know his general character! 

A 
What is his general character for truth and veracity ? 

A. From his general character I would not believe him on oath. 

Q. He has sworn, among many other things— 

That he owns seven or eight hundred dollars’ worth of property in Georgia, and 
about two thousand dollars’ worth of property in Tennessee. Do you know any 
thing about his pecuniary circumstances ? 

A. Well, sir, L will be as briefas possible. I have been at the city-hall in Augusta, 
the headquarters of all the officers in our county. for the past ten years. During 
that time, or during the first four years of that time, Dock Adams was a pretty 
general loafer about the offices and hall-yard. He did nothing. For two years [ 
made out the tax digests of Richmond County; I think that amounted to some- 
thing over $18,000,000. 


How much of that was Dock. Adams’s ? 
Dock Adams invariably returned a poll-tax—nothing more. 


What! this “ born leader of men” testifying to an untruth? Is 
that the “stuff and metal” he has in him? Does that constitute 
“primacy among men ?” , 

Here is another witness 

Mr. CONKLING. That list, if I may inquire, of course contained 
all the property in Tennessee that anybody might possess ? 

Mr. GORDON. Ido not know what the list contained. 

Mr. CONKLING. I infer that a list in Georgia of property assess- 
able there naturally would include property in Tennessee. 

Mr. GORDON. It is useless for the Senator to seek refuge in such 
an issue. Adams swore that he owned property in Georgia, and no 
| mere quibble will suffice to divert the force of this testimony, by one 
| who had full knowledge of the facts. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Georgia submit to an inter- 
ruption? 

Mr. GORDON. Pardon me a moment. Now, who is the other wit- 
ness, Mr. Christian ? 

Question. State your age, your place of residence, and your business. 

Answer. My age is sixty-six; I reside in Augusta, Richmond County, Georgia ; 
Iam chief of police. 

Q. State whether, at any time. you knew a negro in your town by the name of 
Dock Adams; and, if you say yes, do you know his general reputation # 

A. I know him well. 

How long have you known him? 
. [have known him ten or twelve years, probably more. 
. Do you know his general reputation ! 
. Yes, sir. 


Q 
A 
Q 
A 
g What is it? 
x 


A. I do. 
Q. 





His general reputation is bad. 
Bad for what? 
For getting into rows, and he is a common loafer. 





Ah, it was in rows, then, that he was “a born leader of men”— 


Q. Where have you known him ! 
A. I have known him in Augusta 
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Q. What is his business there ? 
A. He had no business when I knew him. He sometimes worked a little at the 
carpenter's trade, but not very often. 
* . . * * . 7. 
Q. How long have you been chief of police in Augusta ? 
A. IL was elected in 1#42, and, with the exception of about four years, I have 
been there, I think, ever since, until the present time. 


Now, Mr. President, I presume this witness is entitled to as much | 


credit as this “descendant of the tiger-hunters of the gold coast of | 


Africa.” [Laughter.] His skin, it is trne, is not “ painted black hy 
nature’s brush ”’—he has that misfortune—but he is a white man and 
belongs therefore to that race of men upon whom the God of humanity 
has set his own seal, and which He selected as the medium of the 
incarnation of His son. 

Here is a man who for thirty or forty years, during all the changes 
of political administrations, has held, by the votes of all political 


community in which he lives; and this gentleman says that he would 
not believe this witness, Dock Adams, npon his oath. Here is the 
direct and positive averment, under oath, by this eulogized witness 
that he owned property in Georgia, which testimony is tlatly contra- 
dicted by the most responsible and well informed of witnesses. The 
fact is that he either did not own the property—swore falsely in his 
claim—or, if he did own it, he swore to a false return when he was 
called upon for his taxes. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 
What was the character of the real estate that Adams swore he owned 
in Georgia? 

Mr. GORDON. I do not know. 

Mr. TELLER. Did he not swear it was real estate that he owned 
in Georgia and that it was real estate that he owned in Tennessee ? 

Mr. GORDON. That is perfectly immaterial. Real estate in 
Georgia is taxed as is personal property, and he paid no tax upon 
either. 

Mr. TELLER. I will ask the gentleman, as he has submitted to 
an interruption—— 

Mr. GORDON. Now, Mr. President 

Mr. TELLER. Very well; if the gentleman does not want to 
ans wer—— 

Mr. GORDON. If the Senator knows, let him state it. I certainly 
have not the least objection. 

Mr. TELLER. If he has no objection, I should like to state—— 

Mr. GORDON. Now, Mr. President 

Mr. TELLER. Very well; the gentleman does not yield. 

Mr. GORDON. I should like to oblige the Senator, but I must go 
on. 

Now, Mr. President, it is upon such evidence, from such a witness, 
that the distinguished Senator-elect from South Carolina is to be de- 
nied his seat, and the State is to be refused her chosen representative, 
whose honor and reputation are to be thus wantonly assailed. Sir, he 
is the peer in all the elements of exalted manhood of any Senator upon 
the tloor. From the close of the war to this time he has, by men of both 
races and of both parties, been regarded as a conservator of the peace 
in the State of South Carolina, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator allow me to read him an ex- 
tract from General Butler's testimony before a committee of the 
House ? 

Mr. GORDON. Not now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that very point? I think it would come in 
very handsomely. 

Mr. GORDON. I will finish my remarks and the Senator can then 
read it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not intend to say anything, only to read one 
verse of about ten lines. 

Mr. GORDON. I know very well how hard it is sometimes to hear 
the truth. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I see my friend feels that very excitedly. 

Mr. GORDON. Lhold in my hand a statement made by citizens 
living at the town of Hamburgh or in the county of Aiken, and a 
statement of citizens of Edgefield, many of them ex-members of the 
Legislature, all of them republicans, some ex-school-commissioners, 
some members of the town council, some teachers, in which they vol- 
unteer a reply, and a most fitting and eloquent reply—eloquent in its 
simplicity and truthfulness—to the unwarranted assault upon Gen- 
eral Butler's reputation. I wish the country to know what these col- 
ored people say of this much wronged man. They say: 

We, the undersigned colored people of Edgefield Court House and vicinity, beg 
leave to state that most of us have known General M. ©. Butler, Senator-elect from 
South Carolina, from the days of his boyhood ; that although he was an active sup- 
porter of the confederate cause and fought through the war to the last, he was one 
of the first to recognize the results of the war and our freedom from slavery, and 
has again and again defended our race in the courts, often without pay, and has 
exerted his personal influence to see justice done us. And, farthermore, we as re- 
publicans desire to state that we believe the best interests of the State and of all of 
our people would be promoted by the admission of General Butler into the United 
States Senate. He is a pronounced democrat, but we believe he is honest and lib- 
eral and would work impartially for the interests of the people at large. We know 
nothing of our own knowledge of the Hamburgh difficulty, but feel satisfied from 
our intimate knowledge of General Butler's character that he is not capable of 


counseling or aiding in such riots; and we belicve that great injustice has been 
done him. 








Yet this “descendant of the tiger-hunters on the Gold Coast of 
Africa” takes issne with these people of bis own party and race who 


| 


| tleman in politics, and, as we afterward heard, was in Hamburgh by 
| testimony was very much biased and one-sided. F; 


have held places of profit, of trust, and of honor; and the Sop 
from New York intends no reflection npon General Butler whe 
eulogizes this witness whose testimony, false and malicious as 1} 
shown it to be, is relied upon to convict this claimant of co): 
with murder. 

But what say the colored people of Hamburgh ? 

The undersigned, colored citizens of Hamburgh and vicinity, desire as an art 
justice to General M. C. Butler to state that the evidence given before Genon) 
R. Rivers, acting coroner, immediately after the Hamburgh riot, docs | oe 
injustice. Excitement was running very high and our feelings azainst the « 
race had been very much worked up, and General Batler being a prom 
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But, Mr. President, is such testimony of no avail? Are thos 


| charges to be iterated and reiterated against General Butler, jf »,, 


| directly, by indirection ? Are we to be still told, when we ask to haya 
parties, one of the chief places of trust and of responsibility in the | 


Kelloga’scomplicity with the returning-board fraud investigated, t}4; 
General Butlerischarged by Dock Adains with complicity with murdey? 
Sir, who is General Butler? He is no common outlaw escaping thy. 
justice due to hiscrimes. He has demanded atrial by the courts of t\y 
eonntry, and no evidence to sustain the charge has or can be fou) 
He has not been “painted black by nature’s brush ;” but his talents 
and character have given to him a high place in the esteem of jis 
fellow-men. He may not be a born leader of men—certainly suey , 
leader as this false witness against him he is not—a witness who js 
= by indisputable evidence to be a leader, if leader at al), of 
oafers and of liars. Such a leader General Butler is not; but ho is 
descendant of men whom the country has recognized and history jj 
crowned as great leaders of men. On one side he descends from ty. 
“Swamp Fox” of the Revolution, and on the other from the hero of 
Lake Erie. In the veins, therefore, of this man meet and ming 
the bloods of Francis Marion of South Carolina, and of Oliver Hy;- 
ard Perry, whose deeds are emblazoned on the walls of the Capito}, 
Ah, Mr. President, I do not envy the disposition to blacken the reputa- 
tion of a man who by the testimony of men of all races and _ political 
associations is the embodiment of all that is knightly in the soldier, 
generous in deportment, honorable in manhood, and patriotic in ihe 
citizen. I have said this in justice to a gentleman who is not upou 
the iloor to defend himself. 

But I come now to the charge that General Butler has procured his 
seat by intimidation. The Hamburgh difficulty is referred to in this 
debate as having, by its reflex action upon the apprehensious of the 
colored people in South Carolina, influenced their votes in the suv- 
ceeding election. The Hamburgh riot occurred in July, six months 
previous totheelection. Bat Cainhoy oceurred in October, two weeks 
before the election. How is it that Senators forget Cainhoy aud re- 
member only Hamburgh? At Hambuargh one white man and four 
or five colored men were killed six months previous to the election. 
At Cainhoy, in October, two weeks before the election, fifteen white 
men were killed or wounded, from which nine died, aud no colored 
men-—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, will my friend from Georgia 
allow me to correct him there ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia yield to 
the Senator from South Carolina ? 

Mr. GORDON. Yes, sir; if I have not stated the facts correctly I 
want them. 

Mr. PATTERSON. As I understand the Senator from Georgia he 
says fifteen white men were wounded or killed but that no colored 
men were killed at Cainhoy. 

Mr. GORDON. That is my understanding. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I know the Senator would not make a mis- 
statement. 

Mr. GORDON. By no means. 

. Mr. PATTERSON. By no means. I have too much respect for 
im. 

Mr. GORDON. What are the facts? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Eight white men were killed and two colored 
men were killed. One colored man was killed tirst. That is whit 
commenced the difficulty. An old man was leaning against the stand 
where the speakers were speaking —— 

Mr. GORDON. Very well. The point I am seeking to make is 
this: that the Hamburgh riot is in this debate in order to preju- 
dice General Butler’s claim to his seat upon the ground that the ter- 
rorism created by that riot influenced the election six months there- 
after and secured General Butler his election to the Senate, whereas 
the Cainhoy riot, occurting but two weeks before the election, !s pre- 
sumed to have exercised no influence whatever upon the election. 
Mr. President, such logic will not do. 

Mr. PATTERSON. In corroboration of what—— 

Mr. GORDON. If the Senator will allow me a moment—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. I only wish to corroborate what the Senator 
says in regard to the election in Aiken County. I have never heard 
a charge made that there was ever any intimidation asod in Aiken 
County, although that was the connty in which this difliculty oc- 
curred several months before the election. From all the testimouy! 
have heard from parties living in that county, there nover was aly 
intimidation. 

Mr. SARGENT. Was it not in July that this massacre occurred in 
Aiken, in this very campaign? 

Mr. PATTERSON, Yes, sir. 
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Mr CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Will the Senator from Sonth Caro- | 
ting allow me to ask him in what county the so-called Ellenton riots | 


occurred f . 

Vr, PATTERSON. In Barnwell. ; 

= ONKLING. Hamburgh is in Aiken? 

Mr, PATTERSON. Hamburgh is in Aiken and Ellenton is in Barn- 
“iy In Barnwell County there was a difficulty, but not in Aiken 


well. . peg ean: 
County. The Senator from Georgia is right. i 

\{r. JORDON. Mr.President,what are the facts about this intimida- 
tion? It will be rewembered that Governor Chamberlain issned a 
prot 


of South Carolina. It will be farther remembered that that procla- 
nation Was sneceeded by one from the President of the United States | 
of the same character; and that the white companies in the State 
were disbanded under that proclamation. That proclamation was 
issued upon the pretense by Governor Chamberlain that South Caro- 
lina was an armed camp. Sir, what is the proof? Let republicans 
answer. I call the attention of the Senate and the country once 


| 
i 
| 
| 
lamation disbanding every white armed organization in the State | 
| 
| 


more , 7 : 
testifies to the fact that peace reigned throughout the entire State, and 
just . . : 
‘ain isa base slander upon South Carolina. By the testimony of 
these judicial officers, peace, good order, and the observance of the 
law prevailed in every county and community. Among these wit- 
nesses is Chief-Justice Moses, and who is hef A loyal republican. 
Here follows the testimony of associate Justice Willard. Whois he? 
\ loyal republican. Here also is the statement of Judge Mackey, a 
republican judge. Next follows the testimony of Judge Cook, a re- 


publican judge. The striking concurrence of this testimony from 


such sources ought to avail and would avail in any court of justice, | 


and will be esteemed by the country as conclusive. 
I will read one or two of these: 
7 SumTen, S. C., October 7, 1876. 
Just preceding the election for the Legislature which elected Gen- 
eral Butler to the Senate— 
My Dear Sir: Iam just in receipt of your note, and at once reply to the same. 
For the last three or four months I have not been in any of the counties but those 


to the fact that every judge with one exception in the State | 


ifies me in saying that the charge made by Governor Chamber- | 





of Sumter and Richland. Within that period I have been present at only two po- 


litical meetings—one held by the republican party and the other, to-day, at this | 


1 by the democrats. Although I was at the latter but a short time, I was for 
eater part of the day in the streets, with every opportunity of observing the 
ivior and demeanor of the large concourse which the oceasion had broacht to- 

r. Tho collection consisted of citizens on foot and horseback. I saw in no 





tance any exhibition of arms or any behavior inconsistent with the strictest pro- | 


ety. At the republican meeting to which I have above referred there was no 
atiempt at interruption. 

I shall require very strong evidence to satisfy me that South Carolina is an armed 
camp. I know of nothing which would lead mo so to conclude. For myself I do not 

w of anything which would make me doubtful in any part of the State of enjoy- 
same seourity which I feel attacheg to me under my own roof. 
st the day is far distant when violatious of the peace in our own borders will 
require the interference of any aim more potent than that of the law. 
Very respectfully, yours, 








F. J. MOSES. 
General Wave Hampton. 


I’. J. Moses, who was chief-justice of the State. Here is the letter 
of Associate Justice Willard, a republican, a Union soldier from the 
State of New York: 


Dean Sin: Your note of this date is before me, asking an expression of my views 
as to the existence of rancor and manifestations of violence in the character of the 
democratic canvass of this State. 

Tam unable to throw much light on this subject for two reasons: In the first 
place, I have been absent from the State for the last three months, and only a 
weel, has passed since my return to the citv. In the next place, my ideas of the 
character and responsibilities of the jodicial office have led me at all times to ab- 
stain from participating in political action, and accordingly I have little informa- 
tion except that derived from public ramor and the newspapers of what has trans- 
pired at political gatherings. 

1 can only say that I have witnessed nothing beyond the circumstances generally 
characteristic of an excited political canvass, TI have seen no violence; on the 
contrary, so far as I have had intercourse with gentlemen of your party, I have 
observed less disposition to excited statement and personal bitterness than during 
any of the previous political campaigns of this Siate. 


Mr. President, if in the face of such testimony and of the fact that 
twelve thousand negro militia were under arms in South Carolina 


when these white companies were disbanded, and in view of the pres- | 


enee of the Federal Army—if, I say, with these statements and facts 
made known, the Senator from New York can induce the country to 
believe that this contestant procured an election of a Legislature by 
intimidation, he will give an additional proof of the correctness of his 
theory, that rhetoric must not be too much curbed by the stern rules 
of arithmetic. 

Ah, Mr. President, we have seen this kind of intimidation before. 
History and observation are full of it. We have seen Ireland thus 


intimidate Great Britain. We have seen the oak in the forest stripped, | 


peeled, and shivered, thus intimidate thestorm-cloud and the descend- 
ing bolt. We have seen Pompeii at the footof Vesuvius thus intimi- 
date the fury of the bubbling, burning, blazing crater as it poured its 
tlood of fire along its streets and over its altars! No, Mr. President, 
when the Senator can convince this country that a disarmed white 
population in the minority can intimidate an armed black popula- 
tion in the majority, supported by the whole power of the General 
Government, its Army stationed in their midst, its Executive disband - 
ing all the organizations intended to protect the people, with every de- 
partment of the State government occupied by political antagonists— 
until this can be demonstrated, when, iu a word, falsehood shall 


| whole of this testimony) might go on. < 





ded 





become truth, when desolation and despair shall mean prosperity and 
power, then, and not till then, can these baseless charges pass for 
history. 

Mr. President, I had intended to discuss at some length the claims 
of Mr. Kellogg, of Louisiana, in order to show the inconsistency and 
impotency of the assumption that his title was clean and legal, while 
that of General Butler is clouded and indefensible. I reserve, how- 
ever, any other remarks until the question of seating the claimant 


| from Louisiana shall come up upon its merits. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President 
Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me to make a 





| statement ? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will pardon me for one moment. I 
do not intend to occupy time. 

Mr. HILL. I shall occupy but a moment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall only occupy a moment myself if my friend 
will excuse me. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON] declined to 
allow me to read in connection with what he was saying about the 
state of things in South Carolina and about the couservatism of Gen- 
eral Butler in endeavoring to preserve peace and order there, astate- 
ment made by General Butler himself before a committee of the House 
of Representatives inquiring into what were ealled the Ku Klux out- 
rages in South Carolina, which statement was made as a witness 
under oath on the 2ist of July, 1871, at Columbia, South Carolina. 
rhe testimony is quite long; but on the particular point to which 
the Senator from Georgia was then speaking Mr. Butler says this: 
The context is speaking of the behavior of Governor Scott in not 
preserving good order and appointing good officers, and so on, and 
the state of disturbance that existed all around there; and then he 
is inquired of : 

Question. He has— 

Governor Scott— 
repented lately ? 

Now Mr. Butler speaks: 

Answer. Yes, sir. Ho says, practically, “‘I am governor of this State; I am 
charged with the execution of the laws, and I will run this machine my own way.” 

Mr. Butler speaks again: 

What isthe result? A riot takes place in Edgetield. He might, by simply going 
out and standing ona box and calling to the people “stop,” have stopped it Lut 
I have no idea of jeopardizing my life when my suggestions are treated as they 
have been. Lsay asjone as you don't tench my house, shoot and killas mauy as you 
please; and that is the feeling all over the State. In a conversation with the gov 
ernor a short time ago I said to him, “ Governor, you ought to be satistied that you 
cannot carry on this State government, certainly by mea of this character” Lle 
said, “I am satisfied of that.” 

Question. Did he not become so satistied of it that he called a conference of men 
of all parties ? 

Answer Yea, sir; and I will do him the justice to say that whenever he has had 
the opportunity he has made amends for many ineflicient appointees by appointir 
good men to office. 








That covers the whole of that topic in that connection. This, it 
will be observed, was referring to the Ku Klux outrages of the year 
‘1870; and I have understood generally as a matterof public history that 


| a very large percentage of the loss of life arising from the disturbed 


condition of things there was the loss of life of the colored people 

and of the republicans, and not of the white people for whom Gen- 

eral Butler appeared to be speaking, and in respect of which he nses 

the observation that he describes that as long as his house is un- 

touched, riot, disorder, and kukluxism (whic! is the subject of the 
Mr. HILL. Mr. President .. 
Mr. GORDON. I wish to ask the Senator 

has been any kukluxism in Edgefield County 
Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator will allow 
Mr. GORDON, I just want an answer to n 
Mr. PATTERSON. I want to answer it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want an answer mysel! 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator fr 
is entitled to the floor. . 

Mr. PATTERSON. Allow me a minute. 
matter of fact. , 

Mr. HILL. Very well, sir. » 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not know whethertdhie Senator from Ver- 
mont charges General Butler with being a pj4ty to having any Ku 





. 


rom Vermont if there 


8 
question. 





1 Georgia (Mr. H1ILi} 


st want to correct a 


| Klux in Edgefield County; but I have this toy-1y that while in Lan- 


revs and Union and Spartanburg and Chesi;." and Lancaster and 
other counties, numbering nine in all, the wi {of habeas corpus was 
suspended by the President, it was not suspend. #) in Edgefield County ; 
and { never heard of a Ku Kiux in Edgefield A‘ounty. I know that 
in Edgefield County an attempt was made t- get up the Ku Klux 
organization to go out and make raids on col red people; and I say 
here before this Senate and before this nation that the man who pre- 
vented that, the man who put that down,the man who said to these 
men in Edgefield County, “‘ you shall not make these raids on these 
poor colored people,” was my friend General M, C. Batler. [Applause 
in the galleries. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT rapped to order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. I say here to—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will give way a moment. 
The Chair, assuming that the occupants of ‘he galleries are ignorant 
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of the law of the Senate, gives notice that if applanse shall again be 
repeated the galleries will be promptly cleared. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I say here to-day that, so far as my knowledge 
goes, there has never been one republican killed in Edgefield County 
for political purposes ; and I regret that I cannot say that mach for 
some other counties in South Carolina. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Butler lives in Edgefield. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Butlerlivesin Edgefield County. I know what 
I am speaking about or else I would not talk. I know that Edge- 
ficld County was as quiet as any county in Pennsylvania or New 
York. 

I am obliged to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. H1L.] for the oppor- 
tunity to make the explanation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. HILL] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HILL. I will give way for a moment to the Senator from Ver- 
mont, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Only a moment to conclude the matter I was 
referring to. I thank the gentleman from Georgia for his courtesy. 

I only wish to state again, so as not to be misunderstood, that I do 
not charge anybody with anything. I only rose to read from the 
aworn testimony of General Butler himself what he asserted his 
course to be; that is all. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the Senate has gotten so far off the sub- 
ject under consideration in the discussion that I hope I shall not be 
considered ont of order in getting back toit. I simply rise to correct 
a fact illustrated or employed by the Senator from New York, for 
that Senator speaks so well that even his implications are plausible 
and onght to be noticed. 

The question before the Senate is whether the Kellogg-Spofford 
case shall be recommitted with instructions to take certain testimo- 
ny. The Senator from New York saysthat we on this side insisted at 
first that Judge Spofford should be sworn in without investigation at 
all. Why, therefore, he asks, delay the case for testimony? The 
Senator knows that while we did insist on that his side of the House 
differed with us, and insisted that it should be referred for investiga- 
tien. He or his friends made that necessary. 

Then again, when we got before the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections we there insisted that the committee should not reopen the 
Louisiana controversy, but accept the settlement made by the people ; 
but the majority of the committee, the six republicans of the com- 
mnittee, differed with us on that subject, and insisted that we should 
zo into these questions. Then when they went into the investiga- 
tion, we insisted that testimony should be taken. If, therefore, this 
investigation is wrong and ought never to have been instituted, we 
are not responsible for it. The gentlemen on the other side have 
forced it on us. 

But again, and a material point to which I rise is this: The Senator 
from New York states with a great deal of earnestness that we have 
complained in this Senate that the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions were delaying unnecessarily the Spofford-Kellogg case. I take 
issue with the Senator there. The Senator is mistaken and very 
egregiously mistaken. So far from that being correct, the direct re- 
verse is the truth. I do not know what some democratic Senator 
may have said; but I say this: The Senator from Ohio [Mr. THur- 
MAN] introduced a resolution to discharge the committee from what? 
From the Spofford-Kellogg case? There never has been any propo- 
sition from this side of the House to discharge the committee from 
the Spofford-Kellogg ease; but the Senator from Ohio introduced a 
resolution to discharge the committee from the Butler case. During 
that discussion I stated to this Senate the issue distinctly in the com- 
mittee, and I will read it and refer the Senator to it, and he will see 
how much foundation there is for his charge that we have complained 
that the committee has been derelict in the matter of investigating the 
Spofford-Kellogg case. While that resolution was nnder discussion, 
I stated to the Senate: 

Now, Mr. President, you will see where the controversy is in the committee. I 
concede the honesty to the other gentlemen which [ claim for myself. I have the 
kindest feelings for every member of the committee. I would not for any consid- 
eration intentionally misrepresent one of them. But as the chairman of the com- 
mittee, the Senator from New Hampshire, correctly stated yesterday, ho and those 
who agree with him hold that as the committee had taken up the Kellogg-Spofford 
case it must not take up any other until that is disposed of. There we join issue, 
We say that as soon as it was ascertained that the Spofford-Kellogg case required 
the taking of testimony— 

Which was the judgment of the committee, which was the resoln- 
tion of the committec, that it required the taking of testimony. As 
soon as we ascertained that fact that it— . 
reqnired delay, that moment we ought to have taken up the other cases and dis- 
posed of them. And Lam compelled to concur with what was said by my friend 
from Delaware yesterday. I do think that wo could have disposed of the 
Eustis case and the Butler case and have done all that we have dono with the 
case of Spofford and Kellogg. for, while the committee has been industrious and 
vigilant, it is trne nearly all the work has been dono by the contestants them- 
selves. They bave written out their arguments, prepared their own state- 
ments, and presented them to the committee in written form, which have been 
printed ; and I do not nuderstand—if I am wrong I shall confess it—that a com- 
mittee of this Senate charged with three several cases, contested seats if you 
please, or claims to seats in this body, cannot with propriety in the discharge of 
its duties consider any number of the cases, not of course at the same moment of 
time, but during the same period of time. If anything should happen by which 
the committee on a given day cannot ¢ nsider ono caso. then it ought te take up 
another. That is the issue. We insist ov our part that the committee could have 





taken up the Eustis case and could have taken up the Butler case 
on the other side insist that having taken up tho Spofford-Kelloc 
must go on with that until it is laid aside or disposed of, and 
others, and one at a time, as they say. : 
Now, Mr. President, which is right? The right of a State to have her 
tation on this floor is a high sovereign right belongiag to the State as a mer . 
this Union. If that be true, then the obligation of every member of th < — = 
see to it that that right be not unnecessarily denied, délayed, or postpone). 
highest possible obligation that can rest upon a Senator on this floor. L. os 
the Senate, is it right that a gentleman whose credentials are before the ¢. put it t 
uncontested, undisputed, with not a single fact in issue, should be con om 
stay around this Senate Chamber and this city for months before his « = rapeticg 
sidered, because a case that is contested, a case that is disputed, a case ah 
there are issues of fact, happens to be taken up before him. 
to be postponed until a litigated case shall be disposed of ? 
any court t 


The gen 





Z Case first | 
li then take up t . 


represer 


’ 


is con 
abont wl h 
Is an unlitigated case 


: t be It is not the rule 
t I know of, and I do not think it is a proper rule in this ane - 


Thus it will be seen that the issue was made that the Ke 
Spotford case was a case that required the taking of testimony - the 
committee had so decided; the committee had 80 resolved. They I 
said it was a litigated case; it was a contested case, and all we jp. 
sisted was that when the committee could not work on this contested 
ease, When they were delayed for any cause in taking testimony jy 
that case, then they ought to have taken up the other cases, * 

Now on the subject of diligence what did I say further? 

What do you want the committee to find !— 

That is, in the Butler case— 


Why delay the case? Why keep these gentlemen dancing attendance {n tho 
lobbies of ‘the Senate for an indetinite period of time, because another case. jn 
which there are disputed facts, in which there are issues, is now in consideration 
by the committee and they will not determine it or have not determined it} | 
think the committee— 

I call the attention of the Senator from New York to this— 


I think the committee manifest a determination and a desire to progress with 
the Spofford case as rapidly as possivle. I bear them witness that I belicy 
member of the committee desires that. It seems tome so now; but Ido 
and Lam unable to say, and I would not venture to say before the Senat: t 
Spofford case can be reported — in one day or one month orsix months. [know 
sometimes we have svemed to be very near the end of the case, and somet! 
would then occur which has thrown us off as far as we had been. I do not know 
now and cannot tell whether we shaH report it at an early day or not. 

Why did T say that? Because of the facts I have given to the Sen- 
ate. There was then a subcommittee in existence to see if they could 
ascertain from these contestants how many of the facts in the ease 
they would admit and how many not. How many they would admit 
I could not tell. Therefore I could not see the size of the tield for 
investigation, I did not know whether it would be narrow or broad, 
and I was therefore unable to say whether it would be short or Jony. 
But there was no complaint made and has been no complaint made 
against the committee of dereliction or delay in the Spotford-Kellogg 
case. 

The chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elections [ Mr. 
WADLEIGH] recognized this statement made by me as just. Hear 
what he said on that same day in the Senate : 

Mr. Kellogg came there with Judge Shellabarger as his counsel; Mr. Spofford 
appeared in his own behalf; and they having prepare: themselves for that bh 
ing, Mr. Kellogg being here at fall as much incoovenience as Mr. Butler or ar 
body else, the committee thought it was their duty to proceed with the considera 
tiou of a case where they had notified the claimants that they would proceed ; and 
I eay, as the Senator from Georgia has said, that the committee has been prompt 
and diligent in the performance of its duty in the consideration of that case. 

- Now, where is the ground for this charge that complaint has been 
made that the committee ought to have reported upon the Spoffor!- 
Kellogg case long before this? We insist now that they did work 
vigilantly and diligently in the Spofford-Kellogg case. Our com- 
ylaint was that they would work in no other, and now our complaint 
is that, having spent five weeks and ascertained the issues upon 
which testimony should be taken, they suddenly closed the case with- 
ont taking that testimony, and we now insist that the case shall go 
back to the committee for the purpose of taking that testimony. I 
therefore say there is no complaint against the committee of delay 
in this case, none whatever, and has been none. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. President, I desire to say one 
word in reference to some matters referred to by the Senator from 
Georgia, not the Senator from that State who has just now taken his 
seat, but his colleague, [Mr. GorpoN.] He referred to the fact that 
certain witnesses were produced before the investigating committee 
in South Carolina for the purpose of impeaching the character of 
Captain Adams for truth. There were certain witnesses prodaced 
before the committee for that purpose, and those witnesses «lid swear 
that they wonld not believe him under oath. There were also other 
witnesses produced before that committee who swore that they were 
acquainted with the reputation of Adams for trath and veracity in 
the community in which he resided, that that reputation was goo, 
and that they would believe him under oath. I had the honor of 
serving on the investigating committee that was sent by order of the 
Senate to Mississippi a year ago last summer. I was also on the South 
Carolina committee, and I observed that one mode resorted to by the 
democrats for the purpose of breaking down every republican wit- 
ness was to attack his character for truth and veracity. So marked 
was this in South Carolina that one day a man, who appeared to be 
a very respectable and intelligent man, from the county of Abbeville 
appeared before the committee for the purpose of impeaching repub- 
lican witnesses that had sworn before the committee from that county, 
He did swear wholesale that he knew those witnesses, that he knew 
what their reputation for truth and veracity was, that it was bad, and 
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ot he would not believe them under oath. Upon cross-ex? mination 
that 5 | this witness “ About how many republicans over the age of 
: ae cope years are there in South Carolina?” Well he said he sup- 
vee over oue hundred thousand. “Well,” said I, “do you know of 
, ele republican in South Carolina whom you would believe under 

2’ He stopped to consider for a moment. “Well,” said be, “I 
think there is one.” { Laughter. ] Linquired, “Whoisthat?” “Well, 
ie Rev. Mr. Jones, who resides at such a place.” This man stated 


t 


t 
\ 


= . he was very well acquainted with the republicans throughout his | 
: ti m of the State; that he knew many of the prominent republi- | 
cin the State of South Carolina, including the Senator from that | 
State and that from his knowledge of the republicans in that State | 
tl ope was only one whom he would believe under oath! 


Mr. PATTERSON. Who was that? 

Mr. ( AMERON, of Wisconsin. Rev. Mr. Jones whom I have men- 
ned 

vi, PATTERSON. Where did he live ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. In Abbeville County. The Senator 
from South Carolina has stated that there were no riots or disturb- 
sees in Aiken County except the Hamburgh unpleasantness. The 
committee investigated one very horrible massacre that occurred in 
that State in the vicinity of Silverton, Ellenton, Ronse’s Bridge, and 
other localities in that neighborhood, All these are situated in Aiken | 
County. Iam not surprised that the Senator from South Carolina is 
a little at fault in his geography. It is some time since he has been 
‘» that State, and I have no doubt that his geographical knowledge 
jas suffered some eclipse by reason of his long absence from that 
State. 

“Mr. PATTERSON. I have been there since you have. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Well, you did not stay long. 
fLaughter.} The Senator from South Carolina will find if he exam- 
ines the testimony that nearly all the murders that occurred in the 
vicinity of Ellenton were committed in Aiken County. There were 
some in Barnwell County, but not all. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Of course my friend will allow me to inter- 

apt him? 

, Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. My friend from Wisconsin knows more about 
the geography of South Carolina than Ido! He was there four or 
jive weeks, and I have lived there nine years. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I admit that. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I want to ask the Senator—I have not read his 
testimony-— 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I have not given it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The testimony you have there. I ask the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin whether the murders and riot he talked so much 
abvont did not occur generally at Allendale and from there down to 
the swamps—all in Barnwell County. That is the geography of 
South Carolina, and that is the truth of history. 

Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I never heard the name of Allen- 
dale before. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have heard it, and I know it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsiu. It was not mentioned before the 
committee, 

Mr. PATTERSON. Where was Coker murdered ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. In Barnwell County. 

Mr. PATTERSON. And from there to the swamps there were 
thirty negroes that were murdered, all in Barnwell County. The 
first thing oceurred at Ellenton, which is in Aiken County, only a 
mile from the line; but the negroes that were murdered after that 
were in Barnwell County. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Adjoining counties, are they not? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Adjoining counties. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The remarks of the Senator only 
coutirm me in the opinion that he has forgotten the geography of the 
State, 

Mr. PATTERSON, No, I have not. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I have already given the reason 
why he has forgotten it. The Senator from Georgia quoted two cer- 
tilicates of character which General Butler has attached to his brief. 
One of those certificates of character is signed by colored men who 
resile in the county of Edgefield; the other is signed by colored men 
residing in Hamburgh and its vicinity. Two of the most prominent 
signers of the certificate of good moral character which the general 
received from these colored men in Edgefield County are Jesse Jones 
aul HN. Bouey. Jesse Jones was clerk of the circuit court in that 
county and Boney was county judge. Each of these gentlemen, if I 
may be allowed the expression, was a witness before the committee 
and testified to a great many ugly things. Tho Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. MERRIMON] called witnesses for the purpose of im- 
peaching the character of these twe witnesses, Jones and Bouey, for 
truth and veracity. Among other distinguished gentlemen called for 
that purpose was General Butler himself. I will read from the testi- 
mony What General Butler said in regard to the reputation of these 
two witnesses whom he has now summoned for the purpose of proy- 
lug that he is a pretty good fellow. This question was propounded 
to General Butler, in relation to Jones and Bouey : 

0 





1 Jesse Jones has sworn before this committee that you said to the white peo- 
We. In bis presence, that * We have just outwitted them this time.” State whether 
‘ou wade any such remark, 
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Mr. Butler answers: 


A. T have no recollection of having made any such rem and I do not think it 
pa that I did. There was nobody present at the on) Mime 1 could possibly 
ave made suca a remark, which was in this interview (43jween Colonel Randall 


and myself, and I have just stated that. We were entire @lone, and I don't re- 
member that there was anybody within fifteen steps of u 

Q. Do you know Jesse Jones? 

A. Yes, sir 

Q. Do vou know his general reputation ! 

A. I think I do 

Q. Is it bad for truth t 

A. I think it is bad ; I know it is bad. 

Q. Woul: you believe him on oath! 

A. Leould not, sir. 

Q. Harrison N. Bouey swore before this committee that on one occasion you said 
in aapeech that P. Simpkins and L. Cain would be killed if they did not desist 
from their course as radical rascals. I ask you whether you made any such speech 
as that or any such remark ? 7 : 

A. 1did not. If I mentioned Bouey'’s name during the campaign I certainly 
have no recollection of it. 1am not so stupid as to threaten to kill him. : 

Q. Task you whether you ever threatened to kill Bovey, or Simpkins, or Cain, or 
sail in any speech that you knew they would be killed } 

A. I never said any such thing; I never ased any such expression He refers in 
his evidence to aremark I made on that occasion, when Chamberlain was there, 
and says I said there would not be a republican in Edyvetield after this election 
Well, | said jocniaily to those pec ple who were in front. in a pleasant way, that I 


} thought it would be very difficult to find a man who woul! admit that he was a 


republican in Edgeficld, because we would beat them so badly—in that sense. It 
was said in a jocular way, and I don't know that I intimidated any one by it. 
Q. Do you know Harrison N. Boucy? . 
A. Yes. : 
Q. Do you know his general reputation ? 
A. I think I do. 
Q. What is it? 
A. Bad. 
Q. Bad for what? 
A. Bad for truth. I must do Bouecy this justice, to say that I do not think he is 
as notorious a liar as Jesse Jones. 1 think perhaps he is a man of better character 
in that respect than Jesse Jones. 


- 


- 


These are two of the witnesses who are summoned by Mr. Butler 
now to prove what his character for peacefulness and good order in 
that community is. At that time ne swore that he would not believe 
either of thom under oath. He did not swear, however, that he would 
not believe them if they were not under oath; and perhaps he can 
get out of the inconsistency in that way. He would not believe them 
under oath, but he would believe them if they were uot under oath! 
I have not his brief before me, and consequently I do not now remem 


} ber who the signers of the certificate from Hambargh are; but I 


think, so far as my recollection now serves me, that every republican 
Witness who appeared before the committee and testified in regard to 
that Hamburgh affair was impeached or at least that the democrats 
attempted to impeach him. In every instance, however, so far as I 
now recollect, republican witnesses were called who swore that they 
knew these persons, that they knew what their reputation for truth 
was, that it was good, and that they would believe them under oath. 

We have heard, Mr. President, a great deal about the distinguished 
ancestors of this claimant. So far as I understand this matter, it 
does not make a particle of difference who his ancestors were. The 
question is, who is he himself? There was a man out in my country 
Who had a neighbor, and this neighbor was a very worthless fellow 
himself, but he was always boasting of his distinguished ancestry. 
They were all dead; he was alive. This neighbor said that when he 
heard this other neighbor talking about his distinguished ancestors, 
it always occurred to him that he resembled a bect. I asked him, 
“How so?” Said he, “The better part of him is under ground.” 
[ Laughter. ] 

The Senator from Georgia has referred to the fact that several of 
the circuit judges of South Carolina certified that there was no 
necessity for sending any portion of the army to South Carolina in 
1376, that everything was peaceful and lovely there at that time. 
He quotes from Judge Cooke, and says Judge Cooke is a distin- 
|} guished republican judge. I doubt if Judge Cooke is a distinguished 
| judge anyhow. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Distinguished for his ignorance. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. My friend on my left remarks that 
| he is distinguished for his ignorance. I will change it and say he is 
| notorious for hie ignorance. It is notorious that this Judge Cooke 
was clected circuit judge by a republican legislature; but material 
in that State at that time ont of which to manufacture republican 
| circuit judges was very scaree, and they had to take such timber as 
| they had. At that time, it is true, Judge Cooke did claim to be a 
| republican, and he claimed to bea zealousrepublican, in fact a furious 
republican, as long as the party was in power in the State. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That was the only merit he had. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. But as soon as it was apparent, or 
| as soon as he thought it was apparent, that the power was to depart 
| from the republican party and to pass over into democratic hands, 
| he made haste to desert lis party and to attach himself to its ene- 

mies. 

Judge Mackey has been called a distinguished republican jadge. 
Judge Mackey was a witness before our committee, and. he was asked 
whether or not he voted for Hayes. He admitted that he did not. 
Some time betore the election he commenced stumping the State for 

| Hayes and Hampton, rather an incongrnous ticket but still that was 
Judge Mackey’s ticket until election day came, and when election 
day came his ticket was Tilden and Hampton. The truth of the mat- 
| ter is that these judges who are called republican judges claimed to 
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be republicans at one time, but I think at the present time and dur- | that he had acquitted himself upon the bench in South Caro}jy,, 
ing the last election they all ceased even to consider themselves | very considerable credit. I may say the same of Judge May = 
members of that party. | One remark further. Both Judge Cooke and Judge M. 
‘4 Mr MERRIMON. Mr. President, the witness Dock Adams is so | been ardent and zealous republicans and contidential frie 

heroized here for the purpose of producing an impression on the mind | visersof Governor Chamberlain until Governor Chamberlain ae, 

of the Senate and the country that I deem it my duty to say a word | the nomination for governor at the convention which met jy, os 
or two in reference to that witness. I remember him well. He was | or September last. It was alleged—I know nothing of the ; = 
a very bad-looking, malicious, malignant fellow. From the time he | my own knowledge—that Chamberlain had said he would not “ ae 
came on the stand until be went away from it, I had the strongest | the nomination if he had to run on a ticket on which cert ape 
impression that he was a villainous person. I did not believe that | were placed. Me did accept the nomination with some of those ye. 
he was entitled to credit or belief from anybody. He was not only | persons on the ticket, and thereupon it was that both Mackey a, 
impeached by the white witnesses whose testimony was read a while | Cooke deserted him and avowed that they would vote for the den, 
ayo by the Senator from Georgia, but he was impeached by colored | cratic ticket after that. Cbamberlain had professed that he inteyc,.. 
witnesses as well; and there were witnesses, white republicans, one | to work reform, that if he headed the republican ticket there ¢),.. 
of whom I think swore that he would not believe him on oath. The | must make a respectable ticket, and if certain persons who had ju. 
testimony is here on file and can be seen. Believing as I did that he | denounced theretofore were placed upon it he would not ruy y,, 
was lying from the beginning and that he set out to say everything | that ticket. pen 
that he could which would implicate and injure the white people In the face of this and in the face of the protest of both these jude, 
there, I cross-examined him at very considerable length, one purpose | he did we and thereupon they deserted him, joined the other gii\. 
being to see if he would not impeach himself, and I think he did so | and assisted the election of Hampton. 

most snecessfully. I had learned that on one occasion he became Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, some months ago when the presen: 
surety on an official bond at the county seat of the county in which | claimant for a seat in the Senate from South Carolina was el; 
he then resided and that he had sworn that he was worth so much | there was a painful impression in the country that that position wy. 
money; I do not know how much. With a view to catch him J put | given to him by his peculiar constituency on account of services y 
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these questions to him: | dered of a political character in South Carolina, some of which wey 
Q. Tlave you any property # | connected with the tragedy that happened at Hamburgh. That jp). 
A. Yes, sir; I have some property. pression prevails in the country at the present day. 1 do not think 
Q. Where is it 1 : 


. ; it is to be removed from the minds of Senators or trom the country 
-  dipene— 34 by proving that Adams does or does not own property, or whethe) 
A. it te wot very mach. Adams does or does not even intend to tell the truth, The case may oy 
Q. What is it worth ? | may not be made out, but it does not rest upon the testimony of Adams 
A. I reckon it is worth seven or eight hundred dollars. I have got more prop- | There were other and abundant witnesses seeing all the se oa 
erty than that, tee. which transpired at Hamburgh, who have spoken before dittere,; 
tribunals and committees, from the original coroner’s jury down to 
Q. Did you ever sign anybody's bond in Aiken? | the committee of the Senate; and is it proposed to say that all thes 

A. Yes, sir. I have got property in Georgia, about seven or eight hundred dol- | men who have shown that the deeds which were done there wers 
lars’ worth of proporty in Georgia. I have some property in Nashville, Tennessee. | ontrageous, defying the laws of God and man, that all these men 


And here he saw the point. 


By Mr. Curtetiancy : who described those scenes and stated the part that was taken jy 
Q. Is it real estate ? them by the claimant for a seat here are loafers and liars and not to 
A. Yes, sir; real estate. I used to live up there since the war. be believed? Is that the logic of Senators? I do not propose to ex- 

By Mr. Maeemeon: press my own judgment or conclusions upon this matter; but | do 
Q. Where is it situated in Nashville? say that there is in these volumes enough food for thought for s 
1 was then trying to scrutinize. ators to induce them to panse and consider whether they shall make 
see Sicilia ciel haste to give precedence to a case to seat the man coming here under 
Q. Mat freesborough is one town and Nashville is another. these circumstances. . . : 7 
\. I know, but Lam talking about in Tennessee, and it is between Nashville Why, sir, it is not a mere isolated fact in the history of this man. 
and Murfreesborough, in the country like, right in the vicinity of Nashville. It is not the mere fact that in July, 1876, a great wroag was cou- 
yy — he Nashville # mitted in Hamburgh in which it is alleged that he was an actor; but 
. Well tow wstnile tad dn wen own Chere? because that act was part of an illegal, ruthless plan by which a 


A. Well, Lown between—I reckon it would be worth about—well, I could sell it State, strongly and naturally republican, should be turned over to 


for about two or three thensand dollars. the democratic party, and a Legislature should be elected that should 
. How many acres are there ? 


[. Sten hemienl asian give the Senatorship now contested for to a democrat. It was so w- 
Q. Whine land doce it join! derstood by the republicans of South Carolina at that time; it was 


A. It joins some of the land of two or three colored men. Itis a tract of land | 80 understood and reported by the President of the United States to 


that joins land that colored men bought. It used to belong to a man by the name | Congress under all the official sanctions of his position and of his 
of Bate Moore, that we bought it of. 


Wines bead does th Gan oath. It isso understood at the present time by the country. And 
Siceen a = it join? the record and the impression cannot be obliterated. It makes very 
The CuainMan. Yes little difference whether the Senator from Georgia and the Senator 





Wirxess. Well, it joins—let me see, I forget the man’s name now. Itjoinasome | from North Carolina are able to strike out the testimony of Adams or 


aot f Mrs. Green, a widow. One part of it joins the land of James Johnson, a | not, There are other witnesses, aud I propose to call attention brietly 
colored han - 


Q. Is it situated north or south of Nashville? to their testimony showing what they swore were the facts of this 
A. I think it is more north than south. : matter. There was a witness by the name of P. R. Rivers, who testi- 
Q. On which side of the Cumberland River is it? fied befove the coroner’s jury, and Le was the trial-justice at Hau- 
A. I think it 1s this side of the Cumberland River. burgh, South Carolina. 
By Mr. Curistrancy : Mr. MERRIMON. And both sides agreed that he was such araseal 
Q. The side toward Marfreesborough ? that he was not examined by the subcommittee. 
A. Yes, sir. Mr. SARGENT. It is easy to cry rascal, knave, and scoundrel, 
; By Mr. Merrmon : when the testimony of a witness does not suit one side. It is not 
Q. Have you ever signed anybody's bond in Aiken ? uncommon in some low criminal courts to resort to tactics like these. 
: A. Yes, sir; a bond for $506, in Aiken. They, however, do not dignify the Senate. It iseasy to make asser- 
; Q. Whose was it? iw tions that everybody who is opposed to us is of the mean character 
°° oman > aed Fe weaaneen. the Senator ascribes to this man. I am not satisfied by such declar- 
: . The bond was $2,000, T believe ; I signed $500 for my part. ations or such logic. 
: 


Q. Did you make an affida. it as to what you were worth ; and, if so, what did 
you say you were worth? 


Mr. MERRIMON. Neither side presented him. ;' 
SN y » othe 
1 oe I oe eet t ek poe no ots Be Spann asked me what Dyn Bn nt spake te teewn ode. vg asad 

was wor « ole re y 2. rue or . Pe . . 

Q. What cae you worth Whtn os0 moved thie Georgia end oy you? Mr. MERRIMON. Rivers was such a witness that neither side 

A. Well, some draymen moved me; I don't know who it was moved me now ; I | examined him. 
don't recollect. Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. How is that? 

I should not feel called npon to adv ert to this testimony were it Mr. SARGENT. The Senator says Rivers was such a consummate 
not for the fact that Senators on the other side ars heroizing this | scoundrel and known to be aman of such character that neither 
man as one entitled to credit. He is a dirty, villainous rascal, as I | side would call him. ‘ 
was satistied the moment I saw him on the stand, from his appear- | | Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Neither side did eall him, but we 

; ance; a fellow not entitled to credit from anybody. did not fail to call him for that reason. I do not agree with the Sen- 

Then as to Judge Cooke. My excellent friend from Wisconsin does | ator from North Carolina. 
Judge Cooke great injustice. I think I know something about the Mr. MERRIMON. If he was credible, he wasa very important wit- 
capacity of men, and I tell the Senate as my opinion—it may go for | ness for that side; but they did not produce him for some reason. 
what it is worth—that Judge Cooke is above mediocrity in point of Mr. SARGENT. That may be; but his testimony was produced 
ability and as good men as there are in South Carolina swore that he | elsewhere, and if testimony is important and goes right to the heart 
was a highly respectable gentleman, that he was entitled to credit, and | of a case it is not very important where it is given. 
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ir. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. His testimony would have been 
merel} cumulative. ; ; 

"Vp. MERRIMON. Was that testimony which the Senator from 
j nia is about to read ex parte. < 
It was taken before the coroner's jury. 


. Mr SARGENT. Is that ex 
Pi MWERRIMON. I certainly think so. 

Mr. SARGENT. No, it was under forms of proceeding presented 
ne the laws of the State. Ifthe Senator asks whether Mr. Butler was | 
shere, 1 do not suppose he was there ; but it was taken long before | 
the re was any question about his being a candidate for the Senate. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Was he cross-examined at all? 

Mr. SARGENT. I do not know whether he was or not. I do not 
now that there was any person present who represented the parties 
ceeatld eted with the tragedy at Hamburgh. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Does the record show that he was cross-exam- 


1? 

‘Mr. SARGENT. The record contains extracts from his testimony, 
and I propose to read an extract from his testimony and the testi- 
mony of other witnesses too, and I dare say the Senator will like 
the testimony of the other witnesses as little as that, and then I will 
vive to him the solemn declaration of the colored men of South Car- 
lina, made by theiraddress and by their committee showing the con- 
spiracy of which this Hamburgh massacre was a part and how they 
understood it, that it was to deprive them of their rights by intimi- 
dation as an auxiliary of fraud to subvert the liberties of a repub- 
in State and turn it over to the democrats. 

Says Mr. Rivers, the trial-justice at Hamburgh, South Carolina: 
Upon an affidavit of one Robert Butler, T issued warrants for the arrest of Doc 
Adams, and the other commissioned officers of a military company, who had ob 


structed the highway on the 4th day of July, and preventing the said Butler from 
This was on the 5th of July. 





sit 


Pusslug. 
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This very statement of the case by him is put in the most favorable 
form to the men who committed the crime which was there commit- 
ted. These military companies were not obstructing the highway. 
It was an ordinary parade on the Fourth of July by a duly organized 
company under the laws of the State, having a perfect right to be 
there in just the position they were in and to do just the things which 
they did: 


Owing to some disturbance in the oftice I postponed the trial until Saturday, the 
fth instant, at four p. m.,at which time General M. C. Butter came with Robert 
Butler as his counsel. During the trial M. C. Butler asked for more time, which | 
was granted, he promising to return within an hour. He never did return to my 
oflice, but went to Augusta, and returned with two companies of soldicrs, and de 
manded the immediate surrender of the arms of the militia company, and if they 
were not turned over to him be would take them if he had to burn the town. I | 
went to General M. C. Butler and begged him for the sake of peace to give some 
time. He granted half an hour. I at once went to the drill-room of the company 
and consulted with the men who were there assembled, told them what Butler had 
said, and advised them to comply. This they refused to do, saying that Butler had | 
no authority to make them turn their guns over to bim. 


He certainly had no such authority. It was an insolent demand on 
those men to give up the arms with which they were intrusted by 
the State and which they were using for a lawful, proper, and laudable 
purpose, the celebration of the national day of Independence. 


I proposed to him that I would box the arms and send them to the governor; 
this he would not accept—that they must be turned overto him. Thetime having 
expired, he gave the order to his mea (who had greatly increased in number) to 
fire, which they did. The militia did not return the fire for some time. 


Tam glad to know that the emotions s¢irred in my mind by scenes 
like those which followed that act are not singular, that they have 
been echoed by men on both sides of this Chamber, although the utter- 


ance may have been in another place. I find that a present Senator on 
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this floor, then a member of another body, said with reference to 
these things: 


Now, sir, I wish to say here in my place—and what I say here just as it drops 
from my lips and falls upon the reporter's notes is at once sent thronghont the 
entire South and every constitnent of mine in every home and hamlet will read 
what Isay; and even if I were base or ignoble enough to utter here what I would 
swerve from there, as has been falsely charged against southern men, the Recorp 
would always convict me—in my place here and with the responsibilities surround- 


ing me, I assert that no excuse or palliation can possibly be found for these outrages 
and this barbarism. {Applause.] 


And I say, sir, that these were outrages and this was a barbarism 
of the blackest and meanest character, and I have shown the way 


it a i and I propose to show the manner in which it con- 
tinned, 


Mr. LAMAR. Will the Senator— 

Mr. SARGENT. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. LAMAR. I know that he does not desire to do me injustice. I 
wish to state that there is not one word or syllable in that speech of 
mine in the House of Representatives that, either by implication or 
a connects General Butler with that transaction of blood and 
varbarism. 

_Mr. SARGENT. Certainly not. You do not mention him at all. 
Yon speak of the actors in the tragedy, whoever they were. 

Mr. LAMAR. Precisely; but I submit it to the Senator if, while he | 
was conducting an argument to connect General Butler with that | 
allair, it Was exactly fair to bring in my remarks characterizing the 
nature of the transaction, without saying also that there was not one 
word that fell from my lips, as there was not one thought in my mind, 
which inenlpated him'in any degree whatever. : 

Mr. SARGENT. I may be able to show the Senator before I get 
through that there should have been such a thought in his mind. I! 
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do say it is entirely fair and legitimate that I shonld deal with the 
ions and with the actors therein, and bring 
to bear upon either branch of that consideration any light which I 
can throw upon it, and certainly strong light is thrown upon the bar- 
barous character of this transaction by che extract which I quoted in 
full from the Senator from Mississippi. 

The testimony of John Gardener was also taken with reference to 
this, who is the intendant of the town of Hamburgh, South Carolina, 
charged with keeping the peace there. He says: 

I talked and begged General M. C. Butler to keep the peace, and not fire on the 
militia, who were not doing any one injury; telling him he would cause the mur- 
der of many poor and innocent people. He rephed “ that he would have the arms 
of the d——d militia, whatever be the consequence.” I had no influence with hi: 1, 
and he ordered the troops he led as their general to fire, which they did 

I do not hear from Senators the accustomed epithets applied to John 
Gardener. Does hehave any doubt of Butler's agency in this tragedy ? 

It is not part of my present purpose to follow the witnesses throuch 
the details of this shocking tragedy. They have a dramatic interest 
and are burned into the public memory. The blacks were overpow- 
ered by an armed force, who encircled them with fire and mercilessly 
slew their prisovers when helpless in their hands. Such scenes aro 
only useful to recall for the lessons they teach. I have only referred 
to them because they touch nearly the question of the admission of 
a Senator to this floor. I only deal with the evidence I cite in so far 
as it connects the person who seeks admission here with these start- 
ling barbarities. I have the testimony of another event which cer- 
tainly cannot, considering its date, be alleged to have been contrived 
to influence this discussion. It speaks for itself with native and 
truthful eloquence. Almost immediately after the tragedy had oc- 
curred and when there was no motive on the part of any human being 
unjustly to charge these acts upon General Butler or any other per- 
son whatever, there was a meeting of those most interested in stop- 
ping these outrages and barbarisms, as they are properly described 
by the Senator whom I quoted, from occurring in South Carolina at 
their expense. 

There was no reason why they should say that Butler did this 
thing more than they shonld say that Hampton did it; no reason 
why they should put their finger upon any peaceable citizen, upon 
any man whose influence had not been to stimulate, direct, encourage, 
this transaction. What motive was there? Was he then a claimant 
for a seat in this Senate? Was he then a candidate for a seat in the 
Senate? Will Senators admit that he was, that he then had his view 
upon the contest going on here to-day, or to get the seat withont this 
contest before this body ? Admit that, and then vou still more closely 
connect these outrages, which, as the colored men insist, had a polit- 
ical bearing, and were intended to influence the subsequent election, 
with the fact of his candidacy and his election. It becomes your 
duty, then, by the clearest intendment to examine into his conduct 
in those preliminaries to the election—those modes of electiouecring 
that have been discovered and practiced in the Southern States 
against republicans. 

I say this constituent body met, and I suppose they would not all 
be denounced as liars and loafers and disreputable men, though you 
can find a democrat in South Carolina who would swear that he 
would believe but one republican in the State under oath. This 
body of men make an appeal to the nation and pass resolutions bear- 
ing upon the subject, and I again emphasize the fact that they had 
no reason to point at any particular man unless they fully believed 
he was the guilty individual, unless he was a prominent central figure 
in the thing they were condemning, and then they naturally pointed 
their finger to him. Their interest was not to select or designate the 
wrong man, because they wanted to direct ‘indignation against the 
man who was the anthor, the directing spirit of the tragedy which 
Was committed; and that of itself is the best evidence of the trath 
of their convictions and of their statements. They say: 

An appeal to the nation by the colored citizens of Charleston—Resolutions of indigna- 

tion on the Hamburgh massacre, July ®, 176. 


To the better class of citizens of South Carolina, to this great nation, and to the 
civilized people of the earth: We, the colored citizens of Charleston, in behalf of 
our fellow-sufferers in the upper country of this State, who have been sufferers at 
the hands of a class of outlaws and s+ mi-barbarians who, ever since the war, havo 
practiced wrong and outrage upon the helpless, unoffending colored people because 
of their emancipation by the war, which the southern people themselves wazed 
against the constituted authority of the United States for the maintenance of Afri 
can slavery in this nation; we, the colored people, since emancipation, have sought 
to improve upon ali the advantages guaranteed to us by the new circumstances 
which surroundus. We have sought to make ourselves worthy of the blessings tlow- 
ing to us by freedom and the privileges of citizens. Recognizing the genius of this 
Government to clothe every freeman with full powers and privileges, we have felt 
that all the rights of manhood were ours in common with all other nationalities 
who make up this great mtion. We feel that the Constitution and laws of this 
country confer full and equal rights. privileges, powers, and immunities, and that 
the fact that our raco have been in slavery in this nation does not debar every one 
now under the emancipation acts and reconstruction laws of Congress, and the 
general acknowledgment of general freedom to all the inhabitants of this nation, 
full enjoyment of all the privileges of citizens 


Mr. President, it is pitiful that they have to urge such an argument 
as that to the people of the United States, pitiful that it should not be 
recognized in their behalf without argument, even without a claim, 

We recognize as guaranteed to every colored man, woman, and child the enjoy- 
ment of the same security in law and protection of life and property as are seeurcd 
to the white race; thus we cannot sce why there should be any discrimination in 
law or equity between them as Americans. 

Recognizing these facts as above, we fail to understand why we should be anb- 


| jected to the perpetual and unwarranted perseentions which are constant ly forced 


upon us. We, in our new relations to this nation and people, have sought to im- 
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po our condition by industry, honesty, and the education of our children. We 
ave contributed our part to the growth and general prosperity of our State; we | 
have been peaceable and law-abiding citizens; we have been the producers of the | 
great productions in this State ; we are contributing daily to the growth and wealth 
of this State by our industry. The late unwarrantable slaughter of our brethren 
at Hamburgh, by the order of General M. C. Butler, of Edgetield County, was an 
unmitigated and foul murder, premeditated and predetermined, and a sought-for 
opportunity, by a band of lawless men in that county, known as regulators, who 
are the enemies of the colored race in that county, composed of ex-confederate 
soldiers, banded together for the purpose of intimidating the colored laborers and 
voters at clections, and keeping the * negroes in their place,” as they say. 

I again repeat that there was no object for these colored men in | 
thus solemnly addressing the nation to use the name of M. C. Butler 
unless they were convinced that he was the central actor, the gnid- 
ing spirit of the crime which they so eloquently denounced, Their 
cause would be better served by pointing at the man who really did 
commit this crime than by endeavoring to fasten the guilt upon a 
person then not in office or seeking one. 

This same band of brigands and murderers have kept the colored people of Edge- 
field County in a state of terror ever since the war, The trouble with the Edgefield 
militia last year and the murder of the hundreds of colored people in that county, 
the burning of colored women and children within the last year in that county by 
this same band, and the shooting of the six colored men falsely charged with the 
murder of two white persons in that county, are all traceable to this same band of 


regulators, of whom General M. C. Butler is the acknowledged head and com- | 


mander. All the difficulties in that county and the adjoining counties are insti- 
gated and led on by these same men. There is no law or justice in that county ; 
the ofticers of the law are threatened if they attempt to execute justice upon any 
of these lawless men, and in all the murders committed not aman has been tried or 
convicted in that county because this band of regulators override all law except that 
of violence. No man’s life is safe whodoes not bow to their wishes; the lives of every 
republican leader in that county are now threatened ; and General M. C. Butler has 
already announced in a public speech in Edgetield that six of the leading aud infla- 
ential republicans in that county shall either leave the county or be murdered. These 
men have sworn to carry these upper countics this election, and this unarming of 
the colored militia isthe precursor of their work of blood and murder which they pro- 
pose to inaugurate this fall in order to carry the election. We cannot contemplate 
this state of affairs without feelings of horror at its existence. Were we brought face 
to face with men of honor, with men who could and would observe the rules of houor- 
able warfare, we could feel somo degree of satisfaction m knowing that we had 
honorable foemen to contend with ; but when midnight riders and ungovernable and 
unprincipled murderers rush from behind bushes and by-paths and shoot unarmed 
men, and burn the houses over the heads of unoffending women and children, as 
has been done in Edgefield, and plander the homes of men whom they have jast 
sloin and chopped their flesh into mince-meat, and exhibited it to the by-standers, 
and taunting the children of the murdered with offers of their parents’ tlesh to eat, 
as was done on-the sth of July in Hamburgh by South Carolinians, there is no 
language in the English vocabulary sufficiently strong to characterize sach a people 
and such conduct. Lf we had committed any outrage against these men, if we 
had wronged them in any way, there was law and power suflicient to pnnish any 
one, and the otlicers of the law are always ready to punish the violations when 
colored men are in the case ; it has never failed to punish in such cases. Our breth- 
ren lately murdered at Hamburgh had one no wrong against the white men of 
Edgefield, of Aiken County, or of Georgia They were celebrating the national 





birthday on the Fourth of July in a quict and peaceable manner ; they were not ob- | 


structing the highway, as alleged by Mr. Butler and Gatzen, who were in a buggy 
going to Edgefield. The militia company was drawn up on a road not directly in 
the line of travel by these two white men, but these men, being of the regulators, 
sought this opportunity asa pretext to raise a difficulty with the colored militia, 
whom they halted because they were negroes. They attempted to drive through 
their lines, and were prevented by Dock Adams, the captain of the company, and 
for this offense to two white men General M. C. Butler leads two hundred ef his 
regulators from Edgefield to Hamburgh, twenty or more miles, on horses, on the 
following Saturday, while the company in Augusta are notitied to be ready by Gen- 
eral M. C. Butler. Saturday came, and the results are known to the public. 

Now, against these outrages we here, and in the name of humanity, in the name 
of civilization, in the name of outraged law, in the name of good government and 
the peace and welfare of this nation, enter our unqualified condemnation of these 
crimes and outrages. We protest against these men and their aiders and abettors, 
and in the name of the majesty of law and order we demand that Governor Cham- 
berlain shall at once invoke all the powers of this State to bring M. C. Butler and 
his clan to justico, and that no means or treasure be spared to punish these crimi- 
nals. And we invoke the consideration of this whole nation and the powers of the 
Federal Government to see to it that the great principles of equal justice before 
the law and eqnal protection under this Government be maintained throughout 
this nation, so that safety to life and vroperty and the right to vote as conscience 
shall dictate to every citizen shall be forever secured to all throughout this broad 
land 

Will Senators listen to such recitals of fiendish deeds that would 
be disgraceful to cannibals, and say that if a principal actor therein 
has reached an clection to the Senate thereby he should have a seat 
in this body? If the facts above stated are untrue, I have not seen 
their refutation. . 

A subsequent meeting was held July 10, 1876, at which a commit- 
tee of seventeen framed certain resolutions setting forth in detail 
the enormity of these proceedings and directly charging M. C. But- 
ler’s complicity in them. The resolutions are direct and positive, and, 
as 1 have said, without motive unless they fully believed and had 
evidence that he was the party who had directed these things. This 
address, after setting out these reasons, is signed by Rev. R. H. Cain, 
chairman, and J. L. Graves, secretary. Is it said that Rev. R. H. 
Cain, who, I presume, is a colored man, is a despicable character, a 
liar, a loafer, or anything of that kind; a poor man, an unconsidered 
man, and, therefore, not to be heard upon the floor of the Senate ? 
Or have criticisms of this kind failed with the case of Adams and 
the case of Rivers ? 

Mr. MERRIMON. That very man has been convicted of forgery 
in Charleston. : 

Mr. SARGENT. Unquestionably he could be convicted of any- 
thing if necessary. Ido not believe that a republican in the State 
can avoid indictment or conviction. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Republican juries there convict. 

Mr. SARGENT. Exactly. I have not any doubt of it. I have no 
doubt that negroes can be dragooned into such acts—not the slight- 


| est doubt of it. As to the republican courts, the kind of re 
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judges that have been described here are not the kind | heel om 
much confidence in if I had any valuable property right to oo." 
them. It is very cheap to talk about republican ~ 
influences as now prevail in the city of Charleston. ~ What became 

the ten thousand majority of republican voters in that city ? Wh. Me] 
they not appear and vote the last time, when the people were — 
vacancies in the Legislature? Simply because they did not 4 mote 

Mr. EATON. They had the good sense to go over to the democra:;, 
side. [Langbter. — 

Mr. SARGENT. On the contrary, my friend, there was a diy), 
ished vote. And if ten thousand majority could not keep themesive, 
in countenance enough to go to the polls and vote in that city if 
they were filled with terror as they are at the present time, teli }\. 
how five or six colored men on a jary under the instraction of 
court can dare refuse a verdict of conviction in any case where it 
may be deemed necessary under the circumstances. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Public sentiment is changing there as ely. 
where. 

Mr. SARGENT. In South Carolina I know public sentiment jx 
changing, and the very means employed to change sentiment in Loy. 
isiana, in Mississippi, and in South Carolina would change it in Cy). 
ifornia or in any other State in the world. You allow a mol spirit 
torun riot; you allow a party to be banished from the polls by mid. 
night murder, by dropping murders here and there, by general massa- 
ere, by interrupting public meetirgs with armed force, by preventing 
discussion, by taking a party by the throat, stifling it, and by pre- 
venting it exercisingits rights under the Constitution and laws of the 
United States and under the laws of humanity, and you can chanye 
apparent public sentiment in California, New York, or anywhere els! 

The thing has been tried. We have seen it going on for years jy 
the various States of the South. We have seen muriler, and riot, and 
intimidation as fine arts, as modes of electioneering determined upon 
in conventions, the dogs set loose to tearthe vitals out of the opponents 
of those who let loosethe bloodhound. Weunderstandthat. Of course 
public opinion changes.. It must change. You call it peace, but it is 
simply because it has been made adesert. I say that the consciences 
of the American people should revolt at these things, that this Ham- 
burgh affair was simply the first or among the first in a train of cir- 
cumstances which led to this boasted change of opinion which sent 
Mr. Butler here. All the other scenes in the tragedy came in in their 
appointed place. After this first act came the second and the third 
to the fifth act, when the republicans found that by a change of 
opinion, as it is now called, they had lost the State, although they 
had a majority in the State by scores of thousands. 

I should like to inquire whether there is any one of the long list of 
colored men who signed the address which was issued in complian 
with the appointment of the body whose address I just read remaining 
unindicted in South Carolina. I should like to know, commencing 
with this list of men who described more in detail those scenes 
which took place in Hamburgh and showed their political bearing, 
showed how cold-blooded they were in that men were taken prison- 
ers, I will not say causelessly taken prisoners, torn from a legitimate 
occupation of the moment, but prisoners by any means, after heated 


" d » be fore 
Juries under sn, h 


| conflict if you see fit, when men’s blood was aroused, but certainly 


helpless prisoners in the ition of this company, murdered by a 
mob, as they allege controlled by M. C. Butler, ruthlessly murdered, 
murdered in cold blood. They describe those things, and I should 
like to know how many of those in the list of names signed to this 
address sufficiently distinguished to write their names there remain 
unmolested or unindicted in South Carolina. 

1 will not take up the time of the Senate in reading further testi- 
mony on this matter. I only claim for this and the vast mass which 
I do not read, that they open grave considerations to the attention 
of the Senate far more worthy of investigation and discussion in this 
body than anything that has been alleged as cause for such an in- 
vestigation or discussion on this democratic side of the Chamber. 

The Senator from Georgia, [Mr. HILL,] in speaking the other day 
urging immediate action in the Butler case, used the language which 
I wi l read: 

What has the conduct of General Butler to do with this question? Are we try- 
ing the Hamburgh riot? 


Did it not occur to that Senator who is so anxious to find out 
whether Kellogg did not make some complaints to the returning 
board, and used his influence to have them investigate those com- 
plaints, that it might be material to inquire whether his favorite for 
speedy action had really set in motion in South Carolina scenes of 
outrage and blood so eloquently denounced by the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi in order to climb into the Senate of the United States? And 
for this reason was it not worth while to find out who the actors in 
that tragedy were, in that disgraceful and damning crime, to find out 
whether these were legitimate stepping-stones upon which a man 
could walk into the honored seat of Senator of the United States! 
He says: 

Are we trying the parties to the Hamburgh riot? Are we not trying the ques 
tion whether he has been duly elected Senator by the Legislature of South Care 


lina which was el: cted subsequent to that riot and whose election of Senator took 
place subsequent to that time? 


Of course it must have been “subsequent to that time” or else (hese 
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‘ 


-- 
if 


nes of violence for political purposes could have had no relation 
act 


to it. “ 
‘ he State of South Carolina by that very election has passed upon his fitness, 
The Sta : ; 


i | maintain that a State has a right to elect a gentleman to this Senate, if she | 
an¢ ne - | 


» 0, that some Senators might think not very fit to be elected. 


chooses to de 

Is not this very mild denunciat ion of such scenes as those which took 
Jace at Hamburgh? He says this was a question for the State. ‘ Now, 
cubsequent to any acts of Mr. Kellogg, of filing, as they say, illegal 
complaints before the returning board and inducing the returning 
board to act upon them, Mr. Kellogg was elected to a seat in the 
<enate. It was a thing for the State to re upon by the same logic. 
They sent him here after this act took plac>; and is any comparison 
or parallel to be drawn to show that this is so much more atrocious 
than that which is alleged to have been done by Butler that Batler 
should be seated at once, and we vex the ear of his friends by delay- 
ing him to ask questions in this matter? 


Is the alleged act, taking it in its broadest extent, by Kellogg so | 


much worse? Is if not infinitely white in comparison with these acts 
alleged against Butler? I suppose that Governor Kellogg, knowing 
that scenes like these had happened in various parishes in Louisiana 
in the election which that returning board was to pass upon, felt 
woved thereby to complain to the returning board, and under the 
jaw, of those outrages which had stifled the will of the people. But 
it is said that they were not filed in time; therefore, they were 
ijlegal. It may not be criminal for a man to file a document of that 
kind after the time fixed by law has expired. It could not be in 
lovic. Nor was it wrong for him to use any influence that he pos- 


mitted there at that time, as he believes. 
is that it was a mistake of law or a mistake of judgment. 
compare with that the forcible disarming of this militia company 
assembled on the Fourth of July to celebrate the National Independ- 


ence, firing upon them first, overpowering them, capturing them, | 


slaying those who were captured in cold blood fur the purpose, as is 
believed by the republicans of South Carolina, and as is further 
shown by acts of a similar character committed elsewhere in the 
State up to the time of the election and ceasing with the election, 
for the purpose of controlling the Legislature and electing a demo- 
cratic United States Senator—I say compare the two acts, and then 
tell me how much consistency there is in saying that an election by 
the State subsequent to the act sanctilics and excuses Butler and 
makes our references to it impertinent, while in the case of Kellogg 
we are recreant to our duty because we do not keep him out longer 
from the Senate in order to go into an investigation which has 
already exhausted the matter. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to prolong the debate upon this sub- 
ject. I simply desired to show that, while we might impeach a single 
witness with reference to these atrocities at Hamburgh, there were 
abundant others unimpeached, and that the testimony of those they 
have impeached was merely cumulative on these points; and, fur- 
thermore, that in.the most solemn manner a constituent body of 
South Carolina, men as much entitled to be heard in this Senate as 
any man not a member of the body, as any of our constituency, here 
in the most solemn form recorded their arraignment of Butler as the 
author, instigator, and executer of this barbarous crime, and say that 
it was done for the purpose of giving the political contro] of the 
State tothe democrats. Their voice to me is potent. Ido not despise 
them because they are black; I do not despise them because they are 
poor; and I certainly am still less willing to desert their cause because 
they have fewer friends now than they had a few years ago in power. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I desire to call back the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the question before it. That question is, will 
the Senate recommit to the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
the credentials of Mr. Kellogg and Mr. Spofford with instructions to 
take testimony upon certain points which Mr. Spofford desires to have 
investigated before the committee? That is the question. 

But there has been an attempt on the part of gentlemen on the 
other side of the Chamber to change the issue. My friend from 


Senators on the other side felt that their party interests were being 
damaged before the country. The chairman of the committee, [ Mr. 
WADLEIGH, ] who is generally able to maintain himself in debate, en- 
gaged in an attempt this morning to answer the argument of the 
Senator from Georgia, but another Senator upon the other side of the 
Chamber, seeing the difficulty in which his friend labored and the 


(lisadvantage in which his party was being placed by the discussion, | 
rose in his place and sought to change the issue from the real ques- | 


tion before the Senate by referring to the South Carolinacase. That 
was very adroit. It proved his ability as a lawyer; but I desire to 
call the debate back to the question before the Senate, and not let it 
digress any further. 


Before { pass, however, to the question properly under discussion, 


I may be permitted to make some comment upon the very unjusti- | 
fiable assault that has been made upon a gentleman now claim- | 


ing a seat in this body but who has not the privileges of this floor to 
defend himself. 


the massacre at Hamburgh, but by innuendo, by reading the testimony 
of irresponsible witnesses charging him with such complicity. Le 
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| upon. 
Georgia [Mr. HILL] pressed the true question upon the consideration | 
of the Senate with such force and such eloquence that doubtless | 
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has been sought to be placed before the country as a man who has 
been guilty of atrocities and murders; that his hands and: his face are 
reeking with human gore. Testimony has been read from negroes 
wholly unworthy of credit in order that there might be some justifi- 
cation of this assault upon the character of the gentleman from South 
Carolina now claiming aseat here. The proprieties of this place will 
not justify me in characterizing any such assault upon the character 
of this gentleman in befitting terms; but I may be permitted to say— 
and I say it in the presence of all those gentlemen who have sought 
thus to malign his character—that they not only forget in the heat of 
debate the obligations binding them to treat the claimant fairly, but 
that they also forget the divine injunction not to bear false witness 
against their neighbor. General Butler is not here to defend his rep- 
utation and his honor. He has not the privileges of this floor to eet 
the assaults which are being made upon his character. These as- 
saults-are not made on a theater where he stands upon a level with 
those who assault him, but they are made in this high place, where 
he has no voice—made in this Chamber once distinguished for the 


| proprieties of discussion ; and these assaults upon his character are 


to go out before the world and prejudice him in the public estimation. 

Sir, I say, for one, that these assaults are neither 
brave. But his reputation needs no defense from me. He is known 
in the country. He is known in his own State. He has been hon- 
ored with an election to this body by the people of his State and he 
needs no defense of mine. His character will remain untarnished in 
the estimation of his friends and of all who know him, notwithstand- 


xenerous hor 


| ing the malignity of the assaults that have been made upon him. 
sessed in order to have a thorough investigation of those crimes com- | 


The most that can be said | 
But | 


The gentlemen who have sought by innuendoes to traduce his fame 
have done themselves more harm in the effort than they have done 
General Butler. 

I desire, now, Mr. President, to call the attention of the Senate back to 
the true question before the Senate. That question is, will you per- 
mit a contestant to a seat in this body, before you pass upon his case, 


| to prove before a committee of this body that the claim of his coi- 


petitor is based upon fraud and that he is himself a particeps criminis 
to the frand? That is the question. You may not escape it. It is 
made; it is before the Senate; it is before the country. Here is an 
offer on the part of Mr. Spofford to prove before the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections that there were frauds in tho returning 
board upon the action of which Mr. Kellogg bases his only claim to 
a seat in this body, and that Mr. Kellogg himself had full knowledge 
of, encouraged, aided, and abetted these frauds. That is the ques- 
tion which is now presented. 

The majority of the committee open their report with the declara- 
tion that they have come toa conclusion upon the merits of this case. 
How have they arrived at the merits of Mr. Spofford’s case? Have 
they done it by investigation? No; the Senate and the country have 
already been informed by the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. Hii] that 
the only thing which was done in the committee was to listen to tho 
discussion of Mr. Kellogg's counsel on one side and Mr. Spotford on 
the other and to receive trom those contestants certain specifications 
of facts; and when they found that there was a difference, that there 
were five matters which one of the contestants deemed material and 
important to be proven, they closed the door upon him, and would 
not let him make proof upon those points. That is trne; the record 
of the proceedings of that committee will show it. Mr. Spofbord ap- 
peared before the committee and pointed out and specified the alle- 
gations which he desired to sustain by proof. He appeared by the 


| invitation of the committee and requested that he might have the 


privilege of proving certain propositions by testimony to be taken 
before the committee. When he came before the committee he ex- 
pressed his surprise that there was about to be a closing up of the 
testimony in his case without his being heard, and he desired that it 
might be noted upon the record of the committee that he wished to 
introduce testimony upon certain propositions which he had laid be- 
fore the committee. The chairman of the committee called upon 
him to state what propositions he desired to have testimony taken 
He then went over the specifications, all of which had been 
included in the previous statements which he had submitted to the 
committee. After he had coneluded those statements, which are con- 
tained in the amendment which I had the honor to otier yesterday, 
I moved in committee “that we now take up the points made by Mr. 
Spofford seriatim, and vote upon them seriatim.” That motion was 
distinctly made; but a member of the committee, now occupying the 
chair, [Mr. Hoar,] amended that motion. The committee would not 
take these points up in the order in which Mr. Spofford had placed 
them before the committee, but amended the motion so that no vote 
could be reached directly upon the different propositions. One of 


| those propositions reads as follows: 


Besides these specific violations of the constitution and of the law under which 


| they pretended to act, I charge that the conduct of the returning officers in sup. 
| pressing polls and changing the result of tho constitutional returns was clandes 


tine. collusive, tyrannical, and unjust; that the real work of conducting ar ele« 
tion under pretext of compiling votes was proceeded with in a secret chamber by 
a corps of partisan clerks, while the occasional open sessions of the board were 
side-shows, devised to screen what was going on within; that arbitrary rule« of 


| evidence were established for pretended contests, and changed so often and ab- 


General Butler has been held up, not by direct | 
charge made by any responsible persons, as being in complicity with | 


ruptly that no fair trial could be had or was had before the board; that illegal com 
plaints were constantly received and illegal evidence admitted for the purpose of 
setting aside polls that were in the way of such candidates as tho board desired to 
elect: and that Mr. Kellogg himself, then governor, joined in making illegal com- 
plaints and indrving the board to consider thom 
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There was a specific charge of frandulent action on the part of the 
returning board and that Mr. Kellogg was himself a party to those 
frauds. That was so understood by the committee. The committee 
understood that to be a direct charge of fraud against the returning 
board, for the committee say in their report, page 4: 

It was contended by Mr. Spofford before your committee that the returning offi- 
cers were guilty of fraud in rejecting the polls hereinbefore referred to, and that 
in so doing they exceeded the authority conferred upon them by law. 

So that the committee itself. understood that Mr. Spofford charged 
fraud directly, and that he asked the committee to inquire into it. 
It is not denied by the committee or by any member of the Senate 
that the direct charge of fraud upon the action of the returning 
board, which action is claimed as the basis of the right of Mr. Kel- 
logge, was made specifically before the committee, nor is it denied that 
the committee positively refused to hear that testimony. It was 
urged upon them. After making the motion which I did to take up 
these five charges seriatim, their attention was called to the necessity 
of an examination into these questions, and I now read from the re- 
marks which I made in committee upon that very point. I said: 

I have not read all this testimony— 


It may be proper to say that remark was called forth by an intima- 
tion on the part of some member of the committee that the proof which 
had been agreed to be offered in evidence bore upon this subject. I 
said: 

I have not read all this testimony. There may have been ample testimony taken 
on that point, but I do hope that this committee will not place itself in the position 
in which another high body placed itself in refusing to take any testimony alinnde in 
reference to that point. The greatcomplaint against the electoral commission was 
its refusal to examine into the question of fraud, and here is the specific allegation 
of fraud. One of the specific allegations made by Mr. ae is fraudulent 
action on the part of the returning board, and he asks to be allowed to make proof 
of that before this committee. Aro we to foreclose him? Is the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to prevail, and is the door to be shut in his face, and 
is he to be denied his private mght—his right to an office—when the righ of his 
State is involved? Are we to say, “Sir, you are not permitted to enter into evi- 
dence on that important point.” Lask the committee what will be its own position 
before the Senate and before the country if the specific request on the part of 
Mr. Spofford to introduce evidence to substantiate a charge of fraudulent action on 
the part of the returning beard, whereby he is to be deprived in one event of his 
seat, is denied him? What would be the position of this committee in the estima- 
tion of the Senate and of the country? I hope the committee will not place itself 
in that position. Mr ——— says that ina short time and with a few witnesses 
he can establish these charges. I hope, therefore, that the amendment to my mo- 
tion will not prevail, but that we will be allowed to take up these questions seriatim, 

The committee were fully apprised not only of the nature and 
character of the charges made by Mr. Spofford, but they were fully 
apprised of the desire of the minority of that committee that these 
charges should be investigated, and that justice to Mr. Spofford re- 
quired an examination. Notwithstanding that there were efforts 
made on the part of the minority of the committee to have that jus- 
tice done him, the majority of the committee closed the door and de- 
nied him the privilege of producing that testimony. The appeal is now 
made to the Senate. As justice has not been done to the contestant, 
Mr. Spofford, by the committee, we ask the Senate to recommit these 
credentials to the committee in order that testimony upon these ma- 
terial points may be taken and that they may be considered and 
investigated. Shall that appeal be made in vain? Will the Senate, 
ge ee by partisan considerations, be so unjust to the claimant, 
Mr. Spofford, as to deny him this just right? The committee, how- 
ever, deemed, I presume, from the conclusions they have reached, 
that these questions are immaterial. They have come to the conclu- 
sion, I suppose, that these questions of fraud are immaterial; that 
they have no power to examine into questions of fraud on the part 
of the returning board; that even if they knew that the action of 
the returning board was steeped in fraud it would make no differ- 
ence, because I find on page 2 of the report that they arrived at the 
following conclusions : 

First. That the returning officers of Louisiana were a lawful tribunal, solely au- 
thorized and required to ascertain, return, and certify the election of members of 
the General Assembly. 

That is one of their conclusions. They come to another: 


Second, That those, and only those who held certificates of election from said 
-_ mane ollicers were entitled to seats in the General Assembly at the organization 
thereof, 

Third. That the body which first organized with a quorum of members in each 
branch thereof having such certificates, and which was duly recognized by the 
lawful governor of said State, was the lawful Legislature. 

These several propositions convey to my mind the impression that 
the committee believed that even if there should be a charge not 
only alleged but proved that every certiffeate that was given to the 
members of the Packard legislature was obtained by fraud they 
could not go behind the action of the returning board, but that they 
would be bound to respect those certificates thus saturated in frand. 
That I understand to be the position of the committee, and I sup- 
pose if this appeal to the Senate is denied that will be the conclu- 
sion of the Senate. Now let usinguire whether fraud does not viti- 
ate everything which it touches. If the judgment of the highest 
court on earth could be proved to have been obtained by fraud it 
would not be entitled to respect in any inferior court in the land ; 
and yet this committee regards the action of the returning board 
with such sanctity that they gravely came to the conclusion that the 
question of fraud with reference to their action is immaterial, and 
that if proved it conld not vitiate the certificate held by the party 
claiming under it. That is not such a position as can be justified by 
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a in courts of law; and until very recently no such doctri, 
1as ever been enunciated. Party necessity, and party nece =e 
alone, has given birth to such adoctrine. In this connection 1 4 y 
sire to read a few remarks from the letter of Judge Black : Mn 
Stoughton bearing directly upon this question : + oo oe 
We will now assume— 
Says Judge Black— 


that the returning board was a constitutional body vested with all the 
claim for it, and also that its certiticate is conclusive. Does it follow that its ¢ 
tion is binding, if it be fraudulent?! No; a tribunal with full jurisdic fom Ney 
more power to commit fraud than a private citizen. A judgment of the s on 
Court of the United States upon a matter clearly within its authority is yi, 
void if tainted with corruption. No paper of any kind, no official certifieat. y. 
deed. no record, can weigh a feather in the scale of justice, if it has been cones, ted 
in willful falsehood or procured by actual deception. Sucha paper or rec oa © — 
produced in evidence, has precisely the same probative force as a forgery; jeitin. 
more nor Jess. In saying this, we are backed by the good sense and honesty of .)} 
mankind, and by rules of law that are universally accepted. Nobody has yet dared 
todeny this principle No republican counsellor met it in arguiwnent when the d.» ~ 
cratic counsel set it forth; none of the eight responded when all of the seven yy 

sented it. Even you, with all your “ strange alacrity in sinking,” cannot get doy 
low enough to contradict it. 

Any court, any legislative body, any commissioner or arbitrator, who receives q 
paper known to have been fraudulently made, and gives it the effect of a tr ue one 
or adopts it as the foundation of a judgment, or allows it to prejudice any opposing 
right, commits a most scandalous outrage upon law and justice. Tho princinia 
which excludes a document tainted with that kind of iniquity is fundamental). ax 
iomatic, and necessary to the safety of all rights, public as well as private. It js 
of universal application, impregnable, unassailable, without variableness or shadow 
of turning. It stands now as it has stood since the beginning of the world 

“ Whole as the marble, founded as the rock, 
As broad and general as the casing air.” 

Mr. CONOVER. I ask the Senator from Delaware to give way 
that I may make a motion to proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Very well. 

Mr. CONOVER. I understand that the Senator yields for that 
purpose, and I make that motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow me to inquire, is the mo- 
tion made with a view to resuming legislative business or witha view 
to adjourn ? ; 

Mr. CONOVER. Ido not know about that. It is made with a 
view to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. CONKLING. But with a view, I mean, to resume any legisla- 
tive session afterwards? 

Mr. PATTERSON. No; let us adjourn afterwards. 

Mr. CONOVER. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. I did not know but that the Senator had some 
purpose in view. Ido not object to the motion; I only wanted to 
understand it. eee ¢ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Florida, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirty minntes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock and 
thirty-five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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Prayer by Rev. H. W. Reap, of California. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PARIS INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes the consideration of 
the unfinished business of yesterday—— ; 

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to appeal to the Senate to give usa 
part of the morning hour to pass the joint resolution in relation to the 
French exposition. The appeals coming from all over the country, 
from those interested in the subject, are that there be action by the 
Senate upon it. It is very necessary that it should pass at an early 
day if we are to accept the invitation. Since I reached my seat in 
the Senate a moment ago, I have received from the editor of a lead- 
ing French paper in New York, the Franco-Américain, this dispateh: 

What has become of the exposition bill? French population waits with anxiety 
the action of the Senate. as 

Not merely the French population, who, of course, take a pride in 
their former nationality, but our own citizens of the industrial classes, 
the scientific classes, and the literary classes in every State of the 
Union desire action on this measure. I have received urgent pet!- 
tions from my own State asking that there shal! be action; and I 
think there ought to be action at once, because every moment s delay 
endangers the passage of the measure. Itcan take but a few minutes 
and this joint resolution ought to be passed at this session, if passed 
at all. If it is to go over to-day I see no object in passing it at this 
session of Congress, and it goes over until some time in December. I 
hope we shall be allowed twenty minutes to try the experiment of 
passing the joint resolution during the morning hour, 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 desire to ask the Senator from Califorvia if be 
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I 


willing to have the joint resolution as it came from the House 


ill be . . . . 
- My impression is that that is the only way to 


qerely voted upon. 
secure its passage ; } ile It 7 
be amended, I do nof think it is important to change the resolution, 
ve amet . 


hpecause, if the Senate and the House prefer to have a larger sum ap- | 
wer. : 


rypriated hereafter, they can do it. But I hardly think the House 


| the Senate would reach that conclusion even after mature delib- 


ant 
eration ; 
TX solu . 
be any objection to taking that vote, . ; 

Mr. SARGENT. As an individual Senator, I certainly will consent 
to that course and the vote can be taken; but as representing the 
Committee on Appropriations of course I shall have to present the 
amendments reported by the committee. The Senator himself can, 


however, move as a substitute for the report of the committee the | 


House joint resolution ; which, I suppose, will answer his purpose. 
Mr. MORRILL. _ I will do that if I have an opportunity. 
Mr. RANDOLPH. The introduction of this bill will give rise to 
debate. There are Senators who are not now present who have said 
to me that they desired to discuss the bill and that some objectionable 


features were in it, and it occurs to me now that in their absence I | 


should enter a protest against its being taken up. 

Mr. SARGENT. Dol understand the Senator to consider that the 
objectionable features are in the original House joint resolution or in 
the amendments of our Committee on Appropriations ? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I cannot answer that. 

Mr. SARGENT. It may be that the Senate committee have by 


their amendments obviated all objections that do exist in the minds | 


of Senators. I do not know but that the objections to the House bill 
are radical. There are some features of it which the committee 
thought were objectionable and which as a matter of policy perhaps 
should be amended. 
the loss of the whole measnre or of its early passage. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I do not waut to be misunderstood. I desire 
the passage of the bill. I am willing to take it with or withont the 
Senate committee’s amendments, but I apprehend that there are gen- 
tlemen who will debate the measure, and that will interrupt the order 
of business. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
and see. We might be allowed to run fifteen minutes any way. I 
dare say we can close the matter in that time. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I have no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the joint resolution in relation to the Paris exposition ? 

Mr. DAWES. Do I understand that means the House joint resolu- 
tion or some new bill or resolution ? 

Mr. SARGENT. It is not a new measure. We simply reported 
back the House resolution with amendments; but if the Senate de- 


sires to take the House joint resolution without amendments, it can | 


be very casily done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
joint resolution (H. R. No. 48) in relation to the international indus- 
trial exposition to be held in Paris in 1578 is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MORRILL. I now ask that unanimous consent be given that 


a vote may be taken upon the bill as it came from the House, and | 


that without debate, as I am quite satisfied that any amendment that 
may be proposed here will not be acted upon at this session by the 
other House. There is not time; and I do not think that the amend- 
ments which are reported are so important that they cannot be reached 
at the next session. There are several amendments that I should be 
very glad to have inserted myself, not to increase the appropriation 


perhaps, but to give each State a commissioner probably ; but as the | 


only possible chance of having the bill passed, I ask that unanimous 
consent be given now for a vote upon the Honse bill just as it came 


to us, for this reason: If the bill shall be rejected, it will be in just | 


as good condition to be passed at the next session as.it would be if it 
were passed now with amendments. If amendmerts are necessary, 
they can be supplied by supplementary action at the next session. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the proposition of 
the Senator from Vermont ? 


Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; I object. The bill was bad enough as it | 


came from the House. The Senate committee has made some im- 
provements, and also added some errors to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendments of 
the Committee on Appropriations, which will be read in their order. 

rhe first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
section 2, line 1, after the word “ President ” to strike out the words 
“be authorized to” and insert in lieu thereof : 

By and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall. 

So as to read: 


no 2. That the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
shall appoint a commissio:.er-general to represent the United States in the pre- 
Posed exposition, and, under the general direction of the Secretary of State, to 
make all needful rules and regulations in reference to the contributions from this 
Oe and to control the expenditures incident to the proper installation and 
exhibition thereof, and to the preparation of the reports on the exposition, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


li The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
ine 10, section 2, after the word “ commissioners” to strike out the 


and while I think it very possible that it might | 


and if the Senator will allow a vote to be taken on the joint | 
ition as it came from the House, I eannot think that there will 


That policy is not so strong, however, as to risk | 


I suggest to my friend that we try the experiment | 
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words “ provided that,” and in the same line, after the word “ of ” to 
strike out the words “said commissioners ” the 


ut and insert 
“whom;” soas to read: 


word 


And that the President may also appoint twenty additional commissioners. no 
two of whom shall be appointed from any one State,of whom three shall be pr 


tical artisan experts, three shall be skilled representatives of commeree and man 
ufactures, &c. 


Mr. SARGENT. That is only verbal. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

rhe next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
line 17, section 2, after the word “ one” to strike out the word “to,” 
and insert: 

Who shall be assistant commissioner-general, and shall perform the datics of 
commissioner-general in case of his death or disability, and shall. 

So as to read: 

And four shall be practical agriculturalists, nine shall be scientific experts, cor- 
responding to, and specifically assigned to report upon, the nine groups into which 
the exposition will, under the official regulations be divided, and one, who shall 
be assistant commissioner-general, and shall perform the duties ef commissione: 
general in case of his death or disability, and shall report upon the exhibition at 
large, and the general results thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

TLe next amendment of the committee was in line 25, section 2, 
after the word ‘exceed ” to strike out the words “ one thousand” and 
insert “ twelve hundred ;” so as to read: 


And the allowance of the twenty additional commissioners for salary and per- 
sonal expenses shall not exceed $1,200 each. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I object to that. 

The amendment was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 32, 
noes 12. 

The next amendment of the committee was in line 27, section 2, 
after the word “ commissioner-general ” to insert : 

Which shall not exceed $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 29, section 2, after the word 
“States” to strike out the word “shall” and insert “imay;” and in 
the same line, after the word “ President” to strike out the word 
“may ;” 80 as to read: 

And the governors of the several States may nominate and the President appoint 
two honorary commissioners from each of the several States, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 35, section 2, after the word 
“upon” to insert the word “ such;” and in the same line, after the 
word “subjects” to insert the words “as the commissioner-general 
may direct ;” so as to make the clause read : 

And the President may appoint twenty-four additional honorary commissioners, 
among whom there shall be at least one resident of each of the Territories of the 
United States, which said honorary commissioners may report upon such special 
subjects as the commissioner-general may direct, and shall serve without pay or 
other expense to the United States. 

The amendment "vas agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 3, section 3, after the word “ cost ” 
to insert “under regulations to be presented by the conimissioner- 
general;” in line 4, before the word “ articles” strike out the word 
“the” and insert “such;” in line 5, before the word “may” strike 
out “which” and insert “‘as;” sv as to read: 

Src. 3. That the President be authorized, in his discretion, to assign one or more 
of the public vessels to transport to and from Franec, free of cost, under regula 
tions to be prescribed by the commissioner-general, such artic'es as may be off red 
for exhibition by the citizens of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 6, section 3, after the word 
“States ” to strike out: 

And that the several Departments of the Government which contributed to the 
centennial exhibition in Philadelphia may place under the con‘ rol of the commis- 
sioner-general, for exhibition, such articles as sball be dcemed desirable to make « 
proper collective exhibit on behalf of the Government of the United States; and 
the said commissioner-geperal shall causo the same to be returned to the several 
Departments at the close of the exhibition; and the expenses thereof shall be de- 
frayed out of the moneys herein appropriated. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
enormous ex pense, 
involve. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 8, section 4, after the word “and” 
to strike out the word “fifty” and insert the word “ seventy-five ;” 
so as to read : 

That in order to defray the necessary expenses above authorized, and for the 
proper installation of the exhibition, and the expenditures of the commissioner 
general, made under the direction of the Secretary of State, and with his appro al, 
and not otherwise, there be, and hereby is, anpropriated, out of anymoncy in the 
Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $175,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary for the purposes herein specitied, which sum 


We strike that out because it would make an 
We cannot gauge the amount of expense it wonld 


shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary of State. 


Mr. KERNAN. Mr. President, this amendment, as I understand, 
increases the $150,000 appropriated by the House bill to $175,000. Now, 
my opinion is that they will not be able to pass the bill with that 
addition to the amount, and I suggest to the friends of the bill that 
they had better leave the $150,000 as it is. This is merely increasing 
the salaries by $25,000. One of the friends of the bill asked me this 
morning not to have that change made, because it would defeat the 
bill. They can get along without it. 

Mr. SARGENT. Of course this appropriation is for the general 
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cost of our being represented at the exposition. I think it ought to 
be $200,000 or $250,000 ; but I desire to say that for the reasons given 
by the Senator, as far as I am concerned, I will vote against the 
amendment. 

Mr. KERNAN. Very well. 

The amendment was rejected. 

rhe next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
line 12, section 4, after the word “hereby,” to strike out the words | 
“instructed and ;” so as to read: 


And ont of such amount the Commissioner of Agriculture is hereby anthorized | 
to collect and prepare, as far as practicable, and with as little delay as possible 
snitable specimens of the agricultural productions of the several States and Ter- 
ritories of the Union for exaibition at the Paris exposition. 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This disposes of the amendments pro- 
posed by the Committee on Appropriations. Are there further amend- 
wents ? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. The second section of the joint resolution pro- 
vides for the appointment of twenty additional commissioners who 
now will be at a pay of $1,200 for the time they are employed instead 
of $1,000 as originally. I move to strike out “twenty” and insert 
“one for each organized State,” and I do it for this reason: I am very 
sure I speak for the whole western country when I say that each 
State does want to be represented. I voted against the amendment 
raising the pay to $1,200 because I know they would be willing in 
these hard times to bear a portion of the expenses themselves in order 
to keep the expenses down as much as possible. I voted against that 
amendment and with a view to giving one commissioner to each 
organized State—— 

Mr. SARGENT. I trust my friend will reserve that until the next 
session. Weshall probably have to legislate further on the matter. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. This is a substitute for the House bill, I under- 
stand, or an amendment to it. 

Mr. SARGENT. I know we are amending the House joint resolu- 
tion, but we had only fifteen minutes by agreement, and there are 
but two or three of those minutes left. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. If that be the understanding and with the 
further understanding that I shall offer this at some other time and 
in an additional bill, I will let the matter pass this morning. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire of the Chair whether a simple mo- 
tion that the Senate recede from so many of its amendments as have 
not been concurred in by the House would be in order; and, if so, 
whether it would not take precedence of all other motions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That motion has virtually been put and 
disposed of at the commencement of the consideration of this bill. 
That was the proposition of the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Mor- 
RILL,] to which there was objection. The motion, of course, would 
be in order. 

Mr. SARGENT. What motion is now pending? Is there any ques- 
tion before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There are no further amendments to be 
offered in Committee of the Whole. The bill is reported to the Sen- 
ate. The pending question is, “ Will the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole?” Is a separate question 
demanded on any of these amendments? The Chair hears none. 
Shall they be concurred in in gross? 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint reso- 
Jution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On the question of the passage of the resolu- 
tion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to say—I do not mean to discuss the 
matter—that I shall vote against this resolution. Notice has been 
given that at the regular session supplementary legislation is to be 
asked to increase the amount of the appropriation. We made appro- 
priations for the Vienna exposition, which did not result, I believe, 
in any credit to this country. I am opposed to these annual and 
biennial appropriations for such purposes. Therefore I shall vote 
against this resolution. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PADDOCK, (when his name was called.) I believe that every 
State should have a representation by commissioners at the Paris 
exposition; but as this is the best attainable proposition I vote 
* vea.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 36, neys 20; as follows: 





YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Bayard, Burnside, Cameron of Pennsylvania, 
Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Conover, Davis of Illinois, 
Dawes, Dennis, Dorsey, Hoar, Howe, Ingalis, Johnston, Jones of Florida, Kernan, 
Kirkwood, Lamar, McMillan, Me~«herson, Mitchell, Morrill, Oglesby, Paddock, 
teeta Randolph, Rollins, Sargent, Saunders, Teller, Wadleigh, and Wal- 
ace —36. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Beck, Booth, Cockrell, Coke, Eaton, Garland, Harris, 
Hereford, Hill, Jones of Nevada, MeCreery, McDonald, Maxey, Merrimon, Mor- 
gan, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, and Withers—20. 

A BSENT—Messrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Bruce, Davis of West Virginia, 
Edmunds, Ferry, Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Matthews, Plumb, Ransom, Sharon, 
Spencer, Whyte, and Windom—17. 





So the joint resolution was passed. 
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tes 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes the consideratic, an 
Mr. DAWES. 
of some papers ? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massach 
for an order. Is there objection to receiving 
hears none. 
Mr. DAWES submitted the following order: 
Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate return to Captain R. B. Fort 
attorney, the memorial of Captain Forbes, with all the accom pan ying 


which memorial he asked compensation for articles put on the stean: 
no report having been made on the said memorial. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
imposed by the rule. 
On motion of Mr. CHRISTIANCY, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the caseaf George A. Armes be take 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


May I be permitted to take an order for the pet, = 


usette } 


: asks 
his motion? The( ‘hair 


€8, or his 


papers 


tr Niphon 


It will be so ordered on the condition 


n from the files 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. WHYTE presented the petition of Commander E. P. MeCrog 
of the United States Navy, praying for an inquiry into the manner jy 
which certain proceedings were conducted under the act of Congress 
of July 1, 1870, in relation to examinations for promotions; whic} 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented a memorial of the 
Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, praying the 
amendment or repeal of the bankrupt law; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of all the national banks of Philadel- 
phia, save one, and several trust and saving-fund companies, remon- 


4 


| strating against the passage of an act allowing the coinage of silver 


currency to an unlimited extent as the bimetallic legal money of ou 
country ; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. ~ 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Pennsylvania who have 
been in the military service of the United States and who are now in 
the uniformed volunteer service, asking for an appropriation for the 
encouragement of ritle-practice ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Is it in order to make a report from a standing 
committee ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Anything is in order by unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. No. 10) for the relief of James Glover, of Pennsy!- 
vania. submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed, and the bill was postponed indetinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 135) for the relief of Edwin Fairfax Gray, submitted an advers 
report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SARGENT, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1526) to provide for deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. BAILEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the petition of James Newcomb, of Carmel, Maine, late of 
Company H, Seventeenth United States Infantry, praying to be 
allowed a pension, submitted a report thereon accompanied by a bill 
(S. No. 363) granting a pension to James Newcomb; which was read 
twice by its title. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the Honse of Representatives, by Mr. GrorGr M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
vill and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1532) to provide a method for the settlement and 
adjustment of the accounts of the attorney of the United States for 
the District of Columbia; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 59) authorizing the payment of em- 
ployés of the House of Representatives their salaries for time s« rved 
by them during the present session of Congress, without having 
taken the oath prescribed by law. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MERRIMON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 357) providing for beacon-lights on the 
line of inland navigation from the Chesapeake Bay to the sounds in 
North Carolina; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 358) to provide for the erection of light-houses in 
Albemarle Sound, North Carolina; which was read twice by its Ue, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BECK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to !n- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 359) for the relief of the estate of J. Milton Best, 
of Kentucky; which was read twice by its title, and, together w ith 





1877. 


—— 


the papers on the files relating to the case, referred to the Committee 
on Claims. . ? 

Mr. KERNAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 360) in relation to docketing judgments re- 
covered in the courts of the | nited States to make them a lien on real 
estate; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


introduce 
wk at Memphis, Tennessee ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. $ 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 352) granting a pension to A. 
G. Ege; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. COKE submitted aa amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. No. 1526) to provide for deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1873, and for prior years, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PACIFIC RAILROAD LINES. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I ask the Senator who has charge of the pending 
resolution to yield to me while I offer a resolution to be laid on the 
table, to be brought up in connection with the resolution some time 
ago introduced by the Senator from Colorado, [Mr. CHAFFEE.] I give 
notice that at the proper time I shall offer this as an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute for the resolution of the Senator from Colo- 
rado. : : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the resolu- 
tion. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it is alleged that the Union Pacific Railroad Company and its branch 
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turns were before their alteration, and yet the alteration promulgated the results 
of said forgery as the trac retarn; that by such fraudulent alteration E. E. Smart 
candidate tor representative in the State Assembly, who had in fact and according 
to the returns as they first came to the board defeated his competitor, Brown, was 
left behind, and Brown, the defeated candidate, falsely declared elected ; and that 


said Brown took his seat in the Packard house, and figures on the journal as present 


on the 2d of January, 1877, when there was a pretended count of votes for cov 


ernor and lieutenant-governor m joint assembly, and perhaps on one or two other 


i f | occasions, but that he afterward abandoned that body and went home, ackuowledg 
Mr. HARRIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to | 


a bill (S. No. 361) to provide for the building of a marine | 


ing that he had never been elected,” 
And which request was refused by a majority of said committee : Therefore, 
Resolved, That the credentials of William Pitt Kellogg and of Henry M. Spof 


| ford, the coutestants for the seat in the Senate from the State of Louisiana, be re 


| 


} 


| 
| 
| 


| moment. 


committed to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, with all the papers relat 
ing to said contest, with instructions to said committee to take testimony on the 


issues above mentioned. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I propose occupying the atten- 
tion of the Sevate but a very short time this morning. At the time 
I gave way yesterday for a motion to go into executive session I was 
calling the attention of the Senate to the position assumed by the ma- 
jority of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, namely, that the 
question of fraud in the action of the returning board of Louisiana 
was an immaterial question; that the returning board had plenary 
power to issue certificates to whomsoever it would, and that the per- 
sons holding those certificates and no others were entitled to seats in 
the Legislature and entitled to vote for a Senator upon this floor. 

In my opinion, no position could be more untenable; in fact, no po- 
sition could be more absurd and nothing but partisanship ever con- 
ceived or announced such a position. Let us look at the question a 
Suppose the returning board had given its certilicates to 
persons who had not been candidates at the election in November, but, 
in the exercise of this plenary power that is claimed for the board, 


| they should have given certiticates to persons who were not candi- 


dates, and who were not voted for. According to this doctrine, those 
gentlemen holding certificates of the returning board would have had 
full right and authority to take seats in the Legislature of Louisiana 


| and to vote for a Senator on this floor, and there would be no power 


companies have heretofore neglected and still do neglect and refuse to operate | 


their roads in accordance with the acts of Congress under which their construction 
was author ized ; 

And whereas it is alleged that by reason of said defaults and on account of the 
same the Government of the United States and the public have been and still are 


being damaged and deprived of their just and lawful rights and privileges, as stip- | and Elections. 


ulated, detined, and agreed upon in said acts aforesaid: Therefore, 

Le it resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to inform the Senate what legal impediments, if any, exist which prevent 
him from execeuting said laws in accordance with the obligations accepted and 


Luited States, as stipulated and agreed upon in the several acts aforesaid. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SENATOR FROM LOUISIANA, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
of the resolution which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk reid as follows : 

Resolved, That William Pitt Kellogg is, upon the merits of the case, lawfully 
entitled to a seat in the Senate of the United States from the State of Louisiana for 
the term of six years, commencing on the 4th day of March, 1#77, and that he be 
almitted thereto upon taking the proper oath. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. SAULSBURY, ] 
which will be read. 

fhe Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it appears by the report of the minority of the Committce on Privi- 
leges anl Elections that Henry M. Spotford, one of the contestants for a seat in the 


Senate from the State of Louisiana, did ask and demand the authority of the com- 


mittee to produce testimony on the five following points at issue between the con- 
testants, to wit: 


| were the conclusions of the majority upon this floor ? 


The Senate resumes the consideration | 


in this body to inquire into that fact. This is clothing the decrees of 
the returning board of Louisiana with a sanctity, not to say omnipo- 
tence, that is not claimed for any other body upon earth. 

It was not the doctrine that was formerly held in the Senate and 
formerly announced to the Senate by the Committee on Privileges 
We all remember a few years ago the contest in 
the Senate between Mr. Sykes, of Alabama, and the present Senator 
from that State, [Mr. SpPENCER.] That contest was referred to the 


. . ; . | Committee on Privileges and Elections, and testimony was taken 
azrecments made by said Union Pacitic Railroad Company and branches with the | ~ c 7 


before that committee and arguments made in support of the different 
contestants for a seat from that State. What were the conclusions 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections in that case and what 
Lhold in my 
hand the report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections com- 
posed not exactly as it is composed to-day, but the present chairman 
of that committee wasa member of the committee at that time and 
joined in the report that was made to the Senate by Mr. Carpenter, 
then a member of that committee, who discussed titat question, being, 
I believe, the first time when a contest came up between claimants 
from a State which had two bodies, each of which claimed to be the 
Legislature of the State. There had been previous contests by per- 
sons claiming to have been elected from the same State having but 
one Legislature, but this, | believe, was the tirst contest thatcamwe up 
in the Senate between persons claiming to have been elected by dif- 
ferent bodies claiming to be the Legislature of the State. After con- 
sidering this anomalous state of affairs, the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, of which the present chairman, tiie Senator from New 


| Hampshire, was a member at that time, reported its conclusions to 


| That the facts relative to the election of Tremoulet, Cressy, and Rolle, from | 


the seventh representative districtof New Orleaus, were substautially as set forth 
in the statement read by H. M. Spofford in his argument before this committee on 
the 24th October, 1877. 

_ 2. That the composition, votes for Senator, and political proclivities of the Leg- 
isiature on the 24th of April, 1877, when H. M. Spotford was elected Senator, were 
substantially as set forth in the aforesaid argument. 

visors of registration, and (a sistant supervisors) with their appointees, the com- 
Ihissioners of election, and sent, one set to the clerk of the district court of each 
parish in the country, and to the secretary of state in tho city, and the other set to 
the returning board, (so called.) showed a majority of votes actually cast through- 
out the State of about eight thousand votes for Nicholls and Wiltz over Packard 
and Antoine for the offices of governor and lieutenant-governor in the election that 
took place in Louisiana, November 7, 1876. 

4. Besides these specific violations of the Constitution and of the law under 
which they pretended to act, I charge that the conduct of the returning officers in 
suppressing polls and changing the result of the constitational returns was clan- 
destine, collusive, tyrannical, and unjust; that the real work of conducting an 
clectiou under the pretext of compiling votes was proceeded with in a secret cham- 


4. That by the actual returns or statements as made in duplicate by the super- | 


ber, by a corps of partisan clerks, while the occasional open sessions of tho board | 


were side-shows, devised to screen what was going on within ; that arbitrary rules 
of evidence were established for pretended contests, and changed so often and 
ebruptly that no fair trial could be had or was had before the beard ; that illegal 
complaints were constantly received and illegal evidence admitted for the purpose 
of setting aside polls that were in the way of such candidates as the board desired 
to elect; and that Mr. Kellogg himself, then governor, joined in making illegal 
complaints and inducing the board to consider them. 

“9. Lam informed, and so charge, that the returns from Vernon Parish, after 
they came into possession of the returning officers, and while they were under 
their control, were fraudulently altered by a change of figures, tantamount to a 
forgery of a public record ; that the board knew what the figures upon those re 


the Senate and the Senate acted upon the conclusions arrived at by 
the committee. I now call attention to what that committee said. 
Here is its report. After discussing the matter they arrived at this 
conclusion : 

Therefore— 

Says the committee— 

Therefore, in determining as to the mght of Spencer or Sykes to this seat, the 
Senate is compelled to choose between the body in fact elected, organized, acting, 
and recognized by the executive department as the Legislature, and another body, 
organized in form, but without the election and without a recognition op the part 
of the executive of the State at the time they pretended to elect Sykes. When we 
consider that all the forms prescribed by law for canvassing and certifying an 
election and for the orgauization of the two houses are uesigned to secure to the 
aon actually elected the right to act in the offices to which in fact they have 

wen clected, it would be sacrificing the end to the means were the Senate to ad 
here to the mere form, and thus defeat the end which the forms were intended to 
secure, 

The persons in the two bodies claiming to be the senate and house of representa 
tives who voted for Spencer constituted a quorum of both houses of the members 
actually elected. 


It isadmitted in this case that the Legislature which elected Mr. 
Spofford constituted a quorum and more than a quorum of the per- 
sons actually elected by the votes. It is by Mr. Kellogg himse!f ad- 
mitted that there were thirteen members in the Assembly which 
elected him a Senator, who voted for him for Senator, who had not 


| been actually elected at the polls, and that witbont their votes he 


would not have a majority of his pretended 
But I go on with the report : 
The persons in the State-house legislature who voted for Sykes did not consti 


ackard legislature. 


| tute a quorum of the two houses duly elected, but a quorum of persons certified 
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to have been elected to the two houses. Were the Senate to hold Sykes's election 
to be valid, it would follow that erroneous certificates, delivered to men conceded 
wt to be elected, had enabled persons who in fact ought not to vote for a Senator 
to clect a Senator to misrepresent the State for six years. On the other hand, if we 
treat the court-house legislature as the legal Legislature of the State, it is con- 
coded that we ive effect to the will of the people as evidenced by the election. So 
that, to state the proposition in other words, we are called upon to choose between 
the fourm and the substance, the fiction and the fact; and, consid: ring the impor- 
tance of the clection of a Senator, in the opinion of your committee the Senate would 
not be justified in overriding the will of the people, as expressed at the ballot-box, 
out of deference to certificates issued erroneously to persons who were notelected 

That was the doctrine held in the Sykes-Spencer case. It was 
necessary then to hold that doctrine in order to give to the present 
Senator from Alabama a seat upon this floor, but it is now necessary 
in order to give to Mr. Kellogg a seat upon this floor to reverse that 
doctrine beld then by the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
and acted on by the Senate so that Mr. Kellogg may be enabled to 
take a seat upon the floor of the Senate. Sir, whatever may be the 
action of this body, if it now reverses its own decree, its own judg- 
ment, if it now goes back upon the very doctrine that it then enun- 
ciated as a justification for seating Mr. SPENCER, the public judgment 
of the country will be that the question bas not been decided accord- 
ing to its merits as contained in the resolution reported from the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, but it has been decided upon 
party necessities and upon party proclivities alone. Four years ago 
this Committee on Privileges and Elections, and the majority on this 
tloor, regarded the will of the people as expressed at the ballot-box 
as paramount to the certificate of the returning board; for it will be 
remembered that in that case it was not disputed that there was a 
quorum of both houses of the legislative body that voted for Sykes 
for Senator who were duly certitied by the secretary of state to be 
elected at the election held in Alabama. Under the law of that State 
the officers of the election and the county canvassers were required 
to certify the returns to the secretary of state, and the secretary of 
state was required by the constitution and laws of that State to 
deliver certificates to the persons who were elected according to the 
returns which were sent to him. 

It was not contended that he issued a certificate to any man who 
was not by the returns forwarded to his oflice actually elected, but 
u plea was set up that in that case there was an errorin granting 
these certificates because there had been a mistake in some of the 
election officers in making the returns from one or two counties. 
‘hhere was no charge of fraud against the secretary of state who de- 
livered the certificates to members of the Legislature who voted for 
Sykes ; simple error was claimed and that error was deemed sutticient 
to override the certificate of the secretary of state of Alabama in that 
case. But now when fraud is charged upon oneof the contestants and 
proof offered to substantiate the fraud, the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections put in the plea that it is immaterial whether there was 
fraud or not; that the certificates of the returning board are final and 
conclusive and the Senate cannot go behind them. Where is the con- 
sistency ? 

Bat | will not follow that view of the question any further. I will 
say here now that no sephistry can be brought in to aid or justify 
the conclusions of the majority of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections; that no party necessity can avail to justify the majority in 
the Senate in seating Mr. Kellogg, notwithstanding the certificates 
of the returning board, when it is admitted by Mr. Kellogg himself 
that thirteen of the men who thus held certificates and voted for him 
were not in fact elected by the people at the polls. 

Take the seat. We care but little about one more additional vote 
upon the republican side of this Chamber. That is not a matter of 
importance to us. Take it, and go before the country and seek to 
justify yourselves, and see what the judgment of the country will 
be. While the electoral commission, which passed upon avother 
grave and important question, proclaimed that it had not the right 
to inquire into these frands, it never uttered the opinion that the 
Senate of the United States has not power, under its general power 
to judge of the elections, qualifications, and returns of its members, 
the right te do it, and their example cannot be pleaded in excuse for 
the Senate in refusing to go behind those returns and to investigate 
the frauds actually committed, The Senate cannot justify itself in 
refusing when the proof of those frauds is offered here before one of 
the committeos of the Senate by one of the contestants for the seat, 
and Senators cannot justify themselves in refusing to hear that proof 
and deciding the case according to the testimony there adduced. 

But, I will pass from that point, for I intend that my remarks shall 
be brief. The Committee on Privileges and Elections, fearing that it 
could not sustain itself upon that plea which has been interposed in 
behalf of the electoral commission, and that it would not prove sat- 
isfactory to the people of the country, fearing that they could not 
justify themselves before the world and before the Senate in resting 
the case upon the position that the decrees of the returning board 
are like the law of the Medes and Persians irrevocable, have assumed 
another very strange position. I read from the report of the com- 
mittee, on page 4, this language: 

It was contended by Mr. Spofferd before your committee that the returning 
oflicers were guilty of Fraud in rejecting the polls hereinbefore referred to, and that 
in so doing they exceeded the authority conferred upon them by law. 

There is an admission that this charge of fraud was made before 
the committee. The committee distinctly announce that that charge 
was made by Mr. Spofford before the committee, and the amendment 





—————— 
I have offered recites the very points on which he desires to take to 
timony, one of them being a charge of fraud, and it was refused him 
by the committee. Fearing that they could not sustain themse| - 
upon their former position, the committee assume this further 

tion, and go on to say : 


08i- 


Your committee find, however, that the returning board in so doing acted po 
frauduleutly but in good faith; and that in their constraction of the | a 


which they acted they were sustained by precedents and by able legal opie s 

This committee therefore assume the position that the returyine 
board acted not fraudaleutly but in good faith. That is an advance 
upon any position which was assuined by the electoral commission 
The electoral commission did not undertake to become the white. 
washers of that board which overthrew the will of the people. 
Louisiana, but held that it was not authorized under the act crea) ing 
the commission to go behind the returns and inquire into frayd 
But this committee comes up as the defender of the returning \oard 
an becomes its defender against the accusation of fraud ; and where 
is their evidence? They wonld not inquire into the question. They 
positively refused one of the contestants in this case the privilege of 
submitting testimony to establish the fraud. Yet without the ip. 
quiry, with the full knowledge that a proof of frand was tendered 
and rejected, they came to the conclusion that the board acted pot 
fraudulently but in good faith. Well, that is a strange conclusion, 
Who ever heard before of a court arriving at the conclusion that the 
claim of a party was just when the contestant on the other side 
offered to prove that his claim was unjust ? 

But here are judges refusing to hear the testimony upon an alle- 
gation of fraud; and they gravely come into the Senate and pro- 
mulgate to the Senate and to the world that there was no fraud, that 
the returning board acted in good faith. Fortunately, Mr. President, 
the majority of this committee have reported to the Senate, not the 
evidence of fraud which the contestant, Mr. Spofford, desired to have 
reported to the Senate, but ample testimony to convict the returning 
board of the most nefarious acts of frand. To contradict expressiy 
the statement of the majority of this committee, that there was no 
fraud, but that the board acted in good faith, they bring there t) 
antidote for their own poison. _ The testimony taken by the commit- 
tees of the Senate and the House, including the Field committee, con- 
tains indubitable evidence of the grossest and the most glaring frauds 
on the part of the returning board. And, sir, it is admitted by the 
admission of facts—by Mr. Kellogg himself in this contest—for he 
admits that thirteen of the men who voted for him in the Packard 
legislature were not elected at the polls. That is an admission which 
carries upon itself the evidence of frand. How did they get there if 
they were not elected, unless there was frand. 

But let us turn now to some evidence of the fraud of the returning 
board as revealed by the volumes of evidence that have been reporte | 
by the committees. First, the testimony reported by the committe 
shows that the elections held in Louisiana were perfectly free, per- 
fectly fair; that there was no violence, that there was uno intimida- 
tion anywhere on the day of election. It shows that there was no 
interference with the right of any man to vite on the day of election 
That is the testimony | believe everywhere. Iam fully aware that 
it is contended upon the other side that, while the day of election 
itself was peaceable, intimidation had been resorted to before that 
time which prevented men from voting. I am asserting that the elec- 
tion was itself peaceable and fair, according to the testimony taken 
by the Senate committee and the House committee; that there was 
no violence used upon the day of election at any poll, so far as I re- 
member, in the whole State of Louisiana. Well, the election took 
place; the returns of the commissioners of election were, under the 
law which created the returning board, sent up by the supervisors of 
election to the returning board; and the board were to ascertain the 
results of the election from the returns of the commissioners. These 
returns were sent up, and also a tabulated statement sent up by the 
supervisors of election, which tabulated statement had rejected some 
3,500 democratic votes. 

Now, what was the first act of fraud of this returning board? Per- 
haps it was not the first act of fraud, but I will state it as one of the 
acts of fraud. Instead of ascertaining the result of the election from 
the returns of the commissioners of elections, as required by the very 
statute that created the board itself, they took the tabulated state- 
ments of the supervisors of election which had thrown out some 
3,500 democratic votes and took them as the basis on which to ob- 
tain the result of the election. That is clear evidence of the frauda- 
lent intention of these parties. Why did they violate the statate 
that created them unless there was a purpose in it? Why did they 
reject the returns of the commissioners of election and act upon tle 
tabulated statements of the supervisors of election if they had no 

purpose by so doing to act fraudulently and unjastly? Bat it will 
be remembered, as another evidence of the fraudulent purpose of 
the returning board and its frandulent action, that the law which 
created the returning board required that it should be composed of 
five persons from the different political parties. There was a vacancy 
upon the returning board ; there were but four members living at ‘he 
time, and all these four members were republicans. The deinocrats 
called on these four republicans repeatedly, time and again, to fill that 
board, to place some democrat in it; and yet the returning board, 
anxious to protect itself against scrutiny on the part of any demo- 


Ons 


| erat and that it might the more easily perpetrate its frauds, rejected 
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it, refused to fill the board, so that they might in secret conclave, 

‘thout any democratic eye upon them, perpetrate their nefarious 
= jose, count out the men who had been elected and substitute men 

ho had been defeated at the polls. That fact alone, in the judgment 
2 ‘honest men everywhere, will stamp the action of the returning 
bo a with ineffable shame and fraud. And yet witha full knowledge 
of that act comes in this majority report of the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections and roclaims that the returning board acted not 
fraudulently but in good faith! . 

Sir, | want not a majority of the committee to determine questions 
of fraud for me after such a conclusion. I confess that if I was 
trying @ case where the issue was joined on the plea of fraud I would 
not aclect gentlemen who come to such aconclusion as the most com- 
petent persons to sit upon the trial. _It is a strange conclusion, 
and I repeat nothing but party exigencies can be found to justify, 
excuse, Or palliate it. L 

But let us look a little more at the frauds of the returning board. 
They pretended to hold open sessions, but they held, as the Senator 
from Indiana (Mr. McDONALD] said yesterday, three different kinds 
of sessions, one open, it is trae, where people could goin. But what 
was done then? Nothing. In an executive session of the board, it 
is true, certain other parties were present, and there the returns were 
opened. Then there was a secret session besides the midnight ses- 
sion. It was in that secret session where the manipulation of the 
returns was had. It was there the greatest frauds were perpetrated. 
It was there they reached the strange result that thirteen men who 
had been defeated at the polls were elected. It was there that they 
jssued their fraudulent certiticates to these men and sent them up to 
yote for Kellogg. 

That is not the only badge of fraud. They pretended to adopt 
rules for the government of their action in the admission of evidence; 
and yet when the democratic counsel had prepared their evidence 
according to the rales which the returning board had adopted, at 
ouce to defeat the admission of that evidence they suddenly changed 
their rules se as to exclude the evidence thus prepared under the 
former rulings. Why was that? It bears the impress of fraud upon 
every lineament, and there is no step inthe action of the returning 
board from beginning to end, from its inception in the statute that 
created it to its consummation in the declaration that the Hayes elect- 
ors were elected and that a republican majority were elected to the 
Legislature at the last election and that Packard was chosen gov- 
ernor—there is not a step from its inception, from its birth until its 
last and crowning act of infamy but what is stamped with inefface- 
able fraud, 

If there was ne fraud, how is it that they threw out some sixty 
election precincts throughout the State? I have here, certified by 
the clerk of the returning board, a list of the polls that were thrown 
out and the aggregate of the votes which they threw out. Without 
counting them, I think it was somewhere in the neighborhood of 
sixty voting-places where the voters were disfranchised at one fell 
swoop by this returning board, and in throwing out these polls they 
threw out nearly 11,000 votes that were cast by the people and a 
large majority of which were democratic votes; for, strange to say, 
there is not a single voting-place in the whole State of Louisiana 
rejected by the retyrning board but what there was a democratic 
majority at. In thissecret conclave, in this midnight chamber, they 
went to work to ascertain how they could manipulate the votes so as 
to elect a majority of republieans to the Legislature, and they found 
it necessary to throw out some sixty voting-places, I believe. I will 
not speak accurately as to the exact number, but I believe that at 
every one of them that was thrown out there was a majority, and a 
large majority in many of them, of democratic votes. 

Why was this? It was because there was a fraudulent intent and 
purpose on the part of the returning board to defeat the will of the 
people of Louisiana and to hold them longer in subjection by return- 
ing a majority of men on the republican ticket as elected to the Legis- 
lature. In the a result of their fraudulent action they threw 
out nearly 15,000 votes, when you add to their own act the fact that 
they made their estimate from the tabulated statements of the super- 
visors of elections, which had already thrown out some 3,500 votes. 

Go out to the country upon the statement that 15,000 of the voters 
of Louisiana were disfranchised by the returning board; go to any 
community on the face of this free earth and tell them that in 
that act there was no fraud, when you supplement it by the farther 
declaration that is sustained by the proof that some 12,000 of these 
were democratic votes and nearly 3,000 republican votes which it 
became necessary to throw out in order to throw out the democratic 
polls, and the conclusion of every unbiased mind on the face of this 
earth would be that there was fraudulent action on the part of the 
returning board. 

And yet with this array of evidence, with these facts bearing upon 
themselves conclusive proof of the fraudulent purpose, design, and 
action of this returning board, this committee comes to the grave 
conclusion that there was no fraudulent action on the part of the 
returning board, but that it acted in good faith ; and that conclusion, 
too, is reached when that committee refused to hear the evidence 
tendered by a contestant for a seat in this body. 


| 
Now, Mr. President, I call your attention and the attention of the | of the rights of the people of Louisiana, they did not express their 


Senate to the general aspects of this case. Ido not propose to go | indignation toward them. There is not a single mark of revolution- 
to the merits of the case farther thau to reply to the open declara- | ary proceedings in the history of the Nicholls government. It wasthe 
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tion of a majority of the committee that there was no fraud. Let us 
test that by the general appearance and aspect of this whole case. I 
repeat that the election in Louisiana was peaceable and fair, so far 
as the evidence taken by the committee shows, on the day of elec- 
tion. I supplement that with the further declaration that there was 
no interference on the part of any democrat with the registration of 
voters. { supplement that with the further fact that all the regis- 
trars were republicans, the appointees I believe of Governor Kellogg 
himself; that the election officers were principally and almost entirely 
republicans, because they were appointed by the supervisors of regis- 
tration who were appointed by Mr. Kellogg. The election was con- 
ducted under republican auspices throughout the State, with per- 
haps a few exceptions where they could not secure men in the repub- 
lican ranks competent to hold an election. At an election held under 
such auspices from beginning to end, the registration being in the 
hands of the republicans, the election itself being conducted by 
republicans, that election resulted in the return of a majority for the 
democrats of from eight to ten thousand votes throughout that State. 
It resulted in the election of a considerable majority of democrats to 
the Legislature of the State. It resulted in the election of Francis T. 
Nicholls as governor of the State by some eight or ten thousand votes. 
And yet we see this returning board manipulating the returns of 
that election and giving certiticates of election to the Legislature to 
thirteen men who were defeated at the polls and denying certificates 
to as many men who were actually elected at the polls. 

Then, Mr. President, these men thus armed with the mighty certiti- 
cate of Anderson, Wells and company assemble in New Orleans and 
undertake to organize a Legislature on the Ist of January. They 
meet at the Saint Louis Hotel, used as the capitol of the State. Mr. 
Kellogg, who had barricaded that house, surrounds it by a police 
force, calls in the aid of the Federal Army and has them stationed in 
the New Orleans Hotel adjoining, so that they might furnish the 
moral protection of their presence in aid of the purpose which he con- 
templated. ‘To that capitol no man could have access but by the 
permission of Mr. Kellogg. When democratic members of the senate 
and the clerk of the house went to demand admission they were re- 
fused ; they must seek admission through Governor Kellogg. They 
went off and occupied a public hall in the city of New Orleans, Saint 
Patrick’s Hall, and organized. Having credentials of their election 
by the people, they were not dependent upon Anderson, Wells and 
company for certilicates. They had the indorsement of the people 
of Louisiana. They organized; they continued in existence; they 
pursued “ the even tenor of their way ;” they disturbed not the men 
who remained sheltered in the Saint Louis Hotel, protected from their 
own fears by barricades. They did not even disturb the returning 
board nor its progeny in the Saint Louis Hotel, but went on peaco- 
fully, asserting their authority asthe Legislature of the State, assert- 
ing their rights, because they held the credentials of the people of 
the State of Louisiana. The Kellogg legislature, so called, were 
shut up in a barricaded capitol and surrounded by the city police as 
a body-guard. They staid sweltering in their halls afraid to leave 
the chambers they bad taken possession of, for fear the democratic 
members then in Saint Patrick’s Hall might conclude to move and 
take possession themselves. They need have had no such fear. The 
democratic members knew that they had the right to assemble in 
Saint Patrick’s Hall. And thus these two Legislatures went on. Pack- 
ard’s legislature finally became extinct, and the only documentary 
evidence of its existence to-day is upon your table as the credentials 
of Kellogg. No trace of its existence remains upon the archives of 
the State. No law or resolution which it passed, to-day finds place 
in the statute-books of Louisiana. It was but an assemblage of men 
without authority hoping to invoke and obtain the military power 
through the intervention of President Grant for its support. 

Four years previously a Legislature not elected by the people had 
been installed by Federal bayonets in the same building. They hoped 
to secure the Federal intervention again in their behalf; but the peo- 
ple of the country in November had uttered thunder-tones against 
that policy of the late Administration which undertook to interfere 
by military power in the elections of the States. Even President 
Grant heard the mandate of the people inopposition to such a policy 
and refused to recognize Deskeat. He issued his orders to General 
Augur to preserve peace, but not to recognize either body. 

I have said that there is no vestige of the existence of the Packard 
legislature from which Governor Kellogg claims an election, save the 
credentials on your table, while on the other hand the Nicholls leg- 
islature from the very beginning began the enactment of laws and 
those laws are now published as the laws of the State, recognized by 
all the courts in that State, recognized by the Federal courts exer- 
cising jurisdiction in that State. While the one has ceased to live, 
has vanished into thin air, the other continues the proud representa- 
tive body of the people of Lonisiana. 

But, says my friend from New Hampshire, it was a revolutionary 
proceeding. Where is the evidence of revolution? No badges of 
revolution mark its progress; its record is unstained with blood ; not 
a single individual has been molested by the Nicholls government. 
It left even Packard and the returning board unharmed. Notwith- 
standing they had been guilty of such flagrant outrages and violations 
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peaceable assertion of the people of Louisiana and their chosen rep- 
resentatives of their right to govern themselves. I was in New Or- 
leans during the first month of its existence. I saw its entire pro- 
ceedings. It hindered no man, did no harm to any one, but peacefully 
wenton and installed itself in power throughont the State until even 
the Packard legislature was compelled to acknowledge the legality of 
its existence and merged, those of them who had any right to a seat 
in the legislative body, in the Nicholls legislature. And that is called 
revolution! Mr. President, if that is revolution, it has brought peace 
and prosperity to Louisiana; it has been a boon and a blessing to the 
whole country. If that be revolution, may such revolation go on 
until oppression shall cease throughout the world, the right of men to 
govern themselves be assured, and the thrones of tyrants and despots 
topple to their fall. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, the gospel of peace on earth and good- 
will all around does not seem to have quite so free a course as I hoped 
it would have. The work of conciliation seems to halt in this Cham- 
ber, if nowhere else. In this volume of gush to which we have list- 
ened for days past, brotherly love constitutes but a very small part. 
For six years this country has resounded with every form of execra- 
tion upon a tribunal known to the laws of Louisiana and denominated 
the returning board of that State. I do not know of any epithet 
which our language supplies that has not been hurled at that board. 
The Senator from Delaware who has just taken his seat or taken his 
leave—for I do not see him in his seat—has racked his ingenuity this 
morning in heaping denunciations upon that tribunal. Standing here 
in the Senate he has not only ventured to style it a nefarious board, 
but he has ventured to denounce a committee of which he is a mem- 
ber because that committee dared to say that they had found no proof 
of fraud in the action of that board. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I beg to correct the Senator. I did not de- 
nounce the members of that committee. I commented upon their 
action and upon their conclusion; but I entertain for the members 
of the committee high respect. I would not be guilty of any impro- 
priety so gross as that attributed to me by the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin. He shall not put me in that false position. 

Mr. HOWE. Lam glad the Senator from Delaware entertains for 
the committee high respect. I am well persuaded the committee 
deserves his respect. I thought he denounced the committee. He 
says he commented upon their conclusion. What hiscomments were 
will appear to the world to-morrow. If he objects to the term “ de- 
nunciation,” I withdraw it. If he prefers the term “comments,” I 
accept that. 

Now, Mr. President, admonished of the danger in which I stand, I 
think I shall not venture myself to deny that the returning board was 
guilty of frands. I think I shall not venture to assert that it was 
actuated by absolute good faith; for what good faith is, is a relative 
term after all. Men are likely to differ about it. But I had some 
occasion to know something about the conduct of that board, and I 
have not yet discovered anything in the conduct of the returning 
board of Louisiana, as it bore upon the election of 1876, more wanting 
in the elements of good faith than I find in this amendment which 
the Senator from Delaware has moved from his seat and laid on your 
table. That amendment asks the Senate to recommit the credentials 
now under consideration to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, to the end that that committee may take proof of certain mat- 
ters which he recites in his motion as appearing, in the language of 
the mover, “in the report of the minority of the committee.” 

Now, I want to say, as matter of history, that the Senator who 
makes this motion was a member of a committee sent by this body 
to the State of Louisiana not a year ago to take testimony as to the 
frauds committed by the returning board, and he is a member of that 
committee which has had this snbject in charge since the 7th day of 
March last, and, as a matter of history, I want the Senate to take 
notice, and the country—if it will notice more than one side of this 
matter—that the Senator from Delaware has in this motion, for the 
first time, I believe, intimated that proof could be found anywhere 
of fraud in the conduct of the returning board. While in Louisiana 
I did not hear such an intimation; there was no proof adduced be- 
fore the committee of which he was a member, and no attempt to 
prove any such thing as fraud in the action of the returning board ; 
and although this Committee on Privileges and Elections has had 
this subject under its consideration from the 7th of March last until 
within a day or two when the report was made here, the published 
records of the proceedings of the committee show that there was no 
offer to submit any proof of fraud in the action of the returning board, 
or of Mr. Kellogg’s connection with it, until the 22d day of November. 
After all the world was advertised that in order to hurry the Senate 
to a determination on the Butler case it was necessary to postpone 
the consideration of the Kellogg case, then for the first time did any- 
body intimate that proof could be found anywhere of fraud. 

Mr. HILL. I state to the Senator again that this very item and 
each one of these written specifications were made in October before 
the committee, and long before any motion to discharge the commit- 
tee from the Butter case was thought of. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, made how before the committee ? 

Mr. HILL. Made by Judge Spofford in writing. 

Mr. HOWE. As matters that he wanted to prove? 

Mr. HILL. As points upon which he wanted to take testimony. 

Mr. HOWE. I take issue with the Senator from Georgia on his 
statement, and I appeal to the record. 
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Mr. HILL. Well, go to the record. 


Mr. HOWE. If it can be found in the record, I am wrone- if it 


cannot be found there, I say he is wrong. 
Mr. HILL. When Judge Spotford at his last interview wit) th 


oe 


he quoted them, every 


committee called attention to these five points, 
one, from the record. 

Mr. HOWE. Yes, sir; he probably did quote them, every one 
from the record. I will show him how they appear in the second’ 
I am extremely happy to show the Senator from Georgia and to ion 
the Senate how each one of these matters appears in that record 
which he has helped make and not I. Being somewhat unfayi); : 
with this record it may embarrass me to turn readily to the pages ” 

The first three of the propositions, in support of which it is now 
asked that proof may be taken, appear in the record as submitted to 
the committee by Mr. Spotford on the 26th of October, not 
sitions which he demanded the privilege of proving, but 
sitions which he then said he ought not to be required to 
read his language : 

Protesting that no evidence beyond his credentials and the historical facts of 
which the Senate will take judicial notice is required or should be demanded 
Heury M. Spofford, in obedience to the orders and resolutions of the committe. 
respectfully proposes to prove : ; 

Certain things, among them the first three contained in the amend. 
ment of the Senator from Delaware, but not a hint of the other two 
The accuracy of this statement, I take it, will not be questioned; jyt 
the other two were quoted from the language and perhaps the writ- 
ten language of Mr. Spofford, but it is found in an argument of Mr. 
Spofford, submitted to the committee, in the course of which he did 
not ask to prove these two propositions, but arguing his case made 
these statements as matters of fact which had been proved and upon 
which he was summing up to the committee. So, [repeat again, and 
am borne out by the record, that until the 22d of November neither 
Mr. Spofford nor any other man representing him—not the Senator 
from Delaware—asked that proof might be taken of either of these 
propositions, certainly not of the two last. 

Mr. HILL. Now, the Senator has made a distinct statement, with 
which I join issue, and I appeal to the record which he has iu his 
hand. I say that the language of the fourth item and the other 
in totidem verbis, in exact words, without the crossing of a / or the 
dotting of an i, was presented to the committee long before the 22d 
of November as the specific grounds upon which the testimony was 


asked. 
Where ? 


as propo- 
as propo- 
prove, | 


Mr. HOWE. 

Mr. HILL. Look on page74. And that the Senator may perfecily 
understand that I will state that these parties were first called before 
the committee on the 25th and 26th of October, when they made gen- 
eral speeches upon the natnre of the case and the points on which 
they wanted evidence. Then, forthe purpose of making it more spe- 
cific, they made rejoinders and surrejoinders at a later date. Then 
a subcommittee was appointed to make them make it still more spe- 
cific ; and you will find that commenced on the 13th of November, 
when Mr. Kellogg made his statement; and then, on November 16, Mr. 
Spofford made his reply to that statement of Mr. Kellogg made on the 
13th of November. In that reply, on page 74, beginning at the bot- 
tom of the page, is the very language of the fourth charge quoted in 
the amendment of the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. HOWE. .I found it in that precise spot myself. 

Mr. HILL. But that was not on the 22d of November. 

Mr. HOWE. I see it is not the 22d of November; I say it is the 
26th of October. I may not be right about it, but I say that both 
those statements appear in the argument of Mr. Spofford, as I under- 
stand it. 

Mr. HILL. That is given to the subcommittee, or rather from the 
subcommittee to the general committee, as astatement of the specitic 
points upon which, in answer to a resolution of the committee, they 
wanted evidence. Now, in response to a resolution of the committee 
asking that they state specifically the points upon which they wanted 
evidence, Mr. Spofford said : 

Besides these specific violations of the constitution and of the law under which 
they pottensee to act, I are that the conduct of the returning officers in sup 
pressing polls and changing the result of the constitutional returns was clandes 
tine, collusive, tyrannical, and unjust; that the real work of conducting an elec 
tion under the pretext of compiling votes was proceeded with in a secret chamber, 
by a corps of partisan clerks, &c. 

Going on and giving precisely the language of the fourth speciti- 
cation in answer toa resolution of the committee, as one of the points 
on which he wanted evidence. Very well. After this, the subcom- 
mittee made a report, and Mr. Spofford came before the committee 
on the 22d of November, and called the attention of the committee 
to those points that he had previonsly stated upon which he still 
wanted evidence. After all the agreement had been made, after the 
margin of testimony had been narrowed as much as possible, he calls 
the attention of the committee, not to a new point, but to a port 
previously made, long before the motion was made in the Butler 
ease, which he had made in writing for the purpose of asking them 
to authorize him to produce testimony. Now, therefore, the state- 
ment that he first demanded testimony upon this charge on the 22d 
of November is not true in a single particular. : 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, I had seen the language to which I 
have referred in the amendment, in this record, seen it just where the 
Senator from Georgia points it out. lf Iam mistaken at all, | am 
I understood that paper to 
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a d. as it had been proved, and not as a proposition or a request 
43 his part to adduce proofs. : ; 

“Mr. HILL. It is in response to a direct resolution to know the 

‘nts on Which the parties required evidence. | ; 

Mr HOWE. Iam not going to leave this point until the Senator 

‘derstands me and until I understand the Senator ; but I would a 
coal deal rather speak by myself when speaking at all, and let the 
Senator speak by himself when he undertakes to speak. I was try- 
ing to state what I understood to be the oflice of this paper. Itcom- 
mences with these words: 

GextTueMeN: I have jast received what is styled on its face the “ Statement of 
W i liam Pitt Kellogg.” touching the admissions sought by the subcommittee in the 
contest between Mr. Kellogg and myself. ; 

| inferred from that that the subcommittee were trying to find out 
what these two litigants were agreed to as matters of fact in their 
contest; that Mr. Kellogg had stated what he understood to be 


screed to, and that in this statement Mr. Spofford was stating what | 


he understood to be agreed to. I find no repetition in this paper 
of any one of the matters which he specitically said he could prove 


in the first statement that he submitted to the committee, but he 


- 


that he wants to prove—I tind nothing which amounts to that—but 
he says he charges so and so in the language which is copied into the 
amendment. : ay 
my HOAR. Would it disturb the Senator from Wisconsin if I 
make a statement at that point ? 

Mr. HOWE. It might disturb me, but I venture to hear the state- 
ment anyway. } 
Mr. HOAR. I wish simply to point out to the Senator before he 
leaves tLat point that all the acts, things done, proceedings, of that 


these four committees both parties agree shall be received, considered, 


his sentence which the honorable Senator from Delaware and the 
honorable Senator from Georgia keep repeating over and over and 
over again, after it has been explained a dozen times, is simply this: 
“J charge that those things in regard to which the committee had 


admitted full proof and by the consent of the parties, and all the | 
proof that either party desired, were arbitrary, tyrannical, clandes- | 


tine, secret, illegal.” In other words, there is nothing whatever in 
that sentence which the Senator from Georgia is calling the honorable 
Senator’s attention to except that in addition to proving everything 
which was done and all the facts, which he has been permitted todo 
to his heart’s content, he says, “I want also to prove that it was 
arbitrary and clandestine and tyrannical.” In other words, he wants 
to add a parcel of adjectives. Now, whether these things were arbi- 
trary, or clandestine, or tyrannical, or illegal is a question resulting 
fromthe facts; and who ever heard in this world of a court treating 
that as an offer of proof or of any lawyer that was fit fora five-dollar 
case in a police court making it an offer of proof? 

Mr. HOWE. After all, I judge that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts understood this as I did, not as an offer to prove something or 
os a claim of right to prove something. I do not understand it to be 
the claim of a right to prove adjectives or adverbs even, but as the 
claim of a right to use adjectives and adverbs in consequence of the 
proofs which have already been submitted in the case. If I under- 
stand the force of the English language, that is what it means and 
that is all it means. 

Mr. President, I do insist that either the returning board did act 
corruptly and fraudulently or it did not. If it did noteact fraudu- 
lently, there ought no such pretense to come into this Chamber; and 
if it did act fraudulently, the Senator from Delaware has had abun- 
dant opportanity to make it appear, if the proof was to be found any- 


where between here and the Gulf of Mexico, long before this lame | 


and halting offer was made to the committee on the 22d of November 
last. 


Now, sir, a few words, and they shall be very brief, about the con- | 


duet of the returning board. So much rhetoric and declamation has 


secret sessions, their midnight conclaves, their side-door entrances 


and private consultations, that an unthinking person listening to all | 


this might be led to infer that there was but one proper place in the 
world for hatching conspiracies, and that was the very place where 
the returning board of Louisiana held its sessions. Let me make two 
or three very simple statements, which will not be controverted, J 
think, by any one, 

There was no possibility, no more legal possibility, for that return- 


ing board to perpetrate a fraud at any time while it was considering | 


he returns of the election of 1876 than there is for the Supreme 
Court of the United States to perpetrate a fraud when it gives judg- 
ment in a cause which has been argued. The facts about that elec- 
tion were laid before the board just as canses are laid before this court 
in open session, and chosen ministers of each party knew every one 
of those facts, knew every vote which had been given or which any 
body alleged to have been given for every candidate—all that was laid 


ae = returning board, and by the returning board laid before 
the world 


n argument submitted by Mr. Spofford upon his case as it ap- | 


woes on to state what he understands to be substantially agreed to, | 
and in the course of that paper he says, not that he can prove, or | 








I suppose it is true that, having admitted all the world to | 


they ought to do with it, when they came to tabulate the returns sent 
up to them from nearly sixty parishes, to make huge columns of fig- 


| ures and to employ not themselves so much as a corps of clerks, they 


did exclude the world; but when they exe)uded the world from that 


| clerical labor, they could not by any possibility blind the world or 


any man in the world to what they did there; for every man knowing 
just what those figures were as well as they did, they had but two 
things to do: one was, to add them up, and the other was to exclude 
from the count so many as they thought fit to exclude or dared exclude, 
knowing perfectly well that every vote they did exclude would be 
known to everybody. There was no opportunity for fraud. They 
could have added them up incorrectly, but everybody would have 


| been able to make the correction ; nobody could be blinded, nobody 


could be deceived. They could have excluded one-half the votes from 
that count, but everybody would have known every vote that was ex- 


| cluded. They knew there was no possibility of blinding anybody as to 


what theydid. They had to act upon good reasonsor upon bad reasons, 
one of the two. What becomes of all this talk. then, about midnight 
meetings, secret conclaves, side-door entrances? I have entered the 
consultation room of the judges of the Supreme Court by a side-door 
too, and I will make aflidavit of it if any man doubts it. I should be 
a little surprised to hear any one in this Senate Chamber or outside 
of this Senate Chamber impute fraud or bad faith to the members of 
that court because I had done so or because others had done so. 

We have been told here , elsewhere, everywhere we have been told, 
that this board arbitrarily, nefariously, if I may use that word 
again—I borrow it—excluded from count seven or eight thousand 
democratic votes. The popular form of expression has been that they 
disfranchised seven or eight thousand democratic votes. That has a 
startling sound to it; it is sensational. It is apt to awaken some 
emotions and make honest men feel a little disagreeable. So it would 


: | if I said a citizen of Massachusetts broke the neck of another citizen 
returning board are brought in issue, and the testimony taken by | 


the other day. It would be a little dramatic, startling; but if it 


L yt | were explained that that citizen who broke the neck of another did it 
and applied to the question of what was done, every act and fact. 


in pursuance of the judgment of a court in which the victim had been 
convicted of an offense which required his neck to be broken on the 
scaffold, then it would be more plausible; not proper, even in that 
case, because I do not like that way of putting an end to men, but 
certainly it is less tragical, less dramatic. 

Mr. President, every democrat who was disfranchised in Louisi- 
ana—lI use the term because Senators prefer that term—was disfran- 
chised by the judgment of a tribunal charged by the law of Louisiana 
to do that thing if the facts in the case warranted the doing of it, 
and that tribunal disfranchised those democrats because upon the 
evidence submitted to it the tribunal held that not seven thousand 
republicans but twenty thousand republicans had been disfranchised 


| by the very seven thousand democrats disfranchised at the same 


time. Every democrat who was disfranchised, I repeat, was disfran- 


| chised under the judgment of a lawful tribunal, openly, upon testi- 


mony, the judgment published to the world, was disfranchised because 
of crimes of which he, or the community, the parish, or the pre- 
cinct in which he lived, had been adjudged guilty. 

Mr.GORDON. Mr. President, will the Senator—— 

Mr. HOWE. In one moment. Every républican who was disfran- 
chised was disfranchised not in pursuance of law but in defiance of 
law; disfranchised not because of any crime he had committed, but 


| disfranchised by crime and by criminals. Now I will hear the Sena- 


tor from Georgia. 

Mr. GORDON. I wanted to ask the Senator, with his permission, 
whether this authority conferred upon the tribunal to which he has 
referred was not conferred by statute instead of by constitutional 
provision; and whether that statute was not in violation of the 
ninety-fourth article of the constitution of that State, that article 
declaring that judicial powers should only be conferred upon the 
courts named in the article, and the article expressly inhibiting 
the exercise of jadicial powers by any other tribunal? 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, the tribunal existed by statute, by 
statute passed after the constitution was adopted, it is claimed in 
pursuance of that constitution. Iam so poor a lawyer, that I hesi- 


| tate to give an opinion upon a question of constitutional law. I 
been poured out upon their heads, we have heard so much about their | 


have examined, however, not carelessly, the very question put by the 
Senator from Georgia. My judgment is that if the people of Louisi- 
ana could in making a constitution make one which authorized such 


| an act to be passed, they did it in that very constitution ; but whether 


they authorized it or not, ever since they had the constitution they 
have had the law. Republicans have used the law, and democrats 


| have used the law; and there is no judicial tribunal in Louisiana 


which does not affirm the validity of the law. Sanctioned, therefore, 
sustained, by the opinion of the supreme court of Louisiana, and sus- 
tained by the practice of all parties in Louisiana, ever since that con- 
stitution existed, I will venture to answer the question put by the 
Senator from Georgia, that in my opinion the law is constitutional, 
valid, and not invalid. 


I guess I will withdraw that answer and concede, for the purpose 

of this argument, that the law was unconstitutional and invalid. 

| Will the Senator from Delaware, will any other Senator on this tloor, 
venture to advertise any man, white or black, as guilty of nefarious 

| frauds because simply he uses a power conferred upon him by a stat- 


ute, though the statute be in fact unconstitutional, but after that 


hear what the Louisiana case was, when they came to consider what | statute has been recognized from the foundations of the Govern- 
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ment? Oh, no; I know the Senator from Delaware will issue nosuch | told again that there was no law in Louisiana requiring ¢o) 
advertisement as that upon any such case as that. men to vote the republican ticket. Certainly not. They a 
Mr. SAULSBURY. Let me ask the Senator when the statute cre- | been induced for the first time last fall to leave the republican sta 
ating the returning board was passed ? and hurry over to the democratic camp, and they were induced ‘tea ; 
Mr. HOWE. The first statute? it. The great question which the returning board tried and - pe 
Mr.SAULSBURY. The statute creating the returning board under | you must try, if you ever mean to know the truth of that electi — 
which these men acted. what induced them to leave for the first time during the year eee 
Mr. HOWE. I think it was in 1870. If you say speeches, I say speeches were employed elsewhere — 
Mr. SAULSBURY. Was that from the foundation of the govern- | say persuasion, I say persuasion was employed allover the §| ma 


ment of Louisiana? you say barbecues, I say barbecues were employed in ore 


Mr. HOWE. No, it was two years later than the foundation. I | just as much as iu these. But when I say bulldozing and cruelty of 
stand corrected. Two years had elapsed, I believe, before they got | more forms than I ever had heard of until I heard this testimony 7 * 
that statute on the books. But you see I am so young and so ardent | have no answer to make to that. That was an agency not em ore 
that if I do exaggerate a little now and then I know my deliberative | in other parishes, and that seems to have been the only chee 
friend from Delaware will not think the worse of me for it. agency which could be employed to drag a colored republican on 

It would take more time than the Senate can spare, more strength | the flag under which he had always voted to that which had men 
than I have, to go into the testimony we have on the question whether | been without his favor. - 
the returning board did or did not judge correctly; but, as I said, I Mr. President, I did not mean to take so much of the time of th 
have had some opportunities for forming an opinion, and have formed | Senate as I have. I have heard these denunciations poured out 4 
one. The Senator from Delaware has had the same opportunities, | long and with so much véhemence, they constitute so large a part of 
and although I am not at all surprised to find that he has formed an | our political literature, that I felt it due to the Jaws of Louisiana, to 
opinion also, I declare I am surprised to hear that he formed the | the tribunals of that State, and to truth, to which I mean to be loyal 
peculiar opinion which he has avowed on the floor of the Senate. | even if I exhaust the patience of the Senate in my loyalty to truth 
The board did disfranchise certain voters. A committee of which I | to give the Senate to understand that there was another side to that 
was a member took a great deal of testimony touching the propriety | story; that fraud was the least of the agencies employed in determi). 
of the votes excluded from count in five parishes of that State, the | ing the result of the last election; that where one single badge of 

varishes of Ouachita, Morehouse, East Baton Rouge, and East and | fraud can be pointed to we can point you to scores of the foulest 
Vest Feliciana. murders. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. We did not take in our subcommittee any tes- Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I simply want to get the facts set right 
timony on East Baton Rouge. and those I intend to have set right. . 

Mr. HOWE. I said the committee of which he and I were mem- Mr. HOWE. Iam with my friend in that enterprise. 
bers. I was literally correct, and so is the Senator. He reminds me Mr. HILL. Then listen. 
that before the testimony was taken touching the election in East Mr. HOWE. Consider me a partner, will you? 

Baton Rouge the committee was subdivided, and the testimony from Mr. HILL. The Senator from Wisconsin undertook to say that 
that parish, as well as from West Feliciana I believe, was taken by a | there was no specific demand for proof of these charges made by 
subdivision of the committee, of which neither he nor myself was a | Judge Spofford until the 22d of November after the motion had been 
member, There in those five parishes the returning board worked | made by the Senator from Ohio to discharge the committee in another 
its heaviest slaughter of the innocents. Five thousand of the whole | case. I stated distinctly that I joined issue with the Senator and 
number of democratic votes rejected in the whole State were rejected | that that was not trae. Now;sir, to the proof, and we will see who 
from those five parishes. Five hundred and sixty-seven republican | is right. He says that while he admits that these charges made by 
votes were rejected and 5,554 democratic votes. Could that have | Judge Spofford were made previously to the 22d of November, they 
been reasonable? Must that not have been arbitrary, unjust? Sena- | were made as argument and not for the purpose of proof. I say they 
tors may ask. After those 5,000 votes were rejected, still the demo- | were made forthe purpose of proof, and that it is so stated distinctly, 
cratic party fared, not better upon the returns, but as well, lacking | The first meeting held by the committee was on the 19th of October, 
about a thousand votes, as it fared in 1874, when no votes were ex- | in which it was— 

cluded whatever. Not to delay the Senate with any attempt, the Resolved, That the chairman be 
most feeble and impotent, to defend every finding and every conclu- | Henry uM. Rpeiurd eink — o = oy whey ee to the 
sion of the returning board, I want to quote from the report sub- | Committee whether they desire to lay any and what evidence before the commit. 
mitted to the Seunte in February last one brief clause Bride un- | #008 to be Sarthe honed in regard Oo Chale Othe be the cent by thems cleimed. 
mistakably, I think showing absolutely, what the net result was, The very first resolution, therefore, was to get from these parties 
and showing I think by the clearest inference that this whole pre- | the points upon which they desired to take evidence. The commit- 
tense of fraud or of injustice even urged against the returning board | tee accordingly met again on the 22d of October. 

has no foundation in fact. The committee to which I have referred The resolution I have read was adopted at the first meeting. It 
was stopped in its investigation before its work was concluded, not | was at that meeting that we on our part insisted that no evidence 
voluntarily, but stopped for the want of supplies, which has often | should be taken, but that the historical settlement of these contro- 
impeded and broken up great enterprises before in the history of the | versies in Louisiana ought to be accepted. The committee overruled 
world. So long as we prosecuted that effort, I think no member of | that and passed a resolution, at the instance of the Senator from 
the committee will deny that at least an equal opportunity was given | Massachusetts, that it was necessary to go into the inquiry. That 
to the democratic party to lay its case before it. will be found on page 2. In response to that resolution—— 

The State of Louisiana is divided into fifty-seven parishes. Intimi- Mr. HOWE. Will the Senator be good enough to state what in 
dation and violence, with the proofs of which these volumes smoke, | quiry they were going into? 
were charged against seventeen parishes. Against forty parishes no Mr. HILL. The resolution adopted by the committee reads as fol 
such charge was preferred. In those forty parishes, says the report, | lows: 
the registration of colored voters numbered 87,999; the white regis- Resolved, That the parties be heard to-morrow morning, by themselves or their 
tration numbered 72,034, being a ae of nearly 16,000. Those | on at a wecion, oust aes ohher party be pormatieed to saber to Go ne 
forty parishes returned 65,747 republican votes and 59,392 democratic | ments descr: y Sat. Rollogg 8 Bis Written Commantc as 
votes. So in that large part of the State where intimidation is not aoa: any evidence, and wit, be admlasible being reserved wat 
charged to have been practiced a majority of colored voters regis- mist 7 : 
tered of 15,965 yielded a republican majority of 6,353 votes. When The whole question was then laid before them as to all points; let 
they had gone over that large portion of the State where violence | the contestants state freely any and all points on which they desire 
and murder were not alleged to have been let loose on the people, | t© take evidence. : ‘ g 
there the republican ticket was 6,000 votes ahead. It is not pre- On the 23d of October, in response to that resolution, Judge Shella- 
tended that the same arguments, the same suasion, the same kind of | barger, asthe counsel for Mr. Kellogg, was heard. On the 24th of Octo- 
speeches were not employed in the fort y parishes that were employed | ber Mr. Spofford was heard in response to that resolution on the eub- 
in the other seventeen, but the results in the seventeen parishes were | ject of evidence. Then on the 26th of October, which the Senator 
very different. In the seventeen parishes said to have been terror- | Will find on page 60, Mr. Kellogg submitted a written statement, aud 
ized the colored registration was 27,269, the white registration was | I will read it for the edification of the Senator from Wisconsin: 
20,320, giving a majority of colored voters in the seventeen parishes | seyarors: In reply to the paper put on file this morning by H. M. Spofford, 
of 6,949, nearly one-half as large as the colored majority in all the | claiming a seat in the Senate, I wish to make the following statement : 3 
rest of the State. It would seem, if a colored majority of registered | The hour allowed to me by tho committes for the purpose . making a > 
voters of 15,000 yields a republican majority of 6,000 votes, a colored | ®t Sufficient to enable me to enter upon a detailed answer to the six prop 


1 at . .  - tained in the st of Judge Spofford. I shall therefore, at this time, not 
majority of registered voters of 7,000 ought to yield some majority of enter w nop Geek cai, bat Shall for the present only state to the committee 
republican votes. But instead of that, in the seventeen parishes | that I deny generally and specifically the material averments of the said 
where bulldozing did walk abroad by day and rode by night, where | #24 I ask, in the event that the commemnttne oball — te tale eS —_ 
there was a majority of colored voters of nearly 7,000, the vote al- | oa ween Say eetess some = ~ ao to the designs of the election 
lowed to be cast and found in the ballot-boxes footed up only 10,970 | jaw pes hat it ahall deck . fter excludin 
‘ : : Pp y 10,970 | laws of Louisizna ; that it shall decide who were elected upon and after e 
republican and 21,123 democratic, the democratic vote excooding the Some Ho cheatin setasan Cust 1 om = the aoe. baare of ne as 
shi a p ori i "4 i i abou exclu ; an 8 such exclusions ™. B re : 
be ae heaped ty eer yr — _- caniees being bat a Btls by the designs of the law, it will be found that the action of the returning board ia 


th o B tifying the election of members of senate and house as they did was justitied by 
This is not conclusive. We have been told before and shall be She onbdicbes and t oo ew in the case. . 


ym to notify William Pitt Kellogg and 
u 
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There is a distinct point made by Governor Kellogg in writing | 


demanding that evidence be taken and that it be thorough upon the 

- specifications previously filed by Judge Spofford, some of which 
= it totidem verbis among these five now before us, the very exact 
janguage. Then to that paper filed by Governor Kellogg, insisting 
that evidence be taken, Judge Spofford tiled a reply the same day, 
October 26. He says: 

The vagneness of the statements of Governor Kellogg as to what he desires to 

. renders it impossible for me to specify what I shall desire to adduce in re- 
wie! A suit upon such pleadings could have no end, and I assume that it is 
doce of Governor Kellogg and of the committee, as it certainly is mine, that 

thie matter should be determined speedily, certainly within a few weeks. 

Here at this stage of the case, on the 26th of October, Governor 
Kellogg was demanding @ thorough investigation, and Judge Spof- 
ford was willing to go into the investigation, but desiring to agree 
upon as much as possible to make it as short as possible. He then 
goes on to make some additional specifications. That, I say, was on 
the 26th of October. Then, if the Senator will turn to page 61, he 
will find that, the committee having adjourned afterward in conse- 
quence of the death of its chairman, the committee reassembled on 
the 7th of November, and on that day the chairman laid before the 
committee a note from Judge Spofford, dated October 30, in which 
me ange: WASHINGTON, October 30, 1877. 
To the honorable the Committee on ite ge oes 


GeNTLEMEN: I considered the specifications made by me in answer to your | 


reqnest for a statement with regard to proofs in my contest with Mr. Kellogg as 
only supplemental to the proffer I made to prove all such matters of fact as might 
be thought to require proof stated in my argument before the committeo on tho 
9 s 

SS nine upon the topics and limits of the investigation by testimony to be 
hereafter produced, I beg the committee not to overlook the proffers I made in 
that argument — — oh ea 

een. HENRY M. SPOFFORD. 

Then you see both these [gentlemen insisted that all their state- 
ments before the committee were for the purpose of getting at the 
point in issue, for the purpose of taking the evidence. Evidence 
everywhere is alluded to, nothing but what they desired to prove, 
commencing at the very beginning. On the 12th of November, the 
committee having adjourned from the 7th to the 12th, the committee 
met pursuant to adjournment ; and, for the purpose of bringing these 
parties to an issue, this resolution was passed : 

Resolved, That a committee of two, consisting of Mr. WADLEIGH and Mr. MEr- 
RIMON, be appointed to consult with Mr. Kellogg and Mr. Spofford, and ascertain 
from them and report to the full committee to what extent they may agreo upon 
the facts involved in this case. 

Nothing but evidence was heard of up to this time. That sub- 
committee was appointed, and they took until the 19th to act; but in 
the mean time, November 13, after that subcommittee was appointed, 
Governor Kellegg makes a written statement to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections and opens it by saying that he makes the 
statement under and in pursuance of the resolution which I have just 
read, passed on the 12th of November. He goes on then and states 
what he will agree to and what he will not agree to. He makes a 
very vague statement. On the 16th of November, Judge Spofford 
having been furnished with that statement made and signed by Gov- 
ernor Kellogg, rejoins as to what he wants to prove, and says: 

To the honorable the subcommittee of the 
Senate Committee on Privileges and Elections: 


GENTLEMEN: I have just received what is styled on its face the ‘Statement of 
William Pitt Kellogg.” touching the admissions sought by the subcommittee in the 
contest between Mr. Kellogg and myself. 

1. Argumentative matter and questions of law are so interwoven with this so- 
called statement as measurably to thwart the cvident purpose of the committee to 
elicit an agreed state of facts. With entire respect tothe gentlemen who prepared 


it, I submit that the paper is evasive, and is # brief of argument rather than a brief 
of the facts. 


2. In spite of these difficulties, I am so anxious to abridge the labors of the com- 
mittee and the time that will be consumed in investigation, that I shall attempt a 
rejoinder to this “ statement,” both as to matters of fact and matters of law. 


This shows that that statement was made for the express purpose 
of fixing the points upon which proof was to be taken. There was 
no argument about it, as the gentleman says there is, but in that 
statement, made in that way and for that purpose, this charge was 
made in the face of Governor Kellogg, while he was present, that in 
this clandestine way, in the secret sessions of the returning board, he 
aided in —_ false returns, and the charge was made in toti- 
dem verbis as it is now before this body. The gentleman will find it 
in the very statement from which I read, beginning at the bottom of 
page 74 and on page 75. In these statements that are now being 
considered Governor Kellogg proposed that the testimony taken by 
the Howe committee and the Sherman committee should be received 
in evidence. Judge Spofford in reply says that that would be un- 
just; that none of that testimony is legal; but for the purpose of 
dispatch and to save expense and delay he will agree that the Howe 
report and the Sherman report from the Senate shall be considered in 
evidence for what they are worth, if a like agreement is made in 
regard to the Morrison report and the Field report from the House. 

The committee got the parties to agree that those reports should 
de considered to that extent. Then, when the committee met again 
to consider that question, this agreement having been made, the 
question arose, is there anything now in the pleadings made up by 





these parties previously ; not new points, but in the pleadings made 
up previously as I have read them, not covered by these reports that 
are agreed upon and not covered by the admissions of the parties? 
Then it is that Judge Spofford comes before the committee, and in 
the presence of Governor Kellogg and his counsel, on page 84, re-enu- 
merates five points which he says have not been admitted by Governor 
Kellogg, and which are not covered by any of these reports which are 
agreed upon, either of the Senate or House, and upon those five points 
he now demands testimony. That was on the 22d of November. The 
gentleman says that is the first time testimony was demanded on those 
points, when every one of those points had been made and stated in 
totidem verbis in the previous statements of these parties for the pur- 
pose of taking testimony, and for no other purpose in the world. As 
I said, this committee never did an act, never passed a resolution 
which was not for the purpose of bringing the parties to an issue on 
as few points as possible, so as to have as little expense and delay as 
possible. 

I will say that the committee acted vigilantly, and I will say that 
the parties acted vigilantly, in my judgment, as the evidence in the 
record will show. Every member of the committee, republican or 
democrat, and both the contestants, I now bear witness, seemed de- 
sirous of reducing this issue to as narrow a space as possible, to make 
as many admissions as possible, to avoid as much delay and expense 
as possible ; and the issue is brought down to these five points which 
were previously stated long before the motion of the Senator from 
Ohio was heard of. It was for the reason that these points had been 
stated, and for the reason that they were not admitted by Governor 
Kellogg and not covered by the evidence, that we demand to take 
the testimony. It is true that some of the testimony we desire to 
take we are discovering every day in point-blank proof, which is not 
covered by any of those reports, either of the House or Senate, which 
it was agreed should be admitted. We say that some of this testi- 
mony got to Judge Spofford before, and that was the reason why he 
made the pleadings as he did, for the purpose of laying the founda- 
tion to introduce this testimony. To show the Senate and the coun- 
try conclusively that the object is not unnecessary delay, we not 
only had testimony before the committee met which authorized 
Judge Spofford to make these pleadings and to demand that proof 
be received under them, but we are receiving that proof constantly, 
I state here that I read three letters yesterday showing that testi- 
mony can be developed upon this subject, and I take the liberty of 
now reading to the body a telegram received from New Orleans this 
morning—— 

a HOWE. On the point at issue between the Senator and my- 
self 

Mr. HILL. On the point of this testimony. The point with you 
is that you say Judge Spofford never demanded to take testimony on 
any of these points until the 22d of November. I say that when he 
first stated these points he coupled them distinctly with the state- 
ment that it was for the purpose of evidence. You say he stated it 
only as argument, while he complained that Kellogg was too argu- 
mentative. I will read this telegram, which is as follows: 


NEw ORLEANS, November 29, 1877. 
To Hon. E. Joun Extts, 


Member of Congress : 


There is documentary evidence here in Kellogg’s office to show that he used influ- 
ence with returning board. Tell Spofford. 
HENRY L. SMITH. 


Mr. Smith is now in that office; he has access to those records ; and 
this is the first time we have had this information. It is directed by 
this gentleman, who is now in that office and has access to those 
seeeniy to Mr. ELLIs, who is a member of Congress from the State of 
Louisiana. ° 

Mr. HARRIS. The immediate Representative of that district. 

Mr. HILL. The immediate Representative of that district. I state 
these facts toshow that while this charge has been long known, while 
it was made when the committee first met, while it has been before 
the committee all the time, and while it was in what lawyers call the 
pleadings, made up to lay the foundation for the evidence, the evi- 
dence itself in various forms is coming to us constantly. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, if a question of fact could be settled 
by argument, the Senator from Georgia would have greatly the ad- 
vantage of me; he could not only prove the proposition he submit- 
ted just now, but he could prove almost anything. Any one who has 
witnessed his reasoning powers will see the force of that. I have 
listened not only to all his proofs, but to all his arguments. Perhaps 
it is because I do not choose to be convinced; but the fact is, I am 
not convinced, from either the argument or the proof, tbat Mr. Spof- 
ford made any demand or request of the committee whatever before 
the 22d of November to prove these two last propusitions. But not to 
restate the arguments on my side, I simply submit these two difficult- 
ies I have in getting to the conclusion to which the Senator from 
Georgia has come. ‘The first is, that when in answer to a specific call 
for the points which he wished to putin proof Mr. Spofford submitted 
six points, and these two were not among the number. When replying 
to Mr. Kellogg’s argument as to what had or had not been agreed 
upon by them, he then introduces two charges, which are the two 
last propositions in the amendment. I did not understand those to 
be a request to take testimony, both because of the connection in 
which I found them, and because of the subject-matter. Mr. Spof- 
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ford comes here with a reputation, a high reputation, as a lawyer; 
and I do not think that he as a lawyer would venture to tell a delib- 
erative committee of this body that he wanted to take proof of the 
several matters referred to in those two clauses; and I do not think 
the Senator from Georgia does quite justice to the professional stand- 
ing of that gentleman when he insists that such was his purpose. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, 1 have already announced my 
intention of yoting to seat M. C. Butler as Senator from South Caro- 
lina. I willas cheerfully vote to seat William Pitt Kellogg as Sena- 
tor from Louisiana. I have resisted by my vote every motion to give 
the case of Mr. Kellogg precedence over that of Mr. Butler. I do this 
because by a vote of the Senate the case of Mr. Butler was brought 
forward for the direct consideration of the Senate, and I claim that 
he was entitled to have his case finally settled. Had the motion in 
behalf of Mr. Kellogg been brought before the Senate first I should 
have voted as steadily to have prevented any delay or interference in 
his case as I have in that of Mr. Butler. I hold that the cases are 
alike upon their merits; similar cireumstances surround the elections 
in both, and the same law governs in each case. 

In maintaining the title of Mr. Butler to a seat in this body 1 
but recognize the logic of political events. Those events were 
not the result of any act of mine: they were moulded by the hand 
of another. It is unnecessary for me to review in detail the couses 
that led to the assumed trinmph of the democratic party in South 
Carolina at the last general election. It was in my judgment the 
triumph of might over right. It was not won by any of the just 
and lawful methods known to an elective system of government. To 
achieve it, a free ballot was crushed in the iron grasp of armed 
foree. This was my judgment in February and March last, based 
upon the testimony set forth in the memorial to Congress, signed by 
the republican State otlicers and senators and representatives in the 
General Assembly. That memorial was laid before the President im- 
mediately after hisinanguration. Governor Chamberlain filed at the 
executive department an elaborate argument in support of the legal 
propositions that it contained, and voluminous testimony to sustain 
its allegations as to matters of fact. When it became known that 
the President contemplated the removal of the troops from the State- 
house, a thrill of horror went through the hearts of the republicans 
of South Carolina, and they crowded the National Capital to make 
solemn protests and earnest appeals against an act which they were 
bound to hold as the foulest treachery and the most undeserved and 
untimely wrong of which the history of political parties furnishes 
any record. Rude and ignorant and unlettered as the great mass of 
South Carolina republicans may be, they were yet loyal and true to 
the great principles of the republican party, and in war and in peace 
they had gathered around the flag of this Union with all the devo- 
tion with which the devout Christian clings to the cross of his Re- 
decmer. As republicans they had never betrayed their trust, and 
they did not expect to be themselves betrayed. Throngh cight long 
years they had been hunted for their opinion’s sake, but they held 
their faith unchanged, and asserted it by their ballots with intlexible 
fidelity to their party. ° 

They know enough to love their Government and trust its defend- 
ers. In the face of violence, over the dead bodies of their murdered 
brethren, they went to the polls and gave aclear majority for the 
national republican candidate, and having done so they expected 
justice and protection. In spite of their remonstrances, the President 
who had secured his election through their votes, recognized the 
democratic State government and turned them over to the tender 
mercies of their excited and embittered enemies. 

We are all familiar with the incidents of the last memorable presi- 
dential campaign. We all know that had the electoral vote of South 
Carolina been cast against the fepublican nomineesa democratic Presi- 
dent would now be occupying the White House and a democrat would 
now be presiding over this body. The republicans of South Carolina 
then carried “ Cesar and his fortunes.” The republican officials who 
constituted the board of State canvassers guarded the integrity of 
that electoral vote with a fidelity which neither threats of personal 
violence nor the mandate of judicial authority could swerve from 
the path of duty. 

They attested that fidelity even in the dungeons of the common jail 
of the county to which they were consigned for refasing to obey an 
order which in their jadgment was designed to overthrow the elec- 
toral vote of the State. There was no hint given then that upon the 
accession of Mr. Hayes to the Presidency he would remove the troops, 
whose presence alone enabled these ofticers to exercise the functions 
of the offices to which they had been fairly elected. No such com- 
ing event cast its dark shadow through the iron bars of their prison 
in December, 1876. Verily may the republicans of South Carolina and 
of the entire South exclaim, “I have been wounded in the houso of 
my friends.” The arm that struck the fatal blow was nourished by 
their devoted and unsuspecting service. I irresistibly here recall to 
memory the lines of England's great poet : 

So the struck eagle, stretch'd upon the plain, 
No more through rolling clouds t» sear again, 
View'd his own feather on the fatal dart, 

And wing'd the shaft that quiver'd in his heart; 
Keen were his pangs, but oamam far to feel, 
He nursed the pinion which impell’d the steel. 


The republicans of that State owe to-day to the clemency of the 
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| victors whatever of protection remains to them, and not to the aa 
ministration they believed in, toiled for, and inangurated The 
| would have suffered in silence and borne the ills that republicay we 
is heirto in that region, could tMey but discover elsewhere in he 
| South that era of good-feeling, disintegration of their opponents - 
even the uprising of the old-line whig element, which wags een . 
dently prophesied and fondly anticipated. The good-feeling js a : 
fined to exultation over universal southern democratic domination. 
the South is solid, and the old-line whigs remain undiscovered exe os 
throngh the offer of large premiums in the shape of Inerative d, 
mestic and foreign appointments. With these strong incentives t, 
put in an appearance their numbers can be counted upon the fingers 
and they have followed so many strange gods since the death of th at 
noble old party and been so frequently rehabilitated in new eos 
tumes that they defy recognition by their most intimate 
ances, 

While the President was known to be meditating this act whi, h 
“let slip the dogs of war” upon the republicans of the South, some 
of the republican Senators who now assail me with harsh criticism 
because I vote according to the dictates of my judgment and my 
conscience upon a question which is in no proper sense a party ques 
tion were either coldly neutral or were setbeily giving aid and com. 
fort to the Hampton government. I repudiate and disown the ay 
thority of such as these to pass judgment upon my fidelity to the yp: 
publican party. I remember, sir, the tremendous political crisis of 
last March, when the fate not only of the republican party but oj 

| this great nation seemed to hang in the trembling balance. Thera 
were “whispers of holy or unholy alliances” then, and it was 
spoken in tones louder than “ whispers” that the distinguished Seno. 
tor from New York, now the republican Achilles of the Senate, would 
either join the war against his republican compeers or retire jy 
moody wrath to his tent, bearing no part in the battle that was big 
with the fate of his party. Yet my voice, sir, did not swell the eur, 
rent of false surmise that imputed meditated pertidy to the honorable 
Senator from New York. 

Mr. President, I cannot refrain from noticing briefly—and justice 
to myself demands that I should notice it—the ferocious attack made 
upon me by the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EpMuUNpDs,] who, I am 
sorry to see, is not present. That Senator read upon the floor of the 
Senate, on last Monday, a libelous article against me, written by 
some unknown person. That article, false, scandalous, and mali- 
cious, was retailed to the country by the honorable Senator, who vir- 
tually gave to it the weight and sanction of his high authority hy 
making it the declared ground of a resolution submitted to the Sen- 
ate to investigate conduct which it most falsely imputed to me, and 
which I had from my place in the Senate most solemnly denied en- 
gaging in. While the gentleman was thus engaged in making this 
malignant attack upon me he disclaimed all personal hostility to me 
and expressed his regret that his sense of duty compelled him thus 
to move in vindication of “the honor of the Senate.” 

The old Scotch poet Ferguson must have gazed with the eye of 
prophecy iuto the fature when he wrote the verse— 

In robes of seeming truth and trust 
Came sly Dissimulation, 

And underneath a gilded crust 
Lurked dirty Defamation ! 


The majority of the Senate by their vote upon the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont decided that “the honor of the Senate” did 
not require that they should give their sanction to a proceeding in 
which an honorable Senator converted himself into a mere huckster 
of anonymous libels. 

Milton describes the grim portress of hell as half human and half 
snake. There are acts, sir, so basely malignant and so indecently 
venomous as to satisfy me that this horrible compound finds its 
counterpart in nature itself. In regard to the indictments against 
me, I desire to say that I am ready to meet them before any impartial 
jury of my countrymen. 

But the tribunal in which these indictments were found has already 
forestalled the judgment of the jury, and denied the accused the 
privilege of an impartial hearing. The bills were found on the 30th 
day of August last, at Columbia. Two days previous to the finding 
the presiding judge, addressing the grand jury, as to all the persons 
charged with offenses in the several bills there exhibited in open 
court, all of which persons were known as republicans, used the fol- 
lowing language, which I extract from the full charge as published 
in the Charleston News and Courier of August 29, 1577, and which 
I am assured was printed from the original manuscript in the judge's 
own hand: 


acqnaint- 


(Extract. ] 

The party to which they (the aceusod) belonged was the creature of military 
conquest. They wrested from the other party their rightful heritage to govern 
the State of South Carolina. 

And again he said: 

Juries are too apt to permit the guilty to escape through fear that the innocent 
may suffer. You must avoid this amiable error. 

Were ever persons accused of grave offenses against. the statutes 
classed before by their political or party relations? Did ever judge 
before thus boldly attempt to reverse the merciful maxim of the law 
that “It is better that ninety and nine guilty men should escape 
punishment than that one innocent man should suffer?” The law 
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humanely holds that the judge is the counsel of the prisoner so far 
as may be necessary to secure for every man accused a fair and im- 
artial trial. But this jadge counsels against the accused and evokes 
the hates and passions of civil war and political excitement against 
him by branding him asa “ creature of military conquest.” In such 
at ourt, trial means conviction without regard to the law and the evi- 
dence, and I have therefore determined to resist by all lawful means 
the execution of any process designed to bring me within its juris- 
yg ee pass to the issue more directly involved in the pending 
motion. I presume that there can be no doubt that Mr. Butler 
received a majority of the votes of the joint membership in the 
Hampton legislature. The precedents cited from the record of con- 
tested elections in the Senate of the United States sustain such an 
election as valid. ’ : 

I am not called upon to determine at this day whether the Hamp- 
ton house was the constitutional house of representatives. The 
highest judicial tribunal of the State has decided that question, and 
it is res adjudicata, 
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| several of their number by wantonly beating them. 


The President of the United States has formally | 


recognized the government in the State of South Carolina of which | 


that house forms a part, and it has been fully recognized by the re- 
publican majority in the State senate, and by the major portion of 
those members who constituted the Chamberlain house. I hold that 


the action of the executive department of the Federal Government 


js conclusive as to which is the lawful authority when there are two 
opposing governments in a State. ) 

Upon this point the Supreme Court of the United States say, in the 
celebrated Rhode Island case of Luther vs. Borden : 


In the case of foreign nations the government acknowledged by the President is | 


always recognized in the courts of justice, and this principle has been applied by 
the act of Congress to the sovereign States of the Union.—7 Howard, page 44. 

And again: 

Whether the people of a State have abolished an old government and estab- 
lished a new one in its place is a question to be settled by the political power ; 
aud when that power has decided, the courts are bound to take notice of its de- 
cision and to follow it.—Jbid., page 47. 

If, then, the title of Wade Hampton to the office of governor is a 
good title, and the President has so decided, it follows that Mr. But- 
ler has an equally valid title to a seat in this body, for he was elected 
by the same Legislature which opened the certified transcript of the 
returns, and declared Hampton the governor of South Carolina, and 
his credentials are signed by Governor Hampton, and bear upon their 
face the broad seal of the State, duly attested by the secretary of the 
State. 

I therefore but accept the logical result of events, and recognize 
accomplished facts in voting that Mr. Butler be now sworn in. I 
know that he will not dishonor a seat in the Senate of the United 
States, but will stand the peer of any man upon this floor in all the 
qualities that define the true gentleman. I know that the brand of 
murder is not upon his forehead, or the blood of slaughtered negroes 
upon his hands. The red light of the torches by which the butchers 
of Hamburgh shot to death four unoffending American citizens on 
that bloody Sabbath morning of July, 1876, is not reflected upon his 
title to a seat in this Chamber. On this point I have the evidence of 
leading republicans of Edgefield and Aiken Counties, and men whom 
I know personally. These men have talked with me in tho quiet of 
my own house, as one republican with another. If there was a dark 
side that reflected on General Butler they would have told me of it, 
but knowing that I would be called upon before this Senate and be- 
fore the American people to vote upon this question, I have asked 
them to tell me the simple truth and this is the verdict that I give 
upon the testimony I have heard. 

I desire now to invite the attention of the Senate to what I deem 
the real facts in the Hamburgh massacre and the causes that have 
unjustly linked the name of General Butler with that horrible crime. 
For the real actors in that deed of blood I have no feeling but that of 
utter detestation. For the authorities who have thus far failed to set 
the law in motion to bring to the bar of justice the red-handed mur- 
derers who shot to death four American citizens, pleading for life on 
their bended knees, in the presence of their shrieking wives and chil- 
dren, I entertain no sentiment but that of loathing and contempt. 

Said Lord Mansfield, on the famous trial of John Wilkes, when the 
whole latr of the King of England was being wielded to crush the 
accused, “ Let justice be done though the heavens fall!” 

a" the punishment for this great guilt to fall alone upon the 
ilty. 

The town of Hamburgh contains a population of about four hundred, 
of whom only about twenty-five are white persons. The colored peo- 
ple in the country immediately around the town outnumber the whites 
about three to one. The town is situated on the Savannah River, 
directly opposite Augusta, from which it is distant about a half 
mile, being connected with that city by a bridge which spans the 
river, It is twenty-two miles from Edgefield Court House, where 
General Butler resides, and about eighty miles from Columbia. 

At the date of the butchery it had a colored mayor or intendant, 
and its town council was composed almost entirely of colored persons. 
For many months prior to the armed collision between the whites and 
blacks on the 8th of July, 1876, a difficulty had been fomenting be- 
tween them, Society, indeed, in that section, for nearly a year previ- 

ous to that date had been resting on the crust of a volcano which 
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constantly threatened a terrible eruption. The blacks had been 


‘accusing their white employers of robbing them of their hard earn 


ings by failing to pay the wages due, and also of grossly maltreating 
The whites, on 
the other hand, charged that the blacks of Hamburgh were engaged in 
a wide-spread system of depredations upon the barns and cotton-houses 
and dwellings of the white people. And they even charged the 
blacks with having broken into the coffin of a lady recently buried, 
and with having cut her hair from her head and her wedding-ring 
from her finger and sold them on the streets of Augusta. 

My object in reciting these stories on both sides is to present to 
the Senate and the American people just what was said at that time. 

I am aware of no evidence to fasten this shocking outrage, if it 
really did occur, upon the colored people; but I know that they were 
charged with it, and the charge was generally credited by the whites, 
and as generally denounced as false by the blacks. About three 
weeks before the butchery, two white citizens of Aiken County, in 
passing with their wagons near Hamburgh, stooped down and drank 
out of aspring in the suburbs of the town, and were at once arrested 
by the colored town-marshal and his deputies for applying thei: 
mouths directly to the water in the spring instead of using a vessel 
to dip it out. For that trivial offense those two white men were 
compelled by the colored mayor to pay a tine of $7 each, and they 
were held in custody for several hours until the fine was paid. 

In passing let me remark that I do not pretend to say this was 
right. Iam just giving history. The Senate and the country can 
form their own conclusions; I do not propose to draw any for them. 

On the 4th of July, two young white men, riding in a buggy, near 
the town and on the public road or street, found a company ot colored 
militia commanded by one Doc Adams, formed in line, and occupy- 
ing a part of the road in their front, and they demanded rudely that 
the company should retire and allow them to pass. They were told 
that there was ample room for them to pass on either flank of the 


| company ; but after some altercation, and the use of insulting words 


| been. 





| on both sides, the company opened ranks and the two young men 


drove into town. If there ever was a captain of a military company 
who ought to have been court-martialed, that fellow ought to have 
Do you suppose I would allow a set of fellows to drive through 
my company if I was commanding one? But he did it. 

The next day the father of one of them repaired to the office of 


| Prince Rivers, a colored trial-justice, and swore out a warrant agaist 


Doc Adams and several members of his company, charging them 
with assault, alleging that the militia struck the horse with their 
bayonets. This was at once followed by a cross-warrant sworn out 


| before the same justice by a member of the company against the 


two white men, charging them also with having committed an as- 


| sault. 


This was on Tuesday, and the hearing of the cases was set down 
for Thursday and was thence adjourned to Saturday of the same 
week. In the mean time Mr. Robert Butler, the father of one of the 


| young white men accused, had retained General Butler to defend his 


son. It will be borne in mind that General Butler is in no wise related 
to either of those Butlers. General Butler, acting in the line of his 
professional duty, and in response to the call of an old and lucrative 
client, drove into Hamburgh, alone and unarmed, in his buggy, at 
about threes o’clock on Saturday afternoon, July 8, and at once re- 
paired to the office of the trial-justice. He assures me upon his honor, 
and I most firmly believe his statement, that on his way to Ham- 
burgh that day he was overtaken by eight or ten white men, all 
mounted and armed, who said that they were going to the town, as 
it was rumored that the black militia intended to attack the white 
people, and that on his earnest request these men turned back and 
dispersed to their homes. 

Soon after his arrival he ascertained that there was great excite- 
ment among both blacks and whites in the town, and that the colored 
militia company were under arms, and that some sixty or seventy 
whites, armed with pistols, had also collected in the town, the whites 
being under no recognized commander. At this juncture, fearing an 
armed collision, the mayor of the town suggested that the blacks 
should surrender their arms to the trial-justice, who was also a major- 
general of militia, the militia company of Doc Adams forming 
a partof his division. This proposal received the express sanction 
of the trial-justice, General Butler guaranteeing protection, even to 
the extent of hazarding his life,to the militiamen if they delivered 
up their arms to their major-general. The proposal was rejected by 
the company, who proceeded then to occupy a brick building, which 
they had sometimes used as a drill-room, on the edge of the town, 
and which commanded the head of the bridge on the Hamburgh side. 
The militia numbered between thirty and forty and were armed 
with breech-loading Remington rifles, and had fifteen rounds of am- 
munition to the man, the ammunition having been supplied to them 
from the State arsenal at Columbia a day or two previously. Of this 
last fact I am fully satisfied from the best sources of information. 
This was about nightfall, and both blacks and whites were then eager 
for the fray. The whites soon collected to the number of about two 
hundred, some of them armed also with rifles. The firing soon com 
menced on both sides. The first person killed in the conflict was 
a Mr. Merriwether, a highly popular white man and a democrat. He 
was killed by the fire of the militia. A number of white men soon 
crossed the bridge from Augusta, bringing with them a twelve- 
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pounder cannon, which was speedily loaded with pieces of iron and 
discharged against the building. 
building, escaping from the rear, in a great measure unobserved by 
the whites. 

During the conflict which ended about nine o’clock on Saturday 
night one white man was killed, as stated, and three or four white 
men wounded, and two of the militiamen were killed and four 
wounded. 

Between ten and eleven o’clock that night General Butler left the 


town of Hamburgh, at which time the rioters, black and white, had | 


nearly all dispersed. 

General Butler spent the night at the house of a friend about four 
miles distant from Hamburgh. This fact can be proved by at least 
twenty colored witnesses, 

Doc Adams is mistaken in saying that the butchery took place on 
the &th of July. This is a material fact in the case. The massacre 
occurred on Sunday morning, about one hour before day-break, on 
July the 9th. Sunday was the 9th of July. The negroes were not 
taken out and massacred until after the riot. So it could not have 
been on Saturday morning. Doc Adams was mistaken and ho told 
me Le was mistaken. I know Doc Adams very well, and I know all 
these people. 

Soon after midnight a body of forty or fifty men crossed the river 


in boats from Augusta and were joined by about the same number | 
They proceeded to the houses in the vicin- | 


on the Hamburgh side. 
ity and dragged out eight or nine colored men from the midst of their 


families, and taking them to a spot in the town where they had | 


marked out a dead-line on the ground, they butchered four of them 
in cold blood and wounded a fifth severely as he broke away and 
made his escape. 


I now state, as a positive and provable fact, that General Butler 


was not present in Hamburgh when the butchery took place and is | 


in no degree responsible for that atrocious crime. I assert this on 
the authority of Doc Adams himself, he having so stated to me at 
Columbia in April last. I assert it on the authority of Mr. Henry 
Sparnick, of Aiken, an earnest republican lawyer, who was the coun- 
sel of Doc Adams in the prosecution before Trial-Justice Rivers and 
had the fullest sources of information upon this subject ; and lastly, 
I assert it on the statement of Trial-Justice Rivers himself, also made 
to me in April. 

These men had no motive for deceiving me, and I am satisfied that 
they then told the truth. Moreover General Butler, learning that a 
warrant was issued for him charging him with murder, promptly sur- 
rendered himself and gave bail. He has attended four terms of the 
court at Aiken, and demanded that a billshould be given out against 
him and that he should be granted a speedy and a public trial. His 
demand was not complied with. 

The attorney-general of the State was the law partner of Mr. Cor- 
bin, Mr. Butler’s competitor, and all the evidence in the case was 
collected under his direction, The solicitor of the circuit was a col- 
ored man and a prominent republican, who had been but recently 
the speaker of the house of representatives. The jury commissioner 
who made up the list of jurors for each term was a republican ap- 
nointed by Revetaed Chamberlain and removable at his pleasure. 

‘he majority of the grand jurors and nearly all the petit jurors were 
colored republicans, and to crown all the presiding Judge, Wiggin, is 
known as an ardent republican, for he is a carpet-bagger, and of course 
he is a republican. I never knew one who was not. 

Two companies of United States troops were stationed in Aiken 
during two terms of the court, and the witnesses would have had the 
fullest protection. 

When the State refuses a trial to a citizen accused of crime, and 
refuses that trial under cirenmstances that placed the accused under 
such great disadvantages, where all the passions of race and political 
poe were likely to be <r against him, is it just, is it 

1onorable, in Senators to condemn that citizen unheard? Would you 
condemn General Butler to death on the ex parte testimony taken by 
your committee ? 

If not, then how dare you attempt to visit upon him the stigma 
and the infamy of murder on such testimony? You well know that 
were General Butler on trial for his life no court in these United 
States would permit one word of such testimony to be read against 
him. Then why use it to put the brand of shame upon him and his 
wife and his children? Republicans in South Carolina daily appeal 
to me by letter and they throng this Capitol urging me to use my 
utmost efforts to secure General Butler the seat in this Senate to 
which be has been lawfully elected and to which I know he will do 
honor. The ancient Greek who exclaimed “Strike! but hear me,” 
staid the uplifted arm of his enemy. Will honorable Senators here 
be less just ? 

Mr. Corbin, the competitor of Mr. Butler for a seat in this body, 
charges him with no crime and imputes to him no unlawful act either 
of fraud or force to secure his election. Why, then, continue to 
make this Chamber ring with the charge of murder hurled against a 
man whom the judicial authorities of his State have absolved from 
all imputation of crime and against whom there is not one particle of 
legal proof ? 

If I thought General Butler was responsible for the murder of these 
poor colored men in Hamburgh, I would vote against him believing 
that I was dping a service to the cause of humanity, because the men 
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who were guilty of that murder, I say, onght to be hung; for mn 
der it was, the most cruel, the most cowardly, and the most — 
in the history of all crime; but believing that I am not he 
in such a case for political purposes or for any other 
charge the guilt of the guilty upon the innocent, 1 can 
justice to General Butler. 

In concluding upon this point, Mr. President, I desire to 
question asked by the honorable Senator from California 
GENT] on yesterday. The Senator asked why General Butler y. 
singled out and accused of the Hamburgh butchery if he was ooh 0 
party to it, any more than Governor Hampton should have : 
cused. He was there at the riot. I was in Charleston myself at : 
riot last summer, in which some fellows were killed. They might te 
well charge me with killing them as not. I believe I was charged in 
the newspapers with giving out guns to the crowd. I was lying in 
bed, having had the fever, and was not in much humor for hebdiene 

Was I to be held responsible for that riot? rd 
of the question put by the Senator from California as to General Butler 

It is indeed a most preposterous question. It proceeds upon the 


atrocions 
Te tO vote 
UT Pose to 
hot do ip. 


answer a 
{ Mr. SAR 


been ac- 


| theory that mere accusation furnishes prima facie evidence of guilt 


But I will answer it. In the first place, General Butler was known 
to have been in Hamburgh a few hours before the massacre, and 
Hampton is known to have been perhaps more than a hundred miles 
away at the time. That fact furnished the convenient pretext for 
accusing General Butler of the crime. It enabled his accusers who 
were not honestly mistaken to imitate the witches in Macbeth, who 
told “lies like truth.” 
Second. Governor Chamberlain up to that time had been coquet- 
ting with the democracy, one wing of which was openly opposed to 
making any nomination against him, while vet | Butler had in a 
published letter declining a candidacy himself, three weeks previous 
to the massacre, urged the nomination of Hampton for governor, and 
was the recognized leader of the straight-out democratic wing of the 
arty who were opposed to the nomination of Governor Chamberlain 
in the democratic convention. Now, there is a fact not known to the 
Senate or the public, and I want it to go to the country: that Goy 
ernor Chamberlain's administration had been so acceptable to the 
democrats that many of them proposed to nominate him. It was not 
acceptable to me, I want you to understand, because I was opposing 
his administration from the very minute he went over to the demo- 
crats. His administration was so acceptable to the democrats that 
almost every democratic newspaper in South Carolina was in fayor 
of his nomination by the democratic convention for governor; and 
when the democratic convention met at Columbia on the 12th of Au- 
gast they went into secret session, and, after a session of nearly thirty 
ours, they beat Governor Chamberlain in the democratic convention 
with Wade Hampton (a native of the State and the most popular nan 
in it) by only five votes. I am sure they would have beaten me more 
than five votes in a democratic convention. (Laughter. } 

Here was motive enough to make Governor Chamberlain pursue 
General Butler as he has done most industriously with this false charge. 
Is the Senator answered ? 

Mr. SARGENT. Does the Senator refer to me ? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ido; I tried to refer to the Senator from Cali- 


fornia. 


Mr. SARGENT. Take the illustration given by the Senator. Sup- 
pose a large body of colored men in Charleston, South Carolina, at the 
time the riot took place at which the Senator said he was present, 
made up a formal and solemn declaration that the Senator was a 
participant in that, query whether it would not raise some presump- 
tion that he was a participant init? In the case of Butler I called 
attention to the fact that a large and apparently respectable body of 
colored men in that State assembled almost immediately after these 
transactions, and they then alleged the acts which Mr. Butler per- 
formed in that tragedy and expressed their solemn conviction that 
he was the originator of it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. When did they do that ? 

Mr. SARGENT. In Charleston, on the 8th or 9th of July. I say 
that that raises some presumption. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The 9th of July ? 

Mr. SARGENT. Immediately after the massacre took place, when 
the thing was fresh, when he was not a candidate for office, when 
they had no motive to pat their finger on any one except the person 
whom they believed and had reason to believe was one of the guilty 
parties. It was not to influence any debate here. Their highest 
motive was to point out the persons who were really guilty, with no 
temptation to put their finger on any one who was not. | simply 
asked if this was not among other evidences to show that he had 
some connection with that matter; that he was an originator ; that 
he was a directing spirit in it; that this body of men there most 
interested in stopping those things had called the attention of the 
nation to his participation in it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, in answer to the Senator from 
California I have this to say, that if a body of republicans, if all the 
republicans in Charleston County had said that I was a party to the 
riot on that afternoon after the election it would be a lie, because I 
was not, and no amount of testimony can make a lie the truth. 

I have tried to get at the facts in regard to the Hamburgh mas- 
sacre. I do not know what meeting the Senator from California 
refers to. I never heard of that. There may have been a meeting 
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1 Charleston City of republicans, and they may have passed some 
os Jution offered by a man who designed to charge that General 
Batler was responsible for it. I have no doubt that if you had had 
a meeting of the democratic party in Charleston City after the elec- 
tion to which I have alluded you could have had a resolution passed 
that I started the riot in Charleston. But it would not be true. 
Neither is this true. 

"| have talked to men who were at Hamburgh; I have talked to 
republicans who were there, and they have told me all about it since 
Hampton has been governor, when this whole question was supposed 
to be over. I have asked them to tell me the truth; and this is the 
testimony that they have given to me. Doc Adams told me himself 
that he did not censure General Butler, that General Butler was try- 
ing to do everything he could to stop that riot; and he told me that 
it ‘was the roughs from Augusta who came over there; and I wish m 
friend from Georgia would keep hisroughsat home. [ Laughter. } 
believe to-day, Mr. President, that if it had not been for those roughs, 
the democratic friends of my fviend from Georgia over there, invad- 
ing South Carolina on that Saturday afternoon, you never would have 


heard of Hamburgh. After the riot was over they robbed the stores | 
of democrats and republicans; they took the rings out of the ears of | 
They were a set of marauders and | 


black women and white women. 
Jlunderers, the common enemies of mankind; and in order to accom- 
plish their ends they were ready to commit murder. 

I do not want the Senate or any man in this broad nation to think 
for one minute that I am here to apologize or to condone the offense, 
the terrible offense of those men in the South who have murdered 
republicans. God knows I have upor this floor and everywhere de- 
nounced those men, and demanded that they should be brought to 
justice. But why is the arm of justice stayed? Who holds back the 
arm of justice so that the murderers in the South are not brought to 
justice? That man whom we placed in the White House—he is the 
man who holds back the arm of justice so that the murderers of the 
South may go free. And then you talk to me about leaving the repub- 
lican party! Let all the thieves in South Carolina be put in the peni- 
tentiary, and if Iam one I am willing to go there. But, great God! 
in the name of justice, in the name of right, in the name of humanity, 
I say the murderers ought to be hung, and every honest man in this 
country will join me in that sentiment. Who is responsible? That 
man at the other end of the Avenue ; he is the man who protects the 
murderers, but wants the thieves sent to the penitentiary, because 
they made him President. What I sayI can prove, and I want it to 
go to the country. 

I deem it due to Mr. Butler to say farther that I am fully aware of 
the fact that it was owing to his great and beneficent influence that 


no Ku Klux Klan was ever organized in the county of Edgefield. It 
was for this reason that when President Grant by his proclamation 
of 1871 suspended the wri’ of habeas corpus in many counties of South 
Carolina, pursuant to the enforcement act of Congress, he did not 
suspend it in Edgefield, for the pore of that county, although “jeal- 


ous and quick in quarrel” and reckless of human life, have never 
committed a political murder or pureued their revenge along the path 
of the midnight assassin. In saying this much I but state the truth 
of history, and I would to God that I could say the same for the citi- 
zens of my race in every other county of South Carolina. 

lowe much to the people who sent me here. The little I can do 
for them, for their peace and quiet, is to vote to seat the other repre- 
sentative of the State. This will have a tendency to produce better 
feeling and such protection as is now possible for them to receive. 

Mr. President, om accused of endangering the supremacy of my 
party in the Senate because I vote for General Butler and did not 
wait for the report of the committee in the Louisiana case. The 
Journal of the Senate will show whose votes in March last caused 
seats from that State to remain vacant. I only say it was not mine. 
Senators exercised their judgment then as I shall do now. They had 
an undoubted right to vote against the seating of Pinchback and 
Kellogg. I have the same right to vote to seat General Butler. I do 
not mean, in what I have said in regard to votes of Senators or the 
policy of the Administration, to assail the motives of any one directly 
or indirectly. Iam dealing with facts and results as well known to 
Senators as myself. Nor am I aware that any imputation has been 
cast upon the motives of the distinguished Senators to whom I have 
referred, or upon the President, on account of the parts respectively 
taken by them upon the subjects I have before discussed. On the 
contrary, that freedom of opinion and action so conspicuously a part 
of republican principles has been fully accorded to them. Had the 
same course been pursued toward me under circumstances of the 
most annoying and painful character, I should have given a silent 
vote without trespassing upon the patience of the Senate. Unfortu- 
nately a very different course has been pursued. My motives have 
not only been impugned and my character calumniated, but I have 
been denounced and vilified by a torrent of Billingsgate that would 
at once appal afish-woman. Distinguished Cabinet officers can leave 
the party ranks and vote for the nominees of the Baltimore conven- 
lion, leading daily journals can do the same thing, and no hard names 
arecalled. Nay, more, on their return the fatted calf is killed, a great 
feast made, and new robes from the State and Interior Departments 
are placed upon the shoulders of the returned prodigals; ay, more, 


‘he musty folds of the confederate flag are gently unrolled and a Key | 


is found to lock the doors of the Post-Office D 








epartment against | 


southern republicans, and all the saints in the “ inner chamber” ery 
out with one voice, “ This is peace and conciliation, from which will 
flow that ‘era of good feeling,’ when the lion and the lamb will lie 
down together.” But in their ignorant and innocent hearts they did 
not know that the lamb must consent to lie within the lion. ~ 

In my case how difficult}! I Lave belonged to the party from the 
moment it came into existence, and now because in this conjuncture 
of circumstances I feel compelled to give this vote the attempt is 
made not only to read me out of the party, but to place my character 
beneath contempt. Mr. President, when did the question of high 
hem of admitting a Senator upon this floor become partisan? 

What has mere party allegiance to do with it? I have never before 
heard such a doctrine. The question is one of law and justice, and 
each Senator should vote according to the dictates of his judgment, 
and not with reference to mere party needs or expediency. I hope 
never to hearsuch acriticism again. It is as derogatory to the Senate 
as it is unjust to the individual Senator. I am actuated by no other 
motives or interest in the matter than those I have stated. I have 
thought it due to the republicans of South Carolina, to the Senate, 
and myself that I should briefly allude to the facts upon which this 
case rests, and the principles which control my conduct. Having 
done so, I shall not permit myself to be drawn into any further dis- 
cussion of the subject here or elsewhere. I shall bear in silence, with 
such rs as I may command, the sneers of enemies, the vitu- 
peration of blackguards, and the criticism of friends. 

One thing may as well be understood. 1 am and shall remain, as 
long as life lasts, in heart, soul, and action, a republican ; true to its 
traditions and principles, and all the labor employed to drive me out 
of its organization, or make me falter in my devotion to its hamane 

tinciples, will be utterly thrown away. Mr. President, it is the fash- 
10n to sneer at the northern man who removes to the South for any 
purpose ; no matter whether ill-health or the laudable desire of im- 
proving his condition by industry and enterprise be the motive, he is 
sneered at and ridiculed by people of both parties, in the North and 
West, who ought to know better and who should be ashamed of such 
narrow prejudices. It betokens the return of a disorder I had hoped 
would never reappear in the North. It was quite prevalent before 
the war, and in all cases proved fatal to manhood and self-respect. 
The political doctors called it doughfaceism. I feel assured that the 
solid South of to-day, resting as it does upon the past, upon the 
anti-republican doctrine that minorities must rule and majorities 
must not vote, imbued with too much exclusiveness and intolerance, 
will make a solid North. When that time comes its gigantic power 
will not be wielded to oppress any part of the country for retaliation 
or revenge, but to restore and protect all classes and races in full 
and equal enjoyment of the greatest boon vouchsafed to man, consti- 
tutional liberty. 

Mr. President, before I conclude I desire to say a word more as to 
the southern policy, so called, inaugurated by the President of the 
United States in March last and since prosecuted by him with most 
singular ardor and with an effect most damaging to the cause of true 
republicanism in the Southern States. I shall speak with becoming 
respect of the President, but I must bear in mind that he owes his 
exalted position to the votes of republicans south as well as north. 
As I understand that —- in its final analysis and its sure conse- 
quence, it means the abandonment of political friends to conciliate 
political foss. It makes the further mistake of assuming that it is 
the democratic Sonth that must be conciliated, whereas it is the 
mighty republican North that should be conciliated. This scheme 
or policy of conciliation involves, I am informed, the rehabilitation 
or revival of the old whig party as a necessary agent to secure its 
permanent success. If the President can effect this, if he can go 
down into the political valley of dry bones and infuse life and motion 
once more into the scattered elements of the old whig party, he will 
stand confessed as the champion resurrectionist of the age! No, sir; 
it cannot be done. As well may some deluded architect attempt to 
erect the thousand palaces of a great city out of the broken and 
moldering tombstones of an ancient village grave-yard. 

But it is now an open secret that the President says that he intends 
to re-enforce or supplement the resurrected whig party with the mer- 
chants and the religious element in the South, and then incorporate 
this political trinity thus formed into the national republican party. 
I am not aware that there are any live merchants in the South who- 
are without present party ties or political identity. If there are any 
such, then they are not properly represented by the New Orleans, 
Mobile, Charleston, and Savannah chambers of commerce, and as for 
the religious element of the South, they worship God and democracy, 
and will not bow down to this graven image called “ Hayes’s southern 
policy,” which Nebuchadnezzar the king hath set up. 

But whatever this policy is in theory, we know what it is not in 
practice. It certainly is not protection of republicans in the Southern 
States in the free exercise of all their rights as American citizens 
and a just recognition of their great and timely political services. 

We know that it is built on a broken political trust and its corner- 
stone is laid in black ingratitude and cemented by the blood of betrayed 
political friends. Sir, the republicans of the South are not dead, nor 
are they sleeping. The Athenians erected a monument to Time and 
inscribed it, “To him who avenges!” Time, sir, will surely avenge 
this great wrong, and that in the not far distant future. The now 
down-trodden republicans of the South will remember both those who 
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befriend them and those who betrayed them in the day of their need. 
Doubtless the republicans of the South have been guilty of many 
errors and are responsible for much of the maladministration of the 
southern State governments during the past eight years. But what- 
ever their grievous faults, betraying their friends was not one of them. 
I have said that whatever protection republicans enjoy in the South, 
so far as their persons and property are guarded against actual vio- 
lence, they owe to the clemency of the victor. This is emphatically 
true in South Carolina so far as the iniluence of Governor Hampton 
extends. I believe that he is a just and honorable man, and iatends 
to enforce a just and impartial administration of the laws without 
regard to race or party. But, benign as are his purposes, there is “a 
power behind the throne” stronger than the throne itself; and he 
sits silent and inactive while the State is terrorized and republicans 
are crowded into the jailat Columbia through a flagrant political con- 
spiracy prosecuted by democratic officials against them under the 
forms of law. 

Lord Macaulay, speaking of the sudden elevation to power of 

newly enfranchised people, uses the following language: 
It is the character of such revolutions that we always see the worst of them at 
first. ‘Till men have been some time free they know not bow to use their freedom. 
The immediate effects of liberty are often atrocious crimes, conflicting errors, 
skepticism on points the most clear, dogmatism on points the most mysterious. 

It is just at this crisis that its encmies love to exhibit it. They pull down the 
scaffolding from the half-finished edifice; they point to the flying dust, the fallen 
bricks, the comfortless rooms, the frightful irregularity of the whole appearance ; 
and then ask in scorn where the promised splendor and comfort are to be found. If 
such miscrable sophisms were to prevail there would never be a good house ora 
good government in the world. Ariosto tells a pretty story of a fairy who, by some 
mysterious law of her nature, was condemned to appear at certain seasons in the 
form of a foul and poisonous snake. Those who injured her during the period of 
her disguise were forever excluded from participation in the blessings which she 
bestowed. But to those who, in spite of herloathsome aspect, pitied and protected 
her she afterwards revealed herself in the beantiful and celestial form which was 
natural to her, accompanied their steps, granted all their wishes, filled their homes 
with wealth, made them happy in love and victorious in war. Sach a apirit is Lib- 
erty. At times she takes the form of a hateful reptile. She grovels, she hisses, 
she stings. But woe to those who, in disgust, shall venture to crush her! And 
happy are those who, having dared to receive her in her degraded and frightful shape, 
shall at length be rewarded by her in the time of her beauty and her glory ! 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ANrnony in the chair.) The 
question is on the amendment offered by the Senator from Delaware, 
[| Mr. SAULSBURY. 

Messrs. GARLAND, and DAVIS of West Virginia, called for the 
yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think the amendment had better 
be reported again, so that all may understand it. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. SaULSBURY. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. TuurMAN,] who is not 
feeling quite well this afternoon, and on all similar questions about 
this affair, until he is able to attend. I should vote against this 
amendment and in favor of the resolution; the Senator from Ohio 
would vote differently. 

Mr. INGALLS, (when his name was called.) On this question Iam 
paired with the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. RaNsom,] who is 
detained from the Chamber by illness. If he were present, I should 
vote against the amendment. 

Mr. JOILNSTON, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with 
the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. Winpom,] who, if present, I pre- 
sume would vote “ nay ” and I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MAXEY, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with the 
Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Ferry.] If he were present, I should 
vote for the amendment and he would vote against it. 

Mr. OGLESBY. Some hours ago my colleague [Mr. Davis] re- 
quested me to pair with him for some length of time, expecting at 
that time, as I believe now, to have returned before this hour. As I 
do not see him in the Chamber, I believe I shall refrain from voting. 
I would of course vote “nay,” and I do not mean to say by this state- 
ment that I infer that my colleague would vote “ yea;” I would expect 
him on a motion of this sort to vote “nay,” but for fear there should 
be some mistake in the matter, I for the present decline to vote. 

The roll-call was continued. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Ohio has been able to come into 

_the Chamber now. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. ARMSTRONG] is paired with 
the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. PLumMB.] If he were here, my col- 
league would vote “yea” and I presume the Senator from Kansas 
would vote “nay.” Neither one of them will be here during the 
remaining portion of this called session. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of West Virginia, 
Dennis, Eaton, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Kernan, 
Lamar, McCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Merrimon, Morgan, Patterson, Randolph, 
Sanulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—2. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, ce, Burnside, Cameron of Penn- 
sylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Conover, Dawes, 
Dorsey, Edmunds, Hoar, Howe, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews, 
Mitchell, Morrill, Paddock, Rollins, Sargent, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, and Wad- 


leigh—2. 
ABSEN T— Messrs. Armstrong, Barnom, Blaine, Davis of Ilinois, Ferry, Grover, 
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amendment proposed by the Senator from Delaware, the yeas . 
twenty-nine, the nays are twenty-nine, The awendment not “ “oa 
received a majority of the votes of the Senate is disagreed to "The 
question recurs on the original resolution reported from the Commit. 
tee on Privileges and Elections. . 
a MORGAN. I offer an amendment to the resolution by y 
addition : . 


ay of 


Provided, That nothing in this resolution shall be so construed as to preclude 1) 
Senate from its right to demand an investigation of the eharges presented in, ; 
amendment offered by the Senator from Delaware and upon which a yot 7 
Senate has just been taken, as affecting the right of William P. Kollogs to » _ 
in the Senate. =o 

Mr. CONKLING called for the yeas and nays ; and they were ordered 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, when the amendment offered }y. 
the Senator from Delaware was pending, my conviction was t).) 
the action taken by the committee had been either irregular or jm 
proper for the simple reason that the question before the committe, 
at the time the proof was offered to show Mr. Kellogg’s complic 
in procuring his being seated here by frand gave it no jurisdiction 
of that subject. I understand that the Committee on Privileges ayq 
Elections has no — or higher powers than any other coimmitt 


ity 


t 
tee 


of the Senate, and that committee cannot go out into the world for 
the purpose of making inquiries which are not referred to it; neithe; 
can it take up suggestions made by either of the contestants who may 
be before it for the purpose of considering those suggestions, unless 
they relate to the subject which has actually been referred to the 
cominittee. There has never, so far as Lam aware, been any refer. 
ence made to the Committee an Privileges and Elections of the ques- 
tion whether either of the claimants for the seat now in controversy 
influenced the election by either of the bodies which they claim 
elected them respectively, by fraud or by collusion with the mem- 
bers of either of those bodies or any other person. To say that the 
mere fact that the credentials of a Senator or one claiming to bea 
Scnator have been referred for investigation to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections authorizes the committee to go out into 
the world or to come to Senators or to go to the contestants them- 
selves or to go elsewhere than to the Senate for authority to investi- 
gate an allegation of fraud and corruption on the part of claimants, 
is something that Iam not prepared to admit as being within the juris. 
diction of the committee. It was my opinion when the awendment 
was presented that it ought to have been rejected, for the simple rea 
son that the committee had never been instructed by the Senate to 
make an inquiry upon this subject. I, however, following that lead 
which every other Senator on this floor has followed, which seems to 
be inexorable in its influence upon our judgments and our consciences, 
went with my party, as other Senators have followed their party, in 
voting for a proposition which did not in fact command my judgment 
It is due to the Senate of the United States and to the people of the 
United States, when a charge is brought against any man claiming a 
seat upon this floor that he has corruptly influenced that body which 
has the power of electing him by direction or by indirection, that such 
an investigation should be had as that that charge shall be fully laid 
before the country and that the Senate may be able to respond to the 
country whether they have acted in pursuance of the high trusts con- 
fided to them here in the examination of such an allegation as that. 
We cannot, if we would, in justice to ourselves and to this country, 
refuse to make an investigation into any allegation that is properly 
brought forward charging upon any man claiming a seat in this body 
that he has obtained that seat by fraud. But acommittee hasa right 
to refuse to consider such a charge unless the Senate has first acted 
upon it; and it has a right to refuse to entertain such a charge, even 
though it may be made by one of the parties interested in the litiga- 
tion over the office, unless it has been referred to the committee. 
Do we not know that personal interest enters into these coutro- 
versies? Is the Senate of the United States to-day engaged in decid- 
ing nothing more than the title of an individual to an office? Are 
the perquisites, powers, and honors and dignities which belong to 
that office the proper and only subject of consideration on the part 
of the Senate of the United States to-day? Sir, these considerations, 
strong as they may be and affecting as they do very deeply the sen- 
sibilities as well as the interests of the claimants to seats in this great 
body, fall far beneath the dignity of the question whether a sover- 
eign State in the American Union is to be represented by a man 
whens credentials when they come here are tainted with fraud and 
with corruption. . 
Mr. President, I do not believe that any committee has the right 
sua sponte to take up such a question as this and proceed to its inves 
tigation upon any charge or allegation made by any man, whether 
he be a claimant for a seat or not, whether he is a Senator or not, 
whether he is a member of the committee or not. I do not think 
that committee had the right, as I repeat, sua sponte, to take up such 
an allegation as this and to proceed to its consideration in the ab- 
sence of an order from the Senate. Whenever a Senator or a man 
claiming to be a Senator is to be arraigned before the people of the 
United States in reference to his culpability in the obtaining of his 
credentials, it is due to the country, it is due to the Senate, and «ue 
to the man who is accused that that man who makes the accusation 


Hamlin, Ingalls, Johnston, Maxey, Oglesby, Plumb, Ransom, Sharon, and Win- | should first come before the Senate, have a resolution drawn up in 


dom—15. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon the question of agreeing to the 


a solemn form, and have it presented here, considered, and from this 
body referred. That has not been done in this case. 
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The whole action of this committee, in my humble judgment, has 
pecn ultra vires. The committec have been called upon to exercise a 
a ae that lives who is accredited or claims to be accred- 
oe aaa a sovereign State as her representative on this floor, What, 
a ‘n. is the result? In a moment of party bitterness, at a time when 
= the country is aroused with excitement, when all considerations 
po lost sight of except the temporary triumph of party in reference 
= slitical ascendency, we bring up a grave question of the right of 
the Senate and the right of States to be represented, and it is to be 
disposed of on such grounds. ' 

Sir, at a later day, when the country is more composed and when 
we have less reason for making our judgment turn upon party tactics 
and party strategy, We shall be prepared to hear what Judge Spottord 
has to say in regard to Mr. Kellogg, and the country would like to be 
informed by some dispassionate and cool and proper inquiry whether 
or not Judge Spofford, an honorable gentleman, is justified in bring- 
ing these accusations against Governor Kellogg, who claims a seat 
upon the floor of the Senate. n , 

This, sir, is a very unfortunate moment to bring to the considera- 
tion of the Senate a question of gravity such as this. I merely de- 
as a Senator from a State which is entitled to be heard on this 


sire, 


tloor, to say before the Senate that, whatever may be the judgment of | 


other people in regard to the effect of the vote just taken, I shall 
consider myself at liberty at any time hereafter to demand of the 
Senate an investigation of those subjects which were included in the 
amendment of the Senator from Delaware, and which the Senate has 
just refused to adopt. The Senate may not now consider this an op- 
portune moment for the reference of those questions. I cannot enter 
into the minds of gentlemen to know why it is they have voted down 
this proposition, nor can I understand why it is, except that they may 
say it is not an opportune moment. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow me to make an inquiry? 

Mr. MORGAN. I will. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator doubt the right of any member 
of the Senate at any time to ask an investigation touching any other 
member of the Senate of charges like these ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator then explain to me the object 
or purpose of this amendment? And he will pardon my saying—l 
do not mean any offense—that it is entirely novel as far as I know. 
I never heard of such a supplement to a resolution seating a Senator 
before. Will he explain to me the object of an amendment express- 
ing a power which he has just answered me he believes exists in the 
case of every Senator at all times? 

Mr. MORGAN. Everything here is novel to me except the law of 
the land, and perhaps that is more novel to me than it ought to be ; 
buat I think that I understand very well the difference which may be 
taken, and I will ask if the Senator from New York takes that differ- 
ence, between the power to expel a Senator after he has been seated 
here for fraud perpetrated iu the obtaining of his seat, and the power 
to declare that seat vacant on account of that fraud, If the Senator 
from New York will say to me or to the Senate that he will assist in 
an attempt to declare the seat of a Senator vacant, or rather that he 
has no right to oceupy it when the fraud which relates to that seat 
and under which it was obtained is developed before the Senate and 
that a bare majority vote will accomplish that result, then I shall 
understand the position which the Senator from New York occupies. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, the remark of the Senator con- 
vinees me that he does not understand the position I attempted to 
state to him. In answer to my question, I understand the Senator to 
say that always, in the case of every Senator, it was competent to 
move such an inquiry as he reserves the right to have moved under 
his amendment. I asked him then the purpose of the amendment, 
and he proceeds to say that if I would assure him that I would join 
him and he could have the assurance of other Senators, that might 
satisfy him. Now I beg to call the Senator’s attention to this point: 
Does he mean that such an amendment, if ingrafted upon such a res- 
olution and adopted, would add to or take from, even in the estima- 
tion of a hair, the power of the Senate afterward either to expel or 
vacate a seat? If I may put it otherwise to the Senator, does he 
mean that when the Senate has decided that the claimant of a seat 
is entitled to it and the claimant has taken the oath and assamed the 
seat, any power is left in the Senate except that which the Constitu- 
tion and the parliamentary law gives it, which power certainly can- 
not be amplited or diminished by such a declaration as this? 

Mr. MORGAN, That power to which the Senator from New York 
refers doubtless is the power of expulsion by a two-thirds majority. 

Mr. CONKLING. No, Mr. President. I refer to the whole power, 
he it more or less, the power to expel by a two-thirds vote, the power 
to vacate the seat, the power in all its phases and in all its capaci- 
ties, whatever it is. I inquired of the Senator whether that power 
is not fixed and determined in one case as much as in another, and 
whether as a lawyer he is willing to advise the Senate that the 
slightest influence upon the existence of that power would be pro- 
duced by putting upon the resolution or omitting from it such a dec- 
laration as the Senator proposes. 

Mr. MORGAN. I really do not think so, Mr. President. I do not 
think that the power is any less distinct or any less clear on the law 
and on the Constitution of the country than it would be upon the 
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amendment which I now propose; and it was for the purpose of ex- 
tracting some observation from gentlemen on the other side that I 
took occasion to present this amendment to the resolution, so that 
hereafter, when a resolution of inquiry affecting the right of Mr. Kel- 
logg to a seat in the Senate shail be offered by some gentleman on 
our side of the House or somewhere else, it should not be objected 
that the whole subject was res adjudicata and that the Senate had no 
power to go back to that question except in the exercise of its con- 
stitutional right of expulsion. 

Now, having extracted from the Senator from New York—I beg 
his pardon—having obtained from the Senator from New York his 
full and entire concurrence in the views which I have just expressed, 
that notwithstanding the resolution toseat Mr. Kellogg may pass in 
the form in which it has come from the committee, and notwith- 
standing the defeat of the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Delaware, the subject is still open as affecting Mr. Kellogg’s right to 
his seat in this body, that, if he did obtain his election by fraud, it 
may be investigated, and that the Senate may so declare and so in- 
validate his seat, and with that understanding I ask permission to 
withdraw the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It may be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CONKLING, Before the Senator withdraws his amendment, 
I beg to say one-word to guard any possible misunderstanding on the 
part of the Senator or anybody else. The position [ undertook to 
maintain is this: that when William Pitt Kellogg shall be seated 
in the Senate, he will be liable as every other Senator is liable, to 
every scrutiny which can visit him, every scrutiny which can be 
made to visit him by the Constitution and the laws of the United 
States. My position is further that passing such an amendment as 
this would be as idle an attempt to preserve, or confer, or create, or 
enlarge powers in the Senate, as would an amendment affirming that 
we reserved the right to expel William Pitt Kellogg hereafter, or 
that we reserved the right to compel William Pitt Kellozg like every 
other Senator to submit to the rules of order which the Senate has 
established, or reserved the right to do any other thing, be it athing 
which we might do lawfully or a thing which we might not do in any 
way. In other words, my position is that putting into the resolution 
of admission a statement of some possibility which might afterward 
happen to the person named in the resolution would be as idle as 
any other sound which would dissolve in the air without an echo. 
What may be the possibilities, the vicissitudes to which any member 
of the Senate can be exposed, it is not important at this moment to 
inquire; and certainly Iam not prepared to enter upon speculations of 
that kind which I submit would be quite foreign to the present point. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then, Mr. President, if the Senator from New York 
is correct in his last very involved statement, he ought to have ob- 
jected that my amendment was out of order, because the effect of it 
as he now says would be to impose some restrictions upon or some 
discriminations against Mr. Kellogg after he shall bave been seated 
that do not apply to any other Senator on this floor. If the amend- 
ment is liable to that criticism, then the amendment is simply out of 
order, and I am a little surprised, I must confess, that so great a par- 
liamentarian and so great a political strateg.st should not have raised 
the question in that form which is justified by his remarks. But he 
saw proper to conceal, as I think beneath a volume of beautiful ex- 
pressions eloquently and splendidly put, a subcurrent of thought 
that may hereafter arise to vex him. I shall expect the honorablo 
Senator to take the floor whenever a resolution is presented in this 
body demanding this investigation which is included in the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Delaware, and to claim the whole matter 
has been adjudicated by the Senate, and that after Mr. Kellogg has 
been seated no question touching his right to a seat on this floor can 
possibly be considered except under the power of the Senate to expel 
a member for misconduct. 

Really, Mr. President, the power of expulsion does not relate to 
those practices which existed in the conduct of the party claiming a 
seat anterior to the election from which he derives the credentials 
which he presents in the Senate. That is not the power of expulsion. 
The power of expulsion, as I understand, only applies to misconduct 
while he holds the ofttice of Senator and after he has been either ac- 
credited here by the credentials given to him from his State or is 
admitted to a seat on the floor of the Senate. When a Senator has 
once been accredited by a State government and has got his creden- 
tials and has presented those credentials to the Senate and has ob- 
tained the seat, then it becomes his high privilege to retain that seat 
unless two-thirds of his peers upon this floor shall vote to expel him ; 
but when he first comes here he is liable to inquiry, to challenge, 
and to investigation as to whether he obtained his seat by frand; 
and my judgment is that he cannot sit hereso long that he can claim 
immunity or exemption from such an inquiry or investigation after 
the facts have como to the possession of the Senate and have been 
known for what may be called a reasonable time. Fraud of course 
seeks concealment ; it seeks the covert places of the heart and the 
mind for its lurking-places, within and from which it may execute 
its wrongful intent. Fraud may not be discovered for years after a 
Senator has taken a seat on this floor.. It has happened that frand 
has not been discovered for years after a Senator has been seated here 
and enjoyed the honors and privileges of this body. But when it 
does come to light, when it addresses itself to the consciences and sen- 


| sibilities of gentlemen, must they shut their eyes to it and say “We 
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have no power to consider it thongh it affect the very ineans by which 
the party obtained his seat upon this floor,” by reason of the lapse of 
time or for any other reason except the final jndgment of the Senate? 

Sir, I say to-day that I expect the Senator from New York will rise 
in his place whenever a motion is made to bring this subject again 
to the attention of the Senate as affecting the right of Mr. Kellogg 
to a seat on this floor, and contend that the whole matter is aliunde ; 
that we cannot get “behind the returns” on this question, and the 
vote upon the proposition of the Senator from Delaware will be con- 
sidered “ the returns” and will take their place in history along with 
those returns which in part have tended and contributed to make 
the name of American statesmanship dishonorable in the judgment 
of the civilized world. There is where we sha)l find ourselves, and 
that Senator will be found upon this floor, if I now rightly interpret 
the meaning of his words, objecting when we shall offer a resolution 
to inquire into these matters which have been brought forward by 
the Senator from Delaware in his amendment and presented to the 
Senate and the country, and contending that we are not able to get 
behind the returns on the question of the election of Mr. Kellogg as 
Senator. 

Mr. President, I have brought this subject to the attention of the 
Senate and the country. What the rights of myself or any other 
Senator may hereafter be must be judged by the Senate when the 
question is presented. Of course they must be judged under the law 
and according to the Constitution; but I must say that it ismy duty 
now to inform the Senate that upon some proper occasion, if this 
resolution shall pass, an opportunity will be demanded to bring the 
subject of the fraud of Kellogg in obtaining his credentials to the 
attention of the Senate and the country, and on that occasion I shall 
be very much gratified—and from the view I take of the subject now 
I must confess that I shall be much mistaken—if the Senator from 
New York should not object to the consideration of that resolution 
upon the ground that it has been included in tho final vote of the 
Senate on this subject. I now beg leave, Mr. President, to withdraw 
my amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays having been ordered 
on this amendment, is there objection to its withdrawal? The Chair 
hears none. The question recurs on the original resolution reported 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections upon which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, with the consent of my friend 
the Senator from Delaware I ask leave in justice to Governor Kellogg 
to send to the desk to be read a letter which I have received from him, 
with a request that it should be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read if there be no 
objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Wasninotox, D. C., November 29, 1877. 

My Dear Sir: I read in the Recorp of this morning the following extract from 
the speech of Senator Hitt of yesterday : 

“Mr. Bois. I will tell the fenator frankly what occurred before the 
committee on this very point. I said to the committee : 

** IT will tell the committee frankly what Judge Spofford has told me. Ho says 
he bee sesentty learned that Governor Kellogg came in bya side-door and insisted 
upon their 

r The returning board— 

‘receiving certain illegal affidavits that were made up in New Orleans by his order; 
and Judge Spofford says he will prove that Governor Kollogg himself came into the 
room alone and insisted upon their receiving those illegal affidavits. I donot know 
how far this is true, nor how far it is not trne; but if I wero a friend of Governor 
Kellogg I should certainly insist upon thetestimony being taken. I think it in- 
volves his character very seriously, and if he has done all this in view of fixing up 


a Legislature to have him elected to the Senate he is not worthy of a seat in the 
Senate.’” 

I can but think that Senator Hit is mistaken in attributing this statement to 
Judge Spofford. Lf, however, Judge Spofford made such statement, I pronounce 
it absolutely untrue in every respect. The action of the returning board, and my 
relations with it, were more or less the subject of searching tnvestiqntics by the 
different congressional committees. The returning beard, and I believe all the 
clerks and attachés of the returning board, testified before these committees. No 
such fact was over elicited. No such statement, so far as T kvow, has ever before 
been made, and I assert that it is impossible to procure a shred of reputable testi- 
mony to substantiate it. 

I in conjunction with other presidential electors made a protest against tho 
counting of certain polls in different parts of the State. This protest is of record 
and speaks for itself. Any statement that I interfered with or participated in the 
deliberations or action of the returning board is untrue. 

Very respectfally, ’ 


W. P. KELLOGG. 
Hon. Bainurmck WaAprien, 


United States Senator. 


Mr. HILL. By the permission of the Senator from Delaware, I 
desire to say that that letter was handed to me by Judge Spofford 
a few moments ago. I had intended, if the opportunity presented, 
to have the letter read from the desk before the late vote was taken. 
Iam glad the Senator from New Hampshire has had it read, and I 
only regret he did not have it read sooner. It establishes clearly what 
I have tried to impress on the Senate, that it makes a distinct issue 
of fact between Judge Spofford and Mr. Kellogg. I inferred and 
understood that when Mr. Kellogg rose in the committee when that 
fourth item was read and attempted to speak, his intention was to 
make an issue with Mr. Spotford on that when he was stopped. Now 
he makes that issue distinctly ; he has gone into the paper, addre 
a letter—I suppose an open letter—to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, in which he says the statement made is not trae. Iam author- 


ized by Judge Spofford to say that it is true, 


} and that all w 
show it is true is the opportunity to produce the testimony, fae 


will not only prove that every word charged is true, but we w; ; 
that infinitely more is true. ; ra 
Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President—— 


Mr. THURMAN. With the consent of the Senator from Delaware 


© proceed to 


he retaining the floor of course, I move that the Senat 
the consideration of executive business. 


question is on the motion of the 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. THURMAN, (when his name was called.) I am p 
the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EpMuNpDs.] If he were 
vote yea. Ido not know how he would vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. OGLESBY. I understand my colleague [Mr. Davis} is in the 
Capitol and expected here in a few minutes. I expected to have 
heard from him. The time of our pair has expired, and I understand 
he is in the Capitol. I therefore vote nay. 

Mr. CONKLING. A member of the Senate has s0 strong a wish 
to have an executive session for a short purpose that I vote yea. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 31; as follows: * 

YEAS—Messrs. Bailey, Beck, Cockrell, Conkling, Davis of West Virginia, Dennis 
Eaton, Garland, Gordon, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, Kernap, McCreery, Mc 
Donald, Merrimon, Morgan, Voorhees, Wallace, Whyte, and Withers—2! 

NAYS—Mesars. Allison, Annee Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Penp 
sylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Coke, Conover, Dawes, Dor 
sey, Harris, Hoar, Howe, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthows 
Mitchell, Morrill. Oglesby, Paddock, Patterson, Rollins, Sargent, Saunders, Spen. 
cer, Teller, and Wadleigh—31. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Bayard, Blaine, Davis of Illinois, ka 
munds, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Ingalls, Johnston, Lamar, McPherson, Maxey 
Plumb, Randolph, Ransom, Saulsbury, Sharon, Thurman, and Windom —2. ' 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1532) to provide a methed for the settlement and 
adjustment of the accounts of the attorney of the United States for 
the District of Columbia, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 59) authorizing payment of em- 
eo of the House of Representatives their salaries for time served 

»y them during the present session of Congress without having taken 
the oath prescribed by law, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

RECESS. 

ee: I move that the Senate take a recess until seven 
o'clock. 

Several Senators. Half past seven. 

Mr. DORSEY. No, seven; two hours will be enough. 

Several Senators. Say eight. 

Other SENATORS. Half past seven. 

Mr. DORSEY. Well, I will say half past seven to accommodate 
gentlemen. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion that the 
Senate take a recess until half past seven o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at four o’clock and fifty-six min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate took a recess till half past seven o'clock p. m. 


aired with 
here, I should 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at half past.seven o’clock p. m. 
SENATOR FROM LOUISIANA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes the consideration 
of the following resolution—— 

Mr. MERRIMON. Mr. President, I suggest that there is not a quo- 
rum present. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There are plenty of Senators near the Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection a little delay 
will be had. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Yes, that will be best. 

Mr. SARGENT. I think there is a quorum present. 
tested by calling the roll. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks there is a quorum 
present on view. The Senate resumes the consideration of the follow- 
ing resolution : 

Resolved, That William Pitt Kellogg is, u the merits of the case, lawfully 
entitled to a seat in the Senate of the United Biates from the State of Louisiana for 
the term of six years, commencing on the 4th day of March, 1877, and that he be 
admitted thereto upon taking the propor oath. 

The question is, will the Senate agree to the same, upon which the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Bayarp] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, since the year 1870 the political af- 
fairs of the people of Louisiana have been frequently brought before 
the two Houses of Congress, and it has become my duty upon many 
occasions to make careful inquiry into the affairs of that community. 
I felt it the more devolyed upon me because there has not been since 
I have been a member of this body any man in the office of Senator 
from the State of Louisiana who truly, justly and fairly could be cou- 
sidered a representative of the free will of that people. Since the 4th 


It might be 
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of last March no one, whether a representative or a misrepresentative, 
hi « been upon the floor of this Senate entitled te speak for the people 
it hat conmunity ; and to-night I should not occupy the time of the 
Senate and prolong this debate were it not for a conviction that I do 
‘ost solemnly aver that in presenting sucha resolution and proposing 
- seat William Pitt Kellogg as a Senator from Louisiana a blow more 
crue] and unjust is to be struck against the rights of that community 
that even ever yet amid the many has been attemped. I do in all 
sincerity aver that I am shocked at such a proposition. I could not 
have believed that party spirit and party exigency could ever have 
prought intelligent and honorable and able men to such a conclusion 
oe the events of the last spring, after a wise and patriotic reso- 
jution had induced the executive branch of this Government to take 
the hand of military power off the throat of that people, after they 
had been suffered simply by the withdrawal of that rude grasp to 
breathe once more freely, and, according to their nature, when peace 
hastened to hover once again with her white wings over that State, I 
thought the time had at last come when the voice of her people, when 
the action of her true government was about to be respected by all 
branches of the Government of the United States, and t nat reconcili- 
ation with the South upon the basis of the principles of simple justice 
had come indeed to be a fact, a present and most blessed fact ; but, sir, 
this resolution most rudely has disturbed my hopes, and it calls forth 
these earnest and sincere expressions as I approach its considera- 
). 
“hod here upon the threshold of this discussion, let us disentangle 
and dissever the consideration of two totally distinct questions. For 
those who desire per fas aut nefas to see again the will of the ple 
of the State of Louisiana overridden and their choice disregarded by 
the seating of Kellogg as one of their Senators and to tie his case to 
the fact of the election of the present President and Vice-President 
of the United States and to declare that, because under a law passed, 
as I conceive, in conformity to the Constitution of the United States, 
the electoral vote of the State of Louisiana was counted in favor of 
the present incumbents of the two high offices to which I have alluded, 
therefore, as a logical sequence, the election of the Legislature of 
that State must also be controlled by the decision of that tribunal. 
No more erroneous proposition in fact and in law was ever stated. 


Mr. Justice Bradley, in delivering his opinion in the case of Florida, 
at page 1021 of the same book, states: 


It seems to me to be clear, therefore, that Congress cannot institute a scratiny 
into the appointment of electors by a State. It woald be taking it out of the hands 
of the State, to which it properly belongs, This never could have been contem- 
plated by the people of the States when they agreed to the Constitution. 

. * = . . * * 

The case of elections of Senators and Representatives is different. The Consti- 
tution expressly declares that ‘‘each House shall be the judge of the elections, 
returns, and qualifications of its own members.” No such power is given, and 
none ever would have been given if proposed, over the election or appointment of 
the presidential electors. 

And on the following page : 


This want of jurisdiction over the subject makes it clear tomy mind that the 
two Houses of Congress cannot institute any scratiny into the appointment of 
presidential clectors, as they may and do in reference to the election of their own 
members. The utmost they can do is to ascertain whether the State has made an 
appointment according to the form prescribed by its laws. 


To a similar effect I find in the same volume the opinions of two 
other commissioners, Mr. Hoar, of Massachusetts, and Mr. GARFIELD, 
of Ohio, both taking the same ground and drawing the distinction as 
the two judges. 

Now, Mr. President, is not the implication strong and escape from 
the inference impossible that, if the same power and duty of scrutiny 
into the election of presidential electors had been given to the elect- 
oral commission representing all the powers of both Houses over the 
counting of electoral votes as was given to each House over the elec- 
tions of its own members, such a scrutiny would have been exercised 
as would have made the result which was arrived at an impossibility ? 

My attention is drawn by my friend from Kentucky [Mr. Becx] to 
a restatement of fhe same proposition at page 1032, by Mr. Justice 
Bradley, in the Louisiana case, which I will read: 

At all events, on one or two points I am perfectly clear: First, that the two 
Houses do not constitute a canvassing board for the purpose of investigating and 
deciding on the results of the election for electors in a Staic. The proposed act of 
1800 carefully excluded any inquiry into the number of votes on which an elector 
was elected; and I think it cannot well bo pretended that the Houses havo power 
to go further into the inquiry than was proposed by that bill. Secondly, that the 
two Houses are not a tribunal or court for trying the validity of the election returns 
and sitting in judgment on the legality of the proceedings in the course of the 
election. The two Houses, with only their constitutional jurisdiction, are neither 
of these things; though as to the elections, qualifications, and returns of their own 
members they are certainly the latter, having the right to judge and decide. 





The two cases have nothing which, in law, can bind them together 
or make the decision in one case in the slightest degree affect the 
decision in the other. 
_ Authority for this shall be given to the Senate in the published 
opinions of two judges of the Supreme Court who formed part of the 
majority which gave the electoral votes of the State of Louisiana in 
favor of the present President and Vice-President of the United 
States; and it isa justinference that, bad not these two judges from 
whose opinions I shall read extracts, Messrs. Bradley and Strong, 
averred themselves bound by the terms and condition of the law 
detining the powers of the two Houses of Congress to canvass the 
electoral vote, if they had felt themselves authorized to do that 
which they declared it is the power and duty of each House of Con- 
gress to do in respect to the elections, qualifications, and returns of 
its own members, you, sir, would not to-day occupy the seat that you 
hold, nor would the present President of the United States occupy 
his, but both would be filled by gentlemen who were your opponents 


for those offices at the election which ended on the 7th day of Novem- 
ber last. 


Let me read first from Mr. Commissioner Strong, at page 996 of the 
authorized edition by Congress of the proceedings of Congress and of 
the electoral comunission : 


Now, certainly no one can contend that the direction that the votes (that is, the 
votes of the appointed electors) shall be counted in the presence of the Senate and 
House of Representatives is an express bestowal of power upon any body to inquire 
and determine whether a State canvass of the clection of electors was correct or 
not. ‘The framers of the Constitution well understood what was necessary to con- 
fer upon Congress, or upon either House, power to canvass elections or returns, and 
the —s did not escape their attention. When such power was intended to be 
granted, it was given in plain language. Each House was mado a judge “of the 
elections, returns, and qualifications of its own members." No such language was 
used respecting electors, and for what appears to me to be the plainest reason. The 
scheme of the Constitation was to make the appointment of electors exclusively a 
State affair, free from interference of the legislative department of the Government, 
excepting only that Congress was permitted to determine the time for choosing 
electors and the day on which they shall give their votes, with this limitation, that 
the day shall be the same throughout the United States. And it was ordained that 
no Senator or Representative shall be appointed an elector. 

The States, as such, were required to appoint, in such manner as their Legisla- 
tures might direct; the plain object of which was to make State governments, in 
the matter of choosing a President, as independent as possible of any possible ac- 
tion by the General Government. 

It will, then, I think, be admitted that the power claimed for Congress, and of 
course for this commission, by the proponents of the evidence offered, has not 

n expressly granted. Is there any implication of such a grant? I am unable 
to find itin the Constitution. I have already remarked that when the grant of 
tach a power was intended to be made it was given in unmistakable language, ex- 
pressly making each House a judge of the elections, returns, and qualitications of 
its members, The express gift im that case tends to repel the idea of an implied 
grant of the same power in any other. 


And again— 


Yet if we receive the evidence offered we shall be claiming and exerting the ex- 
= power which Congress would pees peneastan if the Constitution bad expressly 


leclared that Con shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifica- 
tious of presidential elec ate , ’ 


tors. 








I havesaid this much merely for the purpose of refuting that which 
it seems to me to have been a totally mistaken idea, that the judg- 
ment of that commission conld in any degree, in law or in fact, touch 
the case now before us, for the reasons given by those whose votes 
controlled that most lamentable decision. The eight members of the 
commission said they could not inquire, they had no power of scru- 
tiny, they must shut their eyes and blindly take that which was 
placed before them in the shape of certificates, and so decided against 
the protest and earnest argument of the seven who desired to scru- 
tinize and then decide according to the truth. I only refer to this 
case to separate it from the alliance in which, for the purpose of 
affecting the present consideration, those who would favor the prop- 
osition of the committee may desire to fix upon it. 

The Congress which enacted the electoral-commission law has passed 
out of existence, and the law itself has expired by the terms ot its 
own limitation. I believe its enactment was warranted by the Con- 
stitution of our Government, and that the great misfortune was that 
due execution of its provisions, in their letter and spirit, was refused 
by a bare majority of the commission who thus thwarted its just ob- 
ject and intent. But I then gave, at the proper time and place, all 
the opposition that my poor powers could supply to prevent the re- 
sult which followed such a construction, and which lam now com- 
pelled to regard as a finality in law, and a decision which cannot be 
reversed during the term of office of these candidates who were un- 
der its forms declared to have been elected. In the forum of publio 
opinion there is no such limitation or conclusion, and there such a 
decision will never be forgotten or overlooked. 

Therefore, it being in my judgment impossible to consider the case 
before us as in any degree affected by the result of the action of the 
electoral commission, I proceed to consider the election of the Legis- 
lature of Louisiana on the 7th day of last November. It was an 
election for governor, lieutenant-governor, members of Congress, mem- 
bers of both branches of the General Assembly of that State, and 
other State officers. There was but a single ballot used upon which 
were inscribed the names of the various candidates. 

The seventeenth article of the constitution of Louisiana requires 
that— 

Representatives shall be chosen on the first Monday in November every two 
years, and the election shall be completed in one day. 

The thirty-second article requires the election for senators to be 
held at the same time with the election for representatives; “and 
the election shall be completed in one day.” Under whose auspices 
the election was held, I shall presently show, and to. whom was con- 
fided by the forms of law in that State the control of the entire 
machinery of election. But it was held, and under the language of 
the constitution it was to be “ completed on that day.” No law passed 
by the: Legislature of Louisiana can override her constitution, and 
that election, as it had been made in truth and in fact, when night 
closed on the 7th day of November, 1876, being completed could not 
be altered by anything that has happened since. That was the time 
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and the hour, and then it was completed; and we are here to-night 
bound to receive the results of what was done on that day: and 
whatever has been done since in violation of the election which was 
on that day completed we are bound to disregard and carry our eyes 
and our consciences back to that polar star of truth, what was the 
result of that completed election in Louisiana on the night of the 7th 
of November last ? Who were then elected ? 

Bat the anomalous fact was made known to us that two Legisla- 
tures claimed to have been elected. We know that two governors 
claimed to have been elected, each claiming to be vested with the 
powers assigned to each office under the constitution and the laws of 
that State. Now, that is an impossibility. Thereis but one State of 
Louisiana; there can be but one lawful governor, there can be but 
one lawful Legislature. There never can be one instant of time in 
which two can lawfully coexist. By the laws of natural philosophy 
we know that as two bodies cannot occupy the same space at the 
saine time, so by a law of political philosophy there cannot be a 
double occupation of the same office at the same time. One is the 
false and one is the true, and there can be no commingling, no joint 
ocenpaney. From the first to the last one is real and the other is false. 

On the ist of January, at twelve o'clock, m., a body of men whom 
I shall hereafter speak of as the Spofford legislature, taking the name 
of the claimant for the seat in the Senate, went to the State-house of 
Louisiana to exercise their functions as members of the Legislature. 
When they reached the State-house they found it in the armed pos- 
session of metropolitan police, placed there by order of Governor 
Kellogg, the present claimant of a seat in this Senate. They also 
found a large body of armed United States troops in actual occupation 
of the same building, that is to say, in the practical pecupation of the 
building, being placed in an adjoining structure, but with such access 
as made them absolutely there. The members endeavored to obtain 
entrance to their chambers of legislation. By armed force they were 
prevented, and that armed force wasexercised under orders of Governor 
Kellogg, whose orders permitted no man to enter the legislative halls 
of Louisiana without sucha certificate as he personaliy should approve. 

So, the Governor of that State, who now line to be seated as a Sen- 
ator from that State, prevented by armed force the men who are shown 
by the returns to have been elected the lawful and only Legislature 
from entering upon their duties at the proper place provided by law, 
and that in this utterly unlawful and violent action he was sustained 
by the Executive power of the Government of the United States, using 
the military arm of the nation in violation of its Constitution and its 
laws. Failing to obtain entrance, the Spofford legislature, as I shall 
term them, obtained convenient quarters in a building known I think 
as St. Patrick’s Hall, in the city of New Orleans, and forthwith com- 
menced their sessions with open doors, and without having armed force 
of any nature to accompany their deliberations. The other body of 
men, Whom I shall call the Kellogg legislature, favored by his per- 
sonal certificates, found ready passage through his armed forces and 
were placed, I was going to say in possession, but I would rather say 
in custody, within the State-house of Louisiana, surrounded by his 
armed bands and by the troops of the United States Government. 
This was on the Ist day of January, 1877. 

On the 8th of that same month Francis T. Nicholls was, in the pres- 
ence of the legislative body sitting at Saint Patrick’s Hall, inaugu- 
rated as governor. On the same day Mr. Packard was inaugurated 
as governor in the presence of the other body of men known as the 
Kellens legislature. From the day of Nicholls’s inauguration until 
this hour he has assumed the functions of the governor of that State. 
He has exercised the authority fully and completely in every particn- 
lar as bestowed by the constitution of Louisiana upon the holder of 
the office of governor. There never has been a day nor an hour since 
January 8, 1877, that such has not been the fact, and throughout the 
State there is to-day and there was from the day of his inauguration 
a recognition by the great body of the people of that State of his right- 
ful authority, signified by their acquiescence peacefully in his exer- 
cise of it. Such from the 1st of January have been the executive and 
the legislative branches of the government of the State of Louisiana. 
The General Assembly was in session from the Ist of January until 
some time in the month of April. They passed two hundred and five 
laws, which were approved by Governor Nicholls, which are in force 
to-day, recognized and obeyed as the only laws passed during the 
last winter, from January until April, by any body of men within that 
State. I sent to-day tothe Library of Congress an order for the acts 
of the Assembly of Louisiana for the last year. They are in my hand. 
This volume contains them. There are none others. There is nowhere 
a record of any other laws, passed by the authority of the State of 
Louisiana during the same period, than these. It is a fact that her 
people obey them; it is a fact that every branch of the Federal Gov- 
ernment and of every State in the Union izes them; and their 
publication by authority of the State of Louisiana is as true as the 
fact that they are here in my hand for ocular inspection. 

Another act of that Legislature which it concerns us now most 
closely to scrutinize was commenced on the 9th day of January last 
by a preliminary ballot to choose a Senator of the United States for 
six years from the 4th of March last. The balloting commenced on 
the 9th of Jannary, and was regularly continued until the 24th of 
April, and then terminated in the election of Henry M. Spofford as a 
Senator of the United States from Louisiana for the term of six years 
from the 4th of March last. 
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a, 

I may here say, that according to the constitution of 
the senate consists of thirty-six members, the house of one hundred 
and twenty members. A majority of each house constitutes = 
rum, nineteen being required for the Senate and sixty-one for th 
house. At the time of the election of Mr. Spofford, the journals 
that Legislature, kept regularly and consistently from the commencs 
ment of its sessions until the end, show that there were present ons 
hundred and fifty-three members of both houses in joint 
The total number of a full joint assembly is one handred 
six. There were one hundred and fifty-three present ay 
Of those one hundred and fifty-three, Mr. Spofford received 140 Votes 
12 were voted blank, and 1 was cast for Mr. Wiltz. The three ab. 
sent members consisted of Cockerham, democrat, of Bienville. who 
had just died; Singleton, democrat, of Saint Landry, and Seveigues 
of La Fourche, republican, who were absent on account of sickioss’ 
Such, then, according to the journals, regularly kept, which haya 
been brought before the Senate, discussed and examined, is the })is. 
tory of the election of a United States Senator, receiving not the 
bare majority of the aggregate number of both houses convened to 
choose him, but receiving nearly a unanimous vote, for he receive, 
alarge numberof the republican votes as well as of the demooratic 
votes. 

On the other hand, the body of men who by virtue of Governor Ke|- 
logg’s certificates were admitted past his barriers and through his 
armed forces into the chambers of legislation of the State-honse of 
Louisiana on the 10th day of January elected William Pitt Kelloey 
a United States Senator. That body passed during its entire exis: 
ence three acts of assembly, and the election of Kellogg may be called 
the fourth official act which they attempted. Where are those three 
acts? What were they? They were idle breath, mockeries of laws, 
that went forth without authority and came back without respect. 
No one heeded them then, no one heeds them now. There is no trace 
of them, because they never had a legal basis for their existence, 
There is not to-day a man, woman, or child in the State of Louisiana 
or out of it that recognizes as binding one act of that Legislature so 
called. After a brief, fitful, strange, pretended existence it ceased 
to keep up the sham and farce any longer, and fifty-one of the men 
who sat in it went over to the Spofford legislature in Saint Pat- 
rick’s hall, took the oath of office as members of the General Assem- 
bly of the State of Louisiana, and proceeded to join in the ballot 
which resulted in the election of Mr. Spofford. We have heard much 
of testimony; many aflidavits and depositions have been taken; but 
I put it to all reasonable men, what witnesses are there so entitled 
to influence the mind of doubting men or judges on this subject as 
the very Legislature themselves? If they declare to you they were 
not members of the Legislature when they sat in the State-house 
voting for Kellogg or voting to pass these three sham laws, who 
knew it so well as they and who so competent to bear testimony of 
the fact asthey? Out of their own mouths, by their own act, by the 
solemn taking of this oath of office, they proclaimed to Louisiana, to 
the world, and to this Senate that they never were members of a legis- 
lature according to law until they took the oath of office and enrolled 
themselves in the body that elected Henry M. Spofford. Why did 
they do this? That is a question of motive which is hard to answer; 
but that they did it in peace, in safety; that they did it without 
the proof of one fact which shows they were under duress or co- 
ercion to do it, I do not think will be denied. So I say that pre- 
tended legislature of Kellogg gave up the ghost of a government 
which they had affected to create, and confessed before the light of 
day that when they entered the Spofford legislature and took their 
official oaths they were then for the first time acting under the laws 
and in accordance with the election which had been held on the 7th 
of November previous. 

Mr. President, as I have said, if the legislature which thus elected 
Mr. Spofford was the true Legislature of that State, it ends and log- 
ically ends the consideration of this question, because there can be 
but one lawful Legislature ; two cannot exist. There is nothing inthe 
argument that for a moment there was a lawful Legislature on the 
10th of Jannary in the State-house that elected Kellogg. It could 
not be if at any time the legislature which elected Mr. Spofford was 
the lawful Legislature of that State, simply because there cannot be 
two. It is a fact which is admitted by the report of the majority of 
the committee, and which I do not think has been denied or will now 
be denied, that on the face of the original returns of the election by 
the commissioners of election of the votes cast at the polls on the 7th 
of November last there never was at any instant of time a lawful 
quorum of members elected in the legislature that voted for Mr. Kel- 
logg, and that, on the contrary, there never was a time ora day after 
the organization and during the sessions of the legislature that voted 
for Mr. Spofford, but that it did contain a constitutional quorum of 
the men who, by the actual returns of the election which was com- 

leted on the night of the 7th of November, were duly elected mem- 
rs of the General Assembly. : : 

The constitution of the State of Louisiana provides in article 1/5 
that the “ privilege of suffrage shall be supported by laws regulating 
elections,” and article 2 of the bill of rights provides that— 


All persons, without regard to race, color, or previous condition, born or nal 
rali in the United States, and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, and resideats 
of this State for one year, are citizens of this State. * * * They sha 
enjoy the same civil, political, and public rights and privileges, and be subject © 
the same pains and penalties. 


Louisiana, 
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If, then, article 2 guarantees equal rights and privileges, the right 
ludes the right to have the vote counted. Then the ques- 
son to be considered in its substance by the Senate is whether under 
sie forms of law this essential right so carefully guarded by the con- 
stitution of that State shall be reduced to a mere sham and annulled 
iy laws passed in pretended regulation of that right. The forty-sixth 
uticle of the second title distinctly requires that “returns of all 
elections for members of the General Assembly shall be made to the 
ooretary of state.” What is meant by the “returns of all elections” 
for members of the General Assembly? Returns of elections, not re- 
turns made by a board, but the return of an election; and I submit 
+ to the common sense of every man that if the returns shall not be 
of the “election,” it is not a performance of this constitutional re- 
quirement. Whatiselection? Election is choice. By whom? By 
ths yoters. How indicated? By their ballots. If you will return 
his “election” you must return his ballot or the true statement of 
that ballot. Otherwise we have no return of his election. The con- 
stitution of Louisiana and the intent of this Government was that 
the election should be the choice of the people, and whichever way 
that choice in fact was made so must the incumbency of office and 
wer go. The words are not difficult to understand. They have a 
simple and well-ascertained meaning, not only in Louisiana but all 
over the United States. 

The election by the people means the choice by the people and the 
returns of the election means the return of theirchoice. Then when 
this constitution required that all the returus of elections for mem- 
bers shall be made to the secretary of state, I ask how can you justify 
an act of assembly that shall change those words and that meaning 
and declare that the returns shall not be of the election but shall be 
of the canvass by the returning board? On this subject there has 
jwen debate in this body. In 1875, when Pinchback was struggling 
fora seat here under a certificate made out for him by a returning 
board, or rather by a Legislature returned by the returning board, 
Mr. Epmunbs, of Vermont, said, after reading that portion of the 
constitution of Louisiana to which I have referred : 

In the light of that language can any Senator stand up here and say that he 
believes that the word “ returns,” as used in that constitution, means or can mean 
wy other thing than the local official papers taken at the time in every voting dis- 
trict and precinct of the State, and that in Louisiana, as I believe in Indiana, and 
certainly in Vermont and Massachusetts and many other States, the yotes of the 
people taken on the same day and before a thousand different officers in different 
places are by a statement to be sealed up and transmitted to the sovereign power 
of the State, that by them, and not by any judgment of any intervening authority, 
the original evidence of what the will of the people has been shall receive examin- 
ation, and that by them the result shall be declared ? 

If that be not so, then one of the chief securities, as this sad history of Louisiana 
shows, of preserving law and order under the law has been lost, for if the original 
certitieates of votes made by local officers who are known to all the voters, made 
without any opportanity of conference or combination with other local officers in 
other parts of the State, are not the safest repository of the aoe Sacie (if I may 
use such a phrase) result of an election, then it is impossible to conceive what is 
the safest, because it must be seen that there is less opportunity for fraud, less 
opportunity for falsehood and for commotion, if you tako what the people in their 
separate d stricts have given as the vote, counted under their own eye, certified by 
their own ieee, instead of taking the judgmentof a body of men gathered together 
at the capital— 


to vote 1 




























That is, the returning board— 


who are to take these returns, forwarded under the constitution, and to bring out 

from them what they declare to be the true result, which is the only paper upon 

which the Legislatare is to act. 
* * 






* * * * 


Let us proceed to find what returns it is that the secretary of state is to lay 
fore the Legislature, either by the constitution or by the election law of Louisi- 
ana. The constitution says that the returns shall bo seat to him. The same con- 
stitution says that those returns shall be turned over to the speaker of the house 
of representatives by the secretary of state. That plainly imposes on the sec-etary 
of state the duty of turning over to the Legislature the very papers, unaltered, 
unchanged, unopened, that he receives. If this word * returns "’ in this constitu- 
tion does not apply exclusively to those primary and fundamental evidences of 
local action which the people are to give in their var.ous parishes. then you have 
no provision in the constitution for any returns from the people, and you may begin 
your clection at the returning board. 






























Now, I say when the constitution of Louisiana used this plain lan- 
guage, that the returns of members of the General Assembly should 
be male to the secretary of state, they meant the returns of elections, 
not the retarns of a board of canvassers or a returning board. Is it, 
in other words, the certificate handed in by the board of officers at a 
central point in the State that is to be obeyed, or is it the voice of 
the people of Louisiana, expressed by ballot at the polls, which is to 
govern their State and choose their rulers? 

By the journal of the proceedings of the committee and the testi- 
mony taken before it, it is shown that at no time was there a quo- 
rim of persons elected according to the returns of the election in 
the Legislatare which voted for Kellogg. That is a fact. At no time 
was there a quorum in either body or both bodies of men who voted 
for Kellogg who, according to the returns of election which the con- 
stitution required to be sent to the secretary of state, had been elected 
to the Legislature of Louisiana. 

In November, 1872, it pleased the Legislature of Louisiana to pass 
a law Se returning board, overriding the provisions of the 
constitution, changing the substance of the State’s government, and 
obliterating the slightest pretense of a republican form in that com- 
munity. By this act it was ordained: 

That all elections for State, 
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parish, and judicial officers, members of the General 
and for members of Congress, shall be held on the tirst Monday in No- 
nd said elections shall be styled the general elections. They shall be 
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held in the manner and form and subject to the regulations hereinafter prescribed, 
and in no other. 

Sec. 2. Be it further enacted, That five persons, to be elected by the senate from 
all political parties, shall be the returning officers for all elections in the State, a 
inajority of whom shall constitute a quorum, and have power to make the returns 
of all elections. 


They were “ to make the returns.” What does that mean under this 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


law? That they were to make the elections? For it is just what is 
claimed. Here was a constitution proposing to carry on that govern- 


ment upon the basis of universal suffrage. It was to be by the votes 
of all the people, fit and unfit. Now, when they used the words 
“election” and “returns” as synonymous and give a board of five 
men the power to “make the return,” they meant to say they shall 
“make the election;” and that is called a law in accordance with the 
constitution of that State or the theory of republican government. 
Then it provides further: 

In case of any vacancy by death, resignation, or otherwise, by either of the 
board, then the vacancy shall be filled by the residue of the board of returning 
officers. The returning officers shall, after each election, before entering on their 
duties, take and subscribe to the following oath, &c. 

I will read that oath presently. Here we find that to five men was 
delegated this extraordinary power. They were to be five in num- 
ber, and they were to be chosen from “all political parties.” It is a 
fact known to the Senate and the country that for more than two 
years a vacancy had existed in that board which they refused to fill, 
and that vacancy caused the board to be represented only by men of 
the republican party; so that the board was deficient in numbers 
and it was defeccive in composition. And it is also a fact that efforts 
were made time and again by the democratic party, and always in 
vain, to have recognition upon that board. It was refused, not once, 
but a dozen times. 

So now ina State professing to be republican, and the United States 
being required to guarantee to each State a republican form of gov- 
ernment, you find a board which can make returns, make elections, 
perpetuate itself forever, because you may be sure that such a power 
once held would never be relinquished, and that no Legislature wquld 
ever be returned by that board that would repeal such a law or put 
its members out of office. They would protect themselves against 
that, and no reformation was possible. It was a close corporation of 
the most dangerous kind, and armed with powers utterly inconsistent 
with a republican form of government. Under such a power elec- 
tions were useless forms; because, to use the language of the Senator 
from Vermont, you might as well begin your election at once with 
the returning board when they had the power to make the returns of 
it; but still it was a board created by a statute. 

Now what is the rule, the well-known rule as to the regulation of 
statutory proceedings? It is clear that “‘one or more persons assum- 
ing to exercise a special statutory power outside and apart from their 
general jurisdiction must show, in order to sustain their jurisdiction, 
that they were acting in a case clearly within the statute, aud that 
it strictly pursued its statutory authority.” 

Chief-Justice Marshall said, in the case of Thatcher vs. Powell, in 
6 Wheaton : 

In summary proceedings, where a court exercises an extraordinary power under 
a special statute prescribing its course, we think that course ought to be exactly 
observed and those facts which give jurisdiction ought to appear in order to show 
that its proceedings are coram judiee. Withoat this act of aasembly the order for 
sale would have been totally void. This act gives the power oaly on a report to bo 
male by the sheriff. This report gives the court jurisdiction, and without it the court 
is as powerless as if the act had never been passed. 

This is a rule too familiar to be questioned ; and here let me speak 
of its recognition by an authority that once was high, and I presume 
is still high, with the gentlemen on the otber side of this Chamber. 
On the 10th of February, 1873, Mr. Morton, from the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, submitted a report on the subject of Lonis- 
iana affairs. Referring to the statute creating this returning board, 
his report says: 

The statute of Louisiana authorizes the supervisors of registration in the par- 
ishes, or the commissioners of election, to make affidavit in regard to any violence, 
tumult, fraud, or bribery by which a fair election has been prevented, which shall 
be forwarded to the returning board, along with the returns, and upon which the 
returning board may reject the vote of a poll in making the count; and if the evi 
dence of the officers of the election is not sufficient to satisfy the minds of the 
returning board in regard to the matters charged, they are authorized to send for 
persons and papers and take further testimony upon the matter; but they have 
no authority to make such investigation unless the foundation is first laid by the 
sworn statements of the officers of the election, as before mentioned. 

There is another definition of the authority of this returning board. 
I read from a report of a Committee of the House of Representatives, 
made in 1875. After reciting the statute to which I have referred, this 
repcrt says: 

Upon this statute we are all clearly of opinion that the retarning board had no 
right todo anything except to canvass and compile the retarns which were lawfully 
made to them by the local officers, except in cases where they were accompanied 
by the certificates of the supervisor or commissioner provided in the third section. 
In such cases, the last sentence of that section shows that it was expected that 
they would ordinarily exercise the grave and delicate duty of investigating charges 
of riot, tumult, bribery, or corruption on a hearing of the parties interested in the 
office. It never could have been meant that this board, of its own motion, sitting 
in New Orleans, at a distance from the pine of voting, and without notice, could 
decide the right of persons claiming to be elected. 

That is the language which I find used by GeorGr F. Hoar, WILL- 
IAM A. WHEELER, and WILLIAM P. Frye. Now this board having 
statutory jurisdiction, and conceding for the sake of the argument 
that it was warranted by the constitution of the State, let me for one 
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moment draw the attention 6f the Senate as to what was their duty. 
They were to assemble in New Orleans “ ten days after the closing of 
the election ;” they were “ to canvass and compile” what? 

The statement of votes made by the commissioners of election, and make retarns 
of the election to the secretary of state. 

The very oath of office of these returning-board men provides: 

I, A B, do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will faithfully and diligently per- 
form the duties of a retarning officer as prescribed by law; that I will —— 
and honestly canvass and compile the statements of the votes, and make a true an 
correct return of the election; so belp me God. 

Section 3 provides that— 

The returning officers shall observe the following order: They shall compile frst 
the statements— 

Which means the statements of the commissioners of election— 


from all polls or voting-places at which there shall have been a fair, free, and 
peaceable registration and election. Whenever from any poll or voting-place there 
shall be received the statement of any supervisor of registration or commissioner 
of election, in form as required by section 26 of this act, on affidavit of three or 
more citizens, of any riot, tumult, acts of violence, intimidation, armed disturbance, 
bribery, or corrupt influences, which prevented, or tended to prevent, a fair, free, 
ane peaceable vote of all qualified electors entitled to vote at such poll or voting- 
place, such returning officers shall not canvass, count, or compile the statement of 
votes from such poll or voting-place until the statements from all otber polls or 
voting-places shall have been canvassed and compiled. 

They then shall “proceed to investigate the statements of riot, 
tumult, acts of violence,” &c.; “and if from the evidence of such 
statement they shall be convinced that such riot, tumult," * * did 
not materially interfere * * * or did not prevent a sufficient num- 
ber of qualified voters thereat from registering or voting, * * * then 
and not otherwise” they “shall canvass and compile the statement 
of votes from such poll or voting-place with those previously can- 
vassed and compiled.” 

And further, if they “shall be convinced that said riot, tumult, 
acts of violence, did materially interfere with the purity and freedom 
of the election,” they shall exclude that poll from their returns : 

Provided, That any person interested in said election by reason of being a candi- 
date for office shall be allowed a hearing before said returning officers upon — 
application within the time allowed for the forwarding of the returns of sai 
election 

Now turning over to section 26 of the act which provided for the 
statements by supervisors or commissioners, what do we find? “That 
if any parish, precinct, ward, city, or town, in which during the time 
of registration, or revision of registration, or on any day of election, there 
shall be anv riot, tumult, acts of violence, &c., it shall be the duty 
of the commissioners,” if those acts occur on the day of election, or 
of the supervisor of registration if the acts occurred during the time 
of registration, “to make in duplicate and under oath a clear and full 
statement of all the facts relating to these disturbances,” &c, 

Which statement shall also bo corroborated under oath by three respectable 
citizens, qualitied electors of the parish. When such statement is made by a com- 
missioner of election, or a supervisor of registration, he shall forward it in dapli- 
cate to the supervisor of registration of the parish, if in the city of New Orleans to 
the secretary of state, one copy of which, if made to the supervisor of registration, 
shall be forwarded by him to the returning officers provided for in section 2 of 
this act, when he makes the returns of election in his parish. His copy of said 
statement shall be so annexed to his returns of elections by paste, wax, or some 
adbesive substance, that the tame can bo kept together, and the other copy the 


supervisor of registration shall deliver to the clerk of the court of his parish for 
the use of the district attorney. 


I may here remark that it was by the duplicate originals of the 
statement of the votes cast, and which escaped the manipalations of 
the returning board by being deposited in the office of the clerks of the 
parishes, that the trae “returns of the elections” were ascertained. 

Then section 43 provides when these duplicate lists shall be made 
and within what time they shall be forwarded; and that time is 
“ within twenty-four hours after the closing of the polls.” So, then, 
without going any further into the consideration of this law, it will 
appear that the returning board can only examine charges that are 
made within a certain time, by certain officers, and authenticated in 
a certain mode; and that until such charges shall have been so pre- 
sented to them they have no authority whatever to take notice of 
any other allegations whatsoever affecting the election; that unless 
the statute under which they act shall give them the prescribed au- 
thority they can exercise none in the premises. If they do so then 
the result is to render their proceedings absolutely void. 

Now, sir, did the returning board, according to facts known to 
every member of this Senate, contro] its action in any way by the 
provisions of the statute which gave it being? They laughed them 
to scorn, I bave here a stenographic report of their entire proceed- 
ings in public session, and I will simply say that in no respect were 
the requirements of that statute followed by them. There was not 
a single case where a complaint which authorized their investigation 
of alleged acts of tumult or disorder certified to in accordance with 
the law of the State, under which alone they could have authority 
for making examination. Did they “canvass and compile the state- 
ments of the commissioner of elections” according to their oath and 
the direction of the law? I will let their chairman, Madison Wells, 
speak on that point. I read from page 121 of the stenographic re- 
port of the proceedings of the Louisiana returning board on the can- 
vass of the returns of the election held November 7, 1876. The 
parish of East Baton Rouge was taken up. The commissioners re- 
turned that the tally-sheets were locked up in the ballot-box by “a 
mistake,” and the supervisor made no return of the vote at certain 
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polls, but he did make a partial statement of the votes, 
ments of the commissioners of election and all the pape 
to be canvassed and compiled were locked up in these bo 

Mr. McGloin said on behalf of the contestants: 

But the law is very plain on that question, Mr. Chairman. 
supervisor not furnishing you with the proper evidence of th 
have the right to look for the best evidence. 

Governor WELLS. One moment, one moment. Can we go behind what is bef 
us? We must take the returns of the supervisor of registration. The board ne 
decided repeatedly that the returns of the supervisors of registration are ca 
Sacie evidence of what occurred, Now, if we take . these boxes and oxas = 
these papers, as you desire, it is a question whether the board has authority to de 
so or not. In other words, after having used these returns from the supervie. 
can the board supplement them with any other returns? -_ 

Mr. McGuoun. The law requires you to canvass the vote from the commissions 
“Goveranr W. I differ with to this 

Governor WELLS. iffer with you as te this. © medium of ; 
between the commissioners and the board of Eeeniee is the ouperviser, ann 
statements must come through the supervisor of registration of the parish. | oe 
stated before that his return is prima facie evidence of the result of the elec “sg 
Hence we cannot go behind that return. We must take that as evidence ani the 
guide for our decision. . 

This was a clear disregard of the law creating the board. 
were sworn to “canvass and compile the statements of the commis. 
sioners of elections,” and they tell you they will canvass and compile 
none, but look to other papers which they were not at liberty to cap. 
vass and compile. At page 124 the same thing is stated. Said Gov. 
erner Wells: 

The board has already decided that they will not receive any returns except from 
the supervisors of registration. The court has said that the returning-board should 
not receive any returns except from the properly-constituted officers, and they 
tried to compel this board to receive returns from other parties by mandamus. 


It is true that after that, and in a case that was not so convenient 
to him, Governor Wells modified that and said the statements of votes 
of the commissioners would be taken into consideration, but said Mr. 
Gauthreaux, of counsel : 

But the Chair has just stated that the board will be guided by reports of super. 


visors of erection as near as ible. I would like to know if the board conten. 
plated examining the statement of votes of the commissioners. 


What was the result of all this? They were held by no law; they 
openly tell you that they were restrained by none of these provisions 
of the statute ; and the result was that they did make the returns, 
and they made the elections, and they suppressed 15,000 democratic 
votes as they were returned to them, according to the statement of 
the commissioners of election, and they suppressed 3,000 republican 
votes, suppressing over 12,000 more democratic votes than they did 
republican votes, thus changing the entire result of the election. The 
parish supervisors of registration, purely ministerial officers, to whom 
there is not one particle of judicial power confided by this law, under- 
took to actin the same way, and they suppressed some 3,000 or 4,000 
votes. The face of the returns shows that there had been in round 
numbers a majority of about 6,000 votes in favor of the Spofford legis- 
lature cast at the polls. The supervisors of registration, without the 
least color of outaentie, without any man to-day being able to pro- 
duce one line or inference of law to warrant such an act, omitted 
from their statements about one-half the majority that appeared of 
the returns sent to them by the commissioners of election by sup- 
pressing returns altogether; and, having so reduced the majority 
for the Spofford legislature to about 3,000 votes, the returning board 
then took it in hand and finished the villainy, and turned a majority 
of 3,000 over into a majority of about 6,000 the other way. And all 
this is in the face of a constitution which declares that the “returns 
of the elections for members of the General Assembly shall be made 
to the secretary of state,” to be by him delivered to the speaker of the 
house, 

There was another clause of the constitution of Louisiana that, it 
seems to me, should clearly exclude the returning board from the 
exercise of such powers, and that is the ninety-fourth article, which 
prohibits the exercise of judicial power from, being conferred “on 
any other officers than those mentioned in this title,” who are the 
judges of certain enumerated courts; and it provides that— 


In any case where such officers shall assume jurisdiction over other matters thao 
those which may arise under police regulations or under their jurisdiction as com- 
—s magistrates, they shall be liable to an action of damages in favor of tho 
party injured or his heirs; and a verdict in favor of the party injured shall, ipso 
acto, operate a vacation of the office of said officer. 


Why, Mr. President, all exercise of “jadicial power” is clearly 
prohibited to this board; but what shall we say, not of the exorcise 
of a power of judgment after hearing, but of a power to disfranchise 
a whole community, twenty-two parishes, sixty-odd polls, sixty-odd 
returns from those polls, the votes of eighteen thousand citizens con! 
pletely set aside without hearing or notice. Judicial power implies ne- 
tice and trial. In this case the most cruel punishment was inflicted 
upon thousands of citizens, taking from them theirdearest birt baie 
the right to participate in their own government, without trial, or 
hearing, or notice. Had it been done by the highest tribunal of the 
State, every just man would have shrunk back aghast at the spec- 
tacle. It never could have been respected where civilization pre- 
vailed, even had they the color of jurisdiction. But what are you 0 
say when this wholesale destruction of the dearest rights of a peop!¢ 
is accomplished without notice, without hearing, without proof, avd 
in the very teeth of the law under which the ies assumed to act! 
Why, sir, as an example of lawless usurpation, there is nothing like 
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++ tomy knowledge, in history. There have been systems overthrown 
it, { : there have been systems overthrown by corruption ; but 
ee there so unholy and shameless a spectacle of a govern- 
voit overthrown by machinery pretended to be exercised under its 
authority and in its defense. ’ 4 ‘ 

Mr. President, I said something of the circumstances under which 
- oo present claimaut who is recommended by the majority of 
this committee. There is a rule of law that forbids a man to take 
advantage of his own wrong, and no court of justice permits its vio- 
Jation. Never did this rule more need application than in this case 
where William Pitt Kellogg claims a seat in the Senate of the United 
States as the result of his own most flagitious use of power in Loui- 
7 There is not to-day a man in the United States so responsible 
for the crimes and the wrongs and the sufferings in that State as 
William Pitt Kellogg. Ihave some authority for this—not of those 
who are opposed to him in polities. I heard on this floor a speech 
from a republican member of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, delivered on the 4th of March, 1874, Mr. Carpenter, of Wiscon- 
sip, aud this is what he said of Louisiana then: 


rpation of a Federal judge this Leg- 


giana. 


And yet we know that under that gross usa 


jslature was organized by a mandamus and an injunction, and then, under the pro- | 


tection of that organization and in a State-house held by Federal troops, this 
Kellogg government was inaugurated and set up; and that government is to-day 
supported by United States troops The peace of that State is to-day preserved at 
the expense of the Union. f ; 

[was in New Orleans last May; and, conversing with officers of the Army high 
in authority, they assured me that, in their opinion, if the Federal troops were 
withdrawn from that State the Kellogg government could not stand a week. I 
know that Mr. Kellogg was of a different opinion. He thought he could defend 
himself and maintain i 
to think so. And itis my belief, founded upon all that I heard in that city, that, 
if the Federal wenn were even now withdrawn, his government would be over- 
thrown by the people. 

The Kellogg government rests to-day not upon the ascertained result of the 
election, but upon @ canvass conf to be fraudulent and void, and the support 
given to it by the Federal Government. 


And in the same speech further on, in reply to a question by Mr. 
Norwood, a Senator from Georgia, Mr. Carpenter said : 


Mr. Norwoop. I understand that. Iam merely asking the Senator whether 
be thinks it is better to order a new election than to have those put in power whom 
the returns show were elected. 

Mr. Carpenter. If L believed that McEnery was in fact elected at that elec- 
tion, the logic of the situation would dictate that Congress, if that were necessary, 
should recognize his government. But, in the first place, I do not believe that the 
McEnery government has any more right than the Kellogg government. In the 
second place the McEnery government never had an existence in fact. McEnery 
alvlicated all claim to be governor, and has been, according to the Senator from 
Indiana, on this floor, representing his government and asking for re-election; so 
that in this case and ander the circumstances of this case I do not see how any 
other remedy can be — than to send the matter back to the people. 

Mr. Bayanp. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. Canventer. Certainly. 

Mr. Bavanp. The Senator used the phrase just now that McEnery had abdi- 
cated as governor of Louisiana. Was not that a compulsory abdication! Was it 
not that he abdicated under the os power of Federal bayonets alone? Was 
there any voluntary abdication ? as it nota mere act of foree that compelled 
him to refrain from exercising the duties of his office ? 

Mr. CarnvENTER. Undoubtedly that is true; but still the fact existe. The Mc- 
Fnery government, as they call it, is no government to-day, and it never has been 
one. Lam not considering why it was not, but simply dealing with the facts. It 
would be better to say he surrenderd than that he abdicated. hat it is not today a 
peremnnens de facto, exercising any governmental powers whatever; and its mem- 


rs are asking for a re-election. 

There are other authorities from the republican side. Let me 
read from a report made to the House of Representatives in 1875: 

The American people are now brought face to face with this condition of things: 


In the State of Louisiana there is a governor in office who owes his seat to the in- 
terference of the national power— 


That was Governor Kellogg— 
which has recognized his title to his office, not by reason of any ascertainment of 
the facts by legal process, but has based its action solely on the illegal order of a 
judge. In the same State there is a Legislature, one branch of which derives its 
authority partly from the same order, the other being organized by a majority who 
have been established in power by another interference of the National Govern- 
ment, and which majority derives its title, not from any legal ascertainment of the 


facts, but from the certificates of a g board which has misconceived and 
exceeded its legal authority. 


Whose language is that, Mr. President? That of GkorGcE F. Hoar 
WitutaM A. WHEELER, and WILLIAM P. Frye. Why, Mr. President, 
the powers given to the governor of Louisiana under the cunning 
network of legislation woven around the liberties of the people, were 
such as gave him more arbitrary power than almost any monarch 
upon earth. He held the reins alt in his own hands, and his first 
power was the appointment of a registrar who should register, and 
who alone could register, every voter in that State; who had power 
at will to strike off or put on whom he pleased, and whom a cunning 
law, devised in the interest of fraud, forbade the judicial arm to 
cheek or control. 

Sir, an argument was made before the electoral commission by one 
of the most distinguished a of this country, a man venerable for 
his years, eminent for bis earning, and respected every where for his 
great moral worth. When Jobn A. Campbell, an ex-judge of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, was uing this case he de- 
coating the condition of Louisiana and the dangerous power given 

y law to the governor of the State. I will ask the Secretary to read 
for me the passage I have marked. 


VI——50 


of Louisiana went into this election, and they largely | 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


You will perceive that there is a supervising registrar appointed by the governor 
of the State, that governor being then a candidate for elector and eventually a can- 
didate for Senator to the Congress of the United States, which since this election 
he has, in some manner or other, got some sort of election for or title to. Fifty- 
seven parishes iu the State and eighteen or twenty wards in the city of Now Orleans 
each have a supervising registrar. The supervising registrar has the absolute 

ower to reject or admit any voter on the list. The law, as you will perceive, pro- 

ibits mandamas, injunction, or any interference of the courts with his function, 
and prescribes that his judgment shall be absolutely conclusive upon the capacity 
of giving a vote. That supervisor of registration in each parish appoints three 
commissioners at each poll. He is required to take men of fair standing in their 
parties, so as to make something like a fair representation. 1 will assume that ho 
takes two from his own party and one from the other. There are ever seven hun- 
dred polling-places in the State, in round numbers. There are, then, twenty-one 
hundred persons in all, fourteen hundred of them of one party, and those men are 
to take the vote from the hands of the voter, and it is a criminal offense for any- 
body else to touch the vote in itspassage from the voter's hand into the box. There 
are fourteen handred, then, members of the supervisor's party distributed over the 
different polls of the State. In addition to that, he has the power to appoiut a 
special constable to attend the polls, and to perform all the duties that are required 
of him by the commissioners ; may appoint just as many as he pleases, © one or 
more” is the language of the law ; say, eight hundred. That makes twenty-nine 
hundred persons. 

In addition to this the United States court in New Orleans appointed sixteen hun- 
dred supervisors : twe for each poll. In addition to that the marshal of the district 
appointed eight hundred deputies for New Orleans and tifteen hundred deputies 
for the country, to attend the polls in the country. In addition to that, under the 
opinion of the Attorney-General of the United States, large detachments of tho 
Army were placed in-various parts of the States, sv that they might be * bystand- 
ers,’ I think was the language of the opinion, to serve as a sort of posse comitatus 
in the event that the marshal should find any use for that sort of assistance. 


Mr. BAYARD. This power of registration is there stated and the 


| jurisdiction, by a man whose word will be received everywhere, fror 
is ground without Federal support ; but nobody else seemed | } J . 7 ~s ywher re 


his knowledge of the subject of which he was speaking and from 
his personal character, and it showed how completely the whole con- 
trol of the elections was brought into the hands of this one man, 
now the candidate asking to be seated in this body. The vote of no 
citizen of Lonisiana could touch the hand of any man on its way 
to the ballot-box except that man was appointed by Governor Kel- 
logg. He could put on the list whom he pleased and could take off 
the list whom he pleased. If frauds were to be committed at the 
ballot-box they could only be committed by the instruments and the 
appointees of this same Governor Kellogg. 

The registration of voters of Louisiana was a shocking fraud 
always in favor of the party from whom the registrar was chosen. 
Some figures here it may be worth while to read. The State census 
of 1875, giving for Orleans parish the proportion of citizens to popu- 
lation, states that 43,712 foreign-born population yielded 14,984 citi- 
zens, While 102,000 native white population yielded 13,923 citizens 
and 57,647 colored population yielded 15,485 citizens; and it is upon 
such a system of calculation as this that they made up their regis- 
tration. 

But, Mr. President, go a little farther. Judge Campbell stated in 
my hearing, and it is reported in this volume, that on the 30th day 
of October, 1876, ten thousand warrants were issued by one of the 
commissioners of the United States which were served upon ten thou- 
sand white democrats of the city of New Orleans, well-known citi- 
zens, charging them with having falsely registered two years before ; 
that those ten thousand warrants were served and red lines were 
drawn around the names of those white voters in the registration- 
list and the persons named thus disfranchised. The warrants were 
issued upon the affidavit of two policemen. The unfortunate citi- 
zens thus disfranchised on the eve of a most important election rushed 
to the commissioner who had issued the process, who sitting twelve 
hours a day and trying them with great rapidity heard thirteen hun- 
dred and sixty-five and discharged thirteen hundred and sixty on 
sight. But what became of the other eighty-seven hundred men? 
They were disfranchised at the election of 1876, and that was done by 
the appointees of Governor Kellogg, who claims now to profit by suc 
an infamous transaction. 

And here is a circular issued by Mr. D. J. M. A. Jewett, the secre- 
tary from the headquarters of the republican party of Louisiana: 

HEADQUARTERS REPUBLICAN PARTY OF LOUISIANA, 


Rooms Joint COMMITTEE ON CANVASSING AND REGISTRATION, 
Mechanics’ Institute, September 2, 1876. 


Dear Sir: It is well known to this committee that, from examination of the cen- 
sus of 1875, the republican vote in your pariah is 2,200 and the republicam majority 


| is 900, 


You are cupented to register and vote the full strength of the republican party 
in_ your parish. ; 

our recognition by the next State administration will depend upon your doing 
your full duty in the premises, and you will not be held to have done your fall duty 
unless the republican registration in your parish reaches 2,200 and the republican 
vote is at least 2,100. 

All local candidates and committees are directed to aid you to the utmost in ob- 
taining the result, and every facility is and will be afforded you ; but you must 
obtain the results called for herein without fail. Once obtained, your recognition 
will — and penn aa 

respectfully, your o ent servant, 
a ae =e D. J. M. A. JEWETT, 
Seeretary. 
SuPERVIs0R OF REGISTRATION, 
Parish of Assumption, Lowisiana. 


Why, Mr. President, the frauds committed under this system of 
registration, wholly under the control of Governor Kellogg by his 
individual appointees, are perfectly monstrous and shocking ; and I 


may here refer to the testimony taken by the Morrison committee ta 
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show that men came forward and confessed that they had raised the 
number of registered voters where they desired them to be added to 
or had cut down where they desired that they should be lessened. 

But there has been a cry that all this fraud, this wrong, this dis- 
franchisement, these unconstitutional and arbitrary laws, this law- 
less action is justified by the mtimidation and violence that reigned 
thronghout the State. Ah, Mr. President, I do not deny there were 
cases of intimidation; I do not deny there was much violence ; but I 
ask in the language of an eloquent counsel before the electoral com- 
mission, “Can you stannch blood with fraud?” Can you set off one 
great crime by committing another? Can you, in the name of honest 
government, permit such results to crystallize themselves into the 
success of the chief villain of them all? 

Mr. President, as to intimidation, it is difficult to account for it. 
There were, according to the statement of Judge Campbell, seventy- 
five hundred persons, every one of them the appointee of Governor 
Kellogg, on the day of election with power of arrest and armed 
force to er e the voters of that State ; and added to that there was 
a large 
designated by Kellogg. Still Ido not doubt there was violence, nor 
that there was intimidation; but I do submit that where such things 
are charged there should be trial in the ordinary and usual forms 
that shall separate the guilty from the innocent, and that you shall 
not. for the sake of punishing a number of desperadoes disfranchise 
a whole community of men who have violated no law and are simply 
craving the boon of an honest and fair government. 

My friend from Kentucky (Mr. Beck] reminds me of that, which 
of course the Senate knew, that every branch of power in the State 
was in the hands of Mr. Kellogg and his party, courts, juries, prose- 
euting officers, the power of pardon, all were in their hands. But 
there shall not come from me at any time here or elsewhere palliation 
and excuse for lawlessness or crime, 

There fell from the lips of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoan] the other day a charge that amazed me. I am sorry that I do 
not see him in his place. I understood him to say in response to the 
Senator from North Carolina, now detained from his seat by illness, 
(Mr. RansoM,] that of all these wrongs and acts of violence and 
crimes committed in the southern country not one had been con- 
demped by any member of the democratic party except one distin- 
guished gentleman who is now deceased. 


Mr. President, it did seem to me almost incredible that a gentleman of 


high intelligence and ability and character should have been tempted 
to make so unjust a remark. And he did not make it here for the 
tirst time; for I think I may owe to his attention a pamphlet con- 
taining a speech delivered by him as presiding officer of a republican 
convention in Massachusetts in which the same charge was contained. 

Why, Mr. President, how blinded by prejudice, how strangely 
warped from all sense of justice by partisan feeling, must be that 
mind which can so assail more than one-half of his fellow-country- 
men. Can it be that because we shall differ in political opinion and 
my conscience lead me to ally myself with a party of one name ashe 
with a party of another, can it be that my heart has no echo to the 
appeal of justice aud humanity? It is unreasonable and unjast. 
Such charges cannot be made with safety to the reputation of the 
gentleman who makes them, and they certainly cannot be warranted 
by his cooler and calmer reflection. Why, sir, it is proverbially at 
all times difficult to prove negatives; but I should rather seek to 
challenge the fact that I, or those with whom I act on this floor or 
in either branch of Congress, or that still wider brotherhood of polit- 
ical faith to which I belong, have ever failed to call wrong wrong, 
whether inflicted upon a political friend or a political foe. How 
could it be that we should profit by these wrongs? How could we 
profit by these wrengs? Why, sir, it is the reiteration of these false 
charges, as many times I believe them to be, which. has formed the 
whole stock in trade of some politicians and has prejudiced many 
most excellent but mistaken people into believing that really there 
was a party in the United States which had for one of its elements 
of success brutality, cruelty, as a constant source of party advantage. 

It is vot necessary to produce the records of speeches that I and 
my political associates have so often made in this body for evidence 
of denunciation, unqualified and unsparing, of these outrages and 
wron If it will not fatigae the Senate I will ask my honorable 
Stead tree Kentucky to read from the last report made to this body 
more than a year ago by my honorable friend from Indiana [ Mr. Mc- 
DONALD) and myself, after we had spent sad and weary months in 
Mississippi listening to all that could be bronght to fix crime as a 
general charge upon the white people of that State. 

Mr. BECK read as follows: 

Having thus stated the limitations upon the power of Congress, which a respect 
for the Constitation of our Government and to the decisions of its highest judicial 
tribnnal has dictated, we cannot refrain from an expression of our abhorrence and 
hearty reprobation of every act of lawless, and so often brutal, interference with 
the rights of citizenship which were related by witnesses in our presence. 

Prosperity and happivess can never thrive in a community where such scenes of 
violence can be enacted without condign punishment. By a law higher than man’s 
the * wages of sin is death,” and it will be vain for the people of Mississippi to look 
for the advancement of their State to that position in the ranks of wealth, intlu- 
ence, and reputation which those who love ber would desire to seo her occupy. 


until the spirit of law shall be strengthened and assert itself over the “ daugerous | 


classes," who have brought disrepute upon her good name. 

We are glad, in this connection, te express our sincere and profound conviction 
that under the present State administration and government of Mississippi all the 
elements for the needed reforms exist and will be developed, so that a remedy for 
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every wrong will be surely found in laws ordained and administered jn a api 

benevolence and justice to all classes within the borders of the State Spirit of 
A vast majority of the people of Mississippi have every element that cons 

a good American citizen. They are law-abiding, peacefal, and j wtutes 


. . - an ndustri ar 
they have every impulse in favor of justice, peace, and order, an: hut and 


need is the kindly sympathy of their fellow-citizens in other States . pre now 
distress which war and a totally revolutionized condition of the creat 


. pees b ir social anc 
systems, coupled with gross maladministration of their State affair. as ee ber 
upon them. ughs 


They have been the victims of a misrule which they sought in vain to ay 
remedy. oid or 


In simple justice we ask, should the white masses of Mississippi be held ms 
sible for the results of bad government, against which they have vetitioned poe 
protested in vain for years! Is it just to hold those responsible en who and 
power has been withheld? The uisite means are always necessary for Ay au 
sired end. In all the centuries the demand that the children of Israci should she 
bricks witheut straw has been cited as an illustration of tyrannical injustice b : 
is it not equally and even more unjust to demand of the white ople of Mi _ 
sippi the results of good government when bad government has been fastened os 
them against their best efforts to prevent it, their entreaties and th ” 


eir prayers? 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to address to the honorable 
Senator from Delaware a question, and to preface it by a sentence or 
two, if it is agreeable to him to have me = it now, 

I made the remarks which the honorable Senator has quote 
the republican convention of Massachusetts, in the midst of a speech 
which was designed to warn the people of the State and the coup. 
try, so far as my voice would reach, against the growing and preva- 
lent evil of party spirit; and I said what I deliberately and firmly 
believe, that such was the effect of party spirit upon the mind that 
with the single exception of Reverdy Jobnson, so far as I knew, the 
democrat was yet to be found who, in the presence of the clearest 
evidence of murder or other outrages committed for political Purposes 
in this conntry, had done anything to prevent it, had refused to profit 
by it, or even had reported it honestly. I did not mean, by uttering 
that very grave and serions statement against so large a portion of 
my countrymen, to allege for a moment that the members of that 
party are not men of kind heart, of generous nature, of courage, of 
integrity in a very large degree. I did not mean my auditors to un- 
derstand that they 1 those qualities in a less degree than the 
members of the party to which I belong. On the contrary, the bur- 
den of that speech was to urge upon the zealous republicans of Mas- 
sachusetts the desirableness of introducing a policy which should 
welcome, in spite of the past, the members of that party to a share 
in the administration of the Government, from which they had been 
excluded for nearly twenty years. 

But, Mr. President, it is no answer to the fact that party spirit has 
so blinded and misguided and clouded the judgment of this large 
class of American citizens as to produce the result that I have de- 
scribed to adduce a few general expressions that they do not ap- 
prove such things. Can the honorable Senator from Delaware slow 
in that report from which he read that he and his democratic asso- 
ciate found, as men charged with findings of fact, “ we find this man 
committed such a crime, and such and such an effect on the vote was 
the result?” Is there a single description or finding of fact even in 
that report? Can you find, has there been a single contested-clec- 
tion case in either branch when these facts which bave chilled with 
horror the blood of the civilized world have been proved by the 
clearest evidence when the democratic minority have not voted for 
the democratic claimant, when their voices have not been raised to 
clamor against the kind of evidence on which the majority acted, or 
to divert attention from the crime by saying that some other polit- 
ical party had possession of the government of the State where it 
occurred? Have they refused to profit by it by refraining from en- 
deavoring to foree into seats in the Senate and House, to force 
into the government of the States in every instance the men whose 
opportunity to take possession of them was gained if the evidence 
adduced be true, as I believe by the transactions to which reference 
has been made? Were there amid all the Ku-Kluk outrages, amid 
all the actionsof the White League, amid all the transactions which 
have driven from power republican majorities in s0 many States of 
the South can you find from a single democrat a single specific report 
or description of a historical fact in a single instance? I challenge 
the honorable Senator from Delaware to produce a case where that 
has happened, with the single exception of the case of Reverdy 
Johnson. 

Now, do not let me be misunderstood; do not take half my state- 
ment, as it seems to me the honorable Senator did when he read from 
the Wheeler report, and leave out the rest. It is the effect of party 
spirit clouding the judgment, turning the mind away from the truth 
of the fact toward something which it eagerly desires and longs 
for; a result as likely to happen when men band together for party 
purposes under the name of repnblican, as when they band together 
for party purposes under the name of democrat. ; : 

I think, Mr. President, that the condition of things in this country 
brought abont by this evil passion of party spirit—if the Senator from 
Delaware willadd to his great courtesy the courtesy of indulging mein 
one other remark—is a matter which well demands the attention of the 
statesmen who are assembled in this Chamber, and that that man is the 
truest friend to his country who states the fact plainly as he sees Ut. 
What is our condition to day? One-half or thereabouts of the Awer- 
ican people, the half to which I belong, honestly and thoronglily be- 
lieve to the bottom of their hearis that the political power at the 
other end of the Capitol, that some seats which are occupied in this 


d to 


| Chamber, that political power in a considerable number of the great 
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Tenn man, — 


States of this Union have been gained by their antagonists by crimes 
of the class to which I have referred. 
that is their belief. ot 3 : 
that the President. of the United States and you, sir, hold title 
through a fraud without parallel in history and the decision of a 


Whether that be true or not, | but he undertakes to answer my demand for an instance of a single 


On the other hand, an equal number believe | 


tribnnal constituted for that purpose made, if not with afraudulent pur- | 
pose itself, at any rate with a purpose to refuse redress for such a fraud. | 


Now, it is of no consequence to the point I am making, whether | which to my understanding—I do net now impute to the Senator any 


these beliefs be true or be not true. They exist. And how long do 
von think a republic which depends only for its permanence on the 
afiections of its people can endure when the whole people are agreed 
jn this thing, 


ove or two get the power which determines their political policy by 
methods that I have described ? : 

It seems to me that it is the part of a true statesmanship not to 
undertake to increase and to aggravate, by telling half the story and 
leaving out the rest, by constant denunciations of your political op- 
ponents, thisevil which threatens the existence of this Republic more 
certainly than the legions which marched upon Gettysburgh under 


Lee threatened it during the war of the rebellion. And I uttered | find in it any cause of disrespect for me or my associate in that 


that sentiment, the Senator frem Delaware will remember, as a part 
of an argument addressed to the people of my State, the zealous re- 
mblieans of my State, that they ought not to demand of their Pres- 
ident that he should continue to administer this Government on the 
principle of excluding all his political opponents from —, but 
that this evil of party spirit which resulted so terribly as I described 
could only be exorcised by calling to the administration of the Gov- 
ernment the best men of both parties without delay. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the honorable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts will certainly not complain that he has not had the fullest 
opportunity to make reply. I should be quite willing to submit to 
any candid judge or tribunal the speech which we have just heard from 
the honorable Senator, made with such deliberation and particularity, 
and which completely justifies the reference that I had made to him 
was or was not a most remarkable exhibition of the very party spirit 
and prejudice which he was endeavoring to rebuke in his hearers, 
and which, Iam sorry to say, seems so likely to find renewed exhibi- 
tion on the floor of the Senate in the case we are now considering. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts is sadly ignorant of 


the true feelings and character and conduct of his political oppo- | 


nents. Whether that results from his mental organization, or from 
what cause, it is not for me to say, but the fact is so. Otherwise he 
never could have ventured te make the statements that he has made 
in the hearing of the Senate to-night in regard to the conduct and 
the official reports and speeches of his political opponents in this 
House and the other. 

The Senator asks for one word of condemnation of a wrong act in 
thisreport. I donot know whether designating an act as “atrocious” 
which resulted in the killing of some human being down in Missis- 
sippi, at Colunbus, a year ago, will be deemed by him an expression 
of approval or of denunciation ; yet I find at page 9 of this report, in 
speaking of an act not fully disclosed to us, I used this language: 

That the result of that night's proceedings ought to have been made, or ought 
still to be made, the subject of thorough aud rigid examination no one can doubt ; 
nor is it yet known what steps were taken to discover the true condition of facts 
and the causes of these fires which, from their pumber and scattered location, would 
seem Clearly to evince a settled plan of incendiarism for some pape, either to 
destroy the town or to give a pretext fo’a criminal assault. One t 
be said, that if the atrocious design did »xist of making that incenviarism the pre- 
text foran onslaught upon the colored people at night, and where they were in 


large numbers, it would seem strange that the victims were limited to four in num- 
ber, when their slaughter could have been so easily multiplied. 


There was a report of the transactions detailed to us by wit- 
nesses of a town without water facilities being set ou tire in five or 
six places in the same night. In the course of that night a riot took 
place in which four colored men lost their lives. By whom they were 
killed, no witnesses ventured to say; why they were killed, no wit- 
nesses ventured to say. The charge evidently was made against 
them that they had been incendiaries, and were shot by the patrol 
which was established in the town for the purpose of preventing the 
further creation of these fires. So that Diesel speak of a design to 
take their lives I speak of itas an “ atrocious” design. Is it astrong 
word of condemnation, or the contrary ? 

Mr. HOAR. Will the honorable Senator permit me to ask him a 
question, for I am afraid he misunderstood met? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

_ Mr. HOAR. I anderstand the passage of that report which he read 
1s & passage which says this about that crime, that if a certain atro- 
cious design did exist, something else which appears is very strange. 

Mr. BAYARD. No, sir. 


Mr. HOAR. That would seem to be a very strong implication that 
he did not think it existed. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I said that if such a design did 
exist, It was atrocious; but it is not for me to stand here upon the 
floor of the Senate with the tenor of my whole life before my people 
aud this country, and to disclaim my affinity with crime or with 
wrong. Twill not doit. I will let those years that I have lived 
ee people, man and boy, answer the Senator or answer such 

evestions, 


Mr. HOAR. The honorable Senator totally misunderstands the 


that out of the three great branches of the Government, | 
at least one—not agreeing which one but all agreeing that at least | 


ning may here | 





, ' 
| wrong! 


suggestion. I do not impute to him any affinity with such designs; 
democratic report of the specific fact of a crime, finding the fact, 
finding who was guilty of it, and condemning the guilty man, by 
reading the only thing that he has read, an extract from a report of 
his own, in which he said only that if a certain atrocious design did 
exist, it is very strange that something happened that did happen, 


affiliation with crime—does not contain a finding that a crime hap- 
pened. It does not contain a denunciation of it. It only says that if 
a certain atrocious design existed it is strange that the things which 
did happen actually happened, or strange that more did not happen. 
_ Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, 1 do not propose to enter into an 
issue here as to my particular expressions in this or any other report, 
or to suppose the honorable Senator from Massachusetts can put me 
on trial for affinity or sympathy with crime. It is said I read but a 
portion of that report. I am willing to let it goin whole and in part 
as the result of my judgment and that of my honorable friend from 
Indiana, after a long and painful examination of the affairs of Mis- 
sissippi. It may go to any body of Christian men, and if they shall 


which we have related, then I shall hold myself in some degree sub- 
ject to the condemnation of the Senator from Massachusetts; bat he 
will find on one side the record of his political opponents, attesting 
their regard for humanity and detestation of crime, and on the other 
side his own assertions, and if he can stand it, I am sure they can. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the honorable Senator from Delaware permit me 
to point out to him that I have not in the least attempted to pat him 
upon trial? I was brought from my seat in the cloak-room by infor- 
mation that the honorable Senator from Delaware had expressed his 
regret that I was not in my seat here, because he proposed to ani- 
madvert with great condemnation on a speech made by me before a 
republican convention in Massachusetts. 

Mr. BAYARD. No; upon language used here in debate. 

Mr. HOAR. Thereupon I repeated and explained the sentiment I 
had uttered, and challenged him to produce a specific democratic 
condemnation of a political crime at the South, and he produces this 
sentence as his specitication. Then I pointed out that he did not con- 
demn the erime, but expressed a doubt whether the atrocious design 
existed. That is not putting him on trial; and I beg to assure the 
honorable Senator, if he will take my assurance, of my very great 
personal respect for his character as a gentleman and asa man of 
kindness of heart. If I have said anything in the heat of debate 
which has conveyed to him any other impression, it was an impres- 
sion I did not intend to convey. But, still, I do not wish to be under 
stood as in the least abating from the utter and absolute meaning of 
the sentence of mine which he has quoted. 

Mr. BAYARD. Well, Mr. President, the remarks that fell from the 
Senator a day or two ago in his debate with the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. RANSOM] were those to which I referred, and I did not 
propose to answer his speeches made elsewhere than in this Chamber, 
and not to answer all that he makes here by any means, but merely 
in considering this wholesale charge of intimidation and violence as 
a justification for these monstrous frauds and wrongs upon the elect- 
ive franchise in Louisiana committed by Governor Kellogg and his 
appointees, said it was no answer to set off one crime by pleading 
another. So far as this colloquy is concerned, I am content to let it 
rest where it now stands npov the Senator’s own explanation. If he 
is content, I think I and my associates are. If he has so little knowl- 
edge of us and of our character as still to reiterate these very bitter 
and pointed charges against us on these subjects, it is but an illus- 
tration of the truth of what I suspected, that his mind is too blinded 
by prejudice, too warped by unjust feeling to enable him to be just 
to those who differ with him in political opinion. 

But, Mr. President, in looking over this report to which I casually 
turned to show that I and those with whom I acted politically did 
not design to take advantage of frand or crime, but, on the contrary 

roposed to denounce and punish them by establishing such an adinin 
istration of government as could and would do both, I found an 
illustration reported in the testimony of republican witnesses which 
showed how far Governor Kellogg was himself personally responsible 
for the eommission of crime and bloodshed in Louisiana. I find in 
this report and in the testimony of Mr. Weber, a republican State 


| senator in Louisiana, that one of the most infamous desperadoes who 


infests the parish of West Feliciana was a Colonel Frank Powers. 
Everywhere he went he carried terror; everywhere he went was 
riot, bloodshed, disorder. Crimes in that neighborhood were gene- 
rally traced to him and his gang. And yet witnesses disclosed, and 
on this floor the late Senator from Louisiana (Mr. West) adinitted 
that, knowing his villainy, knowing his cruelty, knowing bis blood- 
thirsty disposition, Governor Kellogg had himself appointed him toa 
political office of large profit. aud trust, which he held until Governor 
Nicholls came in. Talk about men taking advantage of their own 
He has created these very crimes for which he now holds 
up and seeks to make his political opponents answerable. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 


| ask him in what parish that man lived? 


Mr. BAYARD. West Feliciana. 


Mr. WADLEIGH. West Feliciana, a parish in which only three 
republican votes were cast! 
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Mr. BAYARD. It is East Feliciana. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Do you call it a strong republican parish in 
which only three republican votes were cast f 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr, President, the allegation is that republicans 


were prevented from voting in East Feliciana by intimidation and | 


violence, and the whole parish was disfranchised. What isthe proof? 
That the chief ring-leader in all this, the chief brigand and ruflian, 
who would shoot men right and left recklessly, who would .interfere 
with elections, was until after the last election an ofiice-holder by 
appointment of Governor Kellogg, who knew his character and, to 
use the language of Mr. West on this floor, felt that he was obliged 
to appoint him. 

Now, sir, talk to people of sense and justice of holding responsible 
@ political party for these acts, and then show that one of the chief 
perpetrators of this violence and wrong is a member of Mr. Kellogg’s 
own party and his own appointee! 

Mr. President, I have already continued this discussion to the fatigue 
of the Senate and myself. I propose to end it. I have stated how 
sincerely I felt the wrong by this proposed seating of Kellogg to the 
people of Louisiana. But it does not end with the people of Lonisi- 
ana. I believe this act will sink into the hearts and consciences of 
the American people and tend to destroy their respect and confidence 
in their Government. The strength of our Government, its true 
strength, lies in the hearts of the people; its best bulwark is the re- 
spect and love that its people bear to it, the admiration that is felt 
for its honesty, its equity, and its moral excellence. There is no pub- 
lic education so needed to-day as examples of scrupulous respect for 
truth and justice as embodied in law. The heartsof our countrymen 
have been estranged from each other, and they long to be fully and | 
really reconciled. “ Reconciliation on the basis of justice to the South” 
was an appeal that found a ready echo in American hearts all over 
this Union, Let this Senate respond to it. Has the administration, 
whose chief uttered the sentiment I have referred to and who has 
followed up his professions by many acts in accordance, has the Pres- 





ident in the ranks of his party on this floor one single representative 
who will rise here in his place and echo and sustain his promise, and 
who will insist, for the sake of sweet truth and justice, that Louisi- | 
ana shall not be made a victim to the most flagrant, unjust, and 
insulting treatment proposed by the rejection of her honored son and | 
chosen Senator, Henry M. Spofford, and the seating of a man who is 
loathed by her people ? 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I do not rise to make a speech on 
the Louisiana case. It is not my purpose to speak on that case at 
this time. Ihave spoken enough about it heretofore. But there | 
were some remarks made by the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. | 
Hoar] that | want to call his attention to. If I understood the Sen- | 
ator, he made charges against the democratic party, or, if not against | 
the party, aguinst its representatives in Congress. One was that we | 
had never denounced these southern outrages. Than in that,the Sen- 
ator was never more mistaken in his life. That is the first charge 
and the first thing in which he is mistaken. 

I might oceupy a long time of the Senate by reading to it as severe 
denunciation of these outrages from the lips of democratic Senators | 
on this floor as could be found in the recorded utterances of any re- 

muiblican. I could call the Senator's attention to the fact in my own | 
iustance where I so strongly denounced them years ago that the lead- | 
ing republican Senator from the State of Alabama at that time rose | 
in his seat and thanked me in the uame of the republican party of 

his State for what I said. But let that pass. 

The Senator may say these are all mere words. I understood his | 
remarks to import anotherthing: that the democrats had never failed 
to profit by these outrages, to take advantage of them in order to 
pant by them; and as an instance of that, if I understood him aright, | 
16 said in effect that we had never failed to seat a Senator here or a 
Representative in the other branch of the Legislature who had been | 
elected by means of these outrages. That was the import, certainly, 
of his remarks as | understood them. 

Now, Mr. President, it is not proper for me to say what has been 
in the House of Representatives. I have no right standing in my 
lace in the Senate, in open Seuate, to eriticise the action of the 
—_ of Representatives in seating or unseating any man. That is 
forbidden by parliamentary law and by the commonest sense of pro- 
priety. But I have a right to inquire into the case of any Senator 
seated on this floor. The Senator from Massachusetts called for a bill 
of particulars, he wanted a bill of particulars, he wanted to know in 
what case we here in the Senate had failed to prolit by these out- 
rages in the seating of a Senator on this floor, That was the import 
of his remark. I beg him to observe that the affirmative rests on 
him. It is for him to furnish the bill of particulars of the Senators | 
who have been seated on this floor by means of such outrages. It is 
for him to specify what man ever obtained aseat on this floor by any 
such means. When he shall do that then we will answer him whether 
the fact be so or whether we profited by it. And therefore I call on 
him to name one of these Senators from the Southern States who ob- 
tained his election to this body by any such means. i defy him to 
do it, 
a charge. I call on him to name one single southern Senator here 
whese right to a seat on this floor has been challenged upon that 


| Mississippi inconvenienced when he is ill; 
I tell him he cannot do it, because there is no truth in sach | 





ground and who has been seated by democratic votes. Why, how 
could it be? You have had a republican majority in this Senate 
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all the time and I suppose you have yet, such as it is. (Langhte 

Hiow is it, then, if a man presented himself here with his hana 
reeking in blood or the recipient of bounties obtained by the jam 
ter of his fellow-men, that he found republican Senators to seat his ' 
Let us know. We have heard a great deal about Mississippi ~ 
we not? We have heard a great deal about outrages in Migsisgi ~ “4 
There sits a lately seated Senator from Mississippi, [ pointing tone 
LaMAR.] What votes seated him on this floor? What republic ; 
voted against -him? Not one! Not one! ™ 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I did. 

Mr. THURMAN. Did you? I then take it back. There was on 
man who was abhorrent at crime, one man, and one alone! Me 
President, I might go around from beginning to end and ask the Sena, 
tor from Massachusetts will he rise in his place and point to one of 
them and say “Sir, it was the blood of slaughtered men that seated 
you in your place.” If he will not, let him hold his peace. P 

Mr. LAMAR addressed the Senate. [His remarks will appear in the 
Appendix. } 

Mr. MERRIMON. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield to a 
motion to adjourn, I will move an adjournment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Dawes in the chair.) [t jg 
moved by the Senator from North Carolina that the Senate do pow 
adjourn. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North Caro. 
lina yield to the Senator from Georgia ? 

Mr. GORDOW. I should like to have an executive session. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I will change my motion, with permission, and 
move that the Senate go into executive session. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the honorable Senator withhold his motion 
for one moment f 

Mr. MERRIMON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I inquire whether the Senator who has the 
floor is unable to go on; in other words whether the motion is made 
for his convenience f 

Mr. GORDON. He is too unwell to go on. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should be very sorry for one to put myself in 


| the way of a motion standing on such grounds; and yet I regret ex- 


ceedingly, considering that there is only one more secular day before 
this session must end, that we cannot go on and vote upon the pend- 
ing resolution. 

r. MERRIMON. There is some executive business that ought to 
be attended to, and we might have an executive session. 

Mr. CONOVER. Wecan go into executive session after this ques- 
tion is decided. 

Mr. MERRIMON. We are not prepared to decide it, probably, just 
now. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. ° 

Mr. THURMAN. Will my friend withdraw that for one moment? 

Mr. MERRIMON. I will. 

Mr. THURMAN. Of course I do not wish the Senator from Missis- 


| sippi to go on when he is unwell, but I am very sorry that the Senate 


should adjourn until one more effort is made to see whether we can- 


| not come to some agreement that shall save us from the necessity of 


sitting bere all night. I think myself that such an agreement can be 
arrived at if we can keep in session for a little while longer. 

Mr. CONKLING. Can the Senator from Ohio name a reasonable 
hour t.-morrow when we can take the vote f 

Mr. THURMAN. I think I can. I think, however, it can be better 
done after consultation. I do not care to name an hour just now. [ 
think there are several matters to be agreed upon ; but if we can agree 
upon substantially the terms that have been suggested backward and 
forward between Senators, we can fix upon an hour to-morrow at 
which we can proceed with these cases and dispose of them. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let me suggest to the Senator that I think he 
will waste time if he seeks an agreement coupling other matters with 
this. If he will fix a time for this vote—— 

Mr. THURMAN. And this alone f 

Mr.CONKLING. And this alone, I think there will be little objec- 
tion to coming to an agreement about this. There will be no difficulty 
then in proceeding as expeditiously as the Senate will consent to 
proceed with the next case, which for this purpose I take to be the 


_ South Carolina case which the Senator from Mississippi is discoursing. 


But if the Senator from Ohio intends to put together as links in 4 
chain of agreement these different cases, it accomplishes nothing and 
leads to difficulty of agreement, however the Senator and myself 
might think about it. Therefore I suggest to him, if he will, to 


| ascertain that an hour can be fixed to vote in this case, with the 


understanding of course that the other case follows immediately. 
As another Senator suggests, there will be no difficalty when that 


| comes of fixing an hour in that case. It is rather difficult to take 


them all up together and make all parts of one agreement now. 

And as I have interrupted the Senator from Ohio, I beg to make 
another suggestion. I should be very to see the Senator from 
ut would it not be agree- 
able to that Senator to allow somebody else to proceed in place of our 
adjourning altogether ? 

. GORDON. He is perfectly willing to give the floor to some 

one else. 


Mr. LAMAR. Mr. President, I will proceed with my remarks. 








—_ 


Mr. CONKLING. I hope the honorable Senator from Mississippi 
will not proceed in qumangumnes of any apparent objection by me. 

Mr. LAMAR. Notatall. — , a ; 

Mr. CONKLING. I was simply inquirin whether it would not 
convenience him as much to allow some other Senator to take the 
floor and to proceed to conclude his remarks afterwards, as it would 
to have an adjournment now, losing time thereby ? 

Mr. LAMAR. I have not changed my mind in consequence of any- 
thing that fell from the Senator from New York. I will resume my 
remarks at the point at which I left off. ys 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi is en- 
titled to the floor. : : 

Mr. LAMAR. I was observing, Mr. President, that the represent- 
ative of society in South Carolina as it now exists. bet ween these two 
claimants for the Senate, is General Butler; and if there be any diffi- 
culty about the subtlety of this question, that fact of itself ought to 
solve the problem. What is the Legislature of South Carolina at this 
time? It is the Legislature which elected him. Where is the body 
that attempted to elect Mr. Corbin? It never had an existence. I 
can see but one reason that can operate upon gentlemen for voting 
against the admission of General Butler. There have been some that 
have been mentioned, but none have been suggested which strike 
me as touching his title as a Senator on this floor. 

Gentlemen speak and have thrown out remarks when this motion 
was first made about transferring the majority of this body from the 
republican side to the democratic side by the admission of these Sen- 
ators who are applying here. Sir, let me state to Senators that there 
isno possibility, no power whatever, to prevent results which are now 
going on in the politics of this country by vain efforts to keep Sena- 
tors who have been elected out of their seats upon this floor, and 
maintaining the power by putting Senators in who have no constit- 
uency whatever. The doom of that party is already sealed. It isin 
a minority in this country at this time, and it has been in a minority 
for many years, and nothing that they can do here will prevent their 
final overthrow. 

I find, sir, that I am too unwell to go on with my remarks. 

Mr. McDONALD. Mr. President, if I can get the attention of the 
Chair I will endeavor for a short time to consider the question that 
is pending before the Senate. The resolution —— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator will suspend for a 
moment, the Chair will endeavor to obtain order. 

Mr. McDONALD. All I ask isthe attention of the Chair. [Laugh- 
ter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will proceed. 

Mr. McDONALD. The resolution reported by the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections declares that William Pitt Kellogg is en- 
titled to aseat as Senator in this body from the State of Louisiana 
for the term beginning on the 4th of last March. If he is entitled to 
that seat, it is because he has been elected to that place by the Leg- 
islature of Louisiana, as that is the only electoral body that can ac- 
credit him as Senator from that State to take a seat in this body. 
The Legislature of the State of Louisiana consists of a senate and 
house of representatives; and it is necessary that there should have 


been at the time of his election in the body claiming to be the Leg- | 


islature of the State of Louisiana a senate and a house of representa- 
tives. Now, without examining into the constituent parts of that 
house which participated in his election, I assert that that body call- 
ing itself the senate of the State of Lonisiana that took part in that 
election was not a legal body ; that there was no leggl senate sitting 
at that time acting in concert with that house of representatives and 
undertaking to make that election. 

It has been frequently stated in this debate under the constitution 
of the State of Louisiana the senate of that State is composed of 
thirty-six members. The constitution also declares that a majority 
of the members of the senate shall constitute a quorum; so that it 
requires, in order to organize that body and constitute it a legal body, 
that there should be nineteen qualified senators acting as such, and 
that any less number than that could not undertake to perform any 
legislative act or give to the body in which they were acting the 
name of asenate for any purpose under the constitution of that State 
but for the purpose of obtaining a quorum, and for that purpose to 
adjourn from day to day. 

On the day on which it is claimed that there was a quorum of 
nineteen persons claiming seats, nineteen persons, and no more, ap- 
praeet. Of those nineteen, three were holding certificates from the 
woard of returning officers who had not been elected by the popular 
votes in their respective districts; those three districts were the 
twelfth, eighteenth, and twenty-second. The return of the popular 
votes in each of those districts had been against the parties who re- 
ceived certificates and took part with the nineteen who claimed to 
organize the senate in what was called the Packard legislature. I 
shall only notice in the argument I submit on this occasion the sena- 
tors from two of those districts, the eighteenth and twenty-second. 

The eighteenth district was made up of the parishes of Onachita 
and Caldwell, and the person who claimed to be a senator from that 
district and who held the certificate of the returning board was by 
the name of Hamlet. From the twenty-second district the certificate 


had been given to a man by the name of Blunt, w!o also, according | 
to the returns that had been made by the officers of election, had not 
been elected. Now I desire to place before the Senate the exact posi- 
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tion of these two parties. They were both necessary in order to con- 
stitute that claimed quorum: Hamlet from the eighteenth district 
and Bluntfrom the twenty-second. As to Hamlet he appeared in the 
senate, or what was claimed to be the senate, on the day that it 
claimed to organize, and took his seat during that day, but he 
appeared there no more. On the next day, with two of his friends 
who claimed to be members of the house of representatives that had 
assembled at the capitai and in the State-house, he seceded, went to 
the residence of Mr. Pinchback, and there remained until the ser- 
geant-at-arms of the so-called senate, aided by a posse of poliee offi- 
cers, undertook to bring him into the State-house and compel him to 
again act with that body. The sergeant-at-arms was met at the door 
by Mr. Pinchback and refused admittance; and while the parley 
continued the entire posse, sergeant-at-arms and all, were arrested by 
another body of police acting under the authority of the Nicholls 
government, as it was called, and placed in prison; and Senator 
Hamlet remained there until he went to the Nicholls senate and 
there declared that he had not been elected by the popular vote and 
resigned whatever commission he had. That left this body that 
claimed to be a senate as part of the Packard legislature with but 
eighteen members 

In the mean time there was another body sitting in that city, claim- 
ing also to be the Legislature of the State of Louisiana, consisting 
of a senate and house ; and the senate of the Nicholls legislature, as 
I may call it, having occasion to send some message or serve some 
order upon persons that were in the building occupied by the Pack- 
ard government, sent a committee of three for that purpose, one of 
which was a senator holding over from a former election, and conse- 
quently admitted to be asenator by all parties. When he came into 
the building occupied by the Packard legislature he was detained in 
the senate chamber under duress until this body of eighteen senators, 
counting him as the nineteenth to make out a quorum, seated as mem- 
bers two persons who had been rejected even by the returning board, 
and who had been overwhelmingly defeated in their own respective 
senatorial districts ; and with these two newly-made senators, made 
in that manner and in no other, they undertook to continue their 
organization as a legal body. 

The person claiminga certificate from thet wenty-second district, Mr. 
Blunt, continued to act with that body. His district was composed of 
the parishes of Red River, Sabine, De Soto, and Natchitoches. Now | 
propose to examine for a few moments the grounds upon which the 
certificate was issued to him. In the return that had been made to 
the board of returning officers, his competitor, Mr. Sandiford, had re- 
ceived a large majority of the votes. These votes had been returned 
to the board of returning officers, and during their session they were 
so acted upon by that board that from the parish of De Soto there 
were excluded 873 votes and from the parish of Natchitoches 350. 
The rejection of votes from both of these parishes was necessary tu 
overcome the majority that had been given for the competitor of Mr. 
Blunt. It is only necessary for me to examine the action of the re- 
turning board with reference to the parish of Natchitoches, and in 


doing so I shall take the testimony contained in the report that has 


heretofore been made to this Senate by “Hon. John Sherman and 


others in relation to the canvass of votes for electors in the State of 


Louisiana,” and known as the Sherman report. At page 62 will be 
found the proceedings of the board of canvassers with reference to 
the parish of Natchitoches; that is, the proceedings had in what 
they called their executive session, when they had opened and ex- 
amined the returns from the different parishes; and on is the ac- 
tion of the board in regard to that : 


The returns from the parish of Natchitoches were then called for and brought in. 

General ANDERSON. There are three packages here. One was sent to the secre- 
tary of state and the others to us. On» of the packages is the tally-sheets. The 
packages are sealed, but not signed on the outside. The compiled statement is 
sworn to by E. K. Rose, supervisor of the parish of Natchitoches, sworn to before 
Jobn Barlow, deputy clerk of the seventeenth district court of the parish. The 
remarks give a liat of scattering votes cast for certain persons. Everything is in 
form. The result is as follows. 


Then follows the statement of the vote af that parish for governor, 
which is as follows: 


For governor: Packard, 2.084; Nicholls, 1,776 

General ANDERSON. I suppose what Colonel Zacharie alluded to in his protest is 
here : the falling behind of some of the electors. In some of the wards they have 
left off a portion of the electors on both sides, a few more on the republican side 
than on the democratic side. The democrats are ahcad about thirty votes 

President WELLS. Compare some of the polls, general, with the consolidated 
statement. 

Judge TRUMBCLL. What is that bundle of papers on the table ! 

General ANDERSON. It is a part of the returns Weare comparing the retarns 
received by the secretary of state. The bundle you refer to is the list of persous 
who voted in the parish. It does not amonnt to anything. 

In the comparison of poll No. 7 with the consolidated siatement it appeared that 
Kellogg, Burch, and Levisee were the only persons voted for, the first two receiv- 
ing 541 votes and the last 542. McEnery, Wickliffe, an Seay were the only elect- 
ors voted for on the democ ‘atic ticket, they receiving 173 each. 

Governor SmirH. What is Colonel Zacharie’s objection to this parish ? 

General ANvERSON. He does not want the votes counted for those electors who 
have run behind, because, he says, they are not voted for. They are not returned 
by the supervisor 

Governor Smrru. How does that arise? 

General ANvEKsON. There are only three names on the ticket, the two electors- 


| at-large and one for the district returned. Both -ides made the same mistake. 


Governor SmitH. They scem to be a couple of fools. It makes no difference. 

General Anperson. It makes a difference of 301 against the republicans 

Governor Swita. I don't mean that; I mean it is a stand-off. It makes that 
difference, of course. Iam glad of it. I wish they had not been printed on any list, 
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Mr. Stevenson. You onght not to wish that; you ought to go according to equity. 
President WELLS. Send the returns over to the clerk to be compiled. 


It will be noticed that when these returns were opened and ex- 
amined in this executive session, they were pronounced in every 
respect correct so far as the returns were concerned ; everything was 
in form, and there was no further allusion to this parish of Natchi- 
toches anywhere in the open proceedings of this board of canvaasers. 
But when the board came to make their report, after they had met 
in secret session at the close of their public meeting, they rejected 
two of the polls from this parish, niaking the aggregate 1 have 
already stated of 350 votes, the large majority of which were demo- 
cratic votes, and in that way were enabled to give this man Blunt 
his certificate. Here were retarns that were pronounced, when 
opened, to be in due form, attached to which there was no contesting 
paper, and after due examination they were ordered for compilation, 
and yet afterward, in the secret session that we have proposed to 
offer testimony in regard to, this returning board laid their hands 
upon two of the polls in this parish and rejected them, amounting to 
the aggregate vote that I have given, and in this way enabled them- 
selves to give a certificate to this man Blunt, and that certificate was 
necessary to constitute by his presence the quorum upon which it is 
claimed the senate that undertook to elect this man Kellogg to the 
Senate of the United States acted. 

But there is one other thing that I desire to call attention to in 
reference to the parish of Natchitoches. It will be seen from what 
I have read of the proceedings of the board, that at one of the polls 
there were but three presidential electors on each side voted for. 
For some reason the voters in that district, in that ward as it is called 
there, conceived that they had no right to vote except for two elec- 
tors for the State at large and for an elector for their district, so that 
the democrats and republicans both omitted from their votes for 
electors the other five electors. That made a difference, said Ander- 
son, of 301 votes against the republican party. But when this board 
came to promulgate the canvass that they undertook to make of the 
votes of the State, they restored these absent votes and counted them 
as if they had been given in for the whole eight electors. And they 
did that upon the unsworn statement, not of any State officer con- 
nected with the election, but of a supervisor of the United States. 

Now, Mr. President, I insist that the certificate given by the board 
of canvassers to Blunt,in the twenty-second senatorial district of the 
State of Louisiana, was illegal and void, and conferred upon him no 
authority to sit in a body as a member of it, and that his presence 
could not make out the quorum any more than if they had sent out 
into the highways and bronght in any other man and put in his place, 
and that is the only pretense of a quorum that is to be found any- 
where in the proceedings of the body thaf called itself the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Louisiana and that undertook to elect the man 
who is asking for a seat in this Chamber as a Senator from that State. 
But, Mr. President, I have a few words more to say in reference to 
the general conduct of the board of returning officers, the returning 
board asit is called. The vote for governor in the State of Louisiana, 
as returned by the supervisors of registration, was for Nicholls 81,501, 
for Packard 76,076; so that Governor Nicholls had upon the face of 
the returns, a8 made to this returning board, a majority of 5,425 votes. 
But that was not all his majority. In some of the districts of the 
parish of Orleans and the parish of Baton Rouge the supervisors of 
registration, whose duty it was to make return of the votes that had 
been returned to them by the commissioners of election, suppressed 
2,9e6 votes that had been cast for Governor Nicholls and 410 that had 
been cast for Mr. Packard. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. In one parish? 

Mr. MCDONALD. No, sir; in the parishes of Orleans and Baton 
Rouge. The supervisor suppressed seven polls in the parish of Baton 
Rouge that he refused to return. The others were from certain wards 
in the parish of Orleans. The aggregate vote is as I have stated. 
So the real majority received by Governor Nicholls of the popular 
vote of the State of Louisiana was 8,001. That was the work that 
this returning board had before them, to overcome that majority ; 
that was the task that was set them, and they entered upon it with 
a determination to overcome it. When they promulgated their action 
in the matter, they made the vote for Packard 74,624 and for Nicholls 
71,178, giving to Packard, according to their canvass, 3,546 majority. 
This result was reached by rejecting sixty-nine polls in twenty-two 
yarishes and parts of parishes. 


votes that had been suppressed by the supervisors of registration, 
made an aggregate vote in the State thrown out and not counted a 
little over 15,000, or about one-tenth of the entire vote of the State. 
To be accurate, the whole number of votes cast and not counted by 
the returning board amounted to 15,450. 


It is not necessary for me to discuss the law under which this re- | 
It haa been so repeatediy presented to | 


turning board were acting. 

the Senate and the country that it is as familiar to every Senator and 
would be to the Chair whom I am particularly addressing on this occa- 
sion as it is to myself. I believe it has never been contended any- 
where outside of the State of Lonisiana, and not there as I understand 
except by this returning board, that it possessed any power to exam- 
ine into the question of the legality of the election or to do anything 
with regard to the returns received except to compile them, unless in the 
cases where there were attached tu the returns statements of the super- 
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These sixty-nine polls had cast for | 
Nicholls 10,290 votes and for Packard 1,764, which, together with the | 
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visor of registration or statements of the commissioners 
charging fraud, violence, intimidation, or other corrupt Pp 
which either a fair registration had not been made or a fair yote om 
not been obtained. I say it bas not been contended anywhere. « - 
as I know, outside of the State of Lonisiana that ' h 
existed under their statute. I have before me the report which th. 
returning board made to what they called the Legislature of the State 
of Louisiana, in which they undertake to give a history of their a 
ceedings, and in that report they admit that there were but pine 
ishes where there was any attempt made to contest the election ac 
cording to the provisions of the law. There were but nine parishes 
where there had been filed by the returning officers or by the commis. 
slenere of elections any papers contesting the elections in those par. 
ishes. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. What nine were those? 

Mr. MCDONALD. I will give them. This record of their proceed. 
ings, —— in the report of the then Senator Sherman, shows 
that these contesting papers, except in two instances, were made out 
long after the election. There were but two parishes where there 
Was any attempt made to contest when the elections had closed and 
the votes had been counted ont. In the other seven parishes, weeks 
afterward in the city of New Orleans, the supervisors of registration 
did make some kind of protest against counting certain polls in the 
different parishes thus attempted to he contested; but even that 
only embraced nine, and they are as follows: East Baton Ronge 
East Feliciana, West Feliciana, Morehouse, Ouachita, Franklin, Die 
Soto, Richland, and Bossier. It will be seen that Natchitoches js 
not one of these nine. It could not be, after the record they had 
made on that subject, after the president of the board upon due ip. 
spection had ordered the votes of that parish to be compiled. That 
is the declaration of the law, that upon opening the votes, if they 
find no contest pending in regard to them, their duty is to compile 
them at once. That is all they have to do with them ; and this par- 
ish was thus ordered to be compiled by the president of the board 
after that due inspection ; and it will be seen that it is not in the 
list of parishes that they themselves say there were any contesting 
papers filed in regard to. 

Polls were rejected in twelve other parishes where no officers con- 
nected with the election at all had filed any papers contesting them 
in any manner, and those parishes were Caldwel , Natchitoches, Web- 
ster, Vernon, Catahoula, Saint Charles, Saint Landry, Tangipahoa, 
La Fayette, Claiborne, Iberia, Livingston, and Grant, containing an 
aggregate vote rejected of 3,672, embracing twenty-seven polls. [ 
propose to look at one or two of these parishes thus rejected, to see 
what the action of the board was in regard to them. Grant Parish 
was rejected because the supervisor of registration had not filed the 
statement of votes with the board of canvassers ; on no other ground. 
The sole ground upon which they refused to receive or consider the 
votes from the parish of Grant was that the supervisor of registra- 
tion had not presented them. In the Sherman report showing the 
proceedings of this board, at page 127, will be found the action of 
the board with reference to this parish: 


President WELts. I will hear the gentleman who has the statement of votes of 
Grant Parish. (To Judge Richardson.) Are you the supervisor of Grant Parish! 

Judge RicHARvsoN. I am the United States supervisor. 

President WELLs. By what authority did you hold the election? 

Judge RicHaRpson, Well the people of both parties came together and requested 
myself and the supervisor on the republican ticket, Mr. Curry, to go ahead with 
the election in the event Mr. Ward, who went away, did not como back ; our au- 
thority was the action of the people themselves and the commissioner designated 
by the supervisor. 

President WELLs. Then by what authority did you bring the returns up to us! 

Judge RICHARDSON. By the request of the parish, and as a United States super- 

r. 

President WELLS. Under the law has the supervisor power to bring any docu- 
ments before us without authority of the regular supervisor of registration ! 

Judge Ricuarpson. I don't know that he has none positively. ; > 

President WELLS. Then you came here solely as the representative of Grant 
Parish—with your authority as United States supervisor of election to bring us 
these returns ? 

Judge Ricnarpson. Yes, sir. 

President WELLs. Are you a practicing lawyer? 

Judge RicHarDson. Lam. 

President WELLS. Do you construe the law to give you that anthority ? 

Judge RicHarvson. I don't know that any law prohibits my authority. 

President WELLS. Do you know of a law authorizing you to do it! 3 

Judge Ricuarpson. I know that the Constitution eee every man the right to 

| vote; I don’t know of any law that gives an officer the right to defraud the people 
of their vote. 

President WELLS. We have received nothing but the statement of the commis 
sioners and the consolidated statement; wo will act upon the question when we 
have a full board. 


And that action resulted in refusing to consider that parish at all; 
so that the entire parish of Grant, every poll in it, was rejected by 
this returning board because the supervisor of registration had not 
made the return there, he having left the parish and gone to parts 
unknown, and because it was brought in by one whom the people had 
| intrusted with it. So much for the parish of Grant. Now, then, as to 
| Iberia: 

Mr. Burke. All that we ask is that you send for the polls in Iberia. 
President WELLS What remarks are there in the consolidated statement! ; 
General ANDERSON. This consolidated statement is sworn'to by P. A. Vasi 
supervisor, before E. H. Riddle, clerk of the court of Iberia. The remarks are Z 
poll No. 4, third ward. The commissioners neglected to mark or write apon ! ‘. 
{ certidcates of registration the word “ vot 4,” as required by law, upon the cx - : 
| cates of persons who voted at the polls. He seems to have jad tho idea that they 
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fecal penalty. The aggregate vote is as follows. 


Then follows a statement of the aggregate vote; then also a state- 
ment of the vote for governor, as follows : 
For governor : Packard, 1,449; Nicholls, 1,253. 
president WELLS. Compare some of “ee with the consolidated statement. 

General ANDERSON Take poll No. 4. eu J 
balance LI. The McEnery electors each get 352 votes; Nicholls, for governor, gets 
3m; Packard, 11. 


: vistration of persons who voted at said poll. 
tifieatee ANDERSON. That ia the largest democratic poll; now let us take the 
l som reptblican, which is poll No.1. It gives 377 votes for Packard and 177 
eens icholls. McKnery receives 176 votes, as do all the balance of the ticket 
Mh BuRKE. Is there anything improper, Mr. Chairman, in my calling attention 
to the fact that the tally-sheets are not sworn to? : 
President WELLS. If they corroborate the compiled statements and that testitied 
to by the officer authorized. it is sufficient evidence. 
Mr. McGLomn. Mr. President, we are copying a protest of the supervisor of the 
arish of Baton Rouge in order to communi¢ate with him by mail. The secretary 
Pon just taken the protest in the back room. Will you send for it? 
The president left the board and went in search of the protest himself. 
General ANDERSON. The parish of Iberia is ready for compilation. 
President WELLS. Send it ever to the clerks. 


So the parish of Iberia was also sent over to the clerks. The only 
defect that appeared upon it at all was that at poll No. 4 it seemed 
that the commissioner of elections had not written upon the certifi- 
cate of registration, when the voter presented his certificate to vote, 
the word “voted.” General Anderson said: 


Then if the parties did go and vote at some other poll they could be prosecuted for 
that 


There was no pretense that they were illegal voters at that poll, be- 
cause they presented their certificates of registration, and those cer- 
tificates had to correspond with the poll-list which the commissioner 
of elections held in his band, but he did not write upon those cer- 
tificates the word “veted.” That was not regarded then in this exec- 
utive session as any reason why the votes at that poll should not be 
canvassed, and the pa itself was sent over for compilation; but 
when it was ground out of that mill, when they came to make their 
final report, among the list of rejected polls stands poll No. 4 of 
Iberia Parish; and in their report to the Legislature they say they 
rejected it for that reason and that alone. 

I come now to the parish of Vernon. The parish of Vernon bas a 
history. When the returns were received and counted, as shown by 
this same record, there was nothing found improper about it. In 
the testimony taken before the Morrison committee of the House of 
Representatives one of the members of the returning board, whose 
name was indorsed upon the papers, said he never heard that there 
were any objections at all to any polls in that parish. The board of 
canvassers in the first instance published nothing but their general 
result; that is, that the Hayes and Wheeler electors had received 
such a majority, and that Packard and Antoine for governor and 
lientenant-governor had received such a majority. No other facts 
were published in the beginning. It was not until the committees of 
investigation reached New Orleans that any further developments 
came from that quarter. It appears from this record of the proceed- 
ings of the board that they continued in open session for twelve days 
and then they went into secret session; and if the public ever knew 
when they came out of that they knew it simply by the announce- 
ments that appeared as to the results that they had reached. When 
the Senate investigating committee organized in New Orleans the 
board of retarning officers were called upon for tabulated statements, 
first, of the number of votes as they had been returned from the dif- 
ferent parishes by the supervisors of registration, and also for the 
number of votes in each parish as they remained aiter the board had 
worked their will upon them; and they furnished those two tables. 
In the first place, from the votes of Vernon Parish contained in the 
returns of the supervisors of registration it appeared that there had 
been bnt two votes cast for the republican candidates. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wonder there were as many as that. 


Mr. MCDONALD. There ought pot to have been that many in that | 


parish, and it is more than they would get again. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They would not on your policy certainly, and 
never shall again, I venture. 

Mr. MCDONALD. _It was an enlightened parish. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Enlightened with gunpowder, with fire put to it. 

Mr. MCDONALD. But two republican votes were returned by the 
supervisors of registration as having been cast in the parish of Ver- 
non. When the tabulated statement of the returning board came to 
be examined, it was found that 178 votes had been taken from the 
democratic candidates and transposed into the republican column. 
That was the tirst disclosure in regard to the parish of Vernon. They 
had not yet promulgated their statement of rejected polls. Up to 
that time they had simply declared the general result, and these two 
papers, copies of which are here in the reports made by that commit- 
tee to the Senate of the United States, disclosed just exactly the facts 
that I have stated. President Wells was before the House committee. 
He was called bg to explain that singular transposition : how it 
Was that when the supervisors of registration had returned but two 
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i co to some other poll and vote again. Of course, if they do, they incar the 


llogg gets 11 votes; Burch 11, and the | 


Mr Kesngr. The statement says that the commissioners of election at this poll | just 1 of the number that they had thus transposed. 
did pot comply with the law ; they failed to write the word “ voted” on the cer- | their proceedings, as ke 


| charge against any one of the polls in that parish. 
| here before me, and I challenge Senators to look through it and tind 
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a clerical error; confessed he did not know how it happened; he 
could not tell. 

A few days after that, at the call of the Senate committee, the board 
of returning officers furnished astatement of the number of polls and 
parishes from which they had rejected votes, and when that state- 
ment came to be examined it was found thaf they professed to have 
rejected votes from the first, seventh, and tenth polls in the parish of 
Vernon, making an aggregate democratic vote rejected of 179, within 
The record of 
pt by Senator Sherman, shows that not one 
affidavit was filed against the parish of Vernon; that there was no 
I have the record 


anywhere that the parish of Vernon has been assailed by any kind 


| of charge; and yet we find in the published statement of the board 


of canvassers as to the polls rejected that they have rejected three 
polls in that parish, making a vote of 179 in the aggregate, without, 
so far as any one who had any knowledge of the proceedings of that 
board knows, one particle of testimony to base it upon. The Senate 
committee undertook to investigate that matter a little further, and 
finally there were fished up from some quarter as having in some inan- 
ner found their way into the possession of this board of canvassers four 
affidavits that undertook to charge fraud, violence, and intimidation 
at these three different polls. 

A careful search made by the House committee to ascertain the 
whereabouts of those four men disclosed the fact that no such men 
had ever been known to live in the parish of Vernon, and from the 
fact that there were no such affidavits presented before the board at 
the time of the investigation into those returns and no such affidavits 
are embraced in the testimony published by the Sherman committee, 
the strong inference and fagliention is that these four men thus 
brought forward afterthe discovery of this “ clerical error,” as Presi- 
dent Wells called it, were gathered up from somewhere about New 
Orleans, from its purlieus; and I say to the Senate that if they had 
recommitted this report with the instructions that were asked for, 
that fact would have been proven, and in addition to that the fact 
would have been proven that the affidavits were made long after the 
board had closed its sessions, public and private, and not until this 
discrepancy was discovered. 

Ihave simply passed through a few of the points that are presented 
by the evidence before us, and that evidence, too, coming from the 
very authorities themselves. I ask what confidence can any man 
place in the action of such a board that would so conduct itself? 

Mr. President, I do not believe this Senate would give that credence 
to their conduct and action that it is inclined to do on this occasion 
if it was not that gentlemen feel or think or believe that there might 
be consequences reaching far beyond the question of seating a Sena- 
tor from that State, who has no more right to be accredited a Senator 
from the State of Louisiana than he would have to be accredited 
from the Dominion, or the Sandwich Islands, or any other place, who 
can no more represent the people of Louisiana as a Senator than if 
they were to bring a man from the uttermost parts of the earth for 
that pur Considerations of that kind have been spoken of by 
my friend the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. BAYARD,] and I concur 
fully with him in all that he has said upon that subject. 

There are certain things that are to be regarded as accomplished 
facts. When a solemn decision is reached by which it is determined 
that a Chief Executive has been elected for four years and has been 
installed in office, there can be no appeal from that except to the 
people. No tribunal can gé back into that for the parpose of investi- 
gating, examining, or determining its correctness; and however much 
I believe its decision may have been incorrect, 1 am the last that 
would be inclined to disturb what has been so soleinnly settled for 
the time. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to offer an amendment. I move to strike out 
all after the word “ resolved” in the resolution and insert: 

That Henry M. Spofford be admitted as a Senator from the State of Louisiana on 
a prima facie title, and subject to the right of William Pitt Kellogg to coutest his 
seat. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment just 
proposed by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I deeply regret the exhibition of party 
feeling that has been made during the past week. I feel that this Sen- 
ate iscommitting a mistake which will bear no fruit but regret; and I 
have concluded to make one more effort to arrest the reason of the 
Senate and see if at least we can allow time, without doing any in- 
justice to anybody, to give Mr. Spoftford a better consideration than 
he has had. In my opinion the experience of the American people 
during the last ten years has established one great fact in history, and 
that fact is one which no statesman can be wise and not learv, and 
no patriot can be true and not regard. It has established the truth 
that the greatest possible curse that can befall free institutions is the 
possession of a common government by a successful party to a sec- 
tional strife or sectional war; nor do I except war itself. This 
arises chiefly from the fact that when parties divide on sectional 
issues and by a sectional line, passions become more intense, and 


| when those passions have reached the point of rushing those sections 


Votes for one party in that parish in the canvass of votes which had | into civil war, they engender hatred, and unfortunately the states- 


ven returned to them they had placed 175 u 


n that side and had 
taken that many from the other side. 


He said he thought it must be 


manship of the country which must control in the immediate sequel 
of such a war, is nothing ordinarily but the result of passions and 
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hates engendered by that war. The result is that the legislation 
which would seck to establish the prosperity and promote the welfare 
of the country is generally composed of measures exhibiting the 
spirit of revenge. Now, sir, it is my deliberate judgment that the 
Senate is about to commit what I must be excused for calling acrime, 
not a crime against Mr. Spofford, not a crime in behalf of Mr. Kel- 
logg, buat a crime against the very character of this Government, and 
the plainest and most fundamental principles in it. 

I speak not for party. I do not hesitate to stand in the Senate of 
the United States and confess to an audience of forty millions of 
people that I believe there is no peace, no security for the future of 
this country until we have parties which shall be without victories 
as well as without defeats in the sectional strifes of the past. Aman 
can contribute no higher patriotic services to his country than to aid 
in organizing such a party and tearing down those parties that live 
by the spirit of sectionalism; nor can he commit any greater crime 
against his country than by continuing to foment the passions which 
have already drenched the country in blood and buried one million 
of American freemen in the most wicked and bloody war in all time. 

i ask the Senate to hear me just one moment on one point, which 
is the great question, in my judgment, in this case ; and I do believe 
that there can be no two opinions upon the point if Senators will 
sitnply strip themselves of or feeling and lose sight of that pur- 
pose which has seemed to dominate this Senate for the last week ; 
that is,a simple purpose of retaining a party ascendency for a tem- 
porary period in this body. The Senate has the right to judge of the 
elections, qualifications, and returns of its own members. That is 
conceded. It is an unconditional and an absolute right in this body. 
It is a right which no other power can interfere with; it is a right 
which no other power can take part in. But what do you mean when 
you say that the Senate has the right to judge of the elections, qual- 
fications, and returns of its own members? To what extent does 
thatright go? Itis fixed by the plain terms of the Constitution. You 
have a right first of all to determine whether the person seeking ad- 
mission into this body has the qualifications prescribed by the Con- 
stitution. The Constitution says that no man shall be a Senator who 
is not thirty years of age, who has not been nine years a citizen of 
the United States, and at the time of his election an inhabitant of 
the State from which he is chosen. Those are constitutional quali- 
fications. 

Then the Constitution prescribes that the times, places, and man- 
ner of holding elections for Senators and Representatives shall be 
determined in each State by the Legislature thereof, but Congress 
shall have the right to change or alter those regulations in every re- 
spect except as to the place of choosing Senators. You have a right 
to see if the man applying for admission into this body not only has 
the qualifications prescribed by the Constitution, but whether he has 
been elected in the manner, time, and place prescribed by the law. 


I aflirm that that is the extent of your power. If the State sends a | 


man here chosen by her Legislature with the constitutional qualifica- 
tions, elected in the manner, time, and place prescribed by the laws, 
you must admit him, of course provided he has not secured that elec- 
tion by fraud or bribery or crime. Then he is denied simply upon 
the ground that he is not elected, for a frandnlent election is a non- 
election. But here is the point involved in this case: No man can 
take a seat in this body who has not been elected by the Legislature 
of his State. Who has the right to determine what is the Legislature 
of a State? Has this Senate a right to determine that question? 
Will any man stand up on this floor and say that the right to deter- 
mine what is the Legislature of a State enters in any degree into the 
powers of the Senate in deciding upon the elections, qualifications, 
and returns of its members? No man will entertain that view. The 
State not only has aright to determine this question, but it has a 
primary right, an absolute right, a right growing out of the very na- 
ture of our system of Government; and you have no business to qnes- 
tion the determination of that State. It is a decision from which 
there is no appeal, and which no earthly power has a right to review 
or alter. 

Of late years instances have occurred where it has been said that 
when the State failed or was unable to determine which body of men 
constitutes her Legislature, and especially when there is more than 
one representative, a representative from each of two bodies claiming 
each to be the Legislature, and each presents credentials here and the 
question is unsettled by the State, the Senate then acquires a power 
to determine which is the true Legislature. Without stopping to ques- 
tion the correctness of that doctrine now, I take this occasion to ex- 
press my doubt of its correctness, and say here that in my judgment 
the question as to what constitutes the legislature of a State can in 
no event arise on the application of a member for admission to his 
seat, and if any State fails or refuses to determine for herself what 
is her Legislature she thereby is deprived of the right to furnish a 
member to this Senate. 

Leaving that for the present, I will accept, for the sake of the ar- 


gument, the position which is justified by the precedents of late years | 
and recognized by the Senate in divers cases, that where there are two | 
bodies in the State each claiming to be the Legislature, and each of | 
those bodies commissions a Senator to this body, this Senate acquires | 


a right to determine which is the true Legislature. I will concede, 
for the sake of the argument, that in January last and up to March, 
and through March during the executive session of the Senate, there 
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j ee | 
were two bodies in Louisiana each claiming to be the Legislature 
that that state of fact gave this Senate a right before admitting a 
one to determine which was elected by the true Legislature’ \._" 
here is the question I put to the Senate, and | wish every Senator 2. 
answer it: Did the fact that there were two rival bodies in Louisia ; 
at one time take away from that State the right to settle which of 
those two rival bodies was her true Legislature, and if the State hi 
| settled that question for herself can you question the settlement? 
If she has decided that question can you controvert the decision} 
Have you any more power to review and revise and reverse that ¢; 
cision by the State, because at one time there were two rival bodies 
there, than you would have had if there never had been a rival body ? 
You acquire the jurisdiction that you claim to look into the legality 
of a Legislature from the necessity of the case, because it had not 
been decided by the State. As soon as one of those bodies becomes 
the recognized Legislature of the State, the necessity no longer exists 
and the jurisdiction no longer obtains. re 
This question is not for the first time up, thongh not exactly in this 
form. i have always thought that it was very dangerous to quote 
the Rhode Island case as a precedent for any of the cases that havo 
arisen in the Southern States, because the Rhode Island case was q 
case of conflict, not between two rival claimants for the same office 
under the same constitution, but it Was a case of conflict between 
two rival governments. There were two constitutional governments 
claiming each to be the right government. There was the old charter 
government and there was what was called the Dorr constitution, 
Dorr represented the government which took his name. He claimed 
to be elected governor under a constitution adopted by a voluntary 
convention a the people; and there were in Rhode Island abso. 
lutely two rival constitutional governments. That has not been tho 
case in the South; that is not the case in Louisiana; and yet we ary 
always talking about dual governments there. The real case of dual 
governments has not existed in Louisiana, nor in South Carolina, nor 
in any other of the Southern States. There have been double sets of 
members and persons claiming the right to administer the same goy- 
ernment, but in each of those States there has been at the sanie 
time but one constitutional government; no Legislature has claimed 
the right to exist except according to that constitution, and no per- 
son has claimed the right to be governor except to adwinister that 
constitution. Therefore, I say it is exceedingly difficult and danger- 
ous to undertake, as has been so often done, to quote the Rhode 
Island precedent in this case. Buttakeit. Let it stand. What have 
we in that case? Mr. Webster, who was one of the greatest men 
and greatest patriots this country ever produced, argued the Rhode 
Island case before the Supreme Court. His argument before the court 
is published in their reports and is found also more at length in the 
admirable edition of his works published after his death. Mr. Web- 
ster says: 
What do the Constitation and laws of the United States say upon this point! 
| The Constitution recognizes the existence of States, and guarantees to each a ro 
| publican form of government, and to protect them against domestic violence. The 
| thing which is to be protected is the existing State government. This is clear, by 
referring to the act of Congress of 1795. In case of an insurrection against a State 
| or the government thereof, the President is to interfere. The Constitution pro 
| ceeds npon the idea that each State will take care to establish its own governnwnt 
| wa proper principles, and does not contemplate these extraneous and irregular 
terations of existing governments. 
There is a point in the Rhode Island case which meets this case in 
| Louisiana precisely. I should like to have the attention of Senators 
on the other side to that point, if I can, because I am not reasoning 
or making this speech for any pu but to get the idea that I am 
| trying to elaborate fairly before the country and before the Senate. 
| The point is in my jadgment impregnable. It is claimed here that if 
| the Legislature whichelected Kellogg was the legal Legislature at that 
| time, the fact that another Legislature was determined to be the legal 
Legislature afterward does not vitiate Kellogg’selection. That is what 
| yousay. Now, you must allow meto say that assumes the very point in 
| controversy. In the Rhode Island case that very point existed. The 
| very principle which you invoke was involved in that case, for the 
| party who was arraigned before the court replied to the averment of 
| the other party that while it might be trne that the Dorr govern- 
| ment to which he belonged was then out of existence it was in exist- 
ence when he committed the act complained of, and that as it was 4 
government at the time he committed the act complained ef he was 
rotected, that it was then a legal act, and it could not become an 
illegal act because that government was afterward set aside. What 
was the decision? That the decision of the State, the courts, the ex- 
| ecutive, the Legislature and people of Rhode Island that the Dorr 
government was not the legal government went to its origin, went to 
its foundation and made its acts illegal. Mr. Webster said, and the 
| courts sustained the idea, that the question as to whether it was 4 
| legal government had been settled by the power which ought to set- 
| tle it, and which was primarily competent to settle it, and whose 
| decision, when rendered, bound all people. I call the attention of 
the Senate to the very strong language of Mr. Webster on this very 
question. After going on to argue that the Dorr government had 
failed, that it hed but a temporary existence, and that it was not 
a legal government and had disappeared, he comes to the point as 
the settlement of that question: 
But, again, I say you cannot look into the facts attempted to be proved, because 
of the certainty of the continuance of the old government till the new and legal 
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n went into effect on the 3d of May, 1843. To prove that there was 


oonstitatis titution of two days’ duration would be ridiculous. 


other cous 
ero are trying to prove that the Packard legislature at least had 
an existence of @ week, or a day, or an hour, and that if it did an 
act daring that week, or day, or hour, that act lives forever. Mr. 
Webster meets that very point, for that was the very claim made by 
one of the parties in the case of Luther rs. Borden : 

To prove that there was another constitution of two days’ duration would be 
ridiculous. And I say that the decision of Rhode Island herself, by her Legisla- 
ture, by her executive, by the adjudication of her highest court of law, on the 
trial of Dorr, has shut up the whole case. Do you propose, (I will not put it in 

at form,) bat would it be proper for this court to reverse that adjad cation ? 
ad ‘leclares that the judges of Rhode Island knew nothing of the “ people's con- 
atitation ” Is it possible, then, for this court or for the court below to know any- 
thing of it re were nothing else in the case, the proceedings of 
_ it ancere £0 nat sonst close oteryhelye mouth, in the court Nod out of it. 
Rhode Island is competent to decide the question herself, and everybody else ought 
to be bound by her ¢ ecision. And she has decided it.— Webster's Works, volume 6, 

sage 339. 

; What was Mr. Webster’s argument? “You claim that the Dorr 
overnment had an existence of at least two days. You say it was 
supported by the people; that they recognized it as the government 
of Rhode Island for two days, and you claim exemption from penal- 
ties for an act done during those two days contrary to the recognized 
government of the State.” Mr. Webster replied to that claim, 
Rhode Island has settled that question, and it has not only settled 
it beyond review by courts, but he said it closed the mouth of every- 
body; it shut up every man in the court and out of it, and it binds 
everybody. Now, whether the Packard legislature or whether the 
Nicholls legislatare was the true Legislature of Louisiana was the 
very question in controversy in Louisiana. Who had the jurisdiction 
to settle that question? Who had the primary right to settle that 
question? Will you deny that the State of Louisiana had ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to ask 
him a question f 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Was not the Legislature of Louisiana, termed 
the Packard legislature, organized under the administration of Gov- 
ernor Kellogg; who had been recognized as governor of Louisiana 
under his previous election? Was he not the executive of that State, 
recognized by Louisiana and by every branch of the National Gov- 
ernment ? 

Mr. HILL. What if he was? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Under his administration was not the Legisla- 
ture organized f 

Mr. HILL. Well, what if it was ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. By Mr. Kellogg? 

Mr. HILL. Did Kellogg have a right to make a Legislature? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The executive department of Louisiana recog- 
nized that Legislature as the Législature of Louisiana, and the people 
of Lonisiana recognized him as their executive. 

Mr. HILL. Who recognized that Legislature? Kellogg? 

Mr. SARGENT. As governor, yes. 

Mr. HILL. Who etér heard inside of the Senate of the United 
States, or out of it, that the governor had a right to make a Legisla- 
ture legal by recognizing it . 

Mr. MCMILLAN, Will the Senator allow me to ask him another 
question ? 

Mr. HILL. Well, yes. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Have you not just taken the position that the 
State has a right to determine which is its Legislature ? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly, I have. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Did not the people of Louisiana recognize Gov- 
ernor Kellogg as the executive of that State, did they not recognize 
him as such daring his whole term of office, and under his adminis- 
tration and before the expiration of his term of office was not this 
the Legislature organi and recognized by the only constituted 
authorities of that State ? 

Mr. HILL. I am not going into a controversy as to how long the 
port of Louisiana recognized Kellogg as governor. They might 
lave recognized Kellogy as governor but they never recognized him 
as the State of Louisiana, 

Mr.McMILLAN. Does the Senator say the people of Louisiana 
did not reeognize him f 
ann HILL. They did not recognize Kellogg as the State of Lou- 

iana, 

Mr. McMILLAN. They recognized him. 

Mr. HILL. I said the State of Louisiana had a right to settle this 
question. I did not say that Kellogg had a right to settle it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Was he not the executive of that State? 

Mr. HILL. Yes; but where did the executive get the power to 
determine who was the Legislature of the State ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is not the executive of the State authorized to 
act in behalf of the State so far as his executive dufies are concerned f 
_ Mr. HILL, So far as executing the law is concerned, a: prescribed 
in the constitution; but I never heard before, and I do not think it 
ever was heard before by anybody, man, woman, or child, that the 
executive of a State had authority to make a Legislature, or that the 
dagislatars could derive any vitality from recognition by the gov- 
Prnor, 


Mr. MCMILLAN. But upon your own principle, under the Dorr 
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case, the Legislature electing Kellogg was the Legislature of Louisi- 
ana. 

Mr. HILL. The governor of Rhode Island did not recognize the 
overnment. The point is, in the language of Mr. Webster, that 

hode Island had done it. Rbode Island had decided the question, 
not the governor of Rhode Island. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I cannot make quite as much noise as the Sen- 
ator, but I think his position is pretty fully answered in this case. 

Mr. HILL. You are the only man I think on the top of the earth 
who thinks so. You stand “grand, gloomy, and peculiar, in the soli- 
tude of your own originality.” 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Georgia is the only person who 
has taken the position he has on this question. 

Mr. HILL. The idea of the Senator talking about the governor 
recognizing the Legislature because the State recognized the gov- 
ernor! Therefore the governor is the State! 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am entirely willing to leave the position of the 
Senator and my own position to the Senate and the country. 

Mr. HILL. I have great respect for you, but my position is that 
the State of Louisiana had a right to determine for herself which of 
the rival bodies in her territory was her true Legislature or whether 
either was. That is my point; and I say if Louisiana has decided 
that question you cannot review her decision, you cannot reverse it, 
you cannot deny it, you cannot question it, and you are guilty of 
usurpation if you do; you trample upon the Constitution if you dare, 
you prostrate a State if you attempt it, and succeed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to put 
in a question right there ? 

Mr. HILL. Well, yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I want to suppose a case. Suppose we had all 
conceded, in the first place, which probably the Senator would not 
be willing to concede, that the Legislature which elected Mr. Kellogg 
was a legally constituted Legislature. 

Mr. HILL. Suppose what ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Suppose it had been a legally constituted Legis- 
lature, without any question from any source whatever. Suppose it 
had been conceded by all the people of Louisiana, by all the people 
of the United States, by all the constituted authorities in Louisiana 
and all the constituted authorities of the Federal Government that 
the Legislature which elected Mr. Kellogg was a legal Legislature. 
Then suppose after an election of Senator by that Legislature a rev- 
olution had taken place in the State of Louisiana, 

Mr. HILL. I am coming to the revolution. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Which we all concede was a revolution unau- 
thorized, bloody, deadly ; and by that revolution—— 

Mr. HILL. I will answer the Senator. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That this legally constituted Legislature was 
overthrown and trampled under foot, and out of existence, and a new 
Legislature was formed by common consent of the people 

Mr. HILL. I must say to my friend the Senator from Oregon that 
I will not yield farther. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And that act of the people—— 

Mr. HILL. I do not yield. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Wiped ont the actsof the other Legislature—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia refuses to 
yield. 

Mr. HILL. I do not yield. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator did yield for a question, and now 
he objects to the question being finished. 

Mr. HILL. I did not yield for a speech. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam not making a speech but I am putting a 
question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia has the floor. 

Mr. HILL. I shall never, I trust, while I am in the Senate (and I 
do not complain of Senators getting up and asking me a question) 
undertake to make a speech instead of asking a question when I in- 
terrupt a Senator who is addressing the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, Mr. President, if the Senator will allow 
me one word—— 

Mr. HILL. I want to say to the Senator—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. I appeal to the Senate if I did not address the 
Chair and ask if the Senator from Georgia would yield to me for a 
question. 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I endeavored to make my question as short as 
possible. I think I asked a pertinent question and a proper question, 
and I want an answer from the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. Youshallbave it. Thatisin the lineof my argument. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I supposed it was. 

Mr. HILL. It was; it is a wonderful “if.” Jf the Packard legis- 
lature was legal, and if the whole State admit it was legal, and if 
the outside world admitted that it was legal, and if nobody questioned 
its legality, and if all that, could revolution destroy it? Certainly 
not. Certainly revolution might destroy the Legislature bat it conld 
not destroy a legal act done by the Legislature during its legal exist- 
ence. That is what the gentleman wants to come to, but 1 will come 

to that. I repeat th: point. I say, first, that a State hasa primary, 
absolute, unconditional right to settle for herself what is her Legisla- 
ture and what body of men constitutes that Legislature, and I deny 
the right to any earthly power to question herdecision. I say when 
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tworival bodies exist in a State, each claiming to be the Legislature, it 
is the right of the State to settle which of those two bodies is the legal 
Legislature, and because she has the competent jurisdiction to settle 
it, becanse she has the only competent jurisdiction primarily to settle 
it, her decision is absolute, and settles the question of the legality 
ot the body from its origin and beginning. That is my point. 

The question of the Senator from Oregon is a pointed question—a 
question that has merit in it. The next point, however, 1s, has Lon- 
isiana settled this matter? I call now the attention of the Senator 
from Oregon to what I mean when I say that the State has decided 
this question, not Governor Kellogg, nor governor anybody else, ex- 
cept as one of the co-ordinate departments of a government. I say 
the evidenee is absolute and conclusive that the State has settled 
which of these bodies is her legal Legislature. We know it as an 
historical fact that there is but one body in that State now even 
claiming to be the Legislature. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is established by revolution, as I under- 
stand it. 

Mr. HILL. I will come to that if the Senator from Minnesota will 
just wait. Perhaps my ideas cannot run as rapidly as his do. I say 
in point of fact one of these rival bodies bas disappeared; the other 
exists. There is not one particle of evidence before the Senate that 
a human being in Louisiana questions its legality. We have its acts 

mublished by authority, referred to by the Senator from Delaware 

Mr. BAYARD] this evening. Here are the acts of this Legislature 
published by authority for the guidance of the courts, for the guid- 
ance of the people, for the information of the world. What do those 
acts published by authority contain? There is every act passed by the 
Nicholls legislature, as it is called, from the &th of January. Gov- 
ernor Nicholls was inaugurated on the 8thof January. Onthat very 
day he approved a bill, and that act, and every act passed by the 
Legislature and approved by the governor, from that day until its 
final adjournment, is embodied in the published laws of Louisiana, 
declared to be published by authority, and given to the world as the 
legal legislation of Louisiana during this period. That is not all. 
The courts of Louisiana administer those laws; the courts of Louisiana 
recognize that Legislature; the people of Louisiana obey those laws, 
black and white, democrat and republican. Nobody questions tbe 
obligation of obedience; nobody resists the process of the courts. 
That Legislature passes the law, her courts administer the law, her 
governor executes the law, the people obey the law, and the law is 
passed by that Legislature. That is not all. The very body of men 
who it is alleged here once claimed to be a legal Legislature have 
themselves gone into the Nicholls legislature and have admitted that 
that is a legal body. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. And were sworn into that body. 

Mr. HILL. There are fifty-nine members of what was known as 
the Packard legislature holding certificates, members of the Nicholls 
legislature, and fifty-one of them voted for Henry M. Spofford for 
Senator. In the case of Rhode Island what does Mr. Webster say? 
He says Rhode Island has settled this question because her courts, 
her Legislature, and her governor have submitted to this decision. 
He says the courts administer the laws passed by the charter gov- 
ernment, the governor executes the laws passed by the charter 
government, and the Legislature under the charter government enacts 
laws and the people obey those laws. That is what I mean when I 
say a State makes a decision. The State is not the governor. The 
State is no one officer in her territory ; the State embraces all her 
people and all her authority ; andin regard to Louisiana, all her peo- 
»le, all her courts, all her Legislature, all her governor, all her author- 
ity, from the justice of the peace up to the supreme court, recognize, 
obey, and enforce the laws passed by this Nicholls legislature. If 
you send to the Library or anywhere else and ask for the laws of 
Louisiana, for the last session, what do you get? You get the com- 
pilation of the acts of the Nicholls legislature from the 8th of Janu- 
ary up, not from the time of the reconciliation, as it is called, but 
from its origin, and that is given to you as the volume of the laws of 
Louisiana, Suppose you institute communication with the authori- 
ties of Louisiana to-day ; suppose the President to do it, or the Con- 
gress to do it, with whom would youcommunicate? You would com- 
municate with Nicholls. The United States courts enforce the laws 
passed by the Nicholls legislature. 

Now, then, while it is true that all the courts in Lonisiana, and 
every department of the government of Louisiana, and the people of 
Lonisiana obey the laws passed by the Nicholls legislature and re- 
cognize the Nicholls legislature and the governor, the very men who 
set up a rival legislature admit that it was a sham, as Mr. Webster 
calls it in most splendid language. He says the Dorr government 
lasted two days. The French revolution lasted three days. The 
Louisiana Packard legislature lasted long enough to elect Kellogg 
Senator. While that is all true of the Nicholls legislature, I affirm 
here, as this record shows, that there is not a single act passed by 
the Packard legislature that is obeyed by a single human being in 
Louisiana. There is not an act passed by the Packard legislature that 
is recognized by a single court in Louisiana. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to ask 
him a question f 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Suppose the rebel government in Rhode Island 
during the Dorr rebellion had succeeded in doing then what the 
Nicholls government has done in Louisiana, and suppose Mr. Tyler 
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had established communication with them and done pre 
same thing that the President of the United States has now i 
with reference tothe Nicholls government ; would that invalidat — 
election by the Legislature which existed before the inaugurati ©an 
. . on of 
the Dorr rebellion; and wonld that have had any effect upo: 
election of a United States Senator by that Legislature t ie 

Mr. HILL. Oh, well, if the President of the United s 
recognized the Dorr government, and the people of Rhode 
recognized the Dorr government, and the Dorr government had | i 
absolute control and passed laws, and the courts had administered 
those laws, and the government had been a successfal revolution > 
course its acts would have had validity. “ 

Mr. BURNSIDE. How would it affect the position of 
States Senator elected before that revolution was perfected ? 

Mr. HILL. By the conceded legal government ? 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HILL. It would have affected it by no means. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. That is exactly the point I propose to make. 

Mr. HILL. There is no resemblance between that case and this 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I am asking really for information. 7 

Mr. HILL. I know that; and with great respect for my friend the 
Senator from Rhode Island I answer bis question, The differences jg 
this: Suppose the charter government had elected a Senator and ta; 
was a conceded legal Legislature which had been the government of 
Rhode Island from the very colony, there could not be any question 
about its legality; but you perceive this Packard legislature in Lou. 
isiana had no origin—— 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to ask 
him one more question? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Did not the rebellion, as faras the United States 
are concerned, break up all State government in Louisiana? 

Mr. HILL. I do not knew as to that. You say it did. I do not 
admit that there ever has been any rebellion in the South which had 
that effect. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. That is my theory, as you know, because I have 
had very good reasons for supposing that to be the case. 

Mr. HILL. Well, I will take the supposition. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I do not want that put into question. 

Mr. HILL. That is the theory of reconstruction. That has been 
the theory here, I concede. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Then there must have been some beginning to 
the new government that was formed after the rebellion. 

Mr. HILL. I see your point. I will answer the Senator from 
Rhode Island, for whom I have very great respect, and I would not 
say anything to him that was not respectful for any consideration on 
earth, although my language sometimes appeurs to these other yeu- 
tlemen to be disrespectful when I do not mean it. But here is the dif- 
ference in the two cases : the charter governmentof Rhode Island was 
once unquestionably the legal government and admitted by all the 
courts and authorities in the State as such. There never was a time 
when the Packard legislature was so recognized, and as to whether 
it was a legal government is the very thing in controversy. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I ask the Senator whether there is not very 
good reason for a great number of the people of the United States to 
believe at this moment that at a certain time the Packard govern- 
ment was the lawful government in the State of Louisiana, and is it 
a crime for people who do believe that way to vote according to the 
dictates of their conscience ? 

Mr. HILL. No; I donot believe you have got any business to have 
any conscience about it. 

Mr. BURNSIDE, I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. HILL. I say it is a question for the State. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I asked the Senator a simple question in view of 
the fact that the Senator from Georgia announced to the Senate that 
he believed that we on this side of the Chamber were committing a 
great crime. 

Mr. HILL. I do not mean intentional crime. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Then, that is quite different. 

Mr. HILL. But I cannot take back the assertion that I think this 
action is going to be a great crime. I believe that; but I say this, 
and here is the point, the question as to whether the Packard legis- 
lature was the legal Legislature or the Nicholls legislature was the 
legal Legislature, was the question in controversy, and the court, the 
jurisdiction, the power, the authority to decide that controversy was 
the State of Louisiana, not you, not me, not this Senate ; and when 
that jurisdiction, that omnipotent jurisdiction for that purpose, did 
decide that question and enter a judgment in favor of the Nicholls 
legislature, you have no right to assume against that judgment that 
it was wrong. That is the point. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I only wish to ask one question further, and 
then I shall not interrupt the Senator from Georgia again; and I am 
much obliged to im for giving me this time. What is to be done 
with the acts of the Packard legislature before the Nicholls legisla 
ture came into authority at all? : 

Mr. HILL. There were not any—that is the very point—except 
the election of Kellogg. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. ‘There was a State government there. 

Mr. HILL. It did nothing. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. It was in communication with the Government 
of the United States. 
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Mr. HILL. My friend will allow me to say, as Mr. Webster said in 
he Rhode Island case, it was a sham. 

“a BURNSIDE. There was nothing to oppose it from its organ- 
ation np to the time of the recognition of the Nicholls legislature. 
wir, HILL. Yes, but I want to say to my friend from Rhode Island, 
for whom I have such great respect and who I am glad to see is ex- 
sd sing his mind on this question, that the Packard legislature 
pases passed a single law that lived two days. It has left nothing 
- a on record. It pretended to pass one act which was signed | 
be Governor Kellogg before he went out of office in the first eight 
days, to abolish the sixth-district court in New Orleans, but the act 
aver took effect. The sheriff went there one day and was declared 
io contempt for doing that. The court that that act established in 
jien of the sixth-district court has disappeared, and the sixth-district 
court that that act pretended to repeal is in force to day and has 
heen in force all the time. So it is literally true, and that is what I 
am calling the attention of the honorable Senator to, (and I want 
him to see Why I pronounce this contemplated action a crime and it 
will be held in history so,) that this thing you call the Packard legis- 
jature passed no authoritative act on earth; it did not pass a resolu- 
tion; it did not pass a law; it never has done anything that any 
justice of the peace, any notary public, any court in Louisiana, any- 
‘yody in Louisiana —— enforces, or obeys as law. That is the 
very point. Here is the Nicholls legislature passing laws from the 
beginning. All those laws are obeyed; all those laws are published 
by authority; all those laws are executed, administered, and en- 
forced; they are recognized by the United States courts as well as by 
the State courts. Here is the Packard legislature that did nothing. 
It bas not done an act that is recognized. And yet this Senate is 
asked to stand here as the only body of men on earth inside or out- 
side of Louisiana that is to vitalize one single act of the Packard 
legislature. You are asked to give vitality to Kellogg’s pretensions, 
and if Kellogg is admitted as a Senator to this body he is the only 
living monument of thatsham government. It accomplished nothing 
except to elect him to the Senate. It disbanded the very men who 
got into it under a retended trial of contested seats, and they went 
home and admitted that they were not entitled to seats. There is 
po man even who was in that Packard legislature now pretending 
that it was a legal body; and if Kellogg gets a seat in the Senate he 
represents nobody, he has no Legislature, he has no court, he has no 

governor, he has no State. 

Now I will come to the question of the Senator from Oregon, if he 
will pardon me for delaying to answer his question so long. I say to 
him in all kindness that I like to answer questions in their order. 
The only excuse that is given (and gentlemen will observe that they 
try to anticipate my argument by thrusting this point before me; I 
certainly am not going to leave it untouched) is that the Packard legis- 
lature was overturned by revolution. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Oh, no; I did not say that. 

Mr. HILL. You put it upon a supposition. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not say anything like that. I simply sup- 

wed a case in order to test the validity of the Senator’s argument. 
Fre says that when the people of a State determine a thing that set- 
tles the whole matter. : 

Mr. HILL. I did not say so. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I simply put a supposititious case. 

Mr. HILL. I say when the State herself settles which is her Legis- 
lature, that settles the matter for all the world ; and I say moreover 
it settles it beyond review. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But does it do away with the legal and consti- 
tutional effect of acts passed by a legal Legislature prior to the time 
of the organization and recognition of its rival? 

Mr. HILL. No act having a legal, constitutional effect could be 
passed by a Legislature that the State has never admitted was a 
Legislature. It isan absurdity. How can you make it a constitu- 
tional legal act of a Legislature when the State has not recognized 
that Legislature ? 

ve eae Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to ask hima 
question 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask him which he thinks is the most 
solemn act in reference to the title of a Legislature: the act of the peo- 
S of the State electing it according to law and declaring its mem- 
bers elected by the tribunal authorized by law to do it, or overturning 
it by violence and revolution f 

Mr. HILL. You see that is the same qnestion put in another form. 
The gentleman asks which is the most vital or which has the most 
force, a Legislature that is elected by the people—— 

Mr. HOAR. No. 

_ Mr. HILL. Does not everybody see that the very question in issue 
is whether the Packard legislature did have a legal existence from 
any quarter % 

Mr. HOAR. The honorable Senator from Georgia does not under- 
stand my question. I understand his argument to be that the ques- 
tion what is a vital Legislature is to be determined by the State. 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose we concede that. Very well. Now which 
act shall we receive as the determination by the State; the act of the 
people of the State electing it and declaring it elected by the tribunal 
which the people of the State authorized to speak for them for that 
Purpose, or the subsequent act overturning it by violence ? 





Mr. HILL. Does not the Senator-— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish the point. 

Mr. HILL. Let me answer your question. 

Mr. HOAR. You will understand it by allowing me to add one 
other sentence. 

Mr. HILL. I understand your question perfectly 

Mr. HOAR. My question is therefore, if we must not ascertain 
whether the people did elect the Legislature and whether the lawful 
tribunal did declare it elected, and having ascertained that ourselves 
then reject the subsequent violent revolution which overthrew it. 

Mr. HILL. The question as to whether the Legislature was elected 
by the people is the very question the people themselves have de- 
cided, and the gentleman cannot escape fromit. Every question you 
propound assumes the matter in controversy. You assume that the 
Packard legislature was elected by the people, and then you assume 
that it has been overturned by revolution. 

Mr. HOAR. We find those facts. 

Mr. HILL. No; you assume them. 

Mr. HOAR. We find those facts proved. 

Mr. HILL. You cannot find those facts proved against the re- 
corded judgment of the State. That is my point. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Will the Senator aNow me to interrupt him f 

Mr. HILL. Let me get through with one at atime. Let me say 
this: Here is the judgment of a court. Here aretwo parties litigat- 
ing before the court. The court has jurisdiction of the subject-matter 
and of the parties. The court enters a judgment. Now, can you go 
behind that judgment and say that the party the court decided 
against was in the right? Have you aright todoit? Can you nul- 
lify that judgment by saying that the court decided wrong? The 
question as to which party was right or wrong was the very question 
the court passed upon, and you have no right to annul the judgment 
because you say you differ with the court. The court to decide tho 
question between these two rival bodies was the State of Louisiana. 
That was the jurisdiction and the power to settle this controversy, 
and that jurisdiction has settled that the Nicholls legislature was 
the legal Legislature. I say you cannot go behind that judgment. 
I say all this metaphysical argument about the returning board, as 
to who was elected and who was not elected, as to who got certifi- 
cates and who did not, as to who committed frands and who did not, 
is out of the question. My point is that all those questions were not 
in litigation, that they were not in the controversy ; and when the 
State passed upon the real controversy, aud entered her judgment, it 
settled all those questions. It is a plain proposition. Gentlemen 
cannot get away from it. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I wish simply to ask my friend from Georgia 
whether or not the Nicholls legislature, so called, contained a legal 
quorum in point of numbers, in numbers alone, until the Ist of Feb- 
ruary ? 

Mr. HILL. I think it did. It contained twenty senators and sixty- 
odd members of the lower house. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Every day from its first assembling it had a 
quorum. Confessedly a majority met, and from the day it came into 
existence it had a quorum in both houses. 

Mr. HILL. But, gentlemen, that makes no difference. That also 
was involved in controversy between the two rival bodies and that 
also is settled by the decision of the State. Every question you raise 
here behind that judgment is concluded in that judgment. Every 
lawyer knows that. What right have you tocome up and say you are 
wiser than the State? What right have you to come up and say you 
are better than the State? What right have yon to say that you un- 
derstand better whom the people elected than the State understands? 
If the courts of Louisiana are satisfied and administer the law ander 
their oaths, if the governor of Louisiana is satisfied and executes the 
law under his oath, if the Legislature passes laws under oath, if the 
eae of Lonisiana, high and low, rich and poor, obey the laws of the 
Nicholls legislatare as the legal Legislature, what right have you to 
differ with them? You do not elect a Senator; the Legislature of the 
State elects a Senator. It is the Legislature that belongs to the State ; 
it is the Legislature of the State; it is not your Legislature; and just 
the moment the State settles that question your jurisdiction ends, 
and you have no right to inquire into it. You have no more right to 
go behind that decision of the State on this subject than you would 

ave aright to go behind the judgment of a court of the highest 
jurisdiction in the country. It covers all the matters in controversy. 

If anything could rivet this argument and make it conclusive it is 
the excuse for this; and I say, with all due deference to the gentle- 
men, that the excuse does not rise to the dignity of an excuse. You 
say the Packard legislature was overturned by violence. Where was 
the violence? What violence? What did the President do? He sim- 
ply withdrew the troops: What right had the troops there? To sup- 
press domestic violeace? There was no domestic violence, and the 
proof that there was no domestic violence was established, because 
the moment he withdrew the troops there was peace. If anything 
could demonstrate more clearly than the facts already stated that 

the Packard legislature had no place in the affections of the people, 
that it had no place in the confidence of the people, that it had no 
place in the will of the people, it would be the fact that the very 
moment the troops were withdrawn the Packard government fell; 
and is this Senate to establish the proposition that the government 
of a State rests upon no prop but the power of the military arm? Is 
the legal government of a State a government that cannot rest a day 
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or an hour against the will of the people except upon the military | of civil and sectional strife ; it is party spirit that has been ha l 
arm? Are you going to say that is the people’s government? You | by the strifes of years; it will require the power, the he ened 
may say, if you please, that it is a military government, you may say | that I fear does not exist in this country, to destroy it. For — 
it is a government of Federal agency, but can you say it is the gov- | seven months I have hoped that we were on the dawn of a se <y 
ernment of the people of Louisiana? and that sectionalism was going to be buried; that the partie _ 
Mr. President, the most remarkable thing that I have ever heard | had lived on sectionalism ae disband and disappear, and toga 
urged by men even in desperate strait is that the Nicholls government | differ, if we must differ, on practical questions affecting the tate > 
was established by revolution and violence. There was not an armed | o: the country in the future. But if this man is to be put inte 
man, there was not an insult, there was not an excitement. The | Senate solely to maintain sectional party power at the eX pense of the 
President simply withdrew the troops and the Packard government | will of the State, at the expense of the decision of the state with, 
fell, because its only prop was knocked from under it. Nobodytouched | out any pretext whatsoever to justify it in the will of the State when 
it; nobody threatened it; nobody harmed it. The prop, the military | it has no existence but in fraud and no power but by force wher ‘. 
arm the troops placed in the State-house alone kept it there. It had | has disbanded itself, when its governor is gone, when the very con : 
not dominion over asingle heart; it had not power over asingle will; | lature that elected him has gone into the other and admitted thatin 
it could not execute a single order; it did not have a notary public | previous existence was illegal—if this Senate, I say, notwithstand. 
that would obey it. It had no power, no existence, no authority except | ing all this and in the face of all this, seat this man in the Senin 
what it derived from the military. That military had no business | what shall we not expect it todo? Where isthe hope of good honest 
there. The moment the President withdrew the troops and left the | government in the future? rr ors 
people to settle it for themselves all the people decided that the Nich- Mr. President, I had intended to go into a full discussion of the 
olls government was the proper government, and the Packard legis- | whole question bebind the settlement apd show, as | think | ¢ un 
lature agreed to it, and Packard himself abandoned his office and fled | show beyond controversy, that the existence of this returning board 
when nobody was after him, because “the wicked flee when no man | was unconstitutional, its action was without jurisdiction, and the 
pursueth.” And yet, here is the Senate startling the common sense | results of its action frandulent, but I will not do so. Sir, if this 
of the country by disregarding a body as the legal Legislature that | Senate will disregard the great facts that I have stated, if yon wil] 
the whole State recognizes and insisting on recognizing as a Legisla- | insist that a body of men accepted by all the people of the State, by 
ture what nobody in the State recognizes. If Packard is to be the | all the courts of the State, by all parties in the State as the lezal 
yovernor of Louisiana he has no constituency but this Senate ; if Kel- | Legislature is not the legal Legislature, that you have a right to go 
ee is to be the Senator from Louisiana he has no supporter and no | behind that judgment, and that you will go behind that judgment 
constituency but this Senate. Can it be? and will reopen the controversy, and will reinvestigate the wisdom 
Mr. President, I feel more intently on this subject than I can express | of that settlement, and the righteousness of that settlement—which 
to the Senate, because the principle involved, in my opinion, reveals | I deny your right to do—if you will insist upon that and set up asa 
to every thinking man the future of thiscountry. Have we come to | real Legislature a Legislature that has passed no act on earth that is 
this, that men deemed worthy to be sent to the Senate, educated men, | law, that has passed no resolution that is in force, that has no coy- 
enlightened statesmen, constitutional lawyers, can say to the world | stituency and no power and no existence, in the name of Heaven 
under their oaths that they look upon the Packard legislature as the | what is it you will not do to seat a partisan in this Senate ? 
legal Legislatare when nobody in the State respects it as such, when Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I take the liberty to venture to 
it has no authority and no existence, when the only practical exist- | suggest once more the possibility of our coming to an understanding 
ence it did have was born in traud, maintained by force, and disbanded | as to taking a vote upon these questions and I ask that unanimous 
the moment the force was withdrawn? It never for one hour had a | consent be given in the usual method—not that the Journal shall bind 
lodgment in the affections of the people; and you call its overthrow | as an order, bunt the understanding of Senators does—I ask unavi- 
arevolution! Withdrawing the troops and giving the people peace | mons consent to come to this understanding among Senators: 


is revolution! You send the military into a State to keep up a tur- First, to vote on the Kellogg-Spofford case at or before two o'clock and thirty min 
moil, and that you call giving peace and suppressing domestic vio- | ates a. m. to-day— ; 


lence! You withdraw the military and the people immediately have By which I mean the next two o’clock and thirty minutes, one hour 
peace, and you call that violence and revolution! Sir, it is an illus- | from this time by the clock— 

tration of the great principle I announced in the beginning, the power the chairman of the committee or any one allowed by him to have the last hour to 

of party spirit, the power s sectional party — the a of a | sum up if desired. 

sectional party spirit that has been aggravated by a sectional war, a . ps id : . 

party spirit abbas been rioting in power for twelve years after the | Mr- po ag roe wenls give him ene eee ith i 

end of that war. It has taken possession of the souls of men; it has| Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly; but your side has had all the evening 

taken possession of the minds of men; it has taken possession of the | 0 the Kellogg NG at 

consciences of men; it has taken possession of the wills of men; it Mr. THURMAN. oe Batl epee 

has taken possession of the reasons of men ; it makes slaves of us all. | _ @t- EDMUNDS. “Second, to vote on the Batler-Corbin case at ot 
Sir, I was born inaslave-holdingcountry. [saw what the world has | before the expiration of one hour after the Kellogg-Spofford case is 

called slaves; for thirty-five years I lived in it with slaves, but until disposed of, the time to be equally divided, the chairman of the com- 

I came to this body and witnessed the proceedings of the last few mittee or some one for him to have the last thirty minutes to close 

days I never knew the meaning of slavery. There was not a negro | the debate.” | h a ding, Mr. Presi 

on his master’s plantation governed by an ereunee that did not have a unanimous consent to come to that understanding, Mr. 'resi- 

more freedom to act than the partisans of this body. I use this strong -— sid a. lk 

langnage because I belive, ag Senator from Massachusetts has| The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there sheetient a ‘ 

correctly said, that party spirit is the rock on which this country is Mr. GARLAN r Is there nothing, I ask the Senator from Vermont, 

going to split. We shall be wrecked by it. And when that Senator | °f the other ——- 2 a a 

was talking about the power of party spirit I could bat thiak of the | Mr. EDMU} . not oe pe eanees oenees 

illustration he himself was giving of it here. that I have mamen, nothing ae i Mang fee, ition at 
You tell me that any man in this body really believes that the a“ GARLAND. Ido not think it is an improper proposition a 

Packard legislatare is a legal Legislature! You tell me that anybody . * - : ee “ 

in this comtan believes that nabede has a right to say that is the Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I hope the pomarenien ib 

legal Legislature after the State has decided otherwise, after that | 98Teed to, aud I ask my democratic friends on this floor to se eetly 

decision is undenied, after that decision is unresisted, after that decis- aeons ares on Nt ans in an arrangement periectiy 

ion is admitted by courts and by authority and by people and by Pua aman ‘ : vas 

everybody in and out of the State! Do you tell medina your free The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is their objection to the proposition! 

judgment, that of your constitutional learning, that of your unbiased The Chair hears ecg zo iy tt 

feeling and conviction you believe that the Nicholls legislature is pareee Semen ee: _ annnen 

not the lawful legislature and the Packard legislature is? If you my TT ya Roser iy 

believe it, it is but an illustration of the power of party spirit to blind The VIC oes — at my in = ioe outed’ Lae 

the reason ; if you do not believe it and yet do it for party purposes, posed by the ee the Se orgia, (Mr. Hitt,} which wi 

! it is but an illustration of the power of party todebanch the conscience, | for the see - tr Senate. id it tae ine wand 

l appeal for the country. I care nothing for Kellogg; I care noth- | ,, The CHIFF — t is proposed to strike out all after 

ing for Spotford; I care nothing for individuals. I protest that it is | “Teselved” and insert— 

not statesmanship to put ourselves up in opposition to the State as That Henry M. 8pofford be admitted as a Senator from the State of Louisiane = 

to what is her Legislature. I protest that you cannot preserve this | * prima facie title and subject to the right of William Pitt Kellogg to contes 

Union by eas the States of the Union. I protest that you =. 

cannot preserve the liberties of this country by destroying the right 

of the people of the States to elect their own Senators and decide 

their own internal government. I protest in the name of all that | call the roll. . 

inspires pride in the memories of the past and hope in the prospects Mr. INGALLS, (when his name was called.) If I was not paired +f 

ef the future that frauds, villainies, and calumnies are not the agen- | this question with the Senator from North Carolina, [ Mr. Ransom, } 

cies by which a republic can be preserved or honored. I repeat to | should vote “ nay.” it 

the Senate I charge no intentional wrong, but I take up the senti-; Mr. JONES, of Nevada, (when his name was called.) I am pairet 

ment echoed by the Senator from Massachusetts, avd say it is party | with the Senator from Mississippi, (Mr. Lamar.] If he were present, 

spirit; it is party spirit that has been born and bred in the passions | I should vote “ nay.” 





a 








Mr. ALLISON called for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
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Mr. GORDON, (when Mr. LAMAR’S name was called.) I will state | league [Mr JOHNSTON} is paired with the Senator from Minnesota, 
that the Senator from Mississippi (Mr. Lamar) ispaired with the Sen- | (Mr. W INDOM.] If he were present, my colleague would vote “ nay.” 
ator from Nevada, (Mr. JONES. ] If present, the Senator from Missis- Mr. MAXEY, (when his name was called.) I am paired on this 
sippi would vote “ yea.” 4 ‘ vote with the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Ferry.) When he went 

Mr. MAXEY, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with the | home he informed me he had not recovered from the severe attack he 
Senator from Michigan, (Mr. FerRyY.] If he were present, I should | had last summer, aud he was anxious that I should pair with him on 


vote “yea” on this amendment and he would vote “nay.” that account. On account of hisill-health I did so, If he were pres- 
Mr. SARGENT, (when bis name was called.) Iam paired with the ent, he would vote “yea” and I should certainly vote “nay.” 

senator from Maryland, (Mr. Wyte, ] who was called away by sick- Mr. SARGENT, (when his name was called.) Upon this question 

yess in his family. I should vote “nay” if at liberty to do so. I am paired with the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Wuyte.} If he 


Mr. McMILLAN, (when Mr. WINDOM’S name was called.) Mycol- | were here, I should vote “ yea.” 
league [Mr. WINDOM is paired with the Senator from Virginia, [ Mr. Mr. McMILLAN, (when Mr. WinpoM’s name was called.) My col- 





JounsToN.] My colleague would vote “‘ nay” if he was present. league (Mr. WINDoM] is paired with the Senator from Virginia, { Mr. 
The roll-call was concluded. JOHNSTON.] My colleague would vote “ yea” if he were present. 
Mr. EATON. As this is an important vote, I wish to state that my The roll-call was concluded. 

colleague (Mr. BaRNUM] is paired with the Senator from Maine,(Mr.| Mr.MITCHELL. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. GRovER] 

HAMLIN.] If my colleague were here, he would vote “ yea.” is paired with the Senator from Maine, (Mr. BLaAINngE.] If my colleague 


Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. ARM- | was here, he would vote “nay” and the Senator from Maine would 
stronG] is paired with the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB.] If | vote “ yea.” 
my colleague were here, he would vote “ yea.” | Mr. INGALLS. My colleague [Mr. PLUMB]is absent from the city 

Mr. MITCHELL. 1 desire to state that ny colleague [Mr.Grover] | unavoidably. He is paired with the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
s paired on this question with the Senator from Maine, [| Mr. BLAINE.} | ARMSTRONG. ] 
If he were here, wy colleague would vote “ yea” and the Senator from Mr. DENNIS. My colleague [Mr. WuyTe] is paired with the Sen- 
Maine would vote “nay.” ator fron California, [Mr. SARGENT. } 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 29; as follows: The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—Measrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of Minois, Davis of | YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Penn- 
West Virginia, Dennis, Eaton, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of | Sylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Conover, Dawes, 
Florida, Kernan, McCreery, McDonald, MePherson, Merrimon, Morgan, Randolph, | Dorsey, Edmunds, Hoar, Howe, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood, Mc Millan, Matthews, 
Sanlsbary, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, and Withers—27. | Mitchell, Morrill, Ozlesby, Paddock, Patterson, Rollins, Saunders, Speucer, Teller, 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Anthony, Booth, Bruce, Burnside, Cameron of Penn. | and Wadleigh—30 ; ; es : 
«\lvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Christiancy, Conkling, Conover, Dawes, | _ NAYS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of IUinois, Davis of 
Dorsey, Edmunds, Hoar, Howe, Kirkwood, McMillan, Matthews, Mitchei!, Mor- | West Virginia, Dennis, Eaton, Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Lill, Jones of 
rill, Oglesby, Paddock, Patterson, Rollins, Saunders, Spencer, Teller, and Wad- | Florida, Kernan, Lamar, McCreery, McDonald, McPherson, Merrimon, Morgan, 
leigh—29. — Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees, Wallace, and With ers—2s 

ABSENT—Messrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Ferry, Grover, Hamlin, Ingalls, ABSEN T—Messrs. Armstrong, Barnum, Blaine, Ferry, Grover, Hlumlin, Ingalls, 
Jounston, Jones of Nevada, Lamar, Maxey, Plumb, Ransom, Sargent, Sharon, | Jobnston, Maxey, Plumb, Ransom, Sargent, Sharon, Whyte, and Windom—15, 


Whyte, and Windom—17. So the resolution was agreed to. 
SENATOR FROM SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. THURMAN. I move that M. C. Butler, of South Carolina, be 
sworn in as Senator from that State. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to say that if there is no disposition to 
debate this question in the Chamber I will refrain from saying any- 
thing on it. 

Several Senators. Let us vote. 

Mr. THURMAN. If, however, speeches are to be made against the 
motion, then I shall claim the thirty minntes to which I am entitled, 
under the arrangement, to defend my motion. 

Several SENATORS. Let us vote. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, I had intended to say something 
upon the Louisiana case, but did not do so on account of the lateness 
of the hour and the evident desire of all the Senators tu have the 
matter closed. I do not propose to say anything upon the South Car- 
olina case for the same reason. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary procee:led to 
call the roll. 

Mr. INGALLS, (when his name was called.) I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Ransom.] If 
he were present, I should vote against the resolution. 

Mr. MAXEY, (when his name was called.) I am paired with tho 
Senator from Michigan, {Mr. Ferry.] If he were present, I should 
vote “ yea” and he would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. SARGENT, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Maryland, [ Mr. Wuyte. ] If ho 
were present, I should vote “nay” and he would vote “ yea. 

Mr. McMILLAN, (when Mr. WinDom’s name was called.) My col- 
league (Mr. WiNDoM] is paired with the Senator from Virginia, [ Mr. 
JOUNSTON.] My colleague, if present, would vote “ nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I desire to say that my colleague, [Mr. Ransom, } 
if present, would vote “ yea.” 

fr. EATON. My colleague [Mr. BArNcuM] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Maine, [Mr. HaMLIN.}] If Mr. BaRNUM were here, he would 
vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WITHERS. My colleague [Mr. Jounston] is paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. Wixpom.] If present, my colleague 
woul vote “ yea.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. ARMSTRONG] is paired with 
the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. PLuMB.] If my colleague were here, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I will not detain the Senate with remarks, but 
] desire to offer an amendment. I move to strike out all after the 
word “ resolved” and insert : 


That the contestant, Henry M. Spofford, be allowed to produce at the bar of the 
Senate the testimony he offered to produce before the Committeo on Privileges and 
Elections to support the suggestions specified by him before the committee, as set 
out in the third page of the views of the minority of the committee, and that the 
further consideration of this subject be postponed until such testimony can be 
taken. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to suggest to Senators that that is a plain 
violation of the understanding which bas just been had that we 
should vote straight and square on the case. 

Mr. MERRIMON, I did not so understand the arrangement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The understanding was in explicit terms that we 
should vote on the Kellogg-Spotford case, which we were discussing, 
straight and plain. 

Mr. MERRIMON, Strike ont the last part of my amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The first is just as bad. 

Mr. HOAR. There is another objection. This motion is coupling 
a postponement with an amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 wish first to know whether the understanding 
is to be observed ornot. I know my friend from North Carolina does 
not intend to violate it. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I do not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I submit to him that he does. 

_Mr. MERRIMON. I asked gentlemen around me if it was a vivla- 
tion, and nobody entertained that view.  « 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The understanding was, as I understood it and 
stated, that we should vote straight on these cases. 

Mr. MERRIMON. If it is to be treated as a violation of the under- 
standing, I shall not insist on it. I do not think it is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The whole conversation that led to it, as my 
frieud would have understood if he bad heard it, was that without 
any further operations we should decide the matter fairly and 
—- upon the question as it was presented. I submit that to my 
rend, 

Mr. MERRIMON. It is perhaps a violation of the agreement, but 
I did not so understand it at the time. If I had so understood it I 
should not have consented to it when I did. However, I withdraw 
the amendment. 

(he VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn and the 
question recurs on the original resolution reported by the Committee 


on Privileges and E i : ; a he would vote “ vea.” 
ordered. «ges and Elections, upon which the yeas and nays have been Mr. MITCHELL. My colleague is paired with the Senator from 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. Maine, [Mr. BLarne.} My colleague, if here, would vote “ yea ;” the 


Mr. EATON, (when Mr. BARNUM’S name w Senator from Maine would vote “ nay.” 
at ’ 4 2 ascalled.) I do notcare ‘ 
about free j game fac cal : t The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 23; as follows: 
vote a fcameaae ie eat ne eee Than eenens _ YEAS—Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, ae Cockrell, Coke, Conover, Davis of West 
aired with the § ; a: y gue (Mr. BaRNUM) is | y,cvinia, Dennis, Eaton Garland, Gordon, Harris, Hereford, Hill, Jones of Florida, 
palred with the Senator from Maine, [Mr. HAMLIN. 


iG : . Kernan, Lamar, McCreery, McDonaki, McPherson, Merrimon, Morgan, Patterson, 
N - INGALLS, (when his name was called.) The Senator from | Randolph, Saulsbury, Thurman, Voorhees Wallace. and Withers—29. 
a a (Mr. RaNsoM] is unable to be present on account of NAYS—Mesars. Allison, Anthony, Reeth. bruce, punete. Comenen fae 
iiness am ired wi i rese : sylvania, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chaffee, Cliristiancy, Conkling, Dawes, Dorsey, 
favor of the emai” Tt. Sate ee P a I should vote in Edmunds, Hoar, Howe, Jones of Nevada, Kirkwood. McMillan, Matthews, Mitch 


Mr. WITHERS, (when Mr. Jomneton’s name wascalled.) My col- | got n OO Pessork: Rellins, Seuaders, Spencer, elles, snd Walwial— 
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n—16. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

SENATORS SWORN IN. 

Mr. DORSEY. Lobserve that the Senator from Louisiana (Mr. Kel- 
loge) is now present, and I ask that he be sworn in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will present himself and 
take the oath of office. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move that Hon. M. C. Butler be now sworn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He will also present himself and take 
the oath of office. They will present themselves in order as they 
take the different oaths. 

Mr. KELLOGG and Mr. BUTLER presented themselves at the desk, 
and the oaths prescribed by law having been administered to them 
respectively, they took their seats in the Senate. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CONKLING. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of exeeutive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After sixteen minutes spent in exec- 
utive session the doors were reopened, and, on motion of Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS, (at two o’clock and twenty minutes a, m., Saturday, December 
1,) the Senate adjourned until two o’clock p. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, November 30, 1877. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison. 


The Journal of Tuesday last was read and approved. 
PAY OF EMPLOYES OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. LUTTRELL, by unanimons consent, offered the following reso- 
lution; which was read and referred to the Committee of Accounts: 

Resolved That all persons who were discharged frem the “ soldiers’ roll" by the 
Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives since November 1, 1877, be allowed 
one month's pay iu order that they may be enabled to reach their homes. 

Mr. BOYD, fiom the Committee of Accounts, reported a joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 59) authorizing the payment of the employés of 
the House of Representatives, through the Clerk, for the time served 
by them during the present session of Congress without having taken 
the oath prescribed by law; which was read a first and second time. 

The joint resolution provides that the employés of the House of 
Representatives who have served during the present session of Con- 
gress, and who have not taken the oaths prescribed by law, shall be 
paid their respective salaries out of the fund already appropriated 
for such purposes. 

The jomt resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; und being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. BOYD moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion was passed; and also moved that the motipn to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BUTLER, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back, with a recommendation that it do pass, the 
bill (H. R. No. 1532) to provide a method for the settlement and ad- 
justment of the accounts of the attorney of the United States for the 
District of Columbia. 

The bill was read. It provides that the emolument returns of the 
attorney of the United States for the District of Columbia shall be 
returned to the Attorney-General, and the accounts of the said at- 
torney shall be rendered, audited, and paid in the same manner as 
accounts of all other district attorneys are rendered, audited, and 
paid. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUTLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pases and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THOMAS A, NICHOLSON. 


Mr. ROBBINS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 224) for the relief 
of Thomas A. Nicholson, and moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 


VETERANS OF THE MEXICAN WAR. 
Mr. GOODE. I ask unanimous consent to present the memorial of 
the Mexican veteran association of Norfolk and Portsmouth, pray- 


ing for pensions, and I ask that it be printed in the Recorp without 
the nawes aud referred to the Committee on L-valid Pensions. 


No objection was made, and it was so ordered. 
The memorial is as follows: 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives, greeting: 

We, the petitioners, for and on behalf of the Mexican veterans’ organizat 
Norfolk, Portsmouth, State of Virginia, and the whole andivided Union. « et 
of the Mexican war, allin the sere and yellow leaf of age. many yearly aoa : 
the list of mortality, and joining those who have gone before and who he motling 
under the daisies,” we, the living, renew our often-repeated prayers {or just 
your hands—for a pension commensurate with our trials, tribulations Sad 
neglected appeals. — 

Justice is all we want; nothing ov earth is more sacred or 
men adore that virtue, ‘that doth right define.” 


“ For the heavens themselves, when mortal men implore 
Right in their wrongs, are ruled for righteous lore.” 


Sleep 
ce at 
long 


divine, for al} good 


In the corrupted currents of this river of life no men have been 
than the Mexican veterans—no men showed more self-sacri.cin 
flood, flame, field, or contagion, in supporting national honor. 

Their indomitable prowess has done more to build on liberty's broad bass 
Government that is, and will continue to be as long as right and justice prevail 4 
the admiration of the universal world. = 

Judge us not, then, either rude in manners or insolent of speech. 
nothing but concealment. 

When the national honor was at stake, and the public safety in question, our 
blood and zeal flowed warm and eager as our tongues do now, while the | : 
many of our slaughtered comrades stain those shores to which politician 
we might “be welcomed with hospitable hands to bloody graves, 
might bleach white on the sea-shore.” 

Think of this, ye who would be patriots, and remember the model statesman {, 
he who is the disinterested friend of truth and justice. None but bigots maintai, 
sectional animosities, and in that event it but shows the mean sign of a dasian| 
spirit to triumph in the pomp cree over a foe oppressed. 

Throw off your apathy, hono: Svlons, all unite 


“ With souls sincere, 
In action faithfal, and in honor clear,” 


help the living and respect the dead, your countrymen, and their widows, many 
of whom now languish in dire distress, which a mite could help. 

Therefore, from the inmost recesses of true hearts, men who have been tried and 
not found wanting, we appeal to you as men, as countrymen, who aro instilled 
with the broad principles of manhood, and who can appreciate the dictates that 
contend for aright above all earthly dignities—the rightof opinion We therefo; 
ask you as men, who in your legislative sphexps are, or oa to be, animated solely 
and alone by the sentiments of conscientiousness that will do justice without fea 
favor, or affection, sectional envy, or individual animosities 

‘The war of the rebellion is over, reason reigns supreme, “and joy cometh with 
the morn ;" we are all united. Let your legislation promote harmony, concon| 
and fellowship by not permitting one single Mexican veteran to be an exception to 
the rule; treat all alike, for those who followed the rebellion are as much to blame 
as those who lead ; the brave are always generous ; think not of the past—let us im 
prove on the future, and away with proscriptive legislation—let it die among the 
things that were. 

Where, we ask with pride and satisfaction, would have been the great system of 
internal improvements which now join ocean with ocean across the continent 
with iron bands? It has Gavelope an extent of territory four times greater 
area than the thirteen original States, with nich unto ten times the anount of 
inhabitants, with untold and undeveloped wealth rivaling in comparison the 
famed Golconda. 

Compare the triumph of the Mexican war with the days of '76, 


“ Which we all ever shall revere, 
For our fathers took their muskets then, 
To fight for freedom dear.” 


more neglected 
€ patriotism in 


Truth fears 


lood f 
8 hoped 
aud that our boues 











Shall ye, then, the leaders of the people, ‘ whose souls are lighted with reason 
from on high,” neglect us, ‘sons of our sires,” who have won for the people such 
an extent of territory teeming with the bounties of nature and room for wiilions 
yet unborn to rise up and bless those who have so promoted progress and “cn 
lightened civilization?" For this are we veterans; let us not be confounded or 


longer deplore the ingratitude of such a Republic as we all love to live in ani 
revere. 


Without being censorious, we ask where would have been the doctrines of Mon 
roe and the fathers of our Republic had the cupidity of some foreign power, Eng 
land in particular, taken advantage of the unprotected state of the Pacitic slope 
and seized the Californias? Our noble Navy—under Sloat and Stockton—for- 
stalled such dire events, and sustained by Frémont and his hardy band of mount 
aineers, assumed responsibjlity and seized the El Dorado, so coveted by other 

wers. ‘This action made our system of internal improvements a success. Dont 
neglect us, then, with these facts standing out in bold relief, but pension as a 
becomes a grateful Republic ; gladden our hearts who are living, and honor the 
widows of For this we ever pray. , 

JOHN SMITH, Chairman. 


JAS. F. MILLIGAN, Secretary. 
J RICH'D LEWELLEN, 
OSMAND PETERS, : 
GEORGE W. RICHARDSON, 
Exegutive Committee Norfolk and Portemouth Mexican Veteran Association. 


MARY QUINN. 


Mr. BLACKBURN, by unanimous consent. introduced a bill (H. 2 
No. 1743) for the relief of Mary Quinn, of Lexington, Kentucky ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Wat 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM P. THORNE. 


Mr. BLACKBURN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1744) for the relief of William P. Thorne, of Henry Counts, 
Kentucky ; which was read a first and second time, referred to = 
Committee on Expenditures in the Depart aent of Justice, and orders 
to be printed. 

GRANVILLE GARNETT. 


Mr. BLACKBURN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 1745) for the relief of Granville Garnett, of Owen Coun'), 
Kentucky ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
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INFRINGEMENT OF PATENTS. 


Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I move tosuspend the rules for the adop- 
tion of the following resolution : 
Whereas it is alleged that in many parts of the country farmers, mechanics, and 
+ classes of business and laboring men are harassed with suits for damages and 
othe « for royalties by persons claiming tbat patents held by them are infringed by 
cae ployment of many articles and implements necessary in common use, among 
aoe eo ening and industrial classes, which are essential to the successful prosecution 
of ‘their various pursuits, which have been and are being purchased in open market 
a used by them in good faith and in ignorance of such alleged infringement : 
; IRevolred That the Committee on Patents be, and it is hereby, instructed as soon as 
‘oticable, te report to the House a bill which shall prohibit the bringing or main- 
tenanee of suits for damages, for any infringement of a patent againsc any person 
«bo purchases for bis own use, and not for sale or barter to another, any article or 
implement in market, unless at the time he purchased the same he knew that it 
infringed some existing patent. 


Mr. GARFIELD. Is this for reference or for action at this time? 

The SPEAKER. It is for action. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. If there is objection, then I move that 
the rules be suspended so that the House may now pass the resolu- 
= VANCE. I would not object to the introduction of this reso- 
lution for reference to the Committee on Patents; otherwise I must 

yject. 
ootne SPEAKER. Debate is not now in order, and objection does 
not avail, for the motion is to suspend the rules and pass the resolu- 

on. 
° The question was taken; and upon a division, there were—ayes 62, 
joes 45s 
; Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; there being on a division—ayes 
40, noes 69; one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. CLYMER. It is evident that there is no quorum in the Hall, 
and I therefore move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry of the Chair. Should the House determine now to adjourn, in 
what situation will the motion now pending be when the House 
again meets ? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to suspend the rules and pass the res- 
olution is left undecided. The Chair is bound under the rule to rec- 
ognize one motion to adjourn pending a motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. y inquiry was this: What will be the 
situation of my motion to suspend the rules, in case the Houseshould 
now adjourn? Will it come up as unfinished business when the 
House again meets ? 

The SPEAKER. It is left undisposed of. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I trust the motion to adjourn will not 

wrevail, 
The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. CLYMER; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 95, noes 45. 

So the motion to adjourn was agreed to; and accor¢ingly (at twelve 

o'clock and forty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


By Mr. GUNTER: Papers relating to the claim of Robert Y. Wood 
for property taken by the United States Army—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Papers relating to the claim of the heirs of Re- 
becca L. De Leon for rent of house by the United States Army—to the 
same committee. ° 

Also, papers relating to the petition of J. M. Stone, William M. 
Campton, and W. C. McAlexander, sureties on the official bond of B. 
B. Emory, deceased, late collector of internal revenue of the third 
district of Mississippi, for relief—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KENNA: Papers relating to the claims of Mrs. Jane T. Haw- 
kins and Kiah Smoot for compensation for property used and de- 
stroyed by the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of citizens of Raleigh County, 
West Virginia, for: compensation for the destruction of the Baptist 
church at Raleigh Court House, West Virginia, by the United States 
Army—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KIMMEL: The petition of Palmer Engleman, for a pension 
—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSH: The petition of George Ritter, of Nauvoo, Illi- 
nois, for relief on account of obstruction to navigation in front of 
his mill property, caused by the construction of a coffer-dam at Des 
Moines Rapids, lowa, by the United States for the purpose of build- 
ing a canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. SWANN: The petition of Emily J. Fardy, of Baltimore, 
Maryland, that she be refunded $3,000 retained by the United States 
for the failure on her part to complete a steam propeller for the coast 
survey in 1873—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON : Papers relating to the claims of J. 11. 
Baker, Spencer Bevers, E. L. Carter, E. L. Clark, A. Graham, J. G. 
Halsell, William M. Hardin, Elizabeth Harper, C. F. Hazlewood, 
John Keenan, J. P. Lindsey, Francisco Lopez, J. C. Loving, James 
C. Loving, James Martin, Leandro Martin, Daniel E. Moore, Joseph 
Rice, Susan M. Rivers, D. G. and D. A. Sanford, R. Vaughan, A. N. 
Wood, and 8, N. Wood, for Indian depredations—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TURNER: Papers relating to the establishment of certain 
0st-routes in Kentucky—to the Committeo on the Post-Office and 

ost-Roads. 

By Mr. WALKER: The petition of 1,000 working men of Maine, 
New York, and Virginia, for the enforcement of the eight-hour law— 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama: A paper relating to a change of 
the post-route from Perate to Brundige, so as to go by way of Barr's 
Mill instead of Buckhorn, Alabama—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 




























































































IN SENATE. 


SATURDAY, December 1, 1877. 


The Senate met at two o’clock, p, m. 

Prayer by the Rev, WILLIAM Patron, D. D., of New Haven, Connec- 
icut. 
, The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GkorGre M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a resolution 
providing for the adjournment of the two Houses without day at 


three o’c sr m. this day, in which the concurrence of the Senate 
was requested. 






PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pennsylvania, indorsing the bill to regulate interstate com- 
merce and prevent unjust discriminations by common carriers—to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. BUTLER: The petition of Mrs. Martha Lachman, for com- 
— for services in the Army—to the Committve on Military 

airs. 

By Mr.CAMPBELL: The petitions of James B. Treadwell and Re- 
gina Quentin, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_Also, the petition of W. A. Rodgers, late first lieutenant Company 
K, Eighteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, for additional 
pay as an officer in the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of citizens of McMinn County, Ten- 
hessee, that a pension be granted to John Kiltner—to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Also, the petition of the members of the Cumberland Presbyterian 
church at Calhoun, Tennessee, for pay for their church-house, torn 
down and used by the United States Army—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. EICKHOFF: The petition of citizens of New York, for the 
restoration of the wages of mechanics employed upon public build- 
ings and in navy-yards throughout the country and in the Depart- 
ments at Washington to,their former rates—to the Committee on 
Edueation and Labor. 

By Mt. ELAM: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Marthaville to Allen, Louisiana—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr FORT: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Saint Anne, Illinois, by way of Pembroke, to Morocco, 
ludiana—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of Reuben Delevan Mussey, that 
the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized to settle his accounts on 
principles of equity—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 











DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The presentation of petitions and me- 
morials is in order. 

Mr. SARGENT. I wish to make an appeal to the Senate to take 
up the deficiency bill. I shall give way of course to morning busi- 
ness, but I should like the Senate to proceed now to the considera- 
tion of the regular deficiency bill, After the bill is taken up I will 
yield to morning business. move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1526) to provide for deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other purposes, 
which was reported from the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. 1 now yield to Senators who desire to preseut 
morning business. 
















PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. MITCHELL. I present a petition, numerously signed, of R. F. 
Gibson and others, citizens of Oregon and Washington Territory, re- 
siding in the vicinity and along the line of the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road, as well inside as outside the limits of the grant to that road. 
They pray the favorable consideration of certain propositions which 
they briefly state, and which are as follows: 

Whereas the legal control of the land grant by the United States Government 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company has or will soon lapse by limitation of 
time, and said company will soon apply for an extension of time to complete said 
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road, and the said grant in the original bill. as amended, was npon such terms as 
were unjustly burdensome tosettler wpon any lands lying within the limits of said 
railroad grant. inasmach as the richt of homesteads on the even sections was re- 
duced one-half, and the price doubled upon lands obtained by pre-emption, and the 
settloment of the country very much retarded by rendering the title of all lands 
obtained through said railroad company uncertain, insecure, and very liable to be 
held at an exorbitant price, as well as the time very indefinite ; and as the building 
of said railmad is of such vital impertance to the whole country as to warrant and 
demand of Cougress continued aid in its completion: 

‘Therefore, we pray that Congress extend the time and aid for building the North- 
ern Pacitic Ratiroad by retaining apart from the public lands all the odd sections, 
as described and granted in the original bill, and offer said land for sale at the — 
of $1.25 per acre, subject to entry by preemption only, in lots not to exceed one 
section to one settler, and the proceeds thereof to be transferred to the Northern 
Pacitic Railroad Company as fast as the road is constricted ; 

And thatCongress enact a relief bill for the benefit of all pe-sons who have taken 
land under the provisions of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company and complied 
with the requirements of said company to the time said lands revert to the Govern- 
ment, and that such persons sball have the exclusive right to purchase such lands 
at the price of $1 25 per acre ; 

That eq: itable relicf be given those whose homesteads have been limited to eighty 
acres ond to those who have been compelled to pay €2.50 per acre for pre-emption 
lands, and that the right of homestead and pre-emption on Government lands shall 
be no bar te acquiring railro.«d hands ; 

And. further, that if the Northern Pacific Railroad Company see fit to reject the 
offer of the proceeds of the odd sections a8 her inbefore asked, then that Congress 
will srant the same aid to the Portland, Dalles and Salt Lake Railroad or any other 
company who will construct a railroad through the aforesaid country. 


I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Rail- 
roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of Rollin J Reeves, praying 
compensation for property destroyed by the Indians while he was 
carrying on a survey for the purpose of establishing the boundary- 
line between the Territories of Wyoming and Dakota during the 
present year; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fuirs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of the 
College of Physicians, of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, praying Con- 
gress to relieve the manufacturers of chemicals from the heavy tax 
now levied on them upon quinine; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of Thomas W. Olcott, presi- 
deut of the Mechanics’ and Farmers’ Bank, of Albany, New York, and 
others, praying for the repeal of the bankrupt law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Jadiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Mary C. J. Budlong, of Utica, 
New York, praying for a pension by reason of the services of her 
husband, John Budlong; which was referrea to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Augustus Watson and William 
Coppinger, praying for an appropriation by Congress of $50,000 to 
pay for a preliminary survey, &c., for the purpose of establishing a 
transcontinental railroad from the Republic of Liberia eastward one 
or two thousand miles into the Niger valley ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented the petition of D. D. Me- 
Millan and others, citizens of La Crosse, Wisconsin, praying for the 
repeal of the bankrupt law; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOWE. I present the memorial of George T. Angell, president 
of the Massachusetts Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Ani- 
mals, presenting a great many facts illustrating the evils witnessed 
now in transpertation of animals from the West to the sea-board. 
The paper is evidently one of much importance, and I move that it 
be printed and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary which has 
au bill before it on the subject. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DORSEY presented certain papers to accompany the bill (S. 
No. 340) for the relief of William F. Grove; which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


BINDING OF CONGRESSIONAL DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1279) authorizing bindin 
of documents for members of Congress, to report it without amend- 
ment and recommend its passage. As this bill is for the convenience 
of Senators and Members of Congress and as there will be no opposi- 
tion to it, I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
fpreonanes to consider the bill. It authorizes the Public Printer to 

rind at the Government Printing Office any books, maps, charts, or 

documents published by authority of Congress, upon application of 
any member of the Senate or House of Representatives, upon pay- 
ment of the actual cost of such binding. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I have no doubt, Mr. President, that this is au- 
thorized now by existing law, but the Public Printer puts a different 
construction upon the law, and therefore this bill was brought in. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should like to ask a quesiion. I 
understand the bill allows any Senator or Member to have any bind- 
ing done whatever. 

ir. ANTHONY. Only public documents, maps, &c. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let it be read again. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think that is right. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmey 


. : t, rdere, 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ordered 


SENATOR FROM LOUISIANA, 


Mr. WADLEIGH. I am instructed by the Committee on p 


Tivileges 


and Elections, to whom were referred the credentials of J, Enst; 
- Eustis 
to report back the 


as Senator-elect from the State of Louisiana, 
same, with the following resolution : 

Resolved, That James B. Eustis is lawfully entitled to a seat in the Senate of th 
United States from the State of Louisiana, from the 12th day of Jannary. nc; 5.” 
the term ending March 3, 1879, and that he be admitted thereto upon taking er 
proper oath. 6 the 


I will also state that there will be upon this case a writt 
by the committee, and I suppose also a minority report. 

Mr. INGALLS. I, as one member of the committee, do not ger. 
in that resolution or report. I am justified in saying that two other 
members of the committee concur with me in their opposition. W),; 
the practice of the Senate is 1 do not know, but I shall ask leave. jf 
leave be necessary, to submit in writing a report embodying {ho 
views of the minority of the committee. a 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that to be the 
usage of the Senate. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re 
ferred the claim of Peasley & McClary for transporting the mails 
and mail agent from the depot of the Worcester and Nashua Railroad 
to that of the Wilton Railroad, in the city of Nashua, New Hamp 
shire, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 3 i4) 
for the relief of Peasley & McClary, of Nashua, New Hampshire, © 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

r. MORGAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 1 
ferred the petition of Francis Gilbeau, praying compensation for thy 
rent of certain buildings occupied by the Government in San Antonio 
and Galveston, Texas, in the a 1865 and 1866, submitted a report 
thereon, accompanied by a bill (8S. No. 365) for the relief of Francis 
Gilbean. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 


€N report 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 366) for the relief of Rollin J. Reeves: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 367) for the relief of Louis Albertson, of Dal- 
las, Texas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 368) granting pensions to the soldiers and 
sailors of the war with Mexico and to the widows of such as are de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 8) authorizing Captain Jonathan 
Young of the United States Navy to accept a silver medal and a 
betel-nut box from the Emperor of Siam; which was rea twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of citizens of Idaho Territory praying 
the establishment of a now land district in that Territory be taken from tle 
files and referred to the Committee on Pablic Lands. 

On motion of Mr. WITHERS, it was 

Ordered, That the remorial and papers of Jonathan K. Hodges be taken frow 
the files and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Grorce M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announeed that the House had passed a bill (H.R. 
No. 1746) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the United 
States steamer Huron, and for other purposes; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. President, I should like to appeal to 
Senators not to present any more bills and petitions to-day. It cau 
be just as well done next week and there is some other business that 
we ought to do here to-day. I hope, therefore, that the motion of the 
Senator from California will prevail. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill moved by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia is before the Senate, but he gave way for morning business. 

Mr. SARGENT. I call for the regular order. ; 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 1526) to provide for deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the service of the Government for the fiseal year ending 
June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SARGENT. I am weil aware of the value of time to-day, this 
being probably the last day of this session of Congress, and I shall 
be very brief in the preliminary remarks upon this bill. 
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The deficiency bill as it passed the House appropriated $893,488.22 
‘celusive of reappropriations, and the amount of reappropriations 
a a6s1.631.27, taking in all from the Treasury $1,575,169.49. The 
aocae committee upon new matters, laid before it by the Departments 
most cases, added thereto $1,094,542.55. It is the custom between 
= - two Houses upon deficiency bills and the sundry civil bill, for 
a h Committee on Appropriations to act upon matters sent to it up 
to the time that the bill passes the committee. After it has passed 
the bill, all such matters go to the Appropriation Committee of the 
other House, so that the additions to a bill are not necessarily such 
as would be rejected by the other House, but simply come in later as 
the exigencies of the service may require and are laid before the 
committee whose turn it is toact uponthem. Probably most of these 
appropriations would have been originally adopted in this bill by the 
House if they had been presented in time. The only item perhaps in 
regard to which that is not true relates to the star-route mail service, 
for which the Senate committee has put in an appropriation of 
&° 00,000. 

- To economize time and answer every practical purpose, I ask thac 

the bill be read through, and as it is being read, that the amend- 

ments of the Committee on Appropriations be reported and acted 
yon. 

"Nha VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be observed. 

amendments of the committee are read they will be specified. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was after 
line 44, among the items of appropriation to pay judgments of the 
Court of Claims, to insert : 


As the 


To pay judgment rendered in favor of Philemou B. Hawkins, February 12, 1877, 
$1,566.95 

Mr. KERNAN. In what court was that judgment rendered ? 

Mr. SARGENT. In the Court of Claims on appeal from the Supreme 
Court. I have here a copy of the judgment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 48 to insert: 


To pay judgment rendered in favor of Elijah S. Alvord, November 26, 1877, 
$35, 100. 


Mr. KERNAN. Will the same explanation apply to this judgment, 
I would ask the Senator from California ? 

Mr. SARGENT. Except that I have no copy of the record. 

Mr. KERNAN. This was only on the 26th of November. Are we 
to pay before the appeal is decided? Has there been an appeal ? 

Mr.SARGENT. 1t is true it was rendered on Tuesday, but it was 
in pursuance of a mandate of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. KERNAN. That is all I wanted to know. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
line 69 under the head of “ Treasury Department” to increase the ap- 
propriation for fuel, light, water, and miscellaneous items in the care 
of public buildings from $60,000 to $380,000. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will briefly explain the increase there. For 
1876 there was appropriated $400,000 for this purpose; for 1877, 
$375,000; and for 1878, $285,000. This $80,000 will make $365,000; 
which is $15,000 less than last year, and $40,000 less than the year 
before. There are three new buildings; one at San Francisco, one at 
Trenton, and one at Parkersburgh. This appropriation is designed 
to furnish fuel, light, water, and all the items which are mentioned 
in the clause for all buildings under the control of the Treasury De- 
partment; that is to say, all buildings which are owned by the Gov- 
ernment, and embrace post-offices, custom-houses, and other build- 
ings of that character. The committee made a very thorough inves- 
tigation, and were satisfied that the amount that is recommended in 
the amendment is the least that this service can be done for. They 
get along somewhat cheaper in some respects. This sum is a little 
less than the estimation for this year, and less than the appropriation 
for last year; but they can get coal cheaper, and so of some other 
items. We think they can get along with this, but this amount is 
absolutely necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


_ The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was after 
line 88, to insert: 


For adapting the ponds in monument lot in the city of Washington to the cul- 
ture of carp for distribution throughout the United States, (the use of which lot 
for the purpose in question being hereby granted to the United States Fish Com- 
mission.) the work to be done by the engineer in charge of public buildings and 
grounds, according to Se plans of the United States Fish Commission, $5,000 to 

ediately. 


be available imm 

The amendment was 

Mr. SARGENT. I think there is no necessity for any argument to 
the Senate showing the value of fish-culture and the great use that 
it has been in all parts of this country in furnishing a cheap and 
wholesome article of food for the people, filling the streams which 
have been nearly exhausted. 

With reference to this particular amendment, I have in my hand a 
letter from Professor Baird, who has charge of this subject-matter, 
and has managed it with great ability and economy for seve ral years 
past. The particular amendment adapting the ponds on the monu- 
nent lot for carp-culture for distribution among the various States is 
discussed in this letter which I send to the desk und I desire to have 


VI—51 


agreed to. 


it read from the point I have marked. It is a very interesting letter 
and I wish it to appear with the debate ou the bill. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


WASHINGTON, November 22. 1877 


Dear Sir: 
. 


* * . . * 

May I be pardoned for mentioning another subject to you in this connection, so 
that you may exercise your judgment in acting upon it at the present time? 

You are aware of my views as to the importance of the carp as a future element 
in the food-supply of the United States, these being based mainly on the following 
considerations: 

First. The carp is a fish which has been domesticated for a thousand years in 
Europe, occupying there and in China the same position among fish that poultry 
do among birds, being susceptible of cultivation in limited waters and thriving in 
sluggish and muddy lowland streams, entirely independent of the temperature; 
indeed growing more rapidly and faring the better the warmer the water. I am 
satistied there is no mill-pond in any part of the Southern States where the carp 
will not thrive. It grows veryrapidly, attaining the weight of two or three pounds 
in the course of as many years, and is extremely hardy. ‘The flesh is excellent, the 
better varieties bringing in Germany a quarter of a dollar a pound and ranking 
among the most esteemed species. 

The second merit or special qualification of the carp consists in its being a vege- 
table feeder and subsisting readily upon aquatic plants, whether those grow natu 
rally in its vicinity or are planted for the purpose of furnishing its sustenance 
In this it differs from the trout, vlack bass, and other favorite pond fish, which in 
order to. become of practical value as a food supply must be fed with meat, involv- 
ing more or less expense, especially in view of the fact that it takes from five to 
ten pounds of flesh to make one pound of trout or black bass 

I do not think it possible to overestimate the future importance to the United 
States of this fish; and, as you are perbaps aware, I have already imported a sup 
ply of breeders for the purpose of dintr ibuting their progeny to different parts of 
the country. These arenow kept in the ponds in Druid Hill Park, Baltimore; but 
the space allotted to them is entirely inadequate for the purpose of their satis- 
factory propagation and multiplication. 

In looking around for some more suitable situation, I am advised by Mr. Rudolph 
Hessel, an experienced cultivator of this fish in Europe, and who isin charge of 
those in Baltimore, that he has never seen a more favorable p ace for earp-culture 
than is to be found in the two ponds on the Monument lot in Washington. If 
these had been constructed especially for the purpose they could not have an 
swered it better, with a little additional labor 

The bottoms of these ponds, however, require to be graded and arranged so that 
the water cau be drawn off from one or the other at will, aud the fish secured for 
distribution. 

It is also desirable that some shallow basins be excavated in the small island in 
the western pond, into which the breeding fish can be put 

The two bodies of water together contain nearly ten acres; and a third pond. of 
the same extent, can readily be made by throwing an embankment across the outer 
edge of a gully, which is now filled at high tide and bare at low water. Tho three 
ponds, together with the breeding-pond, would be quite equal to many first-class 
establishments for purely breeding purposes in Europe, where so much attention 
has been paid to this fish. 

If, therefore, the Committee on Appropriations es I would suggest the 

ropriety of adding another clause, or of amending tho present one, somewhat as 
in the inclosed memorandum. 

The warrant for making an appropriation for this purpose on the present occa 
sion, instead of waiting for the regular appropriation bill, is that a year will 
thereby be gained in accomplishing the work of introducing the carp into the 
United States, as the grading should be commenced at once, so that the tish can 
be transferred at the carliest possible date from Baltimore to Washington. In this 
event it would be entirely practicable to make an extended distribution of young 
fish in the course of the coming summer. 

Very respectfully yours, 
: ~ - SPENCER F. BAIRD, 


Commissioner. 
Hon. Henry G. Davis, 


United States Senate, Washington. 

Mr. INGALLS. I want to ask the Senator from California if this 
is not an original appropriation instead of a deticiency, and why is it 
on this bill ? 

Mr. SARGENT. It is to carry on this general service for this year; 
simply a branch of the general service authorized by law. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understood, of course, when I saw it on the bill, 
that the object was to carry on fish culture; but the question I ask 
is, why it is on a deficiency bill when it is an original appropriation 
having a specific purpose. Congress meets again in regular sessiou 
next week, and I suppose the culture of the carp will not suffer by 
postponing this appropriation until the regular appropriation bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. On the contrary, we understand that this must 
be done this spring and long before the regular appropriation bill 
passes, or else it cannot be done until next year. There was an appro- 
priation for the culture of carp last year, and this simply provides 
further facilities for that culture. The Government having now no 
pond or place where. this culture can be carried on, and this being 
convenient for the purpose, we propose that it may be used. They 
ordered a vessel last year to go over to England to bring over the 
carp, and it was done, and this is simply carrying on a part of the 
service authorized by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was after 
line 102 to insert: 
Mint of the United States at Denver, Colorado: 
For fuel, lights, acids, chemicals, crucibles, and other incidental expenses, being 
a deficiency for the fiscal year 1878, $800. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was after line 107 to insert : 
Assay-office at Helena, Montana Territory: 
For fuel, lights, freight, crucibles, balances, weights, and other incidental ex- 
penses, being a deticiency for the fiscal year 1875, $1,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was after line 112 to insert: 
For salaries of commissioners, not in government employ, appointed by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to examine the condition and competence of tho force em- 
ployed in the collection of the revenuc from customs at New York, Philadelphia, 
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San Francisco, and New Orleans, with a view of reducing the number of the same, 
aod for salaries of experts at Boston and Baltimore to investigate the subject of the 
sroper drawback on exported sugars, under section 3019 of the Revised Statutes, 
bio 000; and for the incidental expenses of the San Francisco commission, $3,559.50 ; 
in all, $13,559.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the appropriations for “contingent 
expenses, Treasury Department,” in line 131 before the word “shelv- 
ing” to insert “metal ;” and in line 134 to strike out “$12,000” and 
insert “$20,000;” so as to make the clanse read : 

For desks, tables, and chairs, and metal shelving for file-rooms, and cases; re- 
pairs of furniture; boxes, rugs, chair-covers and caning. cushions, cloth for cover- 
ie desks, locks, screws, hand-saws, turpentine, and varnish, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was under the head of “ Post-Office Depart- 
ment” to strike out “is hereby reappropriated out of any unexpended 
balances of appropriations for deficiencies in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the said fiscal years” after the word “cents” in line 157; so 
as to make the clause read: 

For compensation to postmasters, being a deficiency in payment of salaries dur- 
ing the fiscal years ending June 30, 1876, and June 30, 1877, the sum of $681,681.27, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 159 to insert: 

For the payment of railway post-office clerks, route-agents, mail-route messengers 
and local agents, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1873, $24,500, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 164 to insert: 

For inland mail transportation, namely, for transportation on star routes and by 
steamboats, and all other than railroad routes, being a deficiency for tho fiscal year 
1878, $500,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. Iam instructed by the committee, in order to cor- 
rect an error really in the enrollment of a bill of last year, to offer the 
following amendment to come in at the end of line 176: 

Provided, That Senators, Rapenconpuehons, and Delegates in Congress, the Secre- 
tary of the Senate, and Clerk of the Llouse of Representatives may send and receive 
through the mail free all public documents printed by order of Congress in the 
manuer provided by section 7 of the “ act establishing post-roads, and for other pur- 
poses,"’ approved March 3, 1877. 

By section 7 of the act referred to, on page 336 of the nineteenth 
volume of the statutes passed at the last session, being the post-route 
bill, it was provided that these Senators, &c., might receive through 
the mail all public documents, the word “ free ” being left out in the 
enrollment. By another provision of law this privilege runs until the 
Ist day of January and expires. This was intended to take the 
place of that and to make it permanent so far as relates to public 
documents, and in order to correct that error we reproduce that sec- 
tion putting in the word “ free.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations was under the heading 
of “ Executive,” in line 180, after the word “stationery” to strike 
out “not to include record books, eight hundred ” and insert “ two 
thousand ;” in line 185, after the word “ contingencies” to strike out 
“ five” and insert “seven ;” and, in line 186, to change the total of the 
appropriation from “$3,100” to “ $4,500;” so as to make the clause 
read : 

For contingent expenses of the Executive office, namely: For purchase of new 
books for the library and rebinding old books, $500 ; for stationery, $2,000 ; for pur- 
chase of carpet for office, $500 ; for expense of telegrams, $300 ; for office furniture 
end repairs of old furnitare, $500 ; for miscellaneous items and contingencies, $700 ; 
in all, $4,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 187 to insert: 

Senate : ‘ 

For the payment of mileage for actual travel only to Senators who took their 
seats at the session of the Senate convened on the 5th day of March, 1477, by proc- 
lamation by the President, and who were not members of the previous Congress, 
$6,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 194 to insert : 


To pay Christian Chritzman for services as messenger to the Committee on 
ee me naman ge from the 5th day of March last to the 30th day of June, 1878, 
inclusive, at the rate of $1,440 per annum, $1,905.65. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was after line 200, to insert : 


To pay the clerk to the Committee to Andit and Control the Contingent ne wee 
of the Senate from the Ist day of July to the l4th day of October, 1877, inclusive, 
$636. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 204, to insert: 


For furniture and repairs of furniture, for the fiscal year 1876, $15; and for the 
fiscal year 1878, $9,000; in all, $9,015. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 208, to insert: 
For materials for folding, for the fiscal year 1877, $22.75. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 211, to insert: 


For miscellanceus items, exclusive of labor, as follows, namcly: For the fiscal 
ees $44; for the fiscal year 1877, $700; aud for the fiscal year 1872, $5,000; in 
all, $5,744. 


DECEMBER 1, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was after line 218 to insert: 
To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay those membe 


. rs of the Canito) na) 
force who were discharged by reason of the reduction of force made by th). . °° 


| 

tive act approved August 15, 1876, from the 1st to the 15th of September.f. 
| year, both days inclusive, $533.29, 7 ptember of that 
| The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 263, among the appropriatior 
expenses of the House of Representatives, to strike out ‘ 
and insert “ July ;” so as to make the clause read: 

To pay the clerk of the Committec on Invalid Pensions from July 1, 18 
30, 1878, at the rate of $2,000 per annum, $1,333.34, Lg 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 276 to insert: 

To pay the salary of Edward G. Loring as a retired judge of the Court of Claim 
from the Ist day of January to the 30th day of June, i878, inclusive, 2259 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was under the head of “ War Department” 
in line 289, to increase the appropriation for “collection and payment 
of bounty, prize-money, and other claims of colored soldiers ay: 
ors” from $10,000 to $20,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after the word “ dollars,” in line 929 
to strike out the following words: F 

Which is appropriated to close up and finish the collection and payment of 
bounty, prize-money, and other claims of colored soldiers and sailors; ani if tin 
work of collecting and paying said bounty and other claims shall not be finisher 
at the end of the current tiscal year, said burean shall be closed. and all papers 
connected therewith shall be turned over to the Department having charge of the 
payment of bounties due to white soldiers. 7 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 307 to insert: 

Miscellaneous : 

For fitting up and furnishing the new building of the Columbia Institution for 
the Deaf and Dumb, being a deticiency for the fiscal year 1878, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 312 to insert: 

For the National Association for the Relief of the Colored Women and Children 
of the District of Columbia, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1278, 6,000 


; 18 for 
* Noveml» r” 


77, toJune 


1 sail. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 316 to insert: 
State, War, and Navy Department building: 

For continuation of the east wing of the building, $175,000; and for continuation 
of the north wing of the building, $150,000; in all, $325,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 322 to insert: 

For continuation of the court-house and post-office building at Little Rock, Ar 
kansas, $30,000, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1872, and to correct an error 
in the enrollment of the act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
approved March 3, 1877. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 328 to insert : 

For continuing the surveys and other works under tho provisions of the law 
appointing a commission to lay out and appraise the Hot Springs reservation, in 
Arkansas, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 332 to insert: 

For the payment of the commissioner appointed to prepare and publish a new 
edition of the first volume of the Revised Statutes of the United States, $5,000, one- 
half thereof to be paid when he makes his report to the Secretary of State and the 
balance when the work is completed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 328 to insert : 

For expenses of preparing for publication and indexing the volume containing 
the proceedings of the electoral commission and of the two Houses of Congress in 
regard to the counting of the electoral votes, ordered to be printed by a concurrent 
resolution of March 3, 1877, to be expended under the direction of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Printing, $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 345 to insert : 

To enable the Superintendent of the Naval Observatory to carry ont the object 
of Senate resolution of February 6, 1877, for the preparation of a narrative of Hall's 
second arctic expedition, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 350 to insert : 

For publication of the official records of the rebellion, both of the Tnion and 
confederate Armies, and for the preservation, through duplicatin, of the Bray 
collection of war photographs purchased by Congress, being a deficiency for the 
fiscal year 1878, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 356 to insert: 

Botanic Garden: 

To reconstruct the main sewers in the Botanic Garden, and to repair the heating 
apparatus, damaged by the overflowing of Tiber Creek, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 360 to insert: 

To elevate the grade of part of the grounds of the Botanic Garden, overflowed 


by Tiber Creek sewer, and to make sundry alterations and appliances for their 10 
mediate sanitary improvement, $3800. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was after line 364 to insert: | stant resignation of the American commissioner. The direction of this whole vast 

} ational prison congress : stream of correspondence would have to be changed at once. It would take three 
nternations oar . ‘e to effect this change and g 

Th - the sum of $2,000, heretofore appropriated to defray the expenses of the months or more to effect this change and get tl 








he currents to move smoothly in the 


+.) States commissioner to the international prime congress, originally ap ee 7" enna, i eae +e li von h ee ee eres 

Un te ! = be beld at Rome in 1876, but subsequent y adjourned to 1877, and again wand it he a a my ot anc ; x ; lieve tot nt ot no other person, to organiz ‘, 

pointe and tho place of meeting changed to Stockholm, is hereby re-appropriated within the last eight years, six congresses—four national and two internacional 

for the saint purpose ; $4,000 of the said sum to meet expenses already jucurred by | 254 is the reason why Baron von Holtzendorff says, * There is no ons among us 
wr the samme SC; ’ gy J ~ lw ¢ re > Sto Te “ i ‘Ti . v 

- commissioner in the preparatory labors of thecongress and $4,000 to meet future | = — 2 anid yes oe Mr. Stovens says, “It is perilous to change 

a iditares in the farther prosecution of his mission, the whole to be immediately | “ I oti or but this as r statement. and I do it to al the i t 

‘ yoralite f - . " a a = 7 ae sone * 1 ateme € ac oO show 1® importance 

\ ‘ s part thereof which remains unexpended to be expended under : : ’ : ' 
available, and the part th pe I attached to this work by leading statesmen abroad. After an interview with Baron 


2 ate 
the direction of the Department of State. : . von Biilow, minister of foreign affairs for the German empire, that distinguished 
Mr. SARGENT. As an explanation of that item, I send up to the | minister made use of these striking words: “ This work of yours is infinitely moro 
desk a statement made before the committee by the commissioner, worthy to engage the interest and study of statesmen than ninc-tenths of the little 
“ines, which I desire to have printed in the Recorp. every-day politics that occupy so much of the timeand attention of cabinets.” When 
Dr. Wines, . llows: the proposition for an international prison coagress was, in 1871, first made to Mr 
The statement 18 as follows: Lauza, the prime minister of Italy, bis prompt reply was that “no government in 
The movement for international prison reform is due to the action of the United | Europe would accept that pro yosition more cordially or co-operate more carnestly 
Siates Government in 1871, the immediate outcome of which was the congress | in giving it effect than that of taly.” After a conversation on the subject with the 
*f London of 1872. Before its adjournment that body created a permanent inter- | late M. Thiers, that illustrious Frenchman addrossed to me an autograph le ter, 
= ional prison commission, and made the American commissioner its president. | 12 which, after expressing the warmest sympathy in my work and mission, ho 
“The commission held its first meeung at Brussels in 1874, and voted to call | added: “ To punish men with a view to their reformation is the best of social labors 
another congress in 1876. Thereupon, in March, 1435, the Congress of the United | and the one whose success is most to be desired,” a beautiful sentiment, elegantly 
States voted to send a commissioner, and appropriated $#,000 to defray his ex- expressed, which the friends of the cause havo since adopted as the motto of tbeir 
yenacs, The understanding was that, 2s in 1871, the commissioner should devote | work. That noblest of reigning sovercigns, Dom Pedro, of Brazil, expressed to mo 
P nsiderable time to the preparation of the congress. Through inadvertence, that similar sentiments on his late visit to this country; and time and time again have 
purpose was not, in terms, expressed in the act, and Secretary Fish did not feel | I heard one of our leading statesmen, Governor Seymour, declare himself to the 
authorized to advance the money to carry itout. But the friends of the cause, | same effect. 
including Governor Seymour, thought that the object of the Government would be The amendment was agreed to. 
seriously compromised, unless the cominissioner proceeded at once on the execu- 


in axt ¢ > rag « i 2 i . 
tion of his mission. Secretary Fish gave his sanction to this view by furnish. | The next amendment was after line 379 to insert : 
ing the commissioner with a circular letter to all the diplomatic representatives of Washington Territory: 


the United States in Europe, requesting them to aid him in his labors as far as they 


For legislative expenses, namely : Rent of secretary's office, hire of messengers, 
properly might. 


lights, fuel, stationery, oflice furniture, repairs, and other incidental expenses of 

[he commission held a second meeting at Bruchsal, Grand Duchy of Baden, in | both tho Legislative Assembly at its October session, 1877, and the secretary's oilice, 
1:75, to draft a programme of questions and rules of procedure for the congress. | being a deticiency for the fiscal year 1878, $1,420. 

In order to a more thorough preparation of the work in hand, it was voted to post- | 


The amendment was agreed to. 


pone the congress for a year, and, at the same time to accept an invitation from the ae mae eine P 

vovernment of Sweden and Norway to hold it at Stockholm. The Congress of the The next amendment was after line 385 to insert: 

United States, at its last session, renewed its appropriation in the sum of $6,000, | For the payment of claims audited and allowed by the Treasury Department 
and, in doing so, amended its former legislation by making provision for the pre- | for pay, transportation, services, and supplies of tho Oregon and Washington vol- 


liminary expenses. The reappropriation was made on the supposition that the 


* ‘ ; 1 unteers in the Indian hostilities in 1855 and 1856, the sum of $16,084.93, 
congress would be held this year. Buta series of severe afflictions fell upon the 


roval family of Sweden last winter, in consequence of which, at the earnest desire The amendment was agreed to. ee y 
of the government of that country, a secon¢ Fae for a year was had The next amendment was after line 392, to insert: 
Under these circumstances, the Comptroller of the Treasury declined to pay the 


To pay John W. Dodd and John McKinny for work and labor and materials 
furnished in grading and paving the sidewalk and gutters on Michigan streot, in 
front of the arsenal grounds, in the city of Indianapolis, Ludiana, $6,004.43. 


appropriation. 

‘I a illing to again ask of Congress a renewal of the appropriation I addressed a 
letter to my colleagues resigning my position as chairman of the commission and 
also that of president of the congress, which I had accepted at theirdesire. This The amendment was agreed to. 
brought numerous remonstrapces, not only from members of the commission but The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reported amendments aro now dis- 


from many other friends of the cause both in this country and Europe, not afew | posed o » thero any eid : » be proposed f 
of whom expressed the fear that such withdrawal would prove fatal to the enter- posed of. Are there any further amendments t: proposed 


prise. In the face of so wide and strong an opposition I felt that I could not per- Mr. COKE. I submitted an amendment yesterday to this bill which 
sist in my purpose, and withdrew my resignation. was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, bat I find it has 
Now, is there any certainty that the congress will be held next year? It is as | not been reported with the bill by the committee. I will now offer 


cei tein as anything future can be. The government of Sweden has fixed the 20th > » . 20 : ay . rg an. 
day of August, 1+78, as the date of the opening of the congress, and has addressed the amendment. I presume the reason this amendment was not ap 


an ofticial invitation to all civilized governments to take part in it. proved by the committee was that evidence was wauting from the 
lhe approaching congress has been preparing since 1874, and it is quite within | Post-Oflice Department that it was a proper amendment. I now sub- 
the truth to aceumne Gatterne intentions ronmsen et any wad has more thorough | mit with the amendment a recommendation from the Postmaster- 
reparation ever been made. uestions covering the three departments of peni- Sen ene rom = anal ‘ 4 sott fn acanmiana 
. ntiary legislation, prison discipiine, and preventive institutions have been 80- Ge neral, Mr. Key, recomme nding an Spppreptiasion Im act ordanc e 
lected for discussion by the commission. Distinguished specialists of different with the proposed amendment. The recommendation of the Post- 
countries have prepared or will prepare reports upon these questions in French ; | master General is based upon an opinion of the Attorney-General. 
which a - to be issued » a waene uy the — government, and will be The claim is due to Mr. George H. Giddings, a mail contractor. It 
distributed by the government of Sweden to all civilized governments several months eae a FQ oe 4 ‘ Te 
in advance of the meeting, so that every delegate to the congress will be supplied has been audited and amounts ve $14,5 333. I stands to his credit 
with a copy, and may prepare himself to take part intelligently and usefully in the | DOW Upon the books of the Post-Oflice Department. It has been sub- 
debates of the body. mitted to the opinion of the Attorney-General and an appropriation 
' es eee — — from letters a from mem- | for its payment is recommended by the Postmaster-General ; and the 
ers of the commission in reply to mine ndrawing my resignation. Baron von aa, ne J a a . we cn hi 
Holt Zendorff, professor of ioternational and criminal law in the aniversity of Ma- only re ason why an amendme nt 18 nee propos dl to this bill for this 
nich, says: * Thereis noone among us who can do your work. If you and your | Purpose is because there is no appropriation for its payment and an 
Government now withdraw from the noble work of prison reform, many of our best | appropriation is necessary to secure payment. I send to the Clerk's 


ee Sole coameegs = progress. pA eo even. epee geet of | desk the amendment with the opinion of the Attorney-General, the 
rIsOnS . ele . ys: ou are our standard-bearer, and you Know how ‘ ; ’ > ‘ ae » ati » Pos ‘ ar-(jeneri: 
dangerous it is to change leaders in battle. Tho choico of 'a successor would be auditor’s report, and the recommendation of the Postmaster-General, 
likely to give rise to troublesome complications. Besides, let mo say it in all sin- | and ask that they be read and that the amendment be adopted. 

cerity, where shell we faa te man who = bring to the work that devotion, that The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas offers au amend- 
intelligent industry, which, for six years, have been the object of our admiration?" el vhich will be read 

Dr. Guillaume, director of the penitentiary of Neufchatel, says: ‘‘ There is no one ment which — 


but yourself, who can hold the helm, and ‘the fact that you are the official repre- The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

sentative of a great nation gives you an authority which forbids all jealousy. All To pay George H. Giddings the amount standing to his credit on the books of 
recognize -” debt of gratitude ao . the United States for having taken the in- | the Treasury Department under a contract for mail servico, $14,583.33. 

itiative in the prison congress ; and that government will not now abandon an en- | : YEN’ . ‘ atte s examine 
icrprise which it has so auspiciously inaugurated, and which has already produced Mr. SARGEN r. I suggest that that matter ought to be examined 
such excellent results. ” ’ by the Committee on Claims. The claim ought to be referred to the 


though Lam quite sure that these gentlemen attach undne importance te my | Committee on Claims. It certainly has no business before onr com- 


personal continuance in the work, I do not believe it possible to exaggerate the | mittee. The amendment was sent to our committee and that was our 
importance of the continued co-operation of this Government, so far at least as 


tho approaching congress is concerned. The United States began this work. | judgment. Besides, it is not in the nature of a deticiency. Phere = 
Tho United States has given it the remarkable success already achieved ; and if | 90 law requiring its payment ; and only that which the law requires 
she nw turns her back upon it the effect will be most chilling, most depressing. | to be paid, where there is not money enough to fulfill the law, comes 


Her withdrawal will not destroy the congress of Stockholm, but it will be a severo ar] ithi deficiency bill. ‘Tl le say sh claims as thi 
blow toit. It will dwarf its proportions and weaken its eral power. Nor is it to properly within a de jelency bill. 16 Tule says such © alle as this 
be ignored that her withdrawal will leave both the commission and the congress cannot be put on a deficiency bill. Of course we cannot waste time 


without @ president, To supply his place a special mecting of the commission | in debate. I understand that to read the long documents now offered, 
= have to convene, whieh, as - members reside fa all the different countries | which, by the way, our committee waded through, would exhaust 
v citope, would be at much cost of money, time, and labor. In view of all this | time that is too valuable to be taken up in that way. I make this 
may not the fait 3 $ ~ — J 7 
other preendd anes eoetiiee eb ient ton denen suggestion ; of course I am willing to leave the matter to the Senate, 
gress, whatever it may see fit to do as regards future ones t but the item ought not to go on this bill. : 

4 word, perhaps, explanatory of the reason why the members of the commission Mr. COKE. It seems to me that this is a proper claim to go into 
express so stroug @ desire that the American commissioner should continue his | g deficiency bill. It is a claim that under existing law has been 


connection till this congress at least is carried through its completi ’ : : : ; 

amiss here. The constituent clements ot the ‘ead ao ote Galen Ten audited in the Post-Office Department, as will be seen by the report 
every regicn of the globe. It is intended to be a real ecumenical council. Of | of the Auditor accompanying the papers. The report of the Auditor 
onan a eS see an immense correspondence. That corre- | is sustained by the opinion of the Attorney-General ; and in accord- 
Poucence embraces—including colonies, states, cantons, &c —more than one hun- - wri steal »/ aan: ie ate ral the Postmaster-Gen- 
dred and fifty governments, and a still Ia ger number of institutions, societies, and | ®"* e with the opinion of the Attorney-General the Pos ; . i 
individuals. ‘This a'one is enough to employ nearly the whole time of one person. eral in a letter written to the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 


The refusal of Congress to renew its appropriation would make imperative aa in- | priations recommends that an appropriation be made for its payment. 
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It is attested by all the evidence necessary to recommend it to the 
Senate as a genuine and just claim which should be paid. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Texas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BOOTH. By instruction of the Committee on Patents I offer 
the following amendment, to come in at the close of the bill: 

That the sum of $45,000 be appropriated, to be expended by the Commissioner of 
Patents, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, for the purpose of 
restoring and repairing models of patents injured by fire, and fur the construction 
of suitable cases for the preservation of the same. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Committee on Appropriations did not have 
before them accompanying the amendment any papers or documents 
showing the merits of this matter. On consultation this morning 
with my colleague, the chairman of the Committee on Patents, I un- 
derstand that the item is fully recommended by the Department, with 
a statement that this work ought to be done at once on account of the 
necessity for using these models. Those facts were not before the 
Committee on Appropriations, and at the time the amendment was 
laid aside, thinking that the sundry civil bill was the more appropri- 
ate bill for it, I suppose it makes very little difference practically 
whether it goes on this bill or the sundry civil bill; and the reason 
may be good that they need the money at once for the work if the 
work is to be done at all. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; and the amend- 
ments made in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time, 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


WRECK OF THE HURON, 


The bill (H. R. No. 1746) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck 
of the United States steamer Huron, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. BECK. I ask unanimous consent to have that bill passed at 
the present time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length. 

Mr. SARGENT. It is rather dangerous to pass bills without a ref- 
erence. Let the bill be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill at length. 

Mr.MORRILL. That bill embraces many contingencies that should 
be explained; and as the next session begins very soon, I suggest to 
the Senator from Kentucky that it is a very proper bill to be investi- 
gated by the Committee on Naval Affairs. We ought to know all 
about the facts, who is to blame, and whether those named here are 
all the officers who onght to be embraced in this relief or not. I 
therefore shall be compelled to object to its passage at this time. 

Mr. BECK. Let it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. MORRILL. No, the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BECK. Very well; I prefer that it should go there. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr.SARGENT. I think that isa proper reference ; but I do not wish, 
as I am chairman of that committee, speaking with the present light, 
that the Committee on Naval Affairs shall presume, without definite 
instructions of the Senate, that it is to consider all the causes that 
led to the wreck of this vessel. That would involve the necessity of 
sending for persons and papers, &c. I do not think it is necessary 
with the full light that has been thrown upon this matter in the pub- 
lic press that that should be.done. The first impression of the press 
and perhaps of the public mind was that a vessel old and unsea- 
worthy, improperly repaired or otherwise crippled, had been sent to 
sea and, unable to withstand the natural influence of the winds and 
the waves, had been destroyed ; and a great deal of very unjust and 
unwholesome criticism, and even abuse, was heaped on the late Sec- 
retary of the Navy because it was supposed these things had hap- 
pened, Subsequent information, however, and careful examination 
show that this vesse], for some reason or other not explained, was out 
of its course, was so running that it struck upon a dangerous shoal, 
that in a terrible tempest with the sea running mountain high the ves- 
sel struck upon this shoal and went to pieces, the sea breaching com- 


pletely over her, carrying her masts overboard. 
washed from decks. 
spars were momentarily submerged into the water and then lif 
again until life was extinct in their bodies. 

No vessel, no matter how built, no vessel that ever was built, would 
stand for an hour in such a position as that vessel was placed in after 


Her seamen were 
Those that lashed themselves to the remaining 


it struck the shoal. On the other hand, if the vessel had not so 
strock the shoal, but had kept in deep water, there would have been 
no trouble at all in weathering the storm, bad as it was, and in mak- 
ing a prosperous voyage. 

have alluded to the first impression that was created in the public 
mind, and how it has been dissipated. Some papers at once assumed 
the worst against the recent administratiog of the Navy Department, 
and gave this case as an instance of the results produced by corrup- 
tion and maladministration. Sore-headed naval officers, with cow- 
ardly incognito, gave out opinions degrading to their late superiors ; 
or some miscreants used that incognito wis ind no right to it. But 


as the survivors came from the wreck and the real fac 
known, these suspicions, slande:s, and innuendoes were shown to } 

baseless, and the press did justice to the facts and public o te a 
became changed and now exonerates the late administration re a ' 
Navy Department. The vessel was exceptionably strong, its mar 
ery perfect, and its builder and the Government were in no y 
a Such a showing should be a warning to all anonymous 

erers, 

I repeat, all this should be a lesson to those censorious persons yw 
at once imagine the worst that can be said of any public officer sal 
in office or heretofore in office, who has had a duty to perform whe; 
an accident happens which perhaps was inevitable, and who prowpt : 
say that it was on account of his criminal carelessness or some othe; 
quality of that kind. i 

Unless we have specific instructions from the Senate we of th. 
Naval Committee do not desire to investigate these matters, for | 
think the public mind, and I have no doubt the mind of the Senate 
is fully satisfied that this was an accident which, either from varia 
tion of the compass or on account of the dense fog prevailing, too) 
the vessel too near the shore and threw it upon a shoal where the 
vessel was inevitably wrecked. 

Mr. MORRILL. Of course we all know what we have seen in the 
papers about this matter, and I made no suggestion in the way of 
criticism either on the present or past officers of the Navy Depart. 
ment; but it seemed to me that on a bill of this importance we 
ought to have official information in relation to the facts, and esje- 
cially as some of the facts are not already ascertained, as is admitted 
by the bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. I think myself the bill should be referred, | 
should like to make one additional remark showing the strengt) 
of that vessel. I used the phrase, “The vessel had gone to pieces.” 
I am told she has not gone to pieces yet. She is s0 strony that she 
has stood up to the present time, and the assistant engineer testilied 
that one hour after this vessel was on the sands and had keeled over, 
the engines were kept going and were capable of keeping the vesse! 
free from water. If any better test could be made of the strength of 
the engines and the strength of the vessel, I do not know it. 

Mr. HOWE. The Senator makes a very good case showing that it 
was not the fault of the ship. Does he make as clear a case to show 
that it was not the fault of seamanship? 

Mr. SARGENT. I do not wish to have the duty devolved upon me 
to determine whether Captain Ryan, who was a gallant man, and the 
other men who perished with him, were in fault in their seamanship 
or not. That, P think, is a useless inquiry. If any lesson is to lx 
learned from it, I think it may be learned without any congressional 
investigation, But I wish to say that I believe, as the result of re- 
flection and observation upon my part for several years past, that our 
present system of education in the Navy is not adapted to the teach- 
ing of practical seamanship. I think that we get admirable theoret- 
ical knowledge but much less practical seamanship than we ought to 
have, and while it is so we are liable to such accidents. 

Mr.MORRILL. May I suggest to the Senator from Calfornia that, 
as I have understood, there was a deficiency in the appropriation for 
life-saving stations on the coast, and they were so very remote that 
they were inaccessible at the time of the wreck, so that there was 
a a fair opportunity for the vessel or the parties on board to be 
saved 

Mr. SARGENT. I noticed the statement of some gentlemen in the 
papers in reference to that, and it is correct so far as it goes. If itis 
incorrect in any respect, it is not in perhaps stating that the life-say- 
ing service, as it was with the signal service for years, is a growing 
service, and while the amount appropriated for the current fiscal 
year is a little more than it was for the previous fiscal year, still the 
increase of the appropriation was not up to the necessary increase of 
the service. I hope it will be hereafter. I think that is the only 
deviation from the exact facts left in that statement. I ask for the 
reference of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order has already been made. The 
bill has been referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


REAR ADMIRAL REYNOLDS. 


Mr. HOWE. I wish to make a report. The Committee on Foreign 
Relations to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 5) 
authorizing Rear Admiral William Reynolds of the United States 
Navy to accept certain presents tendered him by Kings of Siam, has 
instructed me to report it back ; and at the request of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CAMERON, ] as the resolution is very short 
and is entirely unobjectionable, I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the joint resolution was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate, ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHANGE OF NAME OF A VESSEL. 


Mr. CONKLING. One of the Senators from North Carolina is very 
much interested in a bill in my hand, which I have the authority of 
the Committee on Commerce to report favorably. I report the | 
(8. No. 65) granting a new register to the schooner Carteret, with au 
amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. ; 

There being no objection, the Seuate, as in committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 
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The amendment reported from the Committee on Commerce was 
t atrike out all after the word “to,” in line 4, and insert : 

‘ allow the owner of the schooner now or lately called the Minnie, now being 
“ees eet Hollywood, North Carolina, of American ownership and license, to change 
: 1 ame to that of Carteret. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was coneurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 2 . : 

O, motion of Mr. CONKLING, the title was amended so as to read : 
«4 pill to change the name of the Minnie to Carteret.” 




































ALBERT TOWLE. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate take up for consideration 
the bill (8. No. 53) for the relief of Albert Towle, postmaster at Bea- 
trice, Nebraska, which passed the Senate at the last session. There 
is areport in connection with the bill. — " ; 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. , z . 

It proposes to appropriate $175 to reimburse Albert Towle, post- 
master at Beatrice, Nebraska, for stamps stolen from the post-oflice 
at that place on the night of October 25, 1869. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. WITHERS. Is there a report of a committee recommending 

e bill ? 
~ PADDOCK. There is a unanimons report. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. . 

JAMES D. HOLMAN. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of Senate bill No. 290. I called it up the other morning, but at 
the instance of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Davis] it was laid 
aside to enable further examination to be made. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (8. No. 290) for the relief 
of James D. Holman, 

Mr. KERNAN. Is there a written report with that bill? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state to the Senator from New York and 
to the Senate that there is a written report which has been printed 
and which is very voluminous. 

Mr. KERNAN. Let the bill lie over until we can look at if. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I called this bill up some ten days ago, and at 
the instance of the Senator from Illinois I permitted it to go over 
in order to enable him and the Senate to examine the report. Since 
that time I am advised by the Senator that he has examined it care- 
fully, and is satisfied withit. I will state that the report is made up 
principally of the opinions of the Judge-Advocate-General and the 
Secretary of War which give approval to this claim, and it has re- 
ceived the careful attention of the Committee on Claims, and is re- 
ported unanimously by that committee. 

Mr. KERNAN. When were the improvements taken ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state to the Senator from New York that 
the improvements were taken very many years ago, some twenty-five 
years ago; and from the neglect of the War Department to estimate 
the value of the improvements the matter has been postponed from 
time to time, and that is why I call it up now. It is indeed a very 
hard case, and, as I say the claim has received the sanction of the 
Judge-Advocate-General and the Secretary of War and the unani- 
mous approval of the Senate Committee on Claims, I hope my friend 
from New York will not ask that it be postponed. 

Mr. KERNAN. Is it a Senate bill ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. A Senate bill. 

Mr. KERNAN. As I understand, the Senator from Illinois has ex- 
amined this matter. I do not happen to knew about it myself. I 
shall not interpose. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. This is an old claim growing out of a res- 
ervation at the mouth of the Columbia River. This man had a large 
amount of property there; and he has a lawful claim if the Govern- 
ment had not appropriated it in the way of a reservation. That was 
(one a great many years ago, and he persistently used every endeavor 
that he could to get the Government to appraise the value of his 
property taken for publicuse. It wasneverdone. The only question 
about this case I should think would be the amount. It is variously 
estimated from $20,000 to $30,000. I thought the amount in the bill 
was a little too high, and yet I cannot say that it is. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The committee considered that point and put 
the amount $5,000 less than the maximum. 

Mr. KERNAN. I make no objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 
he motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 


sideration of executive business. After two hours and fifty-three 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and, on 























































the Senate adjourned until ten o'clock a. m. Monday, December 3. 
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motion of Mr. CONKLING, (at six o’clock and twenty minutes p. m.,) 


e) 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, December 1, 1877. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


W. P. HARRISON. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPpson, one of its clerks, in- 


formed the House that the Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested, a joint resolution 
of the following title: 


A joint resolution (H. R. No. 48) in relation to the international in- 


dustrial exposition to be held in Paris in 1878. 


INFRINGEMENT OF PATENTS. 
The SPEAKER. The unfinished business of yesterday is the mo- 


tion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BakER] to suspend the rules 
and pass ¢ penenesee and resolution which will be read by the Clerk. 
i 


The Clerk read as follows: 
W hereas it is alleged that in many parts of the country farmers, mechanics, and 


other classes of business and laboring men are harassed with suits for damages 
and claims for royalties by persons claiming that patents h»ld by them are in- 
fringed by the employment of many articles and implements necessary in common 
use, among the farming and industrial classes, which are essential to the snecess- 
ful prosecution of their various pursuits, which have been and are being purchased 
in open market and used by them in good faith and in ignorance of such alleged 
infringement: Therefore, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Patents be, and it is hereby, instructed as soon 


as practicable to report to the House a bill which shall probibit the bringing or 
maintenance of suits for damages, for any infringement of a patent against any 
person who purchases for his own use, and not for salo or barter to another, any 
article or implement in market, unless at the time he purchased the same he know 
that it infringed some existing patent. 


The SPEAKER. On this motion the yeas and nays have been 


ordered. 


Mr. WOOD. I suggest to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BAKER] 


that as there is evidently no quorum present he had better let his 
resolution be referred directly to the Committee on Patents. 


Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I cannot consent to do that. 

Mr. WOOD. Then you will effect nothing to-day. 

Mr. VANCE. I would like to say—— 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order pending a motion to sus- 


pend the rules. 


Mr. VANCE. I ask unanimous consent to say a few words in 


reference to this subject. 


Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I have no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object. 

Mr. HALE. As there is evidently no quoram now present 
The SPEAKER. That will be developed on the eall of the yeas 





and nays. 


Mr. HALE. Would it be in order now to move a recess until some 


time Monday forenoon ? 


TheSPEAKER. A motion fora recess is not in order pending a 


motion to suspend the rules ; and, besides, less than a quorum cannot 
take a recess. 


Mr. HALE. That is not very new to me. [Laughter.] 
Mr. STEELE. Is it not in order to move an amendment to this 


resolution ? 


The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. STEELE. Iam sorry for it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BAKER? 
to withdraw his motion ; there is evidently not a quoruin present. 

The SPEAKER. It is not yet known that there is not a quorum 
present. 

Mr. BLAIR. I withdraw my objection to the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] making a statement. 

Mr. VANCE. I merely wanted to say that this subject is now 
before the Committee on Patents, and we propose to consider it and 
report upon it at a very early day; and to do what is proper in the 
premises. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. There is no evidence, so far as I know, 
that the consideration of the committee will be favorable; and I 
feel it important to the interest of the laboring masses that the com- 
mittee should Le peremptorily instructed by the House in this par- 
ticular. [Cries of “ Regular order !”] 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 113, nays 43, not 
voting 135; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bagley, John H. Baker, William H. Baker, Bayne, Bisbee, 
Blackburn, Bland, Boone, Brogden, Browne, Buckner, Burchard, Burdick, Butler, 
John W. Caldwell, W. P. Caldwell, Calkins, Campbell, Chalmers, Rash Clark, 
Clymer, Cobb, Cole, Crittenden, Cummings, Horace Davis, Deering, Denison, 
Dickey, Dougias, Dunnell, Durham, Dwight, Eickhoff, Elam, Ellsworth, Felton, 
Fort, Frye, Fuller, Gardner, Garfield, Garth. Gause, Gibson, Giddings, Hale, Ham- 
ilton, Henry R. Harris, Hartzell. Haskell, Hatcher, Hendee, Henderson, House, 
Humphrey, Hungerford, Ittner, John 8S. Jones, Joyce, Keightley, Kenna. Kimmel, 
Knott, Lathrop, Ligon, Loring, Luttrell, Marsh, Martin, McGowan, McKenzie, 
Money, Monroe, Morgan, Muldrow, Norcross, Overton, Pacheco, Pace, Patterson, 
Phillips, Pound, Price, Pridemore, Randolph, Rea, Reagan, Reed, Milton S. Robin- 
son, Ryan, Sampson, Schleicher, Sinnickson, Slemons, Springer, Stephens, Stewart, 
Joseph C. Stone, Swann, Thornbargh, Throckmorton, Tipton, Turner, Van Vorhes, 
Welch, Michael D. White, Whitthorne, Alpheus S. Williams, Charles G;. Williams, 
Jere N. Williams, Richard Williams, and Willits—113. 


NAYS—Messrs. Bacon, Bell, Bicknell, Bragg, Briggs, Camp, Conger, Cook, Jacob 


D. Cox, Cravens, Cutler, Dibrell, Eden, Joho H. Evins, Forney, Franklin, Goode 


Gunter, Hardenborgh, Hartridge, Hazelton, Goldsmi.b W. Hewitt, Hubbell, James 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Taylor Jones, Maish, Manning, Morrison, Powers, Rainey, Riddle, Robbins. Scales 


William E. Smith. Steele, Stenger, Tucker, Vance, Waddell, Walker, 
Albert S. Willis, and Wood—43 


NOT VOTING— Meaara. Aiken, Aldrich, Atkins, Ballon. Banks, Banning, Beebe. 
Benedict, Blair, Bliss, Blount. Bouck, Bord, Brentano, Brewer. Bridges, Bright, 
Bundy, Cabell, Cain, Condler, Cannon, Carlisle, Caswell, Chittenden, Claflin, Alvah 
A. Clark, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, Collina, 
Covert, Samuel 8S. Cox, Crapo, Culberson, Danford, Darrall, Davidson, Joseph J 
Davis, Eames, Ellis, Errett Newton Evans, James L. Evans, Ewing. Field, Fin- 
ley, Foster, Freeman, Glover, Hanna, Harmer, Benjamin W. Harris, John T. Har- 
ris, Harrison, Hart, Hayes, Henkle. Henry, Herbert, Abram 5S. Hewitt, Hiscock, 
Hooker, Hunton, Hunter, James, Frank Jones, Jorgensen, Keifer, Kelley, Ketcham, 
Killinger, Knapp, Landers, Lapham, Leonard, Lindsey, Lock wood. Lynde, Mackey, 
Mayham, McCook, McKinley, McMahon, Metcalfe, Mills, Mitchell, Morse, Maller, 
Neal, Oliver, O'Neill, Peddie, Phelps, Pollard, Potter, Pugh, Quinn. Reilly, Ameri- 
cus V. Rice, William W. Rice, Roberts, Robertson, George D. Robinson, Ross, 
Sapp, Sayler, Sexton, Shallenberger, Shelley, Smalls, A. Herr Smith, Southard, 
Sparks, Starin, John W. Stone, Strait, Thompson, Amos Townsead, Martin I. 
Townsend, Richard W. Townshend, Turney, Veeder, Wait, Walsh, Ward, Watson, 
Harry White, Andrew Williams, James Williams, Benjamin A. Willis, Wilson, 
Wren, Wright, Yeates, and Young—135 

So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the resolution was adopted. 

During the roll-eall the following announcements were made : 

Mr. LIGON. The gentleman from Tilinois, Mr. HARRISON, is paired 
with the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. Sapp, on all questions. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. The gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Soutn- 
ARD, is paired with the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. PoLLaRD. 

Mr. HOUSE. My colleague, Mr. ATKINS, is detained at his room 
by sickness. 

Mr. DICKEY. My colleague, Mr. FINLEY, is paired on all ques- 
tions with Mr. Rick, of Massachusetts 

Mr. SCALES. My colleague, Mr. YEATES, is detained from the 
House by indisposition. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Iam paired on all questions with 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. Crapo. Ido not know how 
he would vote on this question. I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. WADDELL. My colleague from North Carolina, Mr. Davis, 
is absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. WOOD. My colleague, Mr. CovERT, is paired with the gentle- 
man from Ohio, Mr. Foster. My colleague, Mr. Hart, is absent, 
and I understand is paired. My colleagues, Mr. Hewitt, of New 
York, and Mr. James, are paired. My colleague, Mr. MULLER, is de- 
tained from the House by sickness. My colleagues, Mr. MaynHaM 
and Mr. STARIN, are paired. 

Mr. BLAIR. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. HARMER, is 
paired with the gentleman from New York, Mr. BeeBr; the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, Mr. KILLINGER, with the gentleman from 
New York, Mr. Potter; and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
FREEMAN, with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Rice. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. I desire to announce that the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut, Mr. Wart, is paired with the gentleman 
from Virginia, Mr. Harris. 

Mr. HAMILTON. My colleagues, Mr. Sexton and Mr. HANNA, are 
absent by leave of the House. If present, they would probably vote 
“ay” on this question, although I am not authorized so to state. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam paired on all political questions with the gentle- 
man from Virginia, Mr. HuNnToN. Not regarding this as a political 
question, I bave voted. 

Mr. OVERTON. I desire to announce that my colleagues, Mr. 
THompson and Mr. REILvy, are paired; and my colleague, Mr. 
MITCHELL, is paired with the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. CRITTEN- 
DEN, 

Mr. BACON. Iam paired on all political questions with my col- 
league from New York, Mr. WILLIs; but not considering this as such 
a question, I have voted. 

Mr. NORCROSS. My colleague, Mr. Roprnson, is paired with the 
gentleman from Ohio, Mr. BANNING. My colleague, Mr. Rice, of 
Massachusetts, is paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
EVANS, is paired with his colleague, Mr. COLLINS. 

Mr. GUNTER. I wish to state that I am paired with Mr. Warr, 
of Pennsylvania, on all political issues. Not regarding this as one of 
that character, I have voted. 

Mr. CLYMER. On all political questions, my colleague, Mr. A. 
Herr SMIvH, is paired with the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. BLOUNT, 
both of them being absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD. My colleague, Mr. Kercuam, is paired with 
the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. LYNDE. 

Mr. COLE. I am paired with Mr. Jonrs, of New Hampshire, on 
all political subjects. Not regarding this as such a subject, I vote 
“ay.” The gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. WaRD, is paired 
with the gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. Davis. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. WOOD submitted the following resolution for final adjourn- 

ment, on which he demanded the previous question : 


Resolved, (the Senateconcurring,) That the President of the Senate and the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives be, and they are eae! directed to adjourn their 
respective Houses, without day, at three o'clock p. m. this day. 

Mr. BROWNE. Let me say a word before the previous question is 
seconded, 

Mr. WOOD. I would rather not. 


The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the resolution was adopted. 
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Mr. WOOD moved to reconsider the vote by which the 


was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsix 
on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


resolution 
ler be laid 


SURVIVORS OF THE HURON, 
Mr. KNOTT. I move to suspend the rules and pass the fo]! 
bill. P 
The Clerk read as follows: 
An act (H. R. No. 1746) for the relief of the snfferera by the wreck of th, t 
States steamer Huron. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United s 
America in Congress assembled, as follows : 

Section 1. That to reimburse the survivors of the officers and crew of the (yi: 
States steamer Huron, wrecked off the coast of North Carolina on the yor 
the 24th of November, 1#77, for the losses incurred by them respectively 
wreck, there shall be paid, out of any money in the Treasury of tho Unite 
not otherwise appropriated, the following sams, namely : : 

To William P. Conway, master, $1,000. 

To Lucien Young, ensign, $1,000. 

To Robert G. Denig, assistant engineer, $1.000 

To Edgar T. Warburton, cadet engineer, $1,000; and the following-named spr 
vivors of the crew of said vessel, namely: Patrick Kane, Michael Trainor Jo« ph 
Marphy, William McHugh. Michael Kennedy, Frank Watts, Peter Dug Fred. 
erick Hoffman, William L. Houseman, Robert Sampson, Michael Durkin |) 
nique O'Donnell, Auguat Lindgrist, Daniel Devoy, J. J. Robertson, Dennis Deas 
Samuel Clark, John E. Holland, John Collins, W. W. Brooks, Harry W. A yee 
Daniel Burgan, Frank May, Harry Nelson, Thomas Price, Antoine Willjquys 
Joseph Hynes, Thomas Carley, E. P. Trainer, Edward Aaronburg, $100 cach 

Sec 2. That the widow, or child, or children, and in case there be no widow. child 
or children, then the parent or parents. and if there be no parents the brothers apa 
sisters, of the officers, seamen, marines, and othersin the service who wer 
in the wreck of said steamer Huron, shall be entitled to and receive, out of any 
money in the Treasury of the Enited States not otherwise appropriated 
equal to twelve months’ sea pay of their respective deceased relations afor: 
addition to the pay duc ts the said deceased up to and including the day of 
of said vessel : 


Sec. 3. That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they ; 
hereby, authorized and directed to settle, upon principles of justice and equity. + 
accounts of the officers, sailors, marines, and othera on board the said vesse) wher 
wrecked, and to assumo the last quarterly return of the paymaster of said vesse! 
as the basis of computation of the subsequent credits to those on board to the date 
of such loss, if there be no evidence to the contrary. And if, upon a settlemen: of 
the accounts of C. N. Sanders, late passed assistant paymaster of the United Siates 
Navy, who was lost on said vessel, with all his accounts and vouchers for ex). 
itnres and payments made by him, and with all the money, stores, and supplica 
procured for the said vessel, any sum shall be found due from him, the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized and required toa 
him a credit therefor. 

Mr. WADDELL. I should like to see the bill amended before it is 
passed. Itseems to make no provision forCaptain Guthrie and the life- 
saving crew who were lost and who are as much entitled to relief as 
apy others. 

The SPEAKER. Is the motion to suspend the rules and pass, or 
suspend the rules to consider the bill ? 

Mr. KNOTT. It is to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I hope it will be modified to consider instead of 
to pass the bill, for while wo may all vote for this measure of relief 
we ought not to be asked to pass at once a bill making an appropria- 
tion of money without some consideration. 

Mr. KNOTT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a few words by way of 
—— of this bill, and hope there wili be no objection to it. 

‘here was no objection. 

Mr. KNOTT. Scarcely one week has elapsed, Mr. Speaker, since 
we were thrilled with horror by the intelligence of the loss of the 
Huron, and we will never forget how our hearts went out iv sympa- 
thy to the relatives of the gallant men who went down ip that fear- 
ful wreck, nor our supreme gratification upon tho safety of those 
who under Divine Providence were so fortunate as to reach the shore 
with their lives. This bill, however, is not an appeal to the sympa- 
thies of this House; it merely affords this Congress an opportunity 
to do an act of simple justice that will meet with a cheerful response 
in the heart of every genuine American. The Huron was oflicered 
by a number of the most gallant and accomplished young men in out 
Navy who had dedicated themselves to the service of their country, 
and whose only resources in life were their own energy, their talents, 
their patriotism, their courage, and the magnanimity and the justice 
of their Government. 

Of that company of choice spirits there were but four survivors. 
Of two of them, Mr. Denig and Mr. Warburton, I know but little; | 
only know from the accounts given of them by their generous com- 
rades that they were young officers of exceptional merit. With the 
history of the other two survivors, however, I am somewhat more 
familiar. Master Conway has been in the service eleven years with- 
out leave of absence for a solitary day; and wherever the post of 
duty has been, there he has been found. During that term of service 
he had justly earned the reputation of being one of the most brilliant, 
courageous, and efficient young officers as well as one of the very 
best navigators in our Navy. swe 

Mr. Young has been nine years in the service without intermission. 
He has already been complimented by general orders from the De- 
partment which have been read upon the quarter-deck of every vessel 
in the service for deeds of heroism that would adorn the brightest 
page of chivalry, and his coolness and courage, as well as his gener- 
ous devotion to his suffering shipmates in their supreme hour of peril 
and distress during this terrific disaster, has added fresh laurels to lis 
youthful brow. a ae 

For these young officers the bill provides an appropriation silp'y 


owing 
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oM®eient to refarnish them with an outfit. The sum asked for each 
si hem, | am assured, will be barely sufficient for that purpose. The 
posta sation of the bill also provides for the payment of $100 to each 
ving seamen, which I am informed will about cover 
he actual loss that each one of them sustained. 
"These are the provisions of the bill so far as the survivors are con- 
seeds ‘a bare sufficiency to reimburse the sailors and perhaps less 
aaa a sufficiency to reimburse the officers for their actual loss. In 
~ uthough cast ashore utterly destitute of everything on earth, all 
: t these gallant young officers ask at the hands of their Government 
is simply to be refurnished with an outfit suitable to the service to 
vchich they have devoted their lives. 

The second section of the bill provides for the grief-stricken rela- 
tives of those whose lives were quenched forever by the remorse- 
ines waves. For this there are many precedents. Many gentlemen 
around me can perhaps call them to mind. Under similar cireum- 
stances in 1848 a bill was passed for the relief of the relatives of those 
who were lost on the brig Somers, the precise language of which I 
have copied in the second section of this bill. That precedent was 
followed in 1853 in the case of the brig Washington and again in 
i-54 in the case of the Grampus and again in 1870 in the case of the | 
Oneida, which was run down in the early part of that year near the 
coast of China, and it affords me pride and pleasure to say to the 
credit of the American Congress that each of these bills was passed | 
with an almost unparalleled unanimity. 

There is one further section providing for the settlement of the | 
accounts of the men and officers—the records and papers of the ship 
having been lost in the wreck—simply requiring the accounting | 
ofticers of the Treasury to settle those accounts upon the principles | 
of equity and justice, assuming as a basis the last report of the pay- 
master, if there shall be no official evidence hereafter discovered. 
These, sir, are the facets, and I hope that the bill will pass this House 
without one solitary dissenting voice. 

Mr. HALE. Will the gentleman allow me to make a suggestion ? 

Mr. KNOTT. With pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. It has reference to one single word in the bill. The 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. KNotr] has drawn the bill, as I see, 
iu accordance with precedents and provides for settling the accounts 
on the basis of the last report of the paymaster, if there shall be no 
official evidence to the contrary hereafter discovered. I am informed 
in the Navy Department that the last account of the paymaster of 
the Haron is of a date not later than last June; and, as many papers 
may have been lost that are essential to him and his representative 
in the settlement of the account, let me suggest to the gentleman 
that he strike ont the word “ official ;” so that the paymaster or who. 
ever represents him may have the benefit of any evidence that may 
be obtained. 

Mr. KNOTT. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The modification will be made as suggested. 

Mr. KNOTT. I will say to the gentleman from Maine that it 
occurred to me when I drew the bill that possibly that word had | 
better be left ont, and in drawing it as I did I simply followed the 
precedents, as he has suggested. 

Mr. HALE. In this case the reason is that the account goes so far 
back. I wish to say that I hope the bill will be allowed to pass 
without dissent, for it is an eminently proper and just thing. The 
gentleman from Kentucky has followed the precedents, and it is 
right that we should thus remember both the dead and the living. 
All the cirenmstances of the loss of the vessel I understand are being 
investigated by the Navy Department. The gentleman has very 
Wisely not gone into anything of that kind. 
Mr. GARFIELD. With the permission of the gentleman from 
Keutucky, I will say just one word. While I think we ought at 
some time to enact a general law providing for all such cases, I do 
not desire to oppose that suggestion to action on this bill. But I 
wish to suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky that there were 
several seamen drowned from a surf-beat while attempting to save | 
those who were perishing. I think this bill might include those also. 

Mr. KNOTT, 1 will say to the gentleman from Ohio that it was 
an inadvertence of my own that those names were not inclnded, and | 
nothing could please me better than to see the bill amended in that 

respect. If the gentleman will prepare an amendment and include | 
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these men, I will gladly accept it. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I did not hear the bill read in its details, 
but judging it by its general object and purport, as explained by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, it certainly has my sympathy and will 
recelve my support. I desire, however, in secking the floor at this 
moment, to ask the gentleman’s attention to the existing law in re- | 
lation to the loss of clothing. The existing law provides for allow- 
lng and paying— 


: To each person, not an officer, employed on a vessel of the United States, sunk 
. otherwiee destroyed, and whose personal effects have been lost, a sum not ex. 
‘veding $60. In the event of the death of the person this sum is to be paid to his 


proper legal representatives. 
: Now, I wish to ask whether the sum sought by the gentleman from 
\entucky to be appropriated in this bill is an addition to this pro- 
Vision of law, 

Mr. KNOTT. It is to take the place of that. It is intended to | 


retmburse these persons for their losses and will replace everything 
1a the existing law. 
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Mr. WHITTHORNE. I do not desire at all to antagonize the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. KNorr.] I did not 
know, and I do not know as yet, whether the details of this bill 
would be in addition tothe provision already made by law or not. 
If it simply includes that provision and goes to the extent of the 
proposition made by the gentleman, I nevertheless shall support the 
proposition made by him. I know of no class of persons who should 
receive the sympathies of the Representatives of the American people 
more than those men who peril their lives for the interest, the name, 
and the honor of the United States. It is a tribute which should be 
readily rendered, if it is to be called a tribute rather than an act of 
justice. I trust it will receive no opposition from any quarter. 

Mr. BUTLER. With the permission of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Knott] I desire to say a word or two to the House. The 
event is one which is not now to be discussed, as to whether there 
were any or what causes of blame. The investigation which always 
inthe Navy Department follows the going of a ship on shore, whether 
there be loss or not, will from a professional point of view show 
exactly where blame. if any, is to be placed. It would not become 
us here in advance of that investigation to undertake to determine 
any such question. 

It is sufficient for us to know that a United States vessel left a port 
upon the call of duty, and then in a storm the lives of its officers and 
crew were lost. It would seem to me that there is no claim that can 
be made upon the Government more just, more to be encouraged. 
Let these men who go down to the sea in ships, in defense of the 


| rights and the honor of their country, understand that Congress will 


encourage claims where losses are suffered by them in the line of their 
duty. Therefore I hope there will be no dissenting voice to this 
proposition. 

I rise principally to second what my friend from Ohio [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD] has brought to the attention of the House, that is: what is 
due to the gallant life-saving men who came forward as volunteers, 
because they were not required, they were not bound to be, nor ex- 
pected to be at their stations until the lst of December in accord- 
ance with the regulations of the revenue marine department which 
has that matter in charge. Therefore they were not to blame for 
not being there. They came forward voluntarily and at the risk of 
their lives nndertook to save these drowning sailors. In that attempt 
some of them lost their lives. I trust my friend from Ohio [Mr. 
GARFIELD] has drawn an amendment, as he indicated, to cover their 
losses also and to give something to their families. 

I want also to call the attention of the House to a fact which 
seems to be patent, that if the life-saving stations had been manned 
a great part of this loss of life in all human probability would have 
been prevented. And when we come to discuss that service and the 
necessity of having it on the great lakes and on the shores of tho 
ocean, I trust we shall see to it that such an appropriation is made 
as will enable the officers having thisservicein chargeto keep themen 
there during every portion of the year when storms are likely to arise. 

Now, I want to say another thing in justice to the last Congress ; 
that is, that never since the life-saving service has been in operation 
have the men engaged in that service gone on duty earlier than the 
Ist of December. It was in consequence of no difference in the ap- 
propriations made by the last Congress that they were not on duty at 
the time this catastrophe occurred, but it was in accordance with the 
generalrule. Blame should fall where blame is due and credit should 
be given where credit is due. I have investigated this matter, liv- 
ing upon the coast, and I have obtained some information in regard 
to it. I have felt bound to say this much in justice to all concerned. 

Mr. WADDELL. I believe there was but one member of the life- 
saving service lost; he was Captain J. J. Guthrie, a native of my 
State. The others who were lost with him were the crew of the 
wrecking- vessel. 

Mr. GOODE, I desire to say bnt a word. I sympathize most 
heartily and cordially with the proposition of my friend from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. KNotT] and hope it will meet with the unanimous ap- 
Bat I regret exceedingly that in drafting the 
bill the gentleman did not go further, and include in its provisions 
the cases of the gallant Captain Guthrie, of the life-saving station, 
and his heroic crew. 


I represent the city in which Captain Guthrie resided. I am relia- 


| bly informed that as soon as the news of the wreck of the Huron 
| reached the city of Norfolk Captain Guthrie immediately exerted 


himself to raise a crew to go to the scene of the disaster. He went 


| in the wrecking-vessel B. & J. Baker, and, in the attempt to save 


the lives of a portion of the crew of the Huron who were then sur- 
viving, Captain Guthrie and five of his crew perished in the waters. 


| It seems to me it would be unfortunate for this House to make any 


provision for the survivors of the Huron or their families without 
including also the families of Captain Guthrie and his crew. 

These men of the Huron lost their lives in the line of duty. The 
heroic Guthrie and his men lost their lives for the sake of hnmanity. 
They responded to that tonch of humanity which makes all the 
world kin. I hope the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, GARFIELD] has 
drawn up the amendment which he indicated awhile ago, and that 
it will be agreed to by the House. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I move an amendment to the second section of 
the bill, to come in where it is recited that “ the widows of officers,” 
&c., to insert “ and also of Captain Guthrie, of the Coast Survey ”—— 
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Mr. GOODE. Of the life-saving station; put in “Captain J. J. 
Gathrie, of the life-saving service.” 

Mr. GARFIELD, (after a pause.) I move to insert “and also of 
Captain J. J. Guthrie, of the life-saving station,and of those seamen 
who were lost from the vessel B. & J. Baker in an attempt to save 
those on board the Huron.” That, I believe, will put those men, so 


far as their widows and families are concerned, in the same category | 


with the crew of the Huron. 

Mr. TUCKER. As I understand the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD,] it provides only for the seamen who 
were lost. 

Mr. GARFIELD. 


Captain Guthrie and the seamen. 
Mr. TUCKER. 


I understand that in company with the crew were 


some who were not seamen, but citizens, and who lost their lives on | 


that occasion. I therefore suggest that the gentleman insert “ per- 
sons” instead of “ seamen.” 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have no objection to that modification. 

The amendment, as modified, was read, as follows: 


And also of Captain J.J. Guthrie, of the life-saving service, and of those per- | 
sons who were lost from the bark B. & J. Barker in an attempt to save those on | 


board the Huron. 
Mr. KNOTT. 
proposition. 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Knott to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, it was agreed to unanimously. 
Mr. KNOTT. I ask unanimous consent that the title of the bill be 
amended by adding the words “and for other purposes.” 
There being no objection, the title was amended accordingly. 


I accept that amendment as a modification of my 


FREEDMEN’S BANK. 


Mr. CHALMERS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1747) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase cer- 


tain properties of the Freedmen’s Bank, situated in Washington, | 


District of Columbia, and in Jacksonville, Florida, for the use of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CHALMERS. I ask unanimous consent that this bill, with an 
accompanying document, be printed in the Recorp. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill and the accompanying communication are as follows: 


A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to buy certain properties of tho | 


Freedman’s Bank situated in Washington, District of Columbia, and in Jackson- 
ville, Florida, for the use of the United States. 


SECTION 1. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America, in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to purchase for the use of the United States 
all those lots and parcels of ground, with the buildings and improvements thereon 
situated in Washington, District of Columbia, on Pennsylvania avenue, between 
Fifteenth and Fifteen-and-a half streets, and belonging to the Freedman’s Savings 
and Trust Company, and that ho pay for the same out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That heshall not pay more than the sum 
of $125,000 for the same. 

Sec. 2. Be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to purchase for the use of the United States all 
those lots and parcels of ground, with the buildings and improvements thereon, 
situated in Jacksonville, Florida, and known as the banking-house property of the 
Freedman's Savings and Trust Company, and that he pay for the same eut ef any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That he shall not 
pay more than the sum of $40,000 for the same. 


OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS OF THE 
FREEDMAN’'S SAVINGS AND TrUsT COMPANY, 
Washington, D. C., June 17, 1876. 

Str: We have repeatedly, both verbally and in writing, endeavorid to call the 
attention of Congress to certain real estate, the property of the Freedman's Sav- 
ings and Trust Company, with a view to its purchase by the Government. 

The real estate referred to consists of the west half of lot 3, lots 4, 5, 6, 7, and 
part of lot 8, in square 221, in this city, extending 186 feet 10 inches on Pennsylva- 
nia avenne and 146 feet on Fifteen and.a-half street. It contains 21,654 square feet 
of ground, and is improved by a four-story, basement, and mansard-roof, seneca- 
#tone-front, fire-proof building, a large two-story frame, and a three-story brick 
dwelling. 

The upper stories of the first-named building, known as the Freedman's Bank 
Building, and which covers 62 feet 11 inches on Pennsylvania avenue by a depth 
of 110 feet, (less than one-third of the entire ground,) are now leased to the Gov- 
ernment for the sum of $17,000 per annum, and three of them are occupied by the 
Department of Justice, The fourth story is almost entirely vacant, and would 
doubtless accommodate one or two of the bureaus of the Treasury now occupying 
rented premises. 

This property is not only in every way adapted for the uses of the Government, 
but the Government is greatly in need of it, and its purchase will be gladly recom- 
mended by the honorable the Secretary of the Treasury. 


It was erected with a special view to its extension, and if extended (which can | 


be done at a moderate cost) would, in addition to the Department of Justice, ac- 
commodate all the outside bureaus of the Treasury Department, including the 
Second Auditor's office. It is offered at the low figure of $325,000. 

No cheaper nor more eligible property can be secured by the Government for 
the purposes indicated, and as its purchase by the Government would enable us 
within a very short time to declare and pay to the unfortunate depositors of this 
company another dividend of 20 per cent., we most earnestly urge upon your com- 
mittee and Congress speedy and favorable action, both as a matter of economy for 
the Government and of charity for the unfortunate creditors of the bank. 

The payment of another dividend at this time would prove of great assistance 
to these people; it would relieve much distress and suffering. encourage them to 
renewed frugality, inspire them with hope, and at the same time hasten the final 
settlement of the affairs of the company. 

We have also a three-story brick and mansard-roof building in the city of Jack- 
sonville, Florida. which we are informed would readily accommodate all the Fed- 
eral offices in Jacksonville, including post-office, custom house, and the United 
States courts, and which is in all respects the best property for that purpose that 
can be found in Jacksonville. This can be bought for $40,000. 


| cure suitable electrical instruments and cause the same to be placed in t} 





In this connection we commend to your favorable consideration the 
submitted to the United States Senate by Ex-Senator John Scott, of P; 
to issue 5 per cent. bonds for a sufficient sum to purchase the property 

The bonds would sell very readily at par, and the interest on the bonds es 
to purchase the entire two properties would be far less than the amount... 
ernment is at present paying on account of rents for the offices whi: h th mo tan 
building in this city alone would accommodate. we Dan 

We have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servants 

JOHN A. J. CRESWEL] 
ROBT. PURVIS _— 
R. H. T. LELPOLD, 


Commissioner, 


prop. 


sition 
nnsy 


‘Vania 


Hon. B. B. Doveras, 


Chairman Investigating Committee Freedman's Savings and Trust Comy, = 
pany 


ELECTRICAL ANNUNCIATORS FOR THE HALL. 
Mr. POUND. I move to suspend the rules for the consider 
the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the architect of the Capitol be, and he is hereby, directo: 


ation of 


i to pm. 


. . : his Hall ; 
early as practicable, with such arrangements and connections as to enable menm\. = 


and officers of the House to summon pages; the number and arrangements to 
approved by the Speaker ; provided, that such instruments so dnly placed st 1 
be ae peouaes , and together with all labor and other expenses shal] pot = 
to exceed the sum of $2,000; the same when duly aadited to be paid from the oo; 
tingent fund of the House. > 


Mr. POUND. If it be proper, pending the motion to suspend the 
rules—— 


Mr. FRANKLIN. I wish to say that the Committee on Pyb)ic 


Buildings and Grounds have now under consideration a proposition 
It has been referred to the subcommittee and wil! 


similar to this. 


| be reported soon. 


Mr. POUND. I wish to explain to the gentleman from Missouri 


| (Mr. FRANKLIN] that before the House proceeds to the consideration 
| of this resolution I desire to yield that the chairman of the suleom- 


mittee may make his report, which I understand is ready. [ wil 
put this inquiry-to the Chair: If the rules are suspended, may I then 
yieid for the gentleman to make that report ? 

The SPEAKER. If the rules are suspended for the consideration 
of the resolution, the gentleman will have one hour in his own 7ight, 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Pouxp} 
will modify his motion so as to provide merely that the rules be sus- 
pended to allow the report of the subcommittee to be made | think 
there will be no objection. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I think this is altogether unnecessary haste. 

Mr. WOOD. An experiment of precisely this kind was tried here 
fifteen years ago and was a failure. 

Mr. POUND. J accept the suggestion of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, {Mr. SPRINGER. ] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to allowing the gentleman to 
modify his motion in the manner stated? The Chair hears none. 
The question is now on the motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
that the rules be suspended to enable the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to report upon the subject indicated in the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I hope the rules will not be suspended. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not now in order. It will be if the 
rules are suspended for the consideration of the subject. 

The motion of Mr. PouND, as modified, was not agreed to; there 
being ayes 49, noes not counted. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. GOODE. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill to remove the disabilities imposed by the third section of the fourteenth 
article of the amendments to the Constitution of the United States. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in 
Congress assembled, (two-thirds of each House concurring thercin,) That all disabili- 
ties imposed and remaining upon any person by virtue of the third section of the 
fourteenth article of the amendment of the Constitution of the United States be, 
and the same are hereby, removed; and each and every person is hereby forever 
relieved therefrom. 

Sec. 2. When any person from whom disabilities are removed by this act shall 
be elected or appointed to any post or office of honor or trust under the Govern 


| ment of the United States, he shall take the oath prescribed by section 1757, title 


19, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, or such other official oath as may 
be hereafter prescribed in such cases by any future act of Congress. 

Mr. GOODE. Mr. Speaker, that bill passed unanimously in the 
Forty-third Congress. 4 

The SPEAKER. There does not seem to be two-thirds voting in 
favor of the suspension of the rules. 

Mr. GOODE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ‘ 

Mr. GARFIELD. Does this bill make provision for application 00 
the part of those who are to receive this favor? If not, it certainly 
should contain such a provision before it is passed. It would thea 
meet with less objection. 

Mr. GOODE. There is no such clause contained in the bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Then there ought to be. No man should be re- 
lieved of disability except upon his own petition filed in due form. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I sugest to the gentleman from Vit- 
ginia to include that provision. 

Mr. GOODE. I will include the provision suggested by the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 
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Mr. GARFIELD. The provision should be on application filed by 

1. warty who desires it with the Attorney-General. ; 

NL. FORT. Is debate in order? I object to everything out of 
— HALE. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enforce the regular order. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. 
tion when objected to after the yeas and nays have been ordered is 
"7 ‘es COEAKER. The Chair suggests to the gentleman from Vir- 
ania to withdraw his proposition and renew it in a modified form. 
The Chair understands the gentleman from Indiana objects to any 
moditication of the bill. . : , ; ; 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Yes, sir, I object to any modification. 

The SPEAKER. Why? 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Because the yeas and nays were called 
and ordered on the motion to suspend the rules. 

” The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests to the gentleman the Dill 
be withdrawn and then renewed as modified. 

Mr. HALE. Is that in order? ie 

The SPEAKER. It is any time before a decision. 

Mr. HALE. With due deference to the Chair, I have never known 
any such thing to be done. 

The SPEAKER. 
yotore. 

Mtr HALE. Objection under the rules lies in the mouth of any 
semmber. 

m The SPEAKER. And it lies in the mouth of the Chair to suggest 

the mode by which business shall proceed harmoniously. 

Mr. HALE. It lies in the mouth of any member to make objection, 
and the Chair knows it to have been done before. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has given to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana the privilege of objection, and has also suggested to the gentle- 
man from Virginia the mode by which his bill may pass, perhaps by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. I object that it cannot be withdrawn when the yeas 
and nays have been ordered on the motion to suspend the rules and 
ASS It. 

lhe SPEAKER. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. 
nays ordered ? 

The SPEAKER. They were. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I understood they were only demanded. 

The SPEAKER. A sufficient number rose for that purpose and the 
Chair declared, there being no objection, the yeas and nays were 
ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

40. After a motion is stated by the S 


The Clerk will read Rule 40. 


I] desire to make an inquiry. Were the yeas and 


ker, or read by the Clerk, it shall be, 


deemed to be in the possession of the House; but may be withdrawn at any time | 


before a decision or amendment. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say he has no feeling on the 
subject but simply wished to indicate to the gentleman from Virginia 
the manner in which he could secure the passage of his bill through 
the Honse unanimously. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly it could be done by unanimous consent. 


It seems to me if the Clerk will read the rales in reference to the yeas | 


and nays it will be found that I am right in my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Until the yeas and nays have been called and the 
result announced there is no decision. The very words of the rule 
give the gentleman from Virginia the power he has proposed to exer- 
cise under the suggestion of the Chair. 

Mr. HALE. It seems to me clear after the yeas and nays have 


been ordered the Chair can recognize nothing but that the call of the | 


yeas and nays proceed. 

The SPEAKER. 
from Virginia could reach his desired modification, and that is to move 
to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt with the assistance of the Chair the 
gentleman from Virginia will get out of any scrape he may have got- 
ten into. (Laughter. 

The SPEAKER. The object of the Chair is to execute the rules 
with perfect fairness, and if he has been found fault with at all it 
has been for leaning toward his political opponents. [Langhter. ] 

Mr. HALE. It is a very good fault on the part of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is anxious to be perfectly fair. 

Mr. GOODE. I withdraw my proposition. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I rise to a motion to suspend the rules. 

rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Gooner] is ree- 
ognized for a motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. GOODE. I move that the rules be suspended to enable me to 


introduee and the House to pass a bill to remove the disabilities im- | 


posed by the third section of the fourteenth article of the amend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States. 
Tbe bill was read, as follows : 


_ Beit enacted, de., (two-thirds of each House concurring therein.) That all disabili- 

~ imposed and remaining upon any person by virtue of the third section of the 

varteenth article of amendments of the Constitution of the United States upon 

= application in writing to the Attorney-General by any person under such disa- 

flowed thas be removed, and each and every person shall be thereby forever re 
R rom. 


Suc. 2. Whenever any person from whom disabilities are removed by this act 


. 


I rise to a point of order, that modifica- 


The Chair has never known such an objection | 


There is still another way in which the gentleman | 
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shall be clected or appointed to any a or office of honor or trust under the Gov- 
ernment of the United States he shall take the oath prescribed by section 1757 of 
title 19 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. or such other official oath as 
may be hereafter prescribed in such cases by any future act of Congress. 


Mr. CALKINS. Is an amendment to the bill in order? 

The SPEAKER. An amendment is not in order. 
suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 4 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 99, nays 52, not vot- 
ing 140; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Bicknell, Bisbee, Blackburn, Boone, Bragg, Brogden, Buck- 
ner, Burchard, Cain, John W. Caldwell, W. P. Caldwell, Chalmers, John B. Clark, 
| jr.. of Missouri, Clymer, Cobb, Cook. Jacob D. Cox, Cravens, Culberson, Cutler, 
Dibrell, Dickey, Douglas, Durham, Eden, Eickhoff, Elam, Ellis, Ellsworth, John 
H. Evins, Ewing, Feltov, Forney, Franklin, Fuller, Garth, Ganse, Gibson, Gid- 
dings, Glover, Goode, Familton, Hardenbergh. Henry R. Harris, Hartridge, Hart- 
| zell, Hatcher. Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Hooker, House, Ittner, James Taylor Jones, 
| Jorgensen, Kenna, Kimmel, Knott, Lathrop, Ligon, Luttrell, Maish, Manning, 
| Marsh, Martin, McKenzie, Money, Morison, Muldrow, Oliver, Pacheco, Pride- 
more, Rainey, Reagan, Riddle, Robbins, Robertson, Sayler, Scales, Schleic her, 
Singleton, Slemons, William E. Smith, Springer, Steele, Stewart, Swann, Thorn- 
burgh, Throckmorton, Richard W. Townshend, Turner, Vance, Waddell, Walker, 
Warner, Whitthorne, Alpheus S. Williams, Jere N. Williams, Albert $8. Willis, 
and Wood—9y9. 

NAYS—Messrs. John H. Baker, William H. Baker, Rayne, Blair, Boyd, Briggs, 
Browne, Burdick, Butler, Calkins, Campbeli, Rush Clark, Conger, Cummings, 
Horace Davis, Deering, Denison, Dunnell, Gardner, Garfield, Hale, Maskell, IHa- 
zelton, Hendee, Hubbell, Humphrey, Hunter, John S. Jones, Joyce, Keightley, 
Lindsey, McGowan, Monroe, Norcross, Overton, Page, Patterson, Phillips, Price, 
Randolph, Reed, Milton S. Robinson, Ryan, Sampson, Sinnickson, Joseph C. Stone, 
ao Van Vorhes, Welch, Michael D. White, Charles G. Williams, and Wil 
its—52. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Aiken. Aldrich, Atkins, Bacon, Bagley, Ballou. Ranks, 
Banning, Beebe, Benedict, Bland, Bliss, Blount, Bouck, Brentano, Brewer, Bridges, 
Bright, Bundy, Cabell, Camp, Candler, Cannon, Carlisle, Caswell, Chittenden, 
Ciatlin, Alvah A. Clark, John B. Clarke of Kentucky,Cole, Collins, Covert, Samuel 
S. Cox, Crapo, Crittenden, Danford, Dar rall, Davidson, Joseph J. Davis, Dwight, 
Eames, Errett, I. Newton Evans, James L. Evans, Field, Finley, Fort 
Freeman, Frye, Gunter, Hanna, Harmer, Benjamin W. Harris, John T. Harris, 
Harrison, Hart, Hayes, Henderson, Henkle, Henry. Herbert, Abram S. Hewitt, 
Hiscock, Hungerford, Hunton, James, Frank Jones, Keifer, Kelley, Ketcham, Kil 
linger, Kuapp, Landers. Lapham, Leonard, Lockwood, Loring, Lynde, Mackey, 
Maybam. McCook, McKinley, McMahon. Metcalfe, Mills, Mitchell, Morgan, Morse, 
| Muller, Neal, O'Neill, Peddie, Phelps, Pollard, Potter, Pound, Powers, Pugh, Quinn, 

Rea, Reilly, Americus V. lice, William W. Rice, Roberts, George D. Robinson, 
Ross, Sapp, Sexton, Shallenberger, Shelley, Smalls, A. Herr Smith, Southard, Sparks, 
Starin, Stenger, Stephens, John W. Stone, Strait, Thompson, Amos Townsend. Mar 
tin I. Townsend, Tucker, Turney, Veeder, Wait, Walsh, Ward, Watson, Harry 
White, Andrew Williams, James Williams, Richard Williams, Benjamin A. Wil 
lis, Wilson, Wren, Wright, Yeates, and Young—140. 


So (two-thirds not having voted in favor thereof) the rules were 
not suspended. 

During the call of the roll the following announcements were made: 

Mr. HOUSE. My colleague from Tennessee, Mr. ATKINS, is de- 
| tained from the House by sickness. If present, he would vote “ay.” 
| My colleague, Mr. YouNG, is also absent for the same reason. If 
present, he wonld vote “ay.” 

Mr. STENGER. On all political questions I am paired with my 
colleague from Pennsylvania, Mr. O'NEILL, As gentlemen on the 
other side seem to regard this as a political question, I decline to 
vote, If Mr. O'NEILL were present, 1 would vote ‘‘ ay.” 

Mr. LIGON, The gentleman from Illinois, Mr. HarkrIson, is paired 
with Mr. Sapp, of Iowa, on all questions. If present, Mr. HARRISON 
would vote “ay.” 

Mr. DICKEY. My colleague from Ohio, Mr. FINvry, is paired 
with Mr. Rice, of Massachusetts. If Mr. FINLEY were present, he 
would vote “ay.” Ido not kuow how Mr. Rick would vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. On all political questions I am pa:red with Mr. 
CaswELL, of Wisconsin. If he were present, I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. CLYMER. On all political questions my colleague from Penn- 
| sylvania, Mr. Smirn, is paired with Mr. BLount, of Georgia, If 

present, Mr. BLoUNT would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. SCALES. My colleague from North Carolina, Mr. YEATES, is 
detained from the House by indisposition. My colleague, Mr. Davis, 
is absent by leave of the House. If present, both would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. GUNTER. lam paired with Mr. Wuite, of Pennsylvania. If 
he were here, I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. WILSON. I am paired with Mr. Crapo, of Massachusetts. I 
do not know how he would vote on this proposition. If he were 
present, I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. 


The motion is to 


Foster, 


My colleague, Mr. HERBERT, is absent on 
account of sickness. If he were present, he would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. TUCKER. My colleague from Virginia, Mr. HUNTON, is paired 
on all political questions with the gentleman from Maine, Mr. Fryer. 
If he were present, Mr. HUNTON would vote “ay.” My colleague, Mr. 
CABELL, is paire@ with Mr. MCKINLEY, of Ohio, on all political ques- 
tions. If Mr. CaBELL were present, he would vote “ay.” In return 
for a like courtesy some time ago extended to me I am paired with 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. LAPHAM. If he were present, I 
would vote “ay.” Iam not aware how he would vote. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Upon all political questions I am 
paired with Mr. BREweRr, of Michigan. I shall decline to vote, as 
| Mr. BREWER is not present, although I do not know how he would 
vote if present. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. FREEMAN, of Pennsylvania, is paired with Mr. 
Rice, of Ohio, on all political questions. Mr. Harmer, of Peunsyl- 
vania, is paired with Mr. Beebe, of New York, on all political ques- 
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tions. Mr. KiLumGcer, of Pennsylvania, is paired with Mr. PoTrer, 
of New York. Iam not informed how any of these gentlemen would 
vote on this question. 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. My colleague, Mr. Sarr, is necessarily de- 
tained from the House by illness. 

Mr. POWERS. Upon all political questions I am paired with Mr. 
Canuis_e, of Kentucky. If he were present, Mr. CARLISLE would 
vote “ay” and I should vote “no.” 

Mr. NORCROSS. Mr. Ropinson, of Massachnsetts, is paired 
with Mr. BANNING, of Ohio. Mr. Ricr, of Massachusetts, is paired 
with Mr. FINLEY, of Ohio. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. 
with Mr. Sparks, of Illinois. 
with Mr. Harnis, of Virginia. 

Mr. STEWART. I am paired with Mr. Davipson, of Florida, 
upon all political questions. If he were here he would probably vote 
“ay.” I have taken the responsibility of voting “ay.” 

Mr. CAMP. Upon all political questions I am paired with my col- 
league from New York, Mr. Benepicr. If he were here, he would 
vote “ay.” I would vote “no.” 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. My colleague from New Jersey, Mr. Ross, 
is detained from the House. If he were here, he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. FRYE. Iam paired with Mr. Hunton, of Virginia. If he 
were present, I would vote “ no.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. 
absent by leave of the House. 
“no.” 

Mr. POUND. Upon all political subjects I am paired with my col- 
league from Wisconsin, Mr. Bouck. If he were present, I presume 
he would vote “ay.” I should vote “no.” 

Mr. OVERTON. My colleague from Pennsylvania, Mr. MITCHELL, 
is paired with Mr. CRITTENDEN, of Missouri. If they were both 
present, Mr. MircnE yi would vote “no.” My colleagues, Mr. THoMp- 
8ON and Mr. Remy, are paired. Were they both present, Mr. 
‘THOMPSON would vote “no” and Mr. Reivy, I suppose, would vote 
Cay.” 

Mr. BROWNE. My colleagues from Indiana, Mr. Sexton, Mr. 
Evans, and Mr, Hanna, are absent by leave. If they were present, 
they would each vote “ no.” 

Mr. HUNGERFORD. I am paired with my colleague from New 
York, Mr. Hart. Ile would probably, if here, vote “ay” and Ishould 
vote “no.” My colleague, Mr. KETCHAM, is paired with Mr. LYNDE, 
of Wisconsin. 

Mr. COLE. I am paired on all political questions with Mr. JoNEs, 
of New Hampshire, and therefore decline to vote. 

Mr. DWIGHT. I am paired with Mr. Lockwoop, of New York. 
If present, he would vote “ay” and I should vote “no.” 

Mr. WILLITS. I desire to state that Mr. Stonr, of Michigan, is 
paired with Mr. Knapp, of Illinois, on all political questions. Mr. 
STONE is absent by leave of the Tlouse. 

Mr. DUNNELL. 1! will state that my colleagne, Mr. Stralt, is 
absent by leave of Ul House, and that he is paired with the gentle- 
man from Missonm, dir. Rea. How he would vote I do not know. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. My colleague, Mr. AIKEN, is absent, 
and is paired with Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York; if present, he would 
vote “ ay.” 

Mr. FORT. I desire to state that I am paired with Mr. CLARK, of 
Missouri; probably, if he were present, he would vote “ay.” I there- 
fore decline to vote. 

Mr. BACON. When my name was called I voted “ay,” and was 
very glad to vote so; but Iam paired with my colleague, Mr.WILLIs, 
who is absent, and I dare to say that he would vote the same way as 
myself; but Iam not assured of that fact, and I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I have voted under the impression that Mr. 
MITCHELL was present, and I therefore withdraw my vote. I pre- 
sume that, if he were here, he would vote “no;” I should certainly 
vote “ay.” 

Mr. BLAND. Iam paired with Mr. CLAFLIN, of Massachusetts. I 
do not know how he would vote if he were present; but I should 
vote “ ay.” 

Mr. BRAGG. 
paired with Mr. Ketcnam. If they were present, Mr. LYNDE would 
vote “ay” and Mr. KetcHam would vote “no.” 

Mr. REA. I desire to state that I am paired with Mr. Stratt, of 
Minnesota, on all political questions, and as this may be considered 
a political question I decline to vote. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. My colleague, Mr. CLARK, is absent by 
leave of the House. If here, he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. WOOD. My colleague, Mr. Hant, stated to me before leaving 
the city that he was paired with another colleague of mine, Mr. HUN- 
GERFORD, and I would ask if Mr. I1UNGERFORD’Ss vote is recorded? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that it is recorded in the 
negative, although the Chair is not certain that he voted. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD. I voted under the impression that Mr. Hart 
was present, but now withdraw my vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


JAMES CLEMENTS. 


Mr. HAMILTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 1748) for the relief of 
James Clements; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


Iam paired on all political questions 
Mr. Wait, of Connecticut, is paired 


My colleague, Mr. CASWELL, is 
If he were present, he would vote 


I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. LYNDE, is | 
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Mr. WOOD. I desire to offer the resolution which I sey, 
| Clerk’s desk, and if there be objection to it, 1 move that the ; 
| suspended for its immediate passage. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be anthor 
doorkeeper or assistant messenger, to be paid ont of tho co 
House of Representatives, who shall receivo the 
to the messengers appointed by the Doorkeeper. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution should be sent to the Commit 
of Accounts. : 

Mr. WOOD. But 1 ask unanimous consent for its immedia 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I do not wish to object, but I cannot see the 
necessity for the adoption of such a resolution. 

Mr. WOOD. The committee cannot transact its business without 
a clerk, and the committee have duties to perform that require they 
should have some officer of this character. It was the unanimous 
wish of the committee on both sides that the resolution should pass 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Then I withdraw my objection. = 

No further objection being made, the resolution was agreed to, 

Mr. WOOD moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PAY OF A MESSENGER. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, by unanimous consent, offered the 
following resolution; which was read, and referred to the Commit 
tee of Accounts, and ordered to be printed : 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be, and he is hereby, directed to pay out 
of the contingent fund under his control, to William M. Patten, $100, as pay for 
his services as messenger at the north door for the month of October, 1s77.. ~ 


JOHN FOLGER. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also, by unanimons consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1749) granting a pension to John Folger; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM C. PARKER. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1750) granting a pension to William C. Parker: 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEGAL TERMS. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 1751) to be entitled “An act to define the 
meaning of certain legal terms ;” which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 


1 to the 
ules be 


ized to emplor 
notingent fund a i 
same Compensation as is pow paid 


vee 


te adop- 


SURVEY OF THE KANKAKFE RIVER. 


Mr. CALKINS, by unanimous consent, offered a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 60) for asurvey of a part of the Kankakee River, and mak- 
ing an appropriation therefor; which was read, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

THEODORE D. WILSON. 

Mr. HALE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1752) for the relief of Naval Constructor Theodore D. Wilson, of the 
Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES H. MAMILTON. 


Mr. SAYLER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1753) for the relief of James H. Hamilton; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

J. M. HINES. 

Mr. VANCE, by unanimous consent, offered the following resoln- 
tion ; which was read, and referred to the Committee of Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is hereby 
instructed to pay J. M. Hines the sum of $90.67, for services as messenger of the 


House of Representatives from January 10, 1877, to March 4, 1877, and from Ucto- 
ber 15 to November 1, 1877. 


SELMAR SEIBERT. 


Mr. BURDICK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1754) for the relief of Selmar Seibert; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHANGE OF NAME OF PORT. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move that the rules be suspended so as to dis- 
charge the Committee on Commerce from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 237) to change the name of the port of entry of 
the district of the Téche, in Louisiana, from Brashear to Morgan 
City, that it may be put upon its passage now. 

The bill was read. It provides that the name of the port of entry 
of the Teche district in the State of Louisiana be, and hereby 's, 
changed from Brashear to Morgan City. ; 

Section 2 provides that the act shall take effect from and after its 


passage. : 
Mr. CONGER. I desire to know if that bill changes the locality 
of the port of entry ? 
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Mr. DUNNELL. No. Iwill say to the gentleman that the name 
Mr. NN Sabai | . Sime a : “Tens | 
¢ “Brashear” has been changed to Morgan City, and the object of | 
this pill is to make the name of the port in harmony with the change | 
of name. The bill is recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

: rhe question was put; and (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspendec and the bill was passed. 

GROWTH OF TIMBER ON PRARIE LANDS. 


Mr. STEWART, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1705 to amend the acts approved March 3, 1273, and March 13, 1874, 
to encourage the growth of timber on western prairies; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lauds, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTIAN SCHMIDT. 


Mr. TIPTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1756) granting a pension to Christian Schmidt ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MEASUREMENT OF VESSELS. 


Mr. HUBBELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 1757) relating to vessels not propelled by steam or sail; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

PERE MARQUETTE, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. HUBBELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
Rt. No. 1758) to appropriate money for the erection of a keeper's 
dwelling at the light-house at Pere Marquette, Michigan; which was 
read afirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

STANNARD’S ROCK, LAKE SUPERIOR. 


Mr. HUBBELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1759) to appropriate money for the erection of a light-house 
and steam fog-signal at Stannard’s Rock, Lake Superior; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merece, and ordered to be printed. 

PENT WATER, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. HUBBELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1760) to appropriate money for the erection of a keeper's 
dwelling at the light-house at Pent Water, Michigan; which was read 
a tirst and second time, referred to the Commitiee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL W. ABBOTT, 

Mr. HUBBELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1761) for the relief of Samuel W. Abbott, postmaster at Me- 
nomonee, Michigan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REUBEN GOODRICH. 


Mr. HUBBELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1762) for the relief of Renben Goodrich ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to 
be printed, 

L’ANSE AND VIEUX DE SERT INDIANS. 


Mr. HUBBELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1763) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to invest in the 
bonds of the United States the unexpended balance of the money 
appropriated to the L’Anse and Vieux de Sert bands of Lake Supe- 
rior; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MACKINAC, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. HUBBELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1764) to appropriate money for the erection of a station and 
steam fog-signal at Mackinac, Michigan; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

THOMAS PULLING. 


Mr. HUBBELL also, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1765) granting a pension to Thomas Pulling, of Big Rapids, 
Mecosta County, Michigan ; which was read a first and second time, 
— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 

SAINT MARY'S FALLS CANAL. 


Mr. HUBBELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1766) to appropriate money for continuing the improvement of 
the Saint Mary’s River and Saint Mary’s Falls Canal ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MANISTEE, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. HUBBELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1767) to appropriate money for continuing the improvement of 
the harbor at Manistee, Michigan; which was read a first and second 


time, seepnp to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed, 





LUDINGTON, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. HUBBELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. | 
R. No. 1768) to appropriate money for continuing the improvement of | 
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the harbor at Ludington, Michigan; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 


PENT WATER, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. HUBBELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1769) to appropriate money for continuing the improvement of 
the harbor at Pent Water, Michigan; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLEVOIX, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. HUBBELL also, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 1770) to appropriate money for the improvement of the harbor at 
Charlevoix, Michigan; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


EAGLE HARBOR, LAKE SUPERIOR, 


Mr. HUBBELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (1H. 
R. No. 1771) to appropriate money for continuing the improvement of 
Eagle Harbor, Lake Superior; which was read afirst and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ONTANAGON, MICHIGAN, 


Mr. HUBBELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 1772) to appropriate money for cont'nuing the improvement of 
the harbor of Ontanagon, Lake Superior; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

TOMER R. PARISH. 

Mr. HENDERSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H.R. 
No. 1773) for the relief of Homer R. Parish; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MIRIAM V. KENNEY. 

Mr. FORT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1774) granting a pension to Miriam V. Kenney; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EMBEZZLEMENT BY AGENTS AND ATTORNEYS. 

Mr. GUNTER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
1775) to punish embezzlement by agents and attorneys; which was 
read a first aud second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. DOUGLASS. 


Mr. GUNTER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H.R. 
No. 1776) for the relief of James M. Douglass, of Arkansas; which 
was read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JACOB H. STARK. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, by unanimons consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 1777) for the relief of Jacob H. Stark; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REVISION OF THE TARIFF. 


Mr. MILLS. I move to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution 
which I send to the desk ; and upon that motion I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The Clerk read as follows : , 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be instructed to so revise the 
tariffas to make it purely and solely a tariff for revenue and not for protecting 
one class of citizens by plundering another. 

On the demand for yeas and nays there were—ayes 27, noes 56. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I call the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary that a quorum should vote. 
The yeas and nays can be ordered by one-fifth of those present. 

Mr. CLYMER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Is it competent now to move to adjourn, when 
we have passed a resolution for final adjournment at three o’clock 
to-day ? 

The SPEAKER. There may be contradiction in such action; but 
the House must regulate that, not the Chair. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. The gentleman can move for a recess if he 
chooses. 

Mr. CLYMER. I can move to adjourn too. 

The SPEAKER. There was no quorum voting on the last vote; 
and therefore a motion to adjourn or a motion for a call of the House 
are the only motions in order. 

Mr. MILLS. I move a call of the Honse. 

Mr. FORT. I move the House take a recess until ten minutes before 
three o’clock. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. 
on this proposition. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CLyMER that the 
House adjourn, it was not agreed to. 

Mr. CLYMER. I move that the House now take a recess — 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the motion for a recess is 
not in order pending a motion to suspend the rules. As to the ques- 


I hope we shall not take a recess until we vote 
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tion whether a quorum is present the Chair would say that the fact 
will develop itself on the call of the yeas and nays. The Chair has 
no other official and exact mode of finding out such a fact. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I move to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry: Did 
not the last vote disclose the fact that there was no quorum in the 
Hall? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause to be read the paragraph on 
which his decision as to the yeas and nays is based. 

The Clerk read as follows : 





* One-fifth of those present" has always been construed to mean one-fifth of 
those who vote on the question of ordering the yeas and nays regardless of the 
fact as to whether or not a quorum is present. 

Mr. CLYMER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the mo- 
tion to adjourn was negatived. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot recognize as in order a motion 
to reconsider the vote upon a question of adjournment. 

Mr. FORT. The gentleman means to reconsider the vote by which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. That would be in order. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
motion to lay this resolution on the table. 
order ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not recognize that motion as in 
order. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CLYMER,] as the 
Chair understands, moves to reconsider the vote by which the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to Jay that motion on the table, and on that 
I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. REAGAN. [raise the point that upon the question which the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CLYMER] moves to reconsider he 
voted in the negative and that he has no right to make the motion 
to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. Where there is no record of a vote, it is usual to 
recognize any gentleman as entitled to make the motion to reconsider. 

The Clerk will read a paragraph from the rules touching the ques- 
tion before the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I made a 
Is not that motion in 


— apter of the yeas and nays ora refusal of the yeas and nays may be recon- 
sldecrec 

Mr. MILLS. What then if that be reconsidered ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks a majority could reconsider, but 
then the gentleman’s right to call for the yeas and nays again would 
be valid. 

Mr. MILLS. And then could that again be reconsidered? Could 
a majority of the House reconsider that vote? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides not; it could not be reconsid- 
ered twice. The Chair would say if the House refuses to reconsider 
of course the question would recur on taking the vote by yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. EDEN. Would not the same number that called for the yeas 
and nays defeat the motion to reconsider ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks a majority will have to recon- 
sider. The remedy is a plain one, for if the reconsideration is carried 
the gentleman from Texas or any other member can again demand 
the veas and nays and one-fifth of those present is sufficient to order 
the yeas and nays. It would not be in order to again reconsider, as 
in that event motions to reconsider could be made interminably. The 
Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

According to uniform practice, when a motion to reconsider has been passed in 
the affirmative, the question immediately recurs upon the question reconsidered. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I desire to make another parliamentary 
inquiry, and that is, if a majority should vote in favor of reconsider- 
ing the question which has been passed upon and the whole number 
of votes recorded for and against it are less than a quorum of the 
House, whether or not it could be carried? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman rose and made a question there 
was not a quorum voting, then under the rules the only two motions 
in order would be to adjourn or that there be a call of the House. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania now moves to reconsider the vote 
by which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the Constitution gives to one-fifth of the 
members of the House the right to order the yeas and nays, can it be 
that the right to reconsider and take from that one-fifth the right to 
demand the yeas and nays is vested in a bare majority? 

The SPEAKER. The right of one-fifth of those present to call for 
the yeas and nays is a constitutional right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider is under the rules, and, 
as has been read at the desk, the question would immediately recur 
upon the call for the yeas and nays again, and one-fifth would be 
suflicient to call forthem. The motion to reconsider under the rules 
gives the House opportunity to change its mind in reference to order- 
ing the yeas and nays, if that be the wish of the House. That is the 
reason for the rule. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 

The SPEAKER. 


I understand that. 
If a motion to reconsider were carried the 
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question would again recur on ordering the yeas and nays. » 

. a : », ays, and, if 
one-fifth of those present voted in the affirmative, under tie Conat 
tution they would have the right to order the yeas and nays. 1 a 
Chair would rule in such a case that a second motion to reconside 
would not be in order. ‘zi 

Mr. CAMPBELL. On the motion to reconsider I demand tho Veaa 
and nays. ites 

Mr. BURCHARD. I raise the question that it is not in order ;, 
have the yeasand nays on the motion to reconsider the vote | ‘ 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The motion on which the yeas and nays are do. 
manded is the motion to reconsider. : 

Mr. BURCHARD. But the motion to reconsider is the yo 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois think that on 
a motion to reconsider any member has not the right to demand the 
yeas and nays? 

Mr. BURCHARD. I do not think such a right exists in reference 
to reconsidering the vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is sorry to disagree with the gentle. 
man, and he will refer him to the provision of the Constitut 
Article 1, section 5, paragraph 3, provides— 

Each House shall keep a journal of its proceedings, and from time to time publish 
the same, excepting such parts as may in their judgment require secrecy — , 
And then come the words to which the Chair particularly calls atten 
tion— 
and the yeas and nays of the members of either House on any question shall, at the 
desire of one-fifth of those present, be entered on the Journal. 

The question is on the motion to reconsider, and on that motion the 
yeas and nays have been demanded. 

Mr. MORRISON. If the Constitution provides that it is the right 
of one-fifth of those present to call for the yeas and nays, can the 
rules of the House undo that right? 

The SPEAKER. lt is for the House to determine the question, 
Under the rules a motion to reconsider is in order, and the reason for 
the rule is, if there should be a mistake it can be corrected, or if the 
House should change its mind it has the right to do so. 
of the House only produce a temporary delay in such case. 

Mr. MORRISON. Can the rules undo the Constitution tempora- 
rily? 

The SPEAKER. The rules of the House cause only a temporary 
delay. The right to demand the yeas and nays is unimpaired, for, if 
one-fifth of the members present still desire the yeas and nays on the 
proposition, the yeas and nays will have to be taken. Reconsidera- 
tion only affords opportunity to the House under the rules to take 
more deliberate action. The reason for the rule is a good one, and 
there is no evil which gentlemen on either side have not the remedy 
for. The question is on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; more than one-fifth voting in 
favor thereof. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 34, nays 110, not 
voting 147; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesars. Bagley, John H. Baker, Browne, Burchard, Cain, Camp, (ly 
mer, Cook, Jacob D. Cox, Cummings, Cutler, Deering, Eickhoff, Frye, Harden 
bergh, Hubbell, Hunter, Ittner, Maish, Marsh, Monroe, Oliver, Page, P! 8 
Powers, Price, Reed, Milton 8. Robinson, Ryan, Sampson, Tipton, Michael D) 
White, Whitthorne, and Wren—4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bacon, Bayne, Bell, Bicknell, Blackburn, Blair, Bland, Boone 
Boyd, Bragg, Briggs, Brogden, Buckner, Bardick, John W. Caldwell, W. P. Cald 
well, Calkins, Campbell, Carlisle, Chalmers, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri Rush 
Clark, Cobb, Cole, Conger, Cravens, Crittenden, Culberson, Horace Davis, Deni 
son, Dibrell, Dickey, Douglas, Dunnell, Darham, Dwight, Eden, Elam, Ellsworth 
John H. Evins, Felton, Forney, Fort, Franklin, Garth, Giddings, Glover, Goode 
Gunter, Hamilton, Henry R. Harris, Hartzell, Hatcher, Hendee, Henderson, House 
Hungerford, James Taylor Jones, John S. Jones, Joyce, Keightley, Kenna, Kim 
mel, Knott, Lathrop, Ligon, Lindsey, Luttrell, Manning, Martin, McGowan, Mc 
Kenzie, Mills, Money, Morgan, Morrison, Muidrow, Norcross, Overton, Patterson, 
Pridemore, Rainey, Randolph, Rea, Reagan, Riddle, Robbins, Robertson, Sayler 
Scales, Schleicher, Singleton, Sinnickson, Slemons, William E. Smith, Springer 
Steele, Thornburgh, Throckmorton. Richard W. Townshend, Tac er, Turner. 
Vance, Van Vorhes, Waddell, Walker, Charles G. Williams, Jere N. Williams, 
Albert S. Willis, and Willits—110. : 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Aiken, Aldrich, Atkins, William H. Baker, Ballou, 
Banks, Banning, Beebe, Benedict, Bisheo, Bliss, Blount, Bouck, Brentano, Brewer 
Bridges, Bright, Bundy, Butler, Cabell, Candler, Cannon, Caswell, Chittenden 
Claflin, Alvah A. Clark, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, Collins, Covert, Samuel $ 
Cox, Crapo, Danford, Darrall, Davidson, Joseph J. Davis, Eames, Ellis, Err tt I 
Newton Evans, James L. Evans, Ewing, Field, Finley, Foster, Freeman Faller 
Gardner, Garfield, Gause, Gibson, Hale, Hanna, Harmer, Benjamin W. Ilar 
John T. Harris, Harrison, Hart, Hartridge, Haskell, Hayes, Hazelton, Henk'e 
Henry, Herbert, Abram 8. Hewitt, Goldsmith W, Hewitt, Hiscock, Hooker. Hum 
phrey, Hunton, James, Frank Jones, Jorgensen, Keifer, Kelley, Ketcham, Kill 

str, Knapp, Landers, Lapham, Leonard, Lockwood, Loring, Lynde, Mackey 

avham, McCook, McKinley, McMahon, Metcalfe, Mitchell, Morse, Muller Neal 
O'Neill, Pacheco, Peddie, Phelps, Pollard, Potter, Pound, Pugh, Quinn, Reilly 
Americus V. Rice, William W. Rice, Roberts, George D. Robinson, Ross, Sapp 
Sexton, Shallenberger, Shelley, Smalls, A. Herr Smith, Southard, Sparks, Staro 
Stenger, Stephens, Stewart, John W. Stone, Joseph C. Stone, Strait, Swann, Thomp 
son, Amos Townsend, Martin I. Townsend, Turney, Voeder, Wait, Walsh, Ward 
Warner, Watson, Welch, Harry White, Alpheus S. Williams, Andrew Willi ame, 
James Williams, Richard Williams, Benjamin A. Willis, Wilson, Wood, Wright 
Yeates, and Young—147. 


The SPEAKER. On the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the yeas and nays were ordered, the yeas are 34 and the nays are 110. 

Mr. CLYMER. A quorum has not voted. . 

Mr. WOOD. I move that the House take a recess until ten o'clock 
on Monday morning. 


'Y Which 


te by 


lon, 


The rules 
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raises the point of order that the vote just taken discloses the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 7 ; 

Mr. CLYMER. I withdraw the point. 3 

Mr, WOOD. I have reason to believe that the Senate will not con- 
cur in our resolution of adjournment sine die. I therefore move that 
we take a recess until ten o’clock on Monday. Be: 

Mr. MILLS. I make the point that that motion is not in order 
w ithout a quorum. : : : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair considers that a motion to take a recess 
at this time is not iu order, because a motion is pending to suspend 


the rules and adopt the resolution of the gentleman from Texas, [ Mr. | 


Mius,}on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. _ : 
Mr. WOOD, A quorum not having voted, only two motions are in 
order; one for a eall of the House and the other to adjourn, , 
The SPEAKER. And the motion of the gentleman from New York 
is pot one of those two. ; : 
Mr. WOOD. I suggest at this stage of the session, in the present 
state of the business between the two Houses, nothing is left for us 
but to take a recess; and I make that motion in order to avoid the 


necessity of moving an adjournment or a call of the House. I hope | 


the gentleman from Texas will not insist on his point of order. 

Mr. MILLS. If the gentleman will agree to my resolution I will 
withdraw the objection to his present motion. Otherwise I must in- 
sist on the point of order. 

fhe SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order made by 
the gentleman from Texas that the motion to take a recess is not in 
order at this time, for the reason heretofore given by the Chair, 

Mr. CLYMER. I rise tomake a parliamentary inquiry. Lask the 


Chair if a motion to adjourn should prevail when would the House | 


? 
meet : 


t? 
The SPEAKER. On Monday. At twelve o’clock, because that is 
the hour fixed for our sessions. 

Mr. WOOD. I move that when the House adjourn to-day it be to 
meeton Monday at ten o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that that motion is not in order, 
because on the last vote the presence of a quorum was not developed. 

Mr. WOOD. Then if the gentleman from Texas persists in his 
nonsense L will move a call of the House. 

Mr. MILLS. I did not know it was democratic doctrine to call a 


proposition to have a tariff for revenue nonsense, and I am astonished | 


that the leader of the democracy in this House should so brand it. 

Mr. WOOD. The gentleman from Texas is on this occasion, as he 
usually is, unnecessarily excited. The Committee of Ways and 
Means will discharge its duty faithfully irrespective of that resolu- 
tion. It willin dae time report the results of their deliberation to 
this House, and I hope the gentleman from Texas will support the 
committee in what it reports. Meanwhile the committee requires no 
instructions of any kind in this matter. 

Mr. MILLS. If the gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] will 
report from the Committee of Ways and Meaus a measure of tariff 
for revenue only, I will support it; but I have yet to learn that the 
Committee of Ways and Means is the House, 

Several members ealled for the regular order. 

The question was taken on Mr. Woob’s motion; and upon a division 
there were—ayes 56, noes 19. 

So the motion was agreed to; and a call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Aiken, Aldrich, Atkins, Baglsy, Ballou, Banks, Banning, Beebe. Benedict, 
Bliss, Blount, Bouck, Brentano, Brewer, Bridges, Bright, Bundy,Cabell,Candler,Can- 
hon Caswell Chittenden, Claflin, Alvah A. Clark, John B. Clarke of Kentucl.y, Col 
lins, Covert, Samuel 8. Cox, Crapo, Danford, Darrall, Davidson, Joseph J. Davis, 
Eames, Ellis, Errett, I. Newton Evans, James L. Evans. Ewing, Field, Finley, 
Foster, Freeman, Hanna, Harmer, Benjamin W. Harris, John T. Harris, Harrison, 
Hart Hartridge, Hayes, Henkle, Henry, Abram S. Hewitt, Goldsmith W. Hewitt, 
Herbert, Hiscock, Hunton, James, Frank Jones, Jorgensen, Keifer, Kelley, Ketch- 
am, Killinger, Knapp, Landers, Lapham, Leonard, Lockwood, Lynde, Mackey, 
Mayham, McCook, McKinley, McMahon, Metcalfe, Mitchell, Morse, Muller, Neal, 
O'Neill, Peddie, Phelps, Pollard, Potter, Pugh, Quinn, Reilly, AmericusV. Rice, 
William W. Rice, Roberts, George D. Robinson, Ross, Sapp, Sexton, Shallenberger, 
Shelley, Smalls, A. Herr Smith, Southard, Sparks, Starin, Stephens, John W. Stone, 
Strait, Swann, Thompson, Amos Townsend, Martir. I. Townsend, Turney, Veeder, 
Wait, Walsh, Ward, Watson, Harry White, Andrew Williams, James Williams, 
Bevjamin A. Willis, Wright, Yeates, and Young. 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and sixty-eight members have an- 
swered to their names, which is more than a quorum. 

- MILLS. I move to dispense with further proceedings under the 
call. 

_ Mr. WOOD. Ihave no objection to suspending farther proceed- 
ings under the call and that the House sha‘! at once vote upon the 
proposition of the gentleman from Texas. 

lhe question was taken on Mr. MILLS's motion, and it was agreed to. 

8o further p' oceedings under the call were dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon the motion to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the resolution offered by the gentleman from 

‘Xas, upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered, and the 

will call the roll. 


_ The question was taken and there were—yeas 67, nays 76, not vot- 
Ing 148; as follows: 
Be EAS Mesers. John H. Baker, Bell, Bicknell, Blackburn, Bland, Boone, Bragg, 


Clark, jr., of Missouri, Cobb, Craveus, Culberson, Dibrell, Dickey, Douglas, Dar- 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. CLYMER] 


| Charles G. Williams. Richard Williams, Widits, Wood, and Wren—76 


| Eames, Ellis, Errett, 1. Newton Evans, James L 
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ham, Eden, Elam, Felton, Forney, Frauklin Fuller, Garth, Gause. Giddings 
Glover, Goode, Hamilton, Hartzell, Hatcher, House, James Taylor Jones, Kenna 
Knott, Ligon, Luttrell, Marsh, Martin, McKenzie, Mills, Morrison. Phillips. Prirte. 
more, Rainey, Reagan, Riddle, Robertson, Sayler, Scales, Singleton, Slemons, Will 
iam E. Smith, Springer, Steele, Throckmorton, Richard W. Townsend, Turnet 
Vance, Waddell, Whitthorne, Jere N. Williams, and Albert S. Willis —67 
NAYS—Messrs. Bacon, William I. Baker, Bayne, Bisbee. Blair, Briges, Bure hard, 
Burdick, Butler, Cain, Campbell, Rush Clark, Clymer, Conger, Cook, Jacob D Cox 
Cummings, Cutler, Horace Davis, Deering, Denison, Dunnell, Dwight, Eickhotf 
Ellsworth, John H. Evins, Gardner, Garticld, Gibson, Hale, Hardenbe r: Henry 
R. Harris, Haskell, Hazelton, Hendee, Henderson, Hubbell, Hunter Llumphrey 
Hungerford, Ittner, John S. Joucs, Joyee, Keightley, Lathrop, Lindsey 
Maish, McGowan, Monroe, Norcross, Oliver, Overton. Pacheco, Page, Patterson, 
Pound, Price, Randoiph, Reed, Robbins, Milton S. Robinson, Ryan, Sampson, Sin 


nickson, Stenger, Joseph C. Stone, Tipton, Van Vorhes, Welch, Michael D. Whit 


Vy 


soril 


NOT VOTING—Messrs. Aiken, Aldrich, Atkins, Bagley, Ballou, Banks, Ban- 
ning, Beebe, Benedict, Bliss, Blount, Bouck, Boyd, Brentano. Brewer, Bridges, 
Bright, Bundy, Cabell, Camp, Candler, Cannon, Carlisle, Caswell, Chalmers, Chit- 


| tenden, Clatiin. Alvah A. Clark. John B. Clarke of Kentucky, Cole, Collins, Cover ¢, 


Samuel S$. Cox, Crapo, Crittenden. Danferd, Darrall, Davidson, Joseph J. Davis, 


Evaus, Ewing, Ficld, Finley, 
Fort, Foster, Freeman, Frye, Gunter, Hanna, Harmer, Benjamin W. Harris. Jolin 
T. Harris, Harrison, Hart, Hartridge, Hayes, Henkle, Henry, Abram S. Hewitt, 
Goldsmith W. Hewitt, Herbert, Hiscock, Hooker, Hunton, James, Frank Jones, 
Jorgensen, Keifer, Kelley, Ketcham, Killinger, Kimmel, Knapp, Landers, Lap 
ham, Leonard, Lockwood, Lynde, Mackey, Manning, Mayham, McCook, MeKin- 


| ley, McMahon, Metcalfe, Mitchell, Money, Morgan, Morse, Muldrow, Muller, Neal, 


O'Neill, Peddie, Phelps, Pollard, Potter, Powers, Pugh, Quinn, Rea, Reilly, Ameri- 


cus V. Rice, William W. Rice, Roberts, George D. Robinson, Ross, Sapp, Schleicher, 
| Sexton, Shallenberger, Shelley, Smalls, A. Herr Smith, Southard, Sparks, Starin, 


Stephens, Stewart, John W. Stone, Strait, Swaun, Thompson, Thornburgh, Amos 
Townsend, Martin I ‘Townsend, Tucker, Turney, Veeder, Wait, Walker, Walsh, 
Ward, Warner, Watson. Harry White, Alpheus 8S. Williams, Andrew Williams, 


| James Williams, Benjamin A. Willis, Wilson, Wright, Yeates, and Young—14s 


So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the rules were not sus- 
pended. 

During the roll-call, the following announcements were made: 

Mr. TUCKER. Iam paired on political questions with Mr. Lap- 
HAM. My colleague, Mr. CABELL, is paired with Mr. MCKINLEY, and 
my colleague, Mr. HUNTON, with Mr. FRYE. 

Mr. SCALES. My colleague, Mr. YEATES, is absent by leave of the 
House. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. 
BRIGHT, is absent by reason of the death of his wife, and that my 
colleagues, Mr. YOUNG and Mr. ATKINS, are absent by reason of in- 
disposition. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I desire to state that I am paired 


| with my colleague on the Committee on Foreign Affairs, Mr. Crapo, 


upon all political questions. If he were present, 1 should vote “ay.” 

Mr. DICKEY. My colleague, Mr. FINLEY, is paired with Mr. Rice 
of Massachusetts. If present, he would vote “ aye.” 

Mr. GUNTER. I am paired upon this question with Mr. Wurre 
of Pennsylvania; if he were here, | should vote *‘ aye” and I presume 
he would vote “no.” 

Mr. CLYMER. On this question my colleague, Mr. A. Herr Smrru, 
is paired with Mr. BLount, of Georgia. If present, my colleague 
would vote “no.” 

Mr. REA. On all political questions I am paired with Mr. Srrait, 
of Minnesota. If he were here, 1 should vote “ay ;’ ldo not know 
how he would vote. 

Mr. MONROE. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. Foster, is 
paired with Mz. Covert, of New York, on all political questions. 

Mr. POWERS. On this question I am paired with Mr. CARLISLE, 
of Kentucky. If present, he would vote “ay” and I would vote “no,” 

Mr. COLE. I am paired with Mr. Jones, of New Hampshire. 

Mr. STEWART. I am paired with Mr. Davipson, of Florida. If 
he were here, he would vote “ay” and I would vote “no.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. On all political questions I am paired 
with Mr. Sparks, of Illinois. Not regarding this as a political ques 
tion, when my name was called I voted. Others, however, seem to 
regard it asa political question, and therefore | withdraw my vote. 

Mr. FRYE. I am paired with Mr. Hunton, of Virginia. If he 
were here, I should vote “no” and he ought to. [{Laughlter.] 

Mr. CAMP. lam paired with my colleague, Mr. BENEDICT. Not re- 
garding this as a political question, when my name was called I voted 
“no.” I desire now to withdraw my vote. I will state, however, 
that I believe if Mr. BenepicT were here he would vote “no” also. 
I desire also to state that my colleagues Mr. McCook and Mr. Lock- 
Woop are paired. I am informed that if they were here they would 
both vote “ no.” 

Mr. FORT. On all politica) questions I am paired with Mr. CLARKE, 
of Kentucky. Some seem to consider this a political question, some 
say itis not. I, however, will not vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam again requested to state that Mr. HarMER, of 
Pennsylvania, is paired with Mr. Berne, of New York; Mr. FReE- 
MAN, of Pennsylvania, is paired with Mr. Rice, of Ohio, and Mr. 
KILLINGER, of Pennsylvania, is paired with Mr. Porter, of New 
York. I do not know how any of them would vote on this question 
if they were here. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. I should have further stated that 
Mr. Walt, of Connecticut, is paired with Mr. Harris, of Virginia. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I am paired with Mr. Mircue i, of Pennsyl- 
vania, on all political questions. When my name was called | voted ; 





en, Browne, Buckner, John W. Caldwell, W. P. Caldwell, Calkins, Jobn L. | 


but for fear that he might consider this a political question I will 
withdraw my vote. If present, I presume he would vote “no;” 
| I should vote “ ay.” 


EERE snr 
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The result of the vote was stated as above recorded. 

Mr. WOOD. I move that the House now take a recess until Mon- 
day morning at ten o’clock, 

The motion was agreed to ; and accordingly (at three o’clock and 
forty minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until ten o’clock a m. 
of Monday next. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


AFTER RECESS. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at ten o’clock a. | 


m., (Monday, December 3.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPsoN, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed without amendment a 
bill of the House of the following title: 

A bill (HL. R. No. 1279) authorizing binding of documents for mem- 
bers of Congress, 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments in which the concurrence of the House was requested, 
a bit! of the following title : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1526) to provide for deficiencies in the appropri- 
ations for the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed and re- 
quested the concurrence of the House in bills and a joint resolution 
of the following titles: 

A bill (S. No. 53) for the relief of Albert Towle, postmaster at 

jeatrice, Nebraska; 

A bill (S. No. 65) to change the name of the schooner Minnie to 
Carteret ; 

A bill (S. No. 290) for the relief of James D. Holman; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 5) authorizing Rear-Admiral William 
Reynolds, of the United States Navy, to accept certain presents ten- 
dered him by Kings of Siam. 


DESERT LANDS IN 


Mr. LUTTRELL. I ask unanimous consent to present a document 
containing the affidavits of over three hundred of the most respecta- 
ble citizens of Kern County, California, relative to what is known as 
the desert-land bill. Serious charges have been made against mem- 
bers of the California delegation in this House and members of the 
Committee on Pablic Lands of the last House, and I ask that this 
memorial be received and referred to the Committee on Public Lands 
in justification of the action of the California delegation on that meas- 
ure. The document contains also the statements of General B. 8. 
Alexander and Colonel J. H. Mendell, of the United States Army, and 
Professor George Davidson. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. 
shall be printed in the Recorp? 

Mr. LUTTRELL. No; only that it be received and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the document was received and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 


CALIFORNIA, 


Is it asked that this memorial 


WILLIAM ABENDROTH, 


Mr. O'NEILL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
177%) granting a pension to William Abendroth; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WOOD. I move that the House now take a recess until half 
past ten o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at ten o’clock and five 
minutes a.m.) the House took a recess until ten o’clock and thirty 
munutes a, m. 

AFTER RECESS. 

The recess having expired, the House resumed its session. 

Mr. WOOD. I move that the House take a further recess until fif- 
teen minutes before eleven o'clock. 

The motion of Mr. Woop was agreed to; and the House according- 
ly took a further recess till fifteen minutes before eleven o'clock, 

The recess having expired, the House resumed its session. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had adopted a resolution, in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested, expressing the judgment of the 
two Houses as to the legal expiration of the present session 

The message further announced that the Senate had adopted, with 
an amendment in which the concurrence of the House was requested, 
the resolution of the House in regard to the final adjournment of the 
present session. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution of 
the Senate : 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED States, 
December 3, 1877. 
Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That it is the 


judgment of the two Llouses that the present session of Congress expires by opera- 
tion of law at twelve o'clock m. this day. 


Mr. WOOD. I move that the House concur in this resolution. 
The resolution was concurred in. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER l, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair also lays before the Honsea resolution 
of the House in regard to final adjournment, with an amengn, ut of 
| the Senate. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House or REPREsENtatives 
December 1, 1877 
Resolved, (the Senate concurring.) That the President of the Senate and the S; 


of the House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, directed to adjourn the : 
respective Houses without day at three o'clock p. m. this day. : 


t 
Laer 


The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


Strike ont the words “three o'clock p. m. this day" and insert “eleven o'ch 


and fifty minutes a. m. Monday the 3d of December instant.” oak 


The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the amendment 
of the Senate. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to inquire whether, according to the 
records of the two Houses, this is not the legislative day of Satur. 
day? 

Mr. WOOD. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Then will not the language of this resolution 
produce some complication by providing for adjourning upon Mond 
when according to our Journals we are sitting as of Saturday ? 

Mr. WOOD. There is no incongruity. Doubtless as a legislative 
day this is Saturday 

Mr. PATTERSON. I submit that we have just adopted a conenr. 
rent resolution from the Senate declaring that this session wil] ter- 
minate at twelve o’clock noon to-day. It seems to me we have by that 
action already agreed to the time of final adjournment. , 

The SPEAKER. That has no relation to this resolution whatever, 

Mr. WOOD. I move that the House concur in the amendment of 
the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. On Saturday the Senate adjourned, while this 
House took a recess until ten o’clock this morning. The Senate 
seens to have a distinction between what is termed a legislative day 
and a calendar day. F 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think that in order to keep our own records 
right it may be necessary for the House to pass a resolution fixing an 
hour of meeting for Monday—say 11:45 a. m.—and then have an 
adjournment of Saturday’s session. When we meet the Journal of 
Saturday, if prepared, might be read; but at any rate our session 
would be legislatively that of Monday. It seems to me that some- 
thing of this kind is advisable in order to keep our Journal right. 

Mr. WOOD. Ido not see the difficulty which suggests itself to my 
friend from Ohio. Undoubtedly this is a continuation of the session 
of Saturday as a legislative day; but it is entirely competent for the 
House, either upon the legislative day of Saturday or upon the cal- 
endar day of Monday, if you please, to concur in the amendment of 
the Senate fixing eleven o’clock and fifty minutes to-day as the hour 
for the final adjournment of the two Houses. 

The SPEAKER. There is no difficulty as to keeping the Journal. 
Gentlemen who were members of the last Congress will recollect that 
at the last session the Journal of the legislative day was continued 
for some time without reference to the expiration of the calendar day. 

Mr. GARFIELD. There is, at any rate, this disadvantage: that, 
if we have afinal adjournment without beginning the legislative day 
of Monday, the Journal of Saturday cannot be read for correction. 
I do not know that there is any objection at all to the adoption of the 
resolution as amended by the Senate. 

Mr. WOOD. After the adoption of this amendment by the House, 
then, if the gentleman chooses, he can move to adjourn Saturday's 
session, which will be legitimate. I now move concurrence in the 
amendment of the Senate. 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

Mr. HALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ay, 


PRODUCERS OF TOBACCO, 


Mr. DIBRELL. I move to suspend the rules and pass a bill to 
authorize the producers of tobacco to sell $100 of the same without 
paying any tax. 

The bill, which was read, provides that from and after the passage 
of this act the producers of tobacco may sell of their own produc- 
tion tobacco in any manner or quantity, to the value of $100, without 
paying any tax on the same whatever, and all laws and parts of laws 
in conflict with this act are repealed. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I hope the gentleman will let that be referred 
to the committee which has charge of the subject. 

Mr. DWIGHT. I hope the bill will be read again. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I desire to suggest to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee that subject is now being considered by the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. a 

Mr. BURCHARD. Lask the gentleman to modify his proposition 
so as to introduce and refer the bill to that committee. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee declines, and in- 
sists on his motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. BEEBE. Is it competent to introduce that bill and ask sus- 
pension of the rules, this being Saturday’s session ? 
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The SPEAKER. It is, as this is one of the last six days of the ses- 
and the motion to suspend the rules is in order. 
“Mr. EDEN. Is this bill reported from the Committee of Ways and | 
Means? : , 

The SPEA KER. : It 18 not. 

Mr. EDEN. I think it should be referred. 

The SPEAKER. It is introduced under a suspension of the rules 
or yussave. 

Mr. DIBRELL demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeus and nays were ordered. 

fhe question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
%, nays 102, not voting 93; as follows: 





YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Bell, Blackburn, Bland, Boone, Bragg, Brogden, Buck- 
ner “Tohn W. Caldwell, W. P. Caldwell, Calkins, Chalmers, John B. Clark, jr., of 
‘ficsouri, Clymer, Cobb, Cook, Cravens, Crittenden, Culberson, Danford, David 
» Dibrell, Dickey, Durham, Elam, John H. Evins, Felton, Forney, Franklin, 

Garth, Gause, Giddings, Glover, Gunter, Henry R. Harris, Hartridge, Hart- 
~ Hatcher, Hooker, House, Hungerford, Hunton, Ittner, James Taylor Jones, 
1orrepsen, Kenna, Ketcham, Kimmel, Knapp, Knott, Ligon, Lockwood, Luttrell, 
Martin, MeKenzie, Mills, Money, Morgan, Pollard, Pridemore, Quinn, Rarcdolph, 
Rtea Reagan, Riddle, Robbins, Roberts, Robertson, Ross, Scales, Schleicher, Sex 
ton Shelley, Singleton, Slemons, William E. Smith, Southard, Sparks, Steele, 
Stephens, Thornburgh, Throckmorton, Richard W. Townshend, Turner, Tarney, 
Vane » Van Vorhes, Veeder, Waddell, Warner, Whitthorne, Charles G. Williams, 
Jere N. Williams, Albert S Willis, and Wilson—96. 
“ NAYS—Messrs Bacon, Bagley, John H. Baker, William H. Baker, Banning, 
Reebe, Bicknell, Bisbee, Boyd, Brewer, Briggs, Browne, Bundy, Burchard, Burdick, 
Cain, Camp, Campbell, Chittenden, Rush Clark, Cole, Conger, Covert, Jacob D. Cox, 
Cummings, Cutler, Horace Davis, Deering, Denison, Dunnell, Dwight, Eden, Eick- 
hot! Elsworth, James L. Evans, Field, Foster, Frye, Garduer, Gartield, Hale, 
Hamilton, Hardenbergh, Benjamin W. Harris, Haskell, Hazelton, Hendee, Hender- 
son. Abram S. Hewitt, Hiscock, Hubbell, Humphrey, John S, Jones, Joyce, Keight- 
ley, Lathrop, Lindsey, Loring, Marsh, McCook, McGowan, McKinley, Monroe, 
Muller, Norcross, Oliver, O'Neill, Overton, Pacheco, Pago, Patterson, Phillips, 
Potter, Pound, Price, Pugh, Rainey, Reed, George D. Robinson, Milton S. Robin- 
son, Ryan, Sayler, Shallenberger, Sinnicksen, A. Herr Smith, Springer, Stenger, 
Stewart, John W. Stone, Joseph C. Stone, Swann, Thompson, Tipton, Amos 
‘Townsend, Martin L. Townsend, Ward, Watson, Welch, Michael D. White, Rich- 
ard Williams, Willits, and Wren—102. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Aldrich, Atkins, Ballou, Banks, Bayne, Benedict, Blair, 
Bliss, Blount, Bouck, Brentano, Bridges, Bright, Butler, Cabell, Candler, Cannon, | 
Carlisle, Caswell, Claflin, Alvah A. Clark, John B. Clarke of Kentucky, Collins, 
Samuel S. Cox, Crapo, Darrall, Joseph J. Davis, Douglas, E:mes, Ellis, Errett, 
1. Newton Evans, Ewing, Finley, Fort, Freeman, Gibson, Goode, Hanna, Harmer, 
Joun T. Haris, Harrison, Hart, Hayes, Henkle, Henry, Herbert, Goldsmith W. 

witt, Hunter, James, Frank Jones, Keifer, Kelley, Killinger, Landers, Lap- 
Leonard, Lynde, Mackey, Maish, Manning, Mayham, McMahon, Metcalfe, 
Mitchell, Morrison, Morse, Muldrow, Neal, Peddie, Phelps, Powers, Reilly, Ameri- 
cus V. Rice, William W. Rice, Sampson, Sapp, Smalls, Starin, Strait, Tucker, Wait, 

iiker, Walsh, Harry White, Alpheus S. Williams, Andrew Williams, James 
Williame, Benjamin A. Willis, Wood, Wright, Yeates, and Young—v3. 













During the roll-call, 

Mr. LIGON stated that the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. HARRISON, 
was paired with Mr. Sapp, of Iowa, on all questions. 

Mr. GARTH stated that his colleague, Mr. Hewitt, of Alabama, 
was still absent on account of sickness. 

Mr. MONLY stated that Mr. YouNG, who was still absent on ac- 
count of sickness, if present, would vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. DICKEY stated that his colleague, Mr. FINLEY, was paired 
with Mr. Rice, of Massachusetts, on all questions. 

Mr. SCALES stated that his colleague, Mr. Davis, was absent by 
leave of the House. 

Mr. HOUSE stated that his colleague, Mr. ATKINS, was still de- 
tained from the House by sickness, and that his colleague, Mr. 
BriGuT, was absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE stated that he was paired with Mr. Crapo on 
all political questions, and not considering this one of them he had 
voted in the aflirmative. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, stated that his colleague, Mr. HERBERT, 
was absent on account of sickness. 

Mr. HOOKER stated that Mr. Cox, of New York, was detained from 
the House by illness. 

Mr. STEELE stated that his colleague, Mr. YEATES, was detained 
from the House by illness. 

Mr. DIBRELL moved to dispense with the reading of the names. 

Mr. BURCHARD objected. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, stated that Mr. McManon was paired 
with his colleague, Mr. KeIFer, on all political questions. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SINGLETON. I move that the bill (H. R. No. 1526) to provide 
for deticiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and 
for other purposes, with amendments by the Senate, be taken from 
the Speaker's table and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
1 also move that the bill and amendments be printed, and that the 
amendments be numbered. It will be remembered that in the case 
of the Army appropriation bill for the want of this precaution a good 
deal of confusion ensued. 

The SPEAKER. That should always be done. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
and amendments were referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
aud ordered to be printed; and also moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PROTECTION OF TEXAS BORDERS. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I move that the rules be suspended and 
the following resolution be adopted : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of mustering into the service of the United States two regiments of 
Te xas Mounted Rangers to be used for tho protection of the Mexican and Indian 
borders of the State of Texas, to be continued in tho service of the United States 
80 long as the President may deem the service of such regiments necessary to the 
adequate peste m of the frontiers of that State; said regiments to equal in 
strength the strongest cavalry regiments of the United States Army and to be 
under the direction and control of the oflicers of the Army in command of the mil- 
itary district and departinent of Texas; the committee to report by bill or other- 
wise. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Is that resolution for reference or action ? 

The SPEAKER. The motion is tosuspend the rules and adopt the 
resolution. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the resolution be reported again. 

The resolution was again read. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the “ noes” 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON called for a division. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. If the gentleman from Texas will allow me, I 
desire to make a suggestion. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Except by unanimous consent, which I ask, to 
make the suggestion that if the gentleman would insert a proviso for 
a reduction of the regular Army to this extent I think there would 
be no objection to the resolution. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. It is merely a resolution of inquiry. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 67, noes 97. 

So (two-thirds not having voted in the aflirmative) the rules were 
not suspended. 

USE OF THE ARMY IN THE SOUTHERN STATES. 

Mr. KNAPP. I move that the rules be suspended and the follow- 
ing resolution adopted ; 

Resolved, That the President of the United States, by refusing the use of the 
Army in support of pretended governments in the States of South Carolina and 
Louisiana, and thereby according to their people the right of local self-government 


5 


in accordance with the Constitution, has faithfully performed his duty in that be 
half, and is thereby justly entitled to the respect and confidence of the American 
people. ; 

Several memb'rs called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONGER. Pending that question, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That is in order. 

Mr. CONGER. And on that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. POTTER. Let the resolution be reported again. 

The resolution was again read. " 

Mr. GARFIELD. 1 hope we will not have any dilatory motions, 
but vote that down. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. CONGER. I wiil modify my motion, and move that the House 
take a recess, if that motion is in order. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to move to take a recess pend- 
ing a motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I adhere to my motion that the House do now 
adjourn, and on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DENISON. I move that when the House adjourn it be to meet 
at five minutes before twelve o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Tae regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from Michigan [ Mr. CONGER] that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. I 
understand that by a concurrent resolution the House adjourns to-day 
at half past eleven o’clock ; am I correct ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not correct. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CONGER. I ask for the yeas and nays on my motion. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I move that the gentleman have the opportu- 
nity of dodging this vote, as that seems to be hisobject. [Laughter. } 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yea 1, nays 197, not 
voting 93; as follows: 

YEA—Mr. Marsh—1. 

NAYS5—Messrs. Aiken, Bacon, Bagley, John H. Baker, William H. Baker, Ban- 
ning, Beebe, Bell, Bicknell, Bisbee, Blackburn, Blount, Boone, Boyd, Bragg, Brewer, 
Briggs, Brogden, Browne, Bundy, Burchard, Burdick, John W. Caldwell, W. P. 
Caldwell, Calkins, Camp, Campbell, Chittenden, John B. Clark, jr., of Missouri, 
Rush Clark, Clymer, Cobb, Cole, Conger, Cook, Covert, Jacob D. Cox, Cravens. Cum- 
mings, Cutler, Danford, Davidson, Horace Davis, Deering, Denison, Dibrell, Dickey, 
Dunnell, Durham, Dwight, Eden, Eickhoff, Elam, Ellsworth, Errett, James I 
Evans, John H. Evins, Ewing, Felton, Field, Forney, Foater, Franklin, Frye, Pul- 
ler, Gardner, Garfield, Garth, Gause, Gibson, Giddings, Glover, Goode, Gunter, 
Hamilton, Hardenbergh, Benjamin W. Harris, Henry RK Harris, Hartridge, Hart- 
zell, Haskell, Hatcher, Hazelton, Hendee, Henderson, Henkle, Herbert, Abram 5S. 
Hewitt, House, Hubbell, Humphrey, Hungerford, Hunter, Hunton, Ittner, James 
Taylor Jones, John S. Jones, Jorgensen, Joyce, Keightley, Ketcham, Knapp, hnott, 
Lathrop, Ligon, Lindsey, Lockwood, Luttrell, Maish, Manving, Martin, McCook, 
McGowan, McKenzie, McKinley, Mills. Money, Morgan, Morrison, Muldrow, Mal- 
ler, Norcross, Oliver, O'Neill, Overton, Page, Patterson, Plillips, Pollard, Potter, 
Pound, Price, Pridemore, Pugh, Quinn, Rainey, Randolph, Rea, Reagan, Reed, Rid- 
die, Robbins, Roberts, Robertson, George D. Robinson, Milton 5S. Kobinson, Koss, 

; Ryan, Sayler, Seales, Schleicher, Sexton, Shallenberger, Shelley, Singleton, Sin- 
pickson, Slemons, A. Herr Smith, William E. Smith, Southard, 5 irks, Springer, 
Steele, Stenger, Stephens, Stewart, John W. Stone, Joseph C. Stone, Swaun, Thomp- 
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son. Thornburgh Amos Townsend, Martin I 


Throckmorton, Tipton Townsend, 
Richard W. Townshend, Tucker, Turner, Vance, Van Vorhes, Veeder, Waddell, 
Wall Ward, Warner Watson, Welch, Michael D. White. Whitthorne, Alpheus 
Ss. \ ims, CharleaG. Williams, Jere N. Williams, Albert S. Willis, Willits, Wil- 
mn Wood, and Wren—197 

NOT VOTING—Measrs. Aldrich, Atkins, Ballon, Banks, Bayne, Benedict, Blair, 
Bland. Bliss, Bouck, Brentano, Bridges, Bright, Buckner, Butler, Cabell, Cain, Cand. 
ler, Cannon, Carlisle, Caswell, Chalmers, Claflin, Alvah A. Clark, John B. Clarke of 
Kentucky, Collins, Samuel 8S. Cox, Crapo, Crittenden, Culberson, Darrall — 
J. Davis, Douglas, Eames, Ellis, I. Newton Evans, Finley, Fort, Freeman, Hale, 
Hanna, Harmer, John T. Harris, Harrison, art, Hayes, Henry, Goldswith W. Hew- 
itt. Hiscock, looker, James, Frank Jones, Keifer, Kelley, Kenna, Killinger, Kim- 
mel, Landers, Lapham, Leonard, Loring. Lynde, Mackey, Maybam, McMahon, 
Metcalfe, Mitchell, Monroe, Morse, Neal, Pacheco, Peddie, Phelps, Powers, Reilly, 
Americus V. Rice, William W. Rice, Sainpson, Sapp, Smalls, Starin, Strait, Turney, 
Wait, Walsh, Harry White, Andrew Williams, James Williams, Richard Williams, 
Benjamin A. Willis, Wright, Yeates, and Young —93. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


During the roll-call a message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had appointed Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS and Mr. MERRIMON a committee on the part of the Senate 
to join such committee as might be appointed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives to wait upon the President of the United States and 
inform him that, unoless he had some further communication to make, 
the two Houses of Congress, having concluded their business, were 
ready to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would ask unanimous consent to take 
up this resolution for present action. 

No objection was made, and the resolution of the Senate was read, 
as follows: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
December 3, 12®TT. 

Resolved, That a committee of two members be appointed to join such committee 
as my be appoint <t by the Llouse of Representatives, to wait upon the President 
of the United States and inform him that, unless he may have some further com- 


munication to make, the twe Houses of Congress, having finished the business 
before them, are ready to adjourn 
Ordered, VYiuat Mr 


Mr. WOOD. 
Senate. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER appointed Mr. Woop, Mr. SPRINGER, and Mr. HALE 
the committee on the part of the House. 


EvMUNpDs and Mr. MERRIMon be said committee. 


I move that the House concur in the resolution of the 


ADJOURNMENT, 


During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to state that Iam paired with Mr. CLAFLIN, 
of Massachusetts. If he were present, I should vote “ no.” 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee. I desire to say that my colleague, 
Mr. YOUNG, is contined to his room by reason of sickness, 

Mr. CARLISLE. I ay paired with the gentleman from Maine, Mr. 
Powers. If he were present, he would vote “ay” and I should vote 
* no, 

Mr. SCALES. My colleague, Mr. Davis, is absent by leave of the 
House, and is paired with Mr. Warp. If present, Mr. Davis would 
vote “no.” Mr. YEATES is absent by reason of indisposition. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I desire to state that I am paired with Mr. 
Mircne yi. I presume that if he were present he would vote “no,” 
and I should vote the same way. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I would state that on all political questions I 
am paired with my colleague, Mr. Wricut, and, not understanding 
this to be a political question, I have voted “no;” and I have no 
doubt that he would have done so too, had he been present. 


Mr. CALKINS. Imove that the reading of the names be dispensed 
with. 


Several members objected. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the names and read down to the 
name of Mr. LUTTRELL. 

fhe SPEAKER. ‘The Chair asks unanimous consent to interrupt 
the roll-call to receive a report from the committee appointed to wait 
upon the President of the United States. 

The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. WOOD. The committee appointed on the part of the House, 
acting in conjunction with the comunittee on the part of the Senate, 
awaited upon the President of the United States, and he has no fur- 
ther communication to make to us. 

The SPEAKER. By concurrent resolution of the two Houses the 
time was fixed at eleven o'clock and fifty minutes a. m. upon this day 
(Monday, December 3, 1877) for the final adjournment of this session ; 
and in obedience to that resolution I now declare that the first and 


extra session of the Forty-fifth Congress stands adjourned without 
day. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky: The petition of George Wright 
& Sons, and other citizens of Kentucky, for the amendment of the 
revenue laws 80 as to allow distillers to bond their whisky for three 
years and to reduce the tax on distilled spirits of every kind to fifty 
cents a gallon—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHALMERS: Resolutions of the mayor and aldermen of 


Vicksburgh, Mississippi, that aid be granted to the Texas and Pacif 
Railroad Company—to the Committee on the Pacifie Railroad si 
Also, resolutions of the same body asking the use of a dred % pfs 
in the Sunflower and Yazoo Rivers—to the Committee on ( eenaeee 

Also, resolutions of the same body, asking for the buildine 7 
custom-house and post-oftice in Vicksburgh, Mississippi—to the oo 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, - 

By Mr. GUNTER: Papers relating to the claim of Cane Hj) Co 
lege and Presbyterian church, Arkansas, for compensation for oo). 
lege building destroyed by the United States Army—to the Commm):. 
tee of Claims. 7 

By Mr. HOUSE: The petition of Adam Woolf, surveyor and ¢,). 
lector of the port of Nashville, Tennessee, for an increase of his ¢4). 
ary—to the Committee of Ways and Means. oe 

Also, resolutions of the Clarksville (Tennessee) Tobacco Board of 
Trade, asking an appropriation for the improvement of the Cumber. 
land and Red Rivers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JONES, of Ohio: The petition of F. W. Morrison and others 
for a change of the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Poy: 
sions. 

By Mr. LORING: Papers relating to the claim of the heirs of Nich. 
olas and Mark Antoine Fouguet—to the Committee on the Judiciary 

By Mr. POUND: The petition of citizens of Amherst, Wisconsi), 
for the repeal of the “eal er law—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SWANN: The petition of Martha Strawbet, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: The petition of Jacob H. Stark 
for pay for services as an officer in the United States Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon: Memorial of citizens of Oregon, 
for an extension of time to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company: 
for the repeal of the branch-land grant, and in lieu thereof applying 
an equal amount of land to the line of the Portland and Salt Lake 
Road, between Columbia River and Salt Lake, and for a joint road 
from the junction of said roads through Cascade Mountains to Port 
land; and for protection to settlers—to the Committee on the Pacitic 
Railroad. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petitions of John W. Ramsbury and Mar- 
garet M. Russell, for pay for property used by the United States—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a paper relating to the establishment of a post-route from 
Harrisville to Glenville, West Virginia—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


IN SENATE, 


MoNDAY, December 3, 1877. 
The Senate met at ten o’clock a. m. 


THE JOURNAL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the Journal of 
the proceedings of the session of the Senate on Saturday last. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask that the reading of the Journal this morn- 
ing be dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To which the Chair hears no objection, 
and the reading of the Journal is dispensed with. 

EXPIRATION OF THE SESSION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution, which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the Tlouse of Representatives concurring.) That it is the 


jndgment of the two Houses that the present session of Congress expires by opera 
tion of law at twelve o'clock meridian, this day. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution of the House of 
Representatives providing for the final adjournment of the present 
session of Congress; and having been amended on the motion of M: 
CONKLING, by striking out “ three o’clock p. m. this day” and in lieu 
thereof inserting ‘eleven o’clock and fifty minutes a. m. Monday, the 
3d of December, instant,” the resolution, as amended, was agreed to; 
as follows: 

Resolved, (the Senate coneurring,) That the President of the Senate and the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, directed to adjourn theit 


respective Houses without day, at eleven o'clock and fifty minutes a. m., Monda) 
the 3d of December, instant. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

Daring the executive session, a message was received from the 
House of Representatives by Mr. GEORGE M. ADAMS, its ( lerk, an- 
nouncing that the House had concurred in the resolution of the Sen- 
ate that it is the judgmentof the two Houses that the present session 
of Congress expires by operation of law at twelve o'clock m., this 
day. 

The message further announced that the House had concurred in 
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» amendment of the Senate to the concurrent resolution of the 
aa es lative to the final adjournment of Congress. 
. I fs ! essage also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
> No, BAT) to change the name of the port of entry of the district of 
I so | Louisiana, from Brashear to Morgan City; in which it re- 
: i ste d the concurrence of the Senate. 


COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. EDMUNDS (during the executive session ) submitted the fol- 

wing resolution ; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

That a committee of two membera be appointed to join such committee 

w appointed by the House of Representatives to wait upon the President 

ited States, and inform him that, unless he may have some further com 


to make, the two Houses of Congress having tinished the business be 
: are ready to adjourn. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed as members of the committee 
Mr. EpMUNDs and Mr. MERRIMON, 


\ message Was subsequently received from the House of Representa- 
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tives announcing that it had appointed Mr. FERNaNDo 
New York, Mr. W. M. SprinGer of Illinois, and Mr. Eve 
Maine, as the committee on its part. 


Woop of 
ENE HALE of 


EXECUTIVE SESéIOXx. 


After one hour and forty minutes spent in executive session the 
doors were reopened. 


CLOBE OF THE SESSION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, from the committee appointed to wait on the Presi- 
dent of the United States and inform him that, unless he may have 
some further communication to make, the two Houses of Congress 
having finished the business before them are ready to adjourn with- 
out day, reported that they had performed the duty assigned them, 
and that the President had replied that he had no further communi- 
cation to make to Congress at the present session 

fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Senators, the hour fixed by the conecur- 
rent resolution of the two Houses for the final aijournment of this 
session having arrived, I declare the Senate adjourned without day. 





